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'YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER

Q—Who can vote?
A—You can vote at this elecuon only if you registered
to'vote by May 5, 1980.”

Q-—Who can register to vote?
A—You can register to vote if you:
@ are at least 18 years of age on election day.
® are a citizen of the United States,
@ are a resident of California, and
® are not imprisoned or on parole for the
conviction of a felony.

Q—How dol register?
A—Phone the Registrar of Volers at 558- 3417

Q—Do 1 have to belong to a political party?

A—Only if you want to. If you don’t want to tell
what political party you consider yours, you
can ° say “lndependum or “lI don't want to
tell.” '

Q—If I don’t tell my political party when 1 sngn up,
can I still vote in every election?

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

Example: Only people who sign up as Re-
publicans can vote in the Primary election for
who will be the Republican candidate. Primary
elections are held ‘in June of even-numbered
years.

Q~—If L have picked a party, can l change it later?
A—Yes, but you must go and sign up again.

Q~Once I have signed up, do I have to do it again?

A— Yes. if:
& you have moved and/or
e you did not vote in the last General clec-
tion (The last General Election was No-
vember 7, 1978.)

Q—If I have been convicted of a crime, can 1 sign up
to vate?
A—Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole.

Q-—What candidates will voters be choosing at this:

primary election?
A—All voters who are signed up as members of a
political party will choose a candidate for:
o State Assemblyman
e United States Congressman
e United States Senator
o State Senator if' you live in Senate Dis-
trict 5
eand you will choose members. County
Central Committees.

Q—What districts are there in San Francisco?
A—San Francisco has:

o three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 18)

@ two State Senate Districts (SD 5, 6) '

¢ two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD §, 6)
(See map elsewhere in this pamphlet)

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

A—No. California "has two United States Senators,
Each Senator represents the entire state.

Q—How can I tell which districts 1 live in?
A~You can call the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417,

Q—Why is there nothing in the Voters Information
fiandbook about the people who are state can-
didates‘in this primary election?

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

Q—Are there any candidates for non-partisan office?
A—Yes, there are candidates for offices of municipal
and superior court judges. -

Q—Isn’t this election a “presidential primary” too?

A~—Yes If you have signed up ‘as a member of a
political party. you will" be able to choose a
candidate for president in your party. How you
choose  will help decide which California
delegates will go to the political nominating
convention, where a national presidential can-
_didate will be chosen.

Q—Where do 1 go to vote? ‘
A—Your voting place is printed next to your name
and address sent with this Voters Handbook. -

Q—If I don’t know what to do when I get to my vot-
ing place, is there someone there to help me?
A—Yes. The workers at the voting place will help

you. If they can’t help you. call 558-6161.

Q—When do 1 vote?

A—The election will be Tuesday. June 3. 1980. Your
voting place is open from 7 AM. to 8 PM.
that day.

Q—What do I do if my voting place is not open?
A—Call 558-6161. ‘

Q—~Can I take my sample ballot into the voting booth
even if I've written on it?
A—Yes.

Q—Can I have someéone help me in the voting booth
i1 need help?

A—Yes. if you arc a handicapped person. or if you
have language difficulties.

Q—Can [ vote for someone whose name is not on the

ballot?
‘ 3
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.YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued)

- A—Yes. This is called a “write-in”. If you want to

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

Q—What do I do if 1 cannot work the voting ma-’

chine?
A—Ask the workers and they will help you.

Q—Can a_ worker at the voting place ask me to take
any test? .
'A—dNo

Q—Can I take time off from my job to go vote on
~ election day?

A—Yes, . if you do not have enough time outside of

working hours. You must tell your employer 3

~working days ‘before election day that you need ’

time off to vote. Your employer must give you
up to two hours off either at the beginning or
end of your working day.

Q—Can I vote if 1 know I will be away 'from San
Francisco on election day?
A—Yes. You can vote early by:

® poing to the Registrar of Voters office in .

City Hall and voting there or .

Omanlmg in- the application st with this
voters’ handbook (page 95).

Q~What chn I do if I do not have an applfcation

form?
A—You can send a letter or postcard asking for an

absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should
be sent to the Registrar of Voters, Cnty Hall,
San Francisco 94102,

Q—What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot?
A-—You must write:
e.that you need to vote early
“ " e your address when you signed up to vote .
e the address where you want the ballot
mailed
e then sign your name. and also print your
name underneath.

Qf-When do I mail my absentec ballot back to the
‘ Registrar of Voters?

A—You can mail your absentee ballot back to the
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the
Registrar of Voters by 8 PM on election day,
June3 1980.

Q—Whatdo I do if l am sick on election day?

A—Call 558-6161 for information.
IF 'YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON
VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF
VOTERS AT 558-3417

‘WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW

Here "afe a few of the words that you will need to
know:

PRIMARY ELECTION——TIns is an election to
decide who will be a political party’s candidate for

_the general election the following November. ‘There

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

POLLING PLACE—The place where you go to
vote, _

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

BALLOT—A list of candidates and propositions.

ABSENTEE BALLOT—If you are going to be -

away on election day. or if you cannot gel to the
place where you vote because you are physically disa-
bled. you can get a special ballot to fill out. This bal-
lot is called an absentce ballot. You get this ballot
from the Registrar of Voters at Cny Hall. See page
95.

4

PROPOSITION—This means anything that you
vote on, except candidates. If it-deals with the state
government, then it will have a number. — such as
Proposition 1. If it deals with city government. it will

“have a letter — such as Proposition A.

CHARTER AMENDMENT —The charter is the ba-
sic set of laws for the city government. A charter
amendment changes one of those basic laws. It takes
a vote of the people to change the charter. It cannot

. be changed again without another vote of the people.

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

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

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

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

PETITION—A _list of signatures of voters who
agree that a certain idea or question should be on the
ballot. ’
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HOW TO VOTE ON THE VO'IOMATIC VOTE RECORDER

SPECIAL NOTE. R
IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN A T8I 13 :
YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER. AR » mnmaawﬁs 24

. . Nota: 5i hace algun error, devuelva
‘ STEP su tarjeta de votar y obtenga otra,

USING BOTH HANDS ,
INSERT THE DALLOT CARD ALL THE
WAY INTO THE VOTOMATIC.

Usando las dos manos, meta la
tarjeta de votar completamente
dentro del “Votomatic,"

B~
ST RS B A R BB R o

| STEP 0 m lll PII' 0

INSERT CARD *ms 108 vp

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

Paso 2. Asegurese de que los dos
orificios que hay at final de la tarjeta
coinciden con las dos cabecitas rojas,

cm= !
mwmmm%MA%;%%zﬂﬂ;&
AL L o

TURN OVER FUR NEXT PASE
VOTE ALL PAGED

STEP HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL {STRAIGHT
UP). PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN
THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO
INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT
USE PEN OR PENCIL,

Para votar, sostenga el instrumento
de votar y perfore con el la tarjeta de
votar en el lugar de los candidatos de
su preferencia. No use pluma ni 1dpia,

DIB=EY

nl’HL'"fhﬂfélﬂmﬁi Y !H'J\?LV‘]iTrIE[ﬁF]\
TIFLEIR .

AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE
ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING.
: B I
STEP Despues de votar, saque la tarjeta del “Votomatic” WY 1% 5 #lﬂ:il.“;}él{st M 9 A 224
y péngala bajo el clerre del sobre. ) PN > BRI TS

LERIE 1 0 AR BRI AT M o




PUNCH OUT BALLOT CARD ONLY WITH PUNCHING DEVICE ATTACHED TO VOTE RECORDER NEVER WITH
PEN OR PENCIL.

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS:

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

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

To vote on any measure, punch the ballot card in the hole at the point of the arrow after the “YES" or

after the word ““NO".
All distinguishing marks or erasures are forbidden and make the ballot void.
if you wrongly punch, tear, or deface the ballot card, or tear or deface the Write-In Ballot Envelope,

return it to the precinct board member and obtain another.

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

Para votar por candidato de su seleccion, perfore la balota en el circulo que senala la flecha
opuesto al nombre del candidato. Cuando han de ser elegidos dos 0 mas candidatos para el mismo- cargo,
perfore la baloto en el circulo que sefiala la flecha opuesto de los nombres de todos los canidatos para el

cargo por quienes usted desea votar, sin exceder al numero de candidatos que ha de ser elegido.
Para votar por un candidato (wnte -in) calificado, escriba el titulo del cargo y el nombre de 1a persona

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

palabra “SI" o después de la palabra “NO".
- Todas las marcas o borraduras estan prohibidas e invalidan el voto. Si usted equwocadamente perfora,

rompe o estropea la balota, o rompe o estropea el sobre, devuélvala al miembro del consejo del precinto y

~ obtenga otra.
MM ERIRR i L T ER T EATHL ?‘I*ﬁfﬁﬂ‘lﬁm
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DEMOCRATIC 'DEMOCRATA

*PRIMARY ELECTION ELECCION PRIMARIA
June 3, 1980

3 de junio de 1980

Clenk Fg
—INOEXAZH

v

Vote for One

United States Senator
Senador de los Estados Unidos
e SN

-|Delegates to the National Convention ek Sh
Delegados a la Convencién Nacional FR 5t Vote por Uno _
EDWARD M. KENNEDY 108 ===
UNPLEDGED DELEGATION 110 ==
LYNDON H. LA ROUCHE JR. 112 w—sdp-
“JIMMY CARTER 114 ===
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 116 ===l
United States Senator ) : Vote for One Sy
Senador de los Estados Unidos SERIZXER Vote por Uno F*™
RICHARD MORGAN 3
Anti Busing Clergyman 1 2 1
. Clerigo opuesto al transporte de alumnos por medio de autobuses
X - OV
——d -l
= “FRANK L. THOMAS
= é Electrician 123 =
] Electricista
:.*:; § L
£3 DAVID T. REES )
8° Mexico Oil Consultant 125
Consultor-Perito, Petroleo de Mexico
SBRREATININY )
ALAN CRANSTON 127 w—p

8-16 D-1



DEMOCRATIC ' DEMOCRATA
2 PRIMARY ELECTION ~ ELECCION PRIMARIA
" June 3, 1980 3 de junio de 1980

—NOFEAAZ

CONGRESSIONAL /

Beprosematlve in Congress, 6th District

Diputado al Congreso, Distrito 6 %@WQ FﬁE %7‘(@

Vote for O ;e
Vote por Uno Al—4

TIBOR USKERT
Lawyer/ Writer/ Lecturer

Abogado/ Escritor / Conferenciante
N L

136 =3

PHILLIP BURTON
Member of Congress, 6th District
Miembro del Congreso, Distrito 6
Bk, BARK

CONGRESIONAL

138 =3

. BOB BARNES
Community Organizer
‘Organizador de Distrito
REERLRE .

140 m——d>

STATE LEGISLATURE/
LEGISLATURA ESTATAL

State Senator, 5th District
Senador Estatal, Distrite 5 JMZ23% R of TLi R

Vote for One ey A

>Vote por Uno

NO CANDIDATE FILED

Member of the Assembly, 16th District

Miembro de fa Asamblea, Distrito 16 )||3§135§ s SR Y

Vote for One .o 4
Vote por Uno F“‘“‘&ﬁ

ART AGNOS
State Assemblyman

Asambleista Estatal
SRR

9-16D-2



3 PRIMARY ELECTION  ELEtN PR _ AR '

June 3, 1980 3 de unio de 1980 —~MWNOEXA=H

Member, County Central Committee, 16th Distriet  Jr P RZER & Vote for 8 e 1

Miembro del Comité Central del Condado- Distrito 16 575~ 1 /i s, Vote por 8 FH= %
JAlﬁ:Ell’lrlll:gl‘:l/lél;l(il cargo AT Al e Zéllﬁ'f‘u ’ . 1 64 9
R%!:n})lelnjgf/k (?(’)‘:I%umty Worker/ Carpintero/ Trabajador de la Comunidad 4 e/ it 14154 - 165 é
Slﬁ?uf:{t'{eg E lls'rl{ glR cargo JATTAbl 168 L)) : ‘ 166 m—>
g -ggz ' :Efﬁ;;ﬁ%ﬁﬁgg SFﬁEcer/ Funcionario de¢ Acclon Afirmativa IGIFES AL ‘ 167 _»
; S . ul&egi:lx:gg 'l/‘\nde/ Ayudante Leglslauvo ik wu'u . 168 #
;.; Marketing Specialist / Especialista en Mercado i Jnfﬂr ® _ 169 _» )
% g D%T)mlnslulr‘m;,EAlggxm/ Activista de ln_ Comunidad it A-l: ' . . 170 _*

MICHAEL D. NOLAN .
Appointed Incumbent/ Nombrado y en el cargo LAz EAy Il et | ¢r 430

—
~
—t

Jolﬁs,:‘rl:cl:‘:lobr"btﬁz‘lly Handncapped/lnslruc;or. Impedidos de la Vista /a0 A-1:5200) 172 # .
ujlc;:rﬁxll)hsst /%Enlf:n:in?lzl:la;z)g:;ﬁmuvc/ Periodista/ Representante de la Comunidad P47 stift 173 _'*
hcumbent Ex o1 tago SHEI- Nt sl 11411 174 ==
T%ﬁ:lfé\uzsfr?esslﬁnn/ Pequeno Negocio /)il ‘ ‘ 175l _>
SUSAN JBIERMAN _ ey

Incumbent/ En el cargo J4{1:30: [/SM 11904 Ly bl

-10-16D-3 .



: 4 ' PRIMARY ELECTION ELECCION PRIMARIA

JUDICIAL

Chief Trial Attorney
Defensor de oficio en jefe

June 3, 1980 : 3 de junio do 1980 — /\&Lrﬂ’;* AzR
Judge of the Superior Court, Office #1 . © Vote for 008 .y .
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oficina #1 FEAPMPEIEE L — Vote por Uno R4
“ESTELLA DOOLEY , _- 913 =—>

TR L2 e Lt

YMOND J. ARATA, JR. ‘ ) ~
M e A | - | 215 w3

Judge, Municipai Court
Juez, Juzgado Municipal

e
Judge of the Superior Court, Office #2 ' , Vote for One .., T
Juez del Tribunal Superior, Oficina #2 FR&&GH:REE 2 ~ Vote por Uno P
WILLIAM J. MALLEN | ‘ 220 : ’

Deputy City Attorney :

Ayudante del consejero legal de la ciudad

Wit ' .
RICHARD P, FIGONE ]

Judge, Municipal Court . 222 —'>
~ Juez, Juzgado Municipal

g

Judge of the Municipal Cohn, Office #1 : Vote for One e . A
Juez de la Corte Municipal, Oficina #1 3 Ak R B~ — Vote por Uno "X
Y. ROY LEFCOURT . | ’ ) : ' 227 »

Chief Trial Attorney
Abogado Jefe de Juicios
BODHT M T
JERRY LEVITIN
Municipal Court Commissioner 229 o
Comisionado, Juzgado Municipal
Sy 1A 4 L
PHILIP J. MOSCONE ’
Deputy City Attorney : . 231 -'»
Abogado de la Ciudad Delegado
Wi .
INA GYEMANT
Deputy Attorney General : 233 '#
Procurador General Delegado
[NMPRENE

t

THE NONPARTISAN PORTION OF YOUR BALLOT BEGINS ON THIS PAGE
11-16-4
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'PRIMARY ELECTION — JUNE 3, 1980
STATE PROPDSITIONS

PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM.
Provides for a bond issue of $495,000,000 to be used for Ithis program,

" FOR

235w

AGAINST 230 - meead>

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980. Provides for a bond issue of $750,000,000 to
provide farm and home aid for California veterans. '

FOR

23] m==pp -

. AGAINST 238 ===l

- STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE. Restricts authorizations for alteration or modi-

fication of historically restored Capitol building and furniture, Fiscal impact: No im-
mediate fiscal effect. Possible future cost avoidance. )

YES

239wl -

NO

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

YES

240 =—>
20—

NO

202 =—

FREEDOM OF PRESS, Prohibits contempt citation against news media employee for
refusing to disclose information or sources. Fiscal impact: No significant fiscal impact.

YES

244 =—>

NO

245 memp-

REAPPORTIONMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates provisions of Constitution '

relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of
Equalization districts. Fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. .

YES

246 w—

NO

247 ==

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

YES

248 =—>

NO-

249 w=—>

ENERGY FACILITIES. Legislature may authorize state revenue bonds to finance
alternative energy source facilities and lease or sell these facilities, Fiscal impact: No
direct fiscal effect. Possible future indirect costs, revenue increases and revenue losses.

‘, TAXATION. INCOME. Provides personal income taxes not exceed 50% of 1978 rates.

Ends business inventory taxation. Indexés income taxes. Fiscal impact: Reduction of in-
come tax revenues by $4.9 billion in 1980-81 and substantial reductions thereafter.
Substantial reduction in state expenditures, including aid to local governments, com-
mencing in 1980-81.

10

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

1

TAXATION. SURTAX. Levies a 10% surtax on California oil companies’ business in-
come; funds alternative transit, fuels., Allows investriient tax credit. Fiscal impact:
Depending on amount of tax credits claimed, state revenue increases of $150 — $420
million (1980-81) and $165 — $470 million (1981-82) could occur. Existing statutes
distribute one-half of increase to local governments. -

"YES 250 ==
NO__ 25] =—
YES 253 =
NO 254 m=p
YES 256 e
"NO 257 ey
YES 25§ wum
NO 259 wmep
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. PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES
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1 PROGRAMA DE INVERSION EN TIERRAS DE PARQUES Y RE.
CURSOS RENOVABLES, Hace posible una emisién de bonos de
$495,000,000 para usarse para este programa.
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' 2 ACTA DE BONOS DE VETERANOS DE 1980. Hace posible una
emision de bonos de $750,000,000 para proporclonar asistencia
para granjas y residencias para los veteranos de California,

= RAQIBI A S %,
MICRFCIT T80 e SN A
LIRS B,
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3 MANTENIMIENTO DEL CAPITOLIO ESTATAL. Limita las autoriza-
clones para la alteracién o modificacién del edificlo y los muebles
del Capitolio historicamente restaurados. Impacto fiscal: Ningun
efacto fiscal inmediato. Podrla evitar costos futuros.
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4 VIVIENDAS DE ALQUILERES BAJOS. Elimina la actual aproba.
- cion previa eleccion para dichos proyectos de entidades publicas
estatales. Sustituye el procedimiento de aviso publico y referén.
dum. Impacto fiscal: Reduce los costos electorales en una canti-
dad menor, Posibles incrementos futuros en gastos para vivi-
endas de alquileres bajos. S
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5 LIBERTAD DE PRENSA. Prohibe citaciones de desacato contra
empleados de los medios noticiosos por rehusarse a divulgar in.
formacién o fuentes. Impacto fiscal: Ningun impacto fiscal

significante.
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. 6 NUEVO PRORRATEQ. Abroga, enmienda y expone en forma modi-
ficada disposiciones de ia Constitucion que Se refacionan con el
nuevo prorrateo de los distritos del Senado, la Asamblea, el Con.
grc‘a%ol y IE: Junta de Igualizacion. Impacto fiscal: Ningun efecto fis.
cal directo, . . :
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7 ASITENCIA DE DESASTRES. Permite asistencia gubernamental a
personas para ta remocion de escombros de propledad particular
en areas mayores de desastre o emergencia declaradas por el
Presidente. Impacto tiscal: Ningin costo estatal o local directo.
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INSTALACIONES . DE ENERGIA, La Legistatura podré autorizar
bonos de ingresos estatales para financlars instalaciones de
fuentes alternativas de energia y arrendar 6 vender dichas instala.
ciones. Imracto fiscal: Ningun efecto fiscal directo. Posibles
cgéaltos indirectos futuros, aumentos de réditos y pérdidas de
réditos.
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9 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS, INGRESOS, Dispone que los im-

puestos personales a la renta no excederdn 50% de las tasas de
1978. Exenta a los Inventarios comerciales de los impuestos sobre
la propiedad. Impacto fiscal: Reduccién de réditos de impuestos a
la renta de $4.9 mil millones en 1980-81 y reducciones sustan.
clales de ahi en adelante. Reducclon sustancial en gastos
estatale%{ncluyendo asistencia a gobiernos locales, comenzando
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ALQUILER, Permite control del alquiler solamente por medio de
estatutos locales aprobados por los votantes, Permite aumentos
anuaies conformes a normas especificadas. Impacto fiscal: Nin-
gun electo fiscal estatal. Aumentos de costos gubernamentales
locales para elecciones y posible administracién de agravios.

10

€ 258 e B
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1 1 FIJACION DE IMPUESTOS, IMPUESTO COMPLEMENTARIO.

Impone un impuesto complementario de 10% sobre el ingreso
comercial de las companias petroleras para financiar servicios allerna-
tivos y combustibles. Permite un crédito de impuestos por inversion,
Impacto fiscal: Dependiendo de la cantidad de créditos de impuestos
reclamados, podrlan ocurrir aumentos de réditos estatales de $150 a
$420 millones (1980-1981) y $165 a $470 miliones (1981-82). La mitad del
aumento se repartiria entre los gobiernos locales.
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PRIMARY. ELECTION — JUNE 3, 1980
CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS

MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue -

revenue bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant to Divi-
sion 31, Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide
funds for mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes
in the City and County of San Francisco? -

YES 260 —>

NO 262 ===

. Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide .
mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of housing in San

Francisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds issued shall not be a debt or liability of the

City? :

/

YES 264 =—>

NO 265 =—>

Shall a convention facilities management deépartment be created under the Chief Ad-

- ministrative Officer to manage the city's.convention facilities including but not limited -

to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general
manager and necessary employees and preserving civil ‘service rights of present
employees? oo ‘

YES 267 ==> .

NO 268 ===>>

Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administra-

tion and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for
community health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all.

exempt from civil service?

YES 270 ==

NO 271 ===3>

Shall the Administrator of San Francisco ;Gencral Hospital appoint and remove

associate administrators exempt from civil service; continuing civil service status for
present holders of said positions?

YES 213 =—>

NO 274 ==

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson
investigators, start at 8 o’clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a confldgration, disaster or sud-

den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not

violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consécutive hours?

YES 275 ===

NO 276 ===

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

YES 278 =—>

NO 279 ==

ghall n}’cmbers of the Board of Supervisors become members of the Health Service
ystem ' , - :

1

YES 280 =—>

NO 28] =——=>

Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Sup'ervisors be 25% of the annual 8ross
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year?

YES 262 =—>

NO 283 ===>

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

" procedures?

YES 284 =—>

NO_ 285 =—=>
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<€ 261

SI RE p

<€ 262

NO &=&

BONOS HIPOTECARIOS: (Debe la Ciudad y Condado de San
Francisco emitir bonos hipotecarios por suma no superior a

'$100,000,000 bajo la Division 31, Parte 5 del COdIFo de Salud y-
nanciamlento -
hipotecarlo, para compra, construccion o mejora de casas en la :

Seguridad del Estado de Californla para fondos de |
Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco?
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< 264
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NO &3¢

¢Debe el Consejo de Supervisores, por ordenanza, emitir bonos
ﬁara financlamiento hipotecario para adquirir, construir o re-
abllitar viviendas en San Francisco, con el pago de préstamos y
dinero disponible por el Conssjo como unico medio de pago de
bonos y sin ser 108 bonos deuda y obligacion de la Ciudad
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¢ Debe cruarse un departamento de instalaclones de convencion-
65 bajo el oficial jefe administrativo, para administrar |as Instala-
ciones para convenciones de la ciudad, incluyendo sin limitarse el
‘Brooks Hall, Auditorio Clvico y Centro Mascone, con un gerente
general y empleados necesarios, y preservando los derechos de
servicio civil de empleados actuales? ,
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¢Debe el Director de Salud Publica nombrar y despedir un director
delegadp de administracion y finanzas, otro de programa y evalua-
cién, otro de programas de salud de comunidad, y un administra-
d?r“gel Hospltal de Laguna Honda, exentos,todos del servicio
civ L
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<€ 273
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LDebe el Administrador del Hospltal General de San Francisco
nombrar y despedir administradores asoclados exentos del ser-
vicio clvil, conservando su categoria del servicio civil los actuales
ocupantes de dichos puestos?
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< 275
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NO &zt

¢Deben empezar a las 8 de la mafana todos los turnos de trabajo
de.oficiales y miembros de bomberos, excepto investigadores de
incendios premeditados, sin requerirse a ninguno mas de 24 horas
de trabajo consecutivo, excepto por conflagracion, desastre o
emergencia inesperada y repentina temporal, sin aumentar las
48.7 horas semanales, ni |as 24 consecutivas de trabajo?
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NO &%

g,D?ben ser miembros del Servicio de Salud los empleados par-
clales de la ciudad con periodo de servicio fijado por el Consejo
de Supervisores? )
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<€ 280

S| R

<€ 281

NO Rst

¢Deben ser miembros de! Servicio de Satud los miembros del Con-
sejo de Supervisores?

PSRRI ARG LB k& 04 2

< 282

S| R

< 283

‘NO &gt

J

¢ Dabe ser el sueldo de los miembros del Consejo de Supervisores
el 25% del suetdo bruto anual del Alcalde, excepto los beneficios

" anuales?
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¢ Debe Intervenir un funcionario de audiencia, empleado bajo con-
trato por el Consgejo de Retiro, en ausencias y retiros por incapaci-
dad o permisos y fijarse procedimientos de apelacion?
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PRIMARY ELECTION — JUNE 3, 1980
' CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS

Sh.all‘the Board”c‘n‘ Supérvisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an

ordinance, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509,
imposing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic
feet of compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within the City
and County of San Francisco? o .

YES 287 ==

NO 288 =—>

Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not exceed other local municipal railway fares

be deleted? .

’

YES 280 =——>

NO 291 ===

Shall 25% of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percentage as the Board of Supervisors
shall establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the city’s
investment in the Airport?.

YES 202 =3

NO ' 293 ===

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hoiel Occupancy Tax be amended by imposing an additional

tax of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County of San °

Francisco after July 1, 1980?

YES 204 ===

NO . 295 ===3>

.Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the average working life of

the members and be amortized bver a period not to exceed 20 years?

YES 295 ===

NO 297 ==

ORDINANCE: Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended 10 increase the .

rate of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1980?

YES 298 =—=>

NO 209 ===

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a
10% surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations?

YES 30] ===

NO 302 w3

ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250
per year for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations?

YES 303 =3

NO 304 =—=>

1 [y
Y

ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenue Bonds nppfoved by the voters on November 2,
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providng that-the City shall
m%qt all gyutstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this
ordinance

YES 305 =—=>

NO 306 =

INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively

by larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be.

allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring
an employment reduction tax; prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents?

YES 308 =—>

NO 309 ===

0
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PRQPOSICIONES PARA CIUDAD Y CONDADO
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¢Debe promulgar una ordenanza el Consejo de Supervisores de la
Cludad 'y Condado de San Francisco, segun el Codigo de Servicio
Publicos de California, Secciones 99500 a 98509, imponiendo uno

por ciento ($0.01) por galdn combustible de motor (o 100 pies cabi-

cog de gas natural comprimido combustible de motor) vendido en
la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco?
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NO &t

¢Debe suprimirse la limitacion de tarifas del tranvla de cable a las
de otros tranvias locales municipaies?
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NO =2

¢Debe establecerse For ordenanza transferir al fondo general
como devolucién de inversion de la Ciudad en el Aeropuerto el
25% o menos de ingresos que no son de lineas aéreas?
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ORDENANZA: ;Debe enmendarse el Impuesto de Hotel con

.sobrecarga de 1.75 sobre el actual impuesto de ocupacion de

habitacion de hotel en la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco
después del 1 de julio de 1980?
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NO 55

¢Debe fundarse el costo base del Sistema de Retiro en la vida
media de trabajo de los miembros y amortizarse en periodo no
superior a 20 anhos?
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ORDENANZA: ¢Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de Impuesto
Sobre Gastos de Némina aumentando el tipo sobre nédminas y
sobre impuesto de negocios a partir del 1 de julio de 1980.
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ORDENANZ2A: ;Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de Impuaesto de
Estacionamiento con sobrecarga de 10% del impuesto por es-
pacio en los estacionamientos
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NO 2t

ORDENANZ2A: ¢ Debe enmendarse la Ordenanza de Impuestos de
Negocios incluyendo impuesto de $250 anual por $1000 de in-
gresos brutos de Corporaciones de Garage no Lucrativas?
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ORDENANZA: ,Deben rescindirse los Bonos de Alcantarillado
aprobados por los votantes el 2 de noviembre, 1976 y no vendidos,
y dls,aoner que la Ciudad cumpla sus obligaciones con los bonos
vendidos antes de la fecha de vigor de esta ordenanza?
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ORDENANZA DE INICIATIVA: ;Debe fijar el Consejo de Super-
visores impuestos de grandes negocios que cubran 60%, al
menos de log ingresos para viendas, escuelas y colegio de |a
cludad; reducir impuesto de empleo; prohibir aumento de Im-
puestos y derechos de residentes?
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FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
" Office Number 1

'INA GYEMANT

My -occupation is Deputy Attorney General of Califor-
nia, :

My education and qualifications are: Born in San
Francisco, Lowell High, University of California, Ber-
keley, Hastings Law School, selected for Law Review.

I 'have had extensive experience in every aspect of
our criminal justice system: a prosecutor for the At-
torney General (last eight years), a Public Defender, a
Staff” Attorney for the California ,Supreme Court, a
foster parent for delinquent wards of the Court, This
background gives me’ first-hand ‘knowledge of the
problems that exist in our Courts,

As a fair, knowledgeable and competent judge 1

will protect the rights of victims and the safety of the
general public while at the same time protecting the
civil liberties of the accused. I pledge fair, even-hand-,
. ed administration of justice. o '
My supporters include eleven past Presidents, San Francis-
co Bar Assaciation; Supervisor Louise Renne; former Mayor
George Christopher; Human 'Rights President Jerry Berg;
former Police Chief Al Nelder; former Public Defender
Robert Nicco; former Assessor Joseph Tinney; Commissioner
on Aging, Agnes Chan; National MAPA President Eduardo
Sandoval; labor attorney John Henning, Jr.; anti-trust attor-
ney Fred Furth, NOW former Legal Counsel Shirley
Yawitz; Juvenile Justice Commission past .Chair, Lois Cae-
sar; NAACP former Assistant Director Mike Harris; com-
" munity leader Sumi Honnami; Ann Alanson Eliaser; Lester
O'Shea; George Marie-Victoire, 3 :

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
Office Numbeor 1

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

The legal system is more understandable and acces-

. sible by my writing articles for the city’s newspapers,
speaking before community groups and teaching at
local universities. .

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

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
- Office Number 1

- V.ROY LEFCOURT

My age is 35. .
My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney Superior Court,"
Public Defender’s Office. ' '
My education and qualifications are: Cornell; Berkeley
Law School; Berkeley MBA; Certified Criminal™ Law
Specialist; formerly attorriey with Federal Government
(NLRB) and Hunters Point Community Defender;’
author Gay Rights article; law professor (Corporations,
Labor); married, homeowner; Police Lia}son/ ocial Is-
sues Subcommittee, S.F. Human Rights Commission.,

The chaos in the Municipal” Courts demands a
hard-working judge, a skilled administrator insisting

‘on effective” use of scarce resources, and an exper-

ienced trial attorney committed to preventing the
revolving-door syndrome of-crime.

I am the only candidate who: .

— has administrative expertise supervising a legal
staff handling 2700 cases annually; :

— is trained in business -administration to solve
court’s fiscal crisis; -

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

My sponsors are: Sheriff Michael Hennessey; Supervisor
Nancy Walker; Supervisor Harry Britt; Police Commissioner
Jane Murphy; Ex-Police Chief Thomas Cahill; Public
Defender Jeff Brown; Commissioners Jack Webb, Frank
Fitch, Rodney Johnson;. Leonel Monterey; Agar  Jaicks,
Chair, S.F. Central Committee; Joe Jung; Kay Pachtner;
Gwenn Craig; Sam Jordan; Anne Daley; Isabel Huie;
Drucilla Ramey, Chair, N. Cal. ACLU: Richard Goldman;
Manuel Ceballos; Ephraim Margolin; Eugene Coleman;
Mary, Vail; George Colbert, Chief Counsel Hunters Point
Community Defender; Connie O’Connor; Tim Dayonot;.
Terence Redmond; William Leong; Jo Anne Miller.

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
Office Number 1

PHILIP J. MOSCONE
lr;//lly occupation is Deput{ City Attorney.

y education and qualifications aré: | graduated from
St. Ignatius High School, St. Mary’s College and San
Francisco Law School.

I will instill confidence in the judicial system
through honesty, courage and a firm but impartial ad-

‘ministration of the law. As a deputy city attorney, I

have protected our interests for over nine years. We
cannot continue .to pla[y) politics with people’s lives.
We must continue to believe in a no-nonsense ap-

* proach to justice.

My supporters include: Dianne Feinstein, John L. Molin-

“ari, Burl Toler, Elmer Johnson, John Moscone, Dorothy

Casper, Donald Horanzy, Leonard Stefanelli, Agripino
“Dick” Cerbatos, Sam Duca, Gordon Lau, John B. Molinari,
Manuel Conte, Samuel Ladar, Cynthia Neff, Joseph Kelly,
Samuel Martinez, David Yamakawa, Marlayne Morgan, Vin-
cenzo Pelljgrini, Gary Near, Alice Suet-Yee Barkley, John
Riordan, Nancy Kellum-Rose, Charles Conlon, H. Welton
Flynn, Virginia Jung Lum, Sophic Benioff, Fely Horanzy,
Lawrence Kim, James Walker, Claire Pilcher, Thomas Mel-
lon, Grace Duhagon, Juanita Del Carlo, Ann Fogelberg,
Gina Moscone, Thomas Berliner, Peter Tamaras, Thomas
O’Connor, William Newsom, MD, Marquez Bautista, Patrick
Hallinan, Robert Varni, Krikor Krouzian, Dianne Barry, Ri-
chard Siggins, Lily Cuneo.

This portion of the pamphlet does not contain a complete list of candidates; n complete list: appears on

the Sample Ballot. These statements are volunteered by the candidate and printed at candidates’ expense,
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FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
- Office Number 1

RAYMOND J. ARATA, JR.

My age is 44,
R'l/ly occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court.

y education and qualifications are: 1 am an exper-
ienced Municipal Court Judge, elected by my fellow
Judges to serve on the Court’s Adminisirative Com-

mittee. I am on the Executive Board of the California

Judges Association, selected by Judges throughout the
State to improve the judicial process. As an instructor
for the Center for Judicial Education and Research, |
teach law and procedure to Judges.

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

I' have served as a Superior Court Judge by ap-
pointment, Before becoming a Judge, 1 served in the
Army and practiced law in Superior Court as a trial
lawyer for fourteen years, serving on the State Bar
Disciplinary Committee.

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

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
Office Number 1

ESTELLA DOOLEY

My occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, Public De-
fender’s Office.

My education and qualifications are: 1 hold a Juris
Doctor degree from Loyola University Law School. 1
have been a trial attorney for twenty-two years. The
Superior Court has sole jurisdiction - over probate,
mental health, family and juvenile law. 1 am the only

- candidate with proven legal experience and knowledge

in these special areas in addition to general criminal
and civil litigation experience. Extensive community
involvement has made me acutely aware of the re-
sponsibility of the courts to the citizenry. :

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

FOR SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
Office Number 2

RICHARD P. FIGONE

My age is 45. _
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court
My education and qualifications are: I have been - a
judge of the Municipal Court since my appointment
in 1974 and election in 1978.
" Born in San Francisco in 1934, I graduated from
St. lénatius and Stanford University. After receiving
my USF law degree in 1961, 1 entered general prac-
tice in the Outer Mission,” where | worked as a
lawyer for over twelve years.

uring my six years on the bench 1 have presided
over all civil and criminal departments. I recently
completed an assignment as Pro Tem Judge of the
Superior Court under an appointment from the Chief
Justice.

I have been civil law lecturer at 'the orientation
program conducted in conjunction with the Judicial
Council for all new California Municipal and Justice
Court judges.

I will continue my dedication to impartiality and
integrity as Judge of the Superior Court.

Sponsors include: Antoinette Alioto, Morris Bern-
stein, Revels Cayton, Dorothy Casper, Danicl Don-
ohue, James Foster, Frank Fitch, Robert Figone, Ruth
Church Gupta, Thomas Harvey, John F. Henning, Jr.,
Dimitri llyin, Stephan Leonoudakis, Pius Lee, Samuel
Martinez,  William J. Murphy, John B. Molinari,
Frank Quinn, Salvatore Reina, Dorothy Stern, John
A. Sutro, Michael Salarno., Dr, David "Sanchez, Burl
Toler, Lawr/encc Vaughan, Yori Wada.

FOR SUPERIOR COUl»l'I' JUDGE
Office Number 2

WILLIAM J. MALLEN

My age is 44, :

My occupation is Deputy City Attorney.

My education and qualifications are: 1 am a native
San ' Franciscan, graduated from St. Ignatius '54,
U.S.F. ’58, US.F. Law School °61. Married, nine chil-
dren. 1 was an Assistant District Attorney, Director of
Mayor’s Criminal Justice Council, and 1 am a_Deputy
City Attorney representing the Municipal Railway,
Police, and Board of Education.

I have sixteen years experience as a trial attorney
in the Superior Court. | have initiated criminal justice:
community (rm{;mms and court-sponsored  youth,
diversion, and alcoholic treatment programs. I under-
stand the necessity for effective judicial control of
crime and assistance to victims of crime,

My legal skills and community accomplishments
make me confident that as a Superior Court Judge, |
can fairly and impartially serve all the citizens. of San
Francisco. '

My candidacy is supported by members of all com-
munities as indicated by my list of sponsors:

Joseph Alioto, Wayne "Alba, Ernest Ayala, Quentin
Kopp, Timothy Twomey, Thomas Hayes, Cecil Wil-
liams, Mortimer Mclnerney, John Maher, Thomas
Cahill, Joseph Bernstein, H. Welton Flynn, Lucien
Sabella, Robert Jacobs, John Scannell, Marilyn Bor-
ovoy, Alexander Balfour ‘Chinn, Donald Friend, Ben-
jamin James, Leo LaRocca, Marygrace Mulcrevy, Jef-
frey Mori, Grant Mickens, Helen Hale Smith,” Ling-
Chi Wang, Theodore Kaplanis, Lois Caesar, Paul Fay,
Peter Fatooh.

This portion of the pamphlet does not contain a complete list of eandidates; a complete list appears on

the Sample Baltot. These statements are volunteered by the candidate and printed at eandidates’ expense.
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 HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE

PROPOSITION A ' - o
MORTGAGE REVENUE BONDS: Shall the City and County of San Francisco issue revenve
bonds in the principal amount of not to exceed $100,000,000 pursuant.to Division 31,
_Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California to provide funds for
mortgage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement of homes in the City

-and County of San Franc!uo?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

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

“
or improve homes in San Francisco. The amount of
the bonds, including all interest and. charges, would
be paid by the mortgage holders and could not be
paid out of city funds. A majority of the voters
must approve this proposition.

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

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

Controller's Statement on “'A"’

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
- ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition A: -
“Should the proposed resolution be adopted, in my
opinion, it would neither increase nor decrease the
cost of government.” :

TEXT OF PROPOSED REVENUE BOND ISSUE
PROPOSITION A '

CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND ELECTION IN
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO' FOR
THE: PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE QUALIFIED
ELECTORS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE MEA-
SURE OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS IN THE PRIN-
CIPAL AMOUNT OF ONE HUNDRED MILLION DOL-

LARS ($100,000,000) TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR MORT-
GAGE FINANCING OF THE PURCHASE, CONSTRUC-
TION OR IMPROVEMENT OF HOMES IN THE CITY
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; FIXING THE
DATE OF SAID ELECTION; THE MANNER OF HOLD-
ING THE SAME; CONSOLIDATING SAID REVENUE

. ELECTION WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA GEN-

ERAL ELECTION AND PROVIDING FOR NOTICE
THEREOQF, :

"WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco has duly determined that the pub-
lic interest and necessity demand the issuance of mortgage
revenue bonds and has further duly determined that said
bonds shall be issued under Division 31, Part 5, of the
Health and Safety Code of the State of California; (Section

20 ‘

How Supervisors Voted on ‘A"’

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0
on -the question of placing proposition A on the bal-
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: ‘

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Doris
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy
Walker (Dist. 9), Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and
John Bardis (Dist. 11), ’

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

52000, et seq.), as it may be amended; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco as follows:

Section 1. A special revenue bond election is hereby or-
dered and will be held in said City and County of® San
Francisco on Tuesday, June 3, 1980, at which clection shall
be submitted to the qualificd clectors of said city and coun-
?' the measure of issuing revenue bonds under Division 31,
Part 5, of the Health and Safety Code of the Siate of
California (Scction 52000, et seq.), as it may be amended.
MEASURE: (Mortgage Revenue Bondsj. Shall the City and
County of San Francisco issue revenuc bonds in the” prin-
cipal amount of not to exceed One Hundred Million Dollars

‘ (Continued on Page 77)



~ HOUSING REVENUE BOND ISSUE

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

Proposition A gives working San Franciscans a
chance for better housing. It authorizes $100 million
for mortgages for home construction rehabilitation at
interest rates within the pocketbooks of San Francis-
can wage-earners. Your “Yes” vote on Proposition A
will provide $100 million in mortgage money at ap-
proximately half the current high interest rate. The
lower rates will help young families buy homes in
San Francisco and will enable established homeowners
to renovate and modernize. The City must -take action
to combat the housing crisis. Proposition A is a
prudent, economic and effective step to assure better
housing at lower cost for San Franciscans. Vote “Yes”
on Proposition A.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A

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

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

' YOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A . .

Since these bonds are exempt from federal and

state income taxes, the City will be able to make loan
funds available at approximately half’ the current high

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

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

Submitted by:
Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

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

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

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

VOTE YES ON PRO‘II’OSITION AANDB

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin Kopp

-Endorsed by:

League of Women Voters of San Francisco
Wallace Stokes
Jack McMinn

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

the forms.

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL

It’s Easy
Next time you move, jUSt phone us; we’ll mail you
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A CHARTER

R

*HO'US'ING‘;REVENUE .BONDS ( AMENDMENT

: PROPOSITION B .

Shall the Board of Supervisors, by ordinance, issue bonds to establish a fund to provide

" mortgage financing for acquisition, construction or rehablilitation of housing in San Fran-

' cisco; the repayment of loans and monies made available by the Board is the sole
source of repayment of the bonds; bonds issved shall not be a debt or liability of the .

City?

A,nal-ysi§ B

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There is no authority in the

city charter for the city to sell mortgage revenue '

bonds. Such bonds can be sold only under authori-
ty of California state law. Any revenue bonds of
this type which are issued by the city must be ap-
proved by a majority of the voters.

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

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

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

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

Confroller's Statement on ‘'B"’

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition B:
“Should the proposed Charter amendment be
. adopted, in my opinion, it would neither increase nor
decrease the cost of government.” '

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B
APPEARS ON PAGE 23

How Supervisors Voted on ‘'B"’

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

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
(Dist. - 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Llla Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9),
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.
. .

None of the Supervisors present voted No.

Workers are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods.
Apply now in room 155, City Hall
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HOUSING REVENUE BONDS ( Alwe ) [B]

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

VYOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B
As indicated previously in the handbook, Proposi-
tion B relates to Proposition A and is a companion
measure, This Charter amendment is needed in order
to allow San Francisco to make available loan fupds
at much lower interest rates than would otherwise be
charged by banks and other lenders for the construc-

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

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

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

tion of multi-unit residential housing,
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION B.

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

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

Submitted by:
Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION B

NOTE: It is proroscd that the following section be added
to the Charter; it is therefore. printed "in bold face

type:

See. 7.310 Bonds for financing the acquisition, construction
or rchabilitation of housing,

(n) Notwithstanding the voter approval requirements in
Section 7.300, the board of supervisors may, by ordinance,
from time to time authorize the issunnce of bonds to estab-
- lish a fund for the purpose of providing mortgage financing
for the acquisition, construction, or rehabilitation of housing
in the City and County of San Francisco, or for the purpose
of refunding such bonds. The issuance of such bonds shall
be pursnant to procedures adopted by ordinance of the board
of supervisors. The repnyment of principal, interest and other
charges on such loans to property owners, together with such

other monies as the board of supervisors may, in its discre-
tion, make available therefor, shall be the sole source of
funds pledged by the city and county for repayment of such
bonds, Bonds issued under the provisions of this section shall
not be deemed to constitute a debt or liability of the City
and County of San Francisco or a pledge of the faith and
credit of the City and County of San Francisco,
but shall be payable solely from the funds specified in this
section. The issnance of such bonds shall not directly, indi-
rectly, or contingently obligate the board of supervisors to
levy or to pledge any form of taxation whatever therefor or
to make any appropriation for their payment,

(b) Nothing in this section shall affect the authority of the
board of supervisors to authorize the issuance of bonds
under any other applicable provision of this Charter or any
other applicable provisions of the general laws of the State
of California. ’
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'CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER

‘ , _ PROPOSITION C . :
~ Shall a convention facilities management department be created under the Chief Ad-
" ministrative Officer to manage the cities’ convention facilities including but not limited
to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Moscone Center and providing for a general man-
ager and necessary employees and preserving civil service rights of present em-

ployees? S

‘Analysis

By Ballot Simplication Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The management of the ci-
ty’s present convention facilities is the responsibility
of the Department of Real Estate, The Department
of Real Estate is under the supervision of the Chief
Administrative Officer, ‘ '

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

the Chief Administrative Officer. Permanent civil
service employees who are appointed to. the new
department from the Department of Real Estate
would not lose their civil service rights, :

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want a
Convention Facilities Management department creat-
ed which would have complete responsibility for the
city’s convention facilities. '

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you do not
want a new Convention Facilities department creat-
ed to take care of the city’s convention facilities.

| C::nfroller’s Statement on *'C"’

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, +in and of itself. it would
neither inciease nor decrease the cost of government,”

TEXT OF PRdPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION C C

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

3510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub-
lic Works, Electricity, Public, Health, and Coum
Agricultural Department; - Health  Advisory: Board;
((and)) Coroner’s Office; and Convention ™ Facilities
Management

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and count
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad-
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the
powers and dutics of officers and employees charged with
specific .{'urisdic(ion thereof, shall subjlcct to the provisions of
section 11,102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated
by the chief administrative officer, among the following
departments: :

F)e artment of Governmental Services, which shall include
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of

24

How Supervisors Voted on *'C”’
On March 19 the Board of Supcr\}isors voted 7-4

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

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne

(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist, 6),
Doris Ward (Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist.
10).

NQ: Supervisors Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Don Horanzy
+(Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bar-
dis (Dist. 11). '

volers, recorder, public administrator and such other func-

- tions as may be assigned by the chief” administrative officer,

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer.

The public administrator. shall appoint and at his pleasure
may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis-
tanl attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an-
nual appropriation ordinance,

Purchasing Department,  which shall include the functions
and personnet of the bureau of supplies, the operation of
central stores and warchouses, and the operation of central

(Continued on Page 77)



- CONVENTION FACILITIES MANAGER

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION ¢

Tourism and conventions have become San Francis-.

co’s most important industry, pumping more than a
billion dollars into the City’s economy each year.
There are thousands of convention related jobs in San
Francisco, Making full use of the City’s convention
facilities will generate even more revenues for San
Francisco.

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

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

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

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

We urge a yes vote on Proposition C.

 Submitted by:

Stupervisor Edward Lawson

Endorsed by:

Quentin Kopp, Supervisor

John Molinari, Supervisor

Louise Renne, Supervisor

Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor

Doris Ward, Supervisor .

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer

George Christopher, Former Mayor

John Barbagelata :

Gordon Lau

Alfred Nelder

Ronald Pelosi

Peter Tamaras

Thomas Mellon

Leland Lazarus, Chairman Mayor’s Select Committee
Louis Batmale, Chancellor-Emeritus, SF Community College
Marvin Cardoza

Rinaldo Carmazzi

Bill Chester, Lubor Consultant

William Dauer, President Chamber of Commerce

Jess Esteva, Publisher Mabuhay Republic

Jim Herman, President ILWU

Mrs, Maylin Low

Cyril Magnin

Lioyd Pflueger, General Manager, Downtown Association
Leonard Rogers, President Western Merchandise Mart
Albert Sumuels, Jr,

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION ¢

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C

Proposition C. the charter amendment 10 consolidate
the City’s convention facilities management operations
in one department, is a step in the right direction
towards efficiency and economy in government,

Consolidation of the management of Brooks Hall,
Civic Auditorium and the Moscone Center will allow
for effective. efficient and economical operation of
these facilities” and will enhance the City’s attraction
as a convention and trade show center.

Management with the responsibility for all conven-
tion facilities would be in a better position 10 max-
imize the use of these buildings through coordinated
scheduling and stafl utilization. Convention and trade
shows would be able to deal with a single man-

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

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

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C.
Submitted by:-

Supervisor Quentin L. K opp
Endorsed by:

Paul Joseph Langdon

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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. S PROPOSITIOND L
Shall Director of Public Health appoint and remove a deputy director for administration
and finance, a deputy director for program and evaluation, a deputy director for com-
munity health programs and an administrator for Laguna Honda Hospital, all exempt

from civil service?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public -

‘heaith appoints the administrator of San Francisco
General Hospital who must be either a physician or
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is
exempt from .the civil service provision of the
charter, ‘ :

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

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

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

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

Controller’'s Statement on ‘D"’

How Supervisors Voted on D"

. City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow- On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on
ing statement on the fiscal impact of}Proposntlon D: the question of placing proposition D on the ballot.
“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt- | The Supervisors voted as follows: '

ed. in my opinion, in and of itself. it would neither in-
YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), John Molinari

crease nor decréase the cost of government.”

| TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

PROPOSITION D

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face
type; dcletions are indicated by ((double parenthe-
§¢s)). : ‘

3.510 Governmental Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub-
lic Works, Electricity, Public Health, and County
Agricultural Department; Health Advisory Board; and
Coroner’s Office.

The functions, activities and affuairs of the city and count
that are hereby placed under the direction of the chief ad-

-ministrative -officer by the provisions of this charter, and the

powers and duties of officers and employees charged with
specific ]|urtsd1c1i0n thereof, shall subject to the provisions of
section 11,102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated
by the chief administrative officer, among the following
departments: .

epartment of Governmental Services, which shall include
the functions and personnel of the "offices of registrar of
voters, recorder, public administrator, and such other func-
tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer,
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(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brint
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and
Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).

NO: SupeWiQors' Louvise Renne (Dist. 2), Quentin

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

and shall be administered by the chief administrative officer.

The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure
may remove un attorney. He may also appoint such assis-
tant attorneys as may be provideéd by the budget and an-

.nual appropriation ordinance.

Purchasing Department, which shall include the functions
and personnef of the bureau of supplies, the operation of
central stores and warchouses, and the operation of central
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur-
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chief” ad-
ministrative officer and shalf hold office at his pleasure.

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent and
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition

auditorium.
{Continued on Page 80)



- FOUR PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PRO'POSI‘I'ION‘.D |

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION D
. This Charter Amendment will not add any addi-
tional positions, change any salaries, or increase any
costs, ' :
The Department of Public Health has been stream-

lined. The number of top level administrators has -

been reduced. This has resulted in substantial taxpayer
savings. ' '

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

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

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

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

Endorsed by:

Harry G. Brin, Supervisor

Elta Hill Huteh, Supervisor

Nancy G. Walker, Supervisor

Doris Ward, Supervisor

Roger Boas, CAO

Dr. Mervyn Silverman, Director of Health

Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH —
Affirmative Action Officer WBSHA Governing Body :

Lnola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center

Yori Wada, Executive Director Buchanan YMCA

Margarete Connolly

Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board, SFGH

Shirley Jones Rhodes, Executive Director S.F. Medical Center
Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc.

Vera M. Blue

Enrica A. Zabala, Board of Directors, S.F. Medical Center
Ouipatient lmprovement Programs, Inc.

Arthur Lathan, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board

Elizabeth 8. Denebeim, Communit iy Mental Health Advisory
Board Member

Themas J. Mellon, Former CAO

F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F.

Thomas W. Gwyn, Director, Public Service Programs

H.B. Fuirly, M.D., University of California S.F. Associate
Dean, SFGH

Donald L. Fink, M.D., Chief, Medical Staff SFGH

Selig Gellert, M.D,

Judge Dorothy Von Beroldingen

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D

“Play it again, Sam.” This is almost a repeat of
Proposition D that was defeated by the voters last
November. But this one is worse. Voters Tecognized
then, as they should now, that this ‘proposal would
Create a patronage system for more bureaucrats in the
Public Health Department and” would allow the Public
Health Director to create a fiefdom of his own hand-
picked people,

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

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

Proposition D is another altempt to wear the voters
down by bringing back the same measure again. and
again. Voters should say loud and clear that they re-
sent the imposition and the continuous cluttering of
the ballot with old, defeated propositions,

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION D
Submitted by: '

Supervisor Quentin Kopp
Endorsed by:

Muargaret Q. Warren
Paul Joseph Langdon

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

o " PROPOSITION E | | ‘
Shall the Administrator of San Francisco General Hospital appoint and remove associate

administrators exempt from civil service;

- holders of said pc_nltlons? /

continuing civil service status for present

Analysis -

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The director of public

‘health appoints the .administrator of San Francisco
General Hospital who must be either a physician or
a qualified hospital administrator. This position is
exempt “from the civil service provisions of "the
‘charter. ) '

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

By Ballot Simplification Committee

persons with the necessary background and exper-
ience. ‘ ‘

‘A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want
the administrator of San Francisco General Hospital
10 have the power to appoint associate administra-
tors for the hospital.

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

. section

Controller's Statement on “‘E"’

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in my opinion, in and of itself. it would ncither in-

* crease nor decrease the cost of government.”

TEXT'OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION E
NOTi‘E: Additions or substitutions are indicated bgl bold-face

t?'pe; deletions arc indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). ot

3510 Governmenta) Services, Purchasing, Real Estate, Pub-
lic Works, Electricity, Public l-?callh, and Count
Agricultural Department; Health  Advisory  Board;
and Coroner’s Oflice :

The functions, activities and affairs of the city and county
that are hercby placed under the direction of the chiel ad-
ministrative officer by the provisions of this charter, and the
powers and dutics of officers and cmployces charged with
specific f‘urisdiclion thercof, shall subject 10 the provisions of

1.102 and section 3.501 of this charter, be allocated
by the chief administrative officer, among the following
departments: .

epartment of Governmental Services, which shall- include
the functions and personnel of the offices of registrar of
volers, recordcr,-puglic administrator, and such otfler func-

"tions as may be assigned by the chief administrative officer,

and shall be administered by the chiel administrative officer.
The public administrator shall appoint and at his pleasure
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How Supervisors Voted on “'E'’

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on
the question of placing proposition E on the ballot.

_The Supervisors voted as follows:

. YES: Supervisors. Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), John Molinari

(Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt
(Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris
Ward (Dist. 7), Don Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy .
Walker (Dist. 9) and John Bardis (Dist. 11).

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

may remove an attorney. He may also appoint such assis-
tant attorneys as may be provided by the budget and an-
nual appropriation ordinance.

Purchasing Dc?unmenl. which shall include the functions
and personnel of the burcau of supplies, the operation of
central stores and warchouses, and the operation of central
garages and shops, and shall be administered by the pur-
chaser of supplies who shall be appointed by the chicl ad-
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure.

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent and
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition
auditorium,

Department of Public Works, which shall include the
functions and personnel of the telephone cxchange and
which shall be in charge of and administered by the direc-
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure.

{Continued on Page 81)



VARIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH ADMINISTRATORS

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E

- VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION E

San Francisco General Hospital is an important
community resource. Past administrators have been
hampered in recruiting a top level staff to assist them
in providing the .finest quality services to the citizens

of San Francisco. This will allow the hospital to hire

fully-qualified professional associate administrators.

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

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

Endorsed by:

Harry G, Britt, Supumsor
Ella Hill Hutch, Supervisor
Nancy G. Walker, Supervisor
Doris Ward, Supervisor

Roger Boas, CAO
Dr. Mervyn Sitverman, Director of Heaith
Patricia M. Fong, Member, Community Advisory Board, SFGH —
Affirmative Action Officer, WBHSA Governing Body
Enola M. Maxwell, Ex-Director Potrero Hill Neighborhood Center
Yori Wada, Exccutive Director Buchanan YMCA
MargareteConnolly
Felix Agcaoili, M.D., Member Advisory Board, SFGH
Shirley Jones Rhodes, Executive Director 8.F, Medical Center
Outpatient Impyovement Programs, lnc
Vera M. Blue
Enrica A, Zabala, Board of Directors, S.F. MLdlCdl Center
Outpatient Improvement Programs, Inc,
Arthur Lathan, Chairman, Mental Health Advisory Board
Elizabeth B. Dencbeim, Community Mental Health
Advisory Board Member
Thomas J. Mellon, Former CAO
F.A. Sooy, M.D., Chancellor, University of California S.F.
Thomas W. Gwyn, Director, Public Service Programs
H.B. Fairly, M.D., University of California S.F.
Associate Dean, SFGH

. Donald L, Fink, M.D., Chief, Medical Staff SFGH

Selig Gellert, M.D.
Judge Dorothy Von Beroldingen

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION E

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

In the past two years, more than 10 new positions
with salaries of $22,000-plus .have been created in the

Public Health Department. Two of the department’s

major functions — mental health and the San Fran-
cisco General Hospital — have been under attack by

the community due to mismanagement and lack of

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

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

Submitted by:

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp
Endorsed by:

Paul Joseph Langdon

Arguments. printed on this phge are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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Workers are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods.
Apply now in room 155, City Hall

Se necesitan trabajadores en las urnas electorales
de muchos barrios en San Francisco. Preséntese
ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall.
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FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES

‘ , PROPOSITION F o

Shall all tours of duty for officers and members of fire fighting companies, except arson
investigators, start at 8 o'clock A.M. with no such officer or member being required to
work more than 24 consecutive hours except in case of a conflagration, disaster or sud-
den and unexpected emergency of a temporary nature; exchange of watches shall not
violate the 48.7 hour work week nor the 24 consecutive hours? »

| Andleis_

By Ballot Simplifica}ion Committee

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

'THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F would change the

‘charter and set 24-hour work shifts for firefighters

and ‘officers. The 48.7 hour work week would
remain in effect, except in cases of sudden. unex-
pected, and temporary emergencies,

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

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want San
Francisco. firefighters and officers to work 14-hour
shifts for no more than 48.7 hours a week.

Controller's Statement on *‘F"’

City Controllei John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impuct of Proposition F:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in my opinion, it would neither increase nor de-

_crease the cost of government.”

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION F

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

8.452 Fire Department A

The chief of department shall recommend and - the fire

" commission shall provide by rule for work schedules or

tours of duty for the officers and members occupying the
several ranks of the fire department; provided, however, that
the normal work week determined on an annual basis for
such officers and members shall not- exceed 48.7 hours. All
tours of duty established for officers and members assigned
to the fire fighting companies and’firefighting units excepting
the arson ‘investigation unit, shall start at eight o’clock A.M.
((No tour of duty shall exceed 14 hours except in the event
of an emergeney requiring the members of the dcrurlmcnl
to remain on duty beyond this limitation.)) No such officer
or member shall be required to work more than twenty-four

* consecutive hours except in case of a conﬂaﬁrn(ion', ((emer-

gency or)) disaster, or sudden and unexpected emergency of
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How Supervisors Voted on *‘F'"’

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2 on
the question of placing proposition F on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
. (Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8) and Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).

" NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp (Dist. lO)‘ and John

Bardis (Dist. 11).

a temporary mature requiring the services of more than the
available on-duty officers and members of the uniformed
force of the department. Officers and members may ex-
change watches with permission of the chiel of the depart-
ment and time worked on such cxchange of watches shall
not be construed as time in violation of ((the maximum
hours established herein)) the limitation of 48.7 hours in any
normal work week nor twenty-four consccutive hours. Each
such officer and cach such member shall be entitled to at
least one (1) day off duty during each week, -

When in the judgment of the fire commission, it is in the
public interest that any such officer or member shall work
on his day off and said officer or member consents to so
work, he ‘may at the direction of thic chiel of department
work on said day off, and in addition to the regular com-
pensation provided for said officer or member as set forth

(Continued on Page 82)



'FIREFIGHTERS WORK SCHEDULES

'ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F

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

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

_Fire Commissioner,

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

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

Vote “Yes” on Proposition “F"
Endorsed by:

Henry E. Berman, President
Fire Commission.

Juanita Del Carlo

Fire Commissioner,

Robert Nicco

Curtis McClain

Vice President

Fire Commission
Anne S. Howden
Fire Commissioner.
Andrew C. Casper
‘Chief of Department

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F

VOTE “NO” ON PROP. “F”

Aren’t you fed up with having politicians thumb
their noses at your wishes? In November, 1975 the
voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition “Q” which
Was (o eliminate the 24-hour work day in the Fire

~ Department and its bad effects for both the taxpayers
and the fire fighters. .

" As of this date. almost 5 years later. to placate
powerful political groups. Flip Flop Mayor Feinstein
and Truth Evader Supervisor Molinari and others
have in one way or another kept this law from going
into effect. Among the spopsors and authors of the
law were Feinstein and Molinari. This law was placed
before the voters at the prompting of the former Pres-
ident of the Fire Commission and confidant of Fein-
stein’s. Morris Bernstein, and. at the recommendation
of former Fire Chief William Murray. A check of the
argument sponsored by Feinstein and Molinari in the
Voters Handbook of the November 1975 election will
reveal that they told you that eliminating the 24-hour
shift was an important reform. Now. they have fip
flopped and are in support of this repeal of their law.
Are they being honest or are they following the well
travelled path of expediency?

VOTE NO ON “F”,
I supported this reform in 1975, Their argument
was valid then and is still valid.

In 1975 they told you that this reform would:

l. Improve the Fire Department, ‘

2. Firemen will work 18 days a month instead of 9.,

3. Training programs can be scheduled with greater
regularity. ,

4. Men will be fresher and more alert when they go
to fight fires.

3.8ick leave slots will be reduced since a position
will not have to be covered for a full 24 hours when
a man is off.

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

7. Firefighting - by commuters  will  be reduced.

Because of “their 9-day work month. firemen still com-
mute from distances in excess of 100 mites.
8. Moonlighting by firemen will be reduced.

VOTE NO ON “F»

Feinstein and Molinari have played the same game
with your voter mandated prevailing rate law. They
ignore it. Their actions cost San Francisco Taxpayers
over 100 million dollars just this year.

John J. Barbugelata

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION F

Proposition F .is another back-door deal faced by
the people of'San Francisco.
. In 1975, you, the voters, amended ‘the Charter to
delete a detail, which should not have been in ‘the
Charter in the first place, that required all work shifts
for ﬁreﬁghlers to be 24 hours on and 24 hours off,
That revision was proposed by the Honorable Morris
Bernstein, the president of the Fire Commission, and
sponsored by . then-supervisor (now Mayor) Dianne
Feinstein, then-chief Calden, and Supervisor John
Molinari, among others, Commissioner Bernstein (who
is now president of the Airports Commission) stated
that the change in working hours would reduce fa-
tigue -in firefighters and also encourage them to live
in San Francisco. It was also to save taxpayers mon-
ey. The voters agreed with Mayor Feinstein. Supervi-
sor Molinari and Commissioner Bernstein, and the
Charter amendment was passed. e

Subsequently, .there was placed a Charter amend-
ment on the ballot limiting their work week to 48.7
hours, at a time when most other fire departments in
the State have a maximum 56-hour work week
because of the nature of firefighting. Each hour of

reduced work week for firefighters costs' taxpayers
$2,000,000. A reduction from 56 hours to 48.7 hours
therefore means more than $14,000,000 in costs per
year for the San Francisco Fire Department. The
voters approved the 48,7 work week, with the recom-
mendation of all members of the Board of Supervi-
sors because of the change from the 24 hour work
shift. -

Now. the proponents want to reinstate the 24 hours
on and 48 hours off provision in the Charter. But
there is no willingness on their part to accept any
change in the work week — not even to base the
work week on that of other California fire depart-
ments upon which San Francisco firefighters’ salaries
are based. All of those cities except Oakland have a

- 56-hour-week.

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

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

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp

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

- \

PROPOSITION H

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

‘Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

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

\
time to the Health Service system. The Supervisors
would determine the length of service required.

A YES YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want to
include certain temporary employees in the city
Health Service system,

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

Controller’s Statement on "'H"’

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition H:_ '

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted. in my opinion. in and of itself, it would
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government.
But as a product of its application to future legisla-
tion. additional cost of government could be incurred,
the maximum amount of which could be $3,765.000,

“But again. in and of itself. this permissive amend- .

ment (o the Charter would have no effect on the cost
of government.”

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H APPEARS ON PAGE 34

How Supervisors Yoted on *'H"

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-4 on

the question of placing proposition H on the ballot, .

The Supervisors voted as follows:

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

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
(Dist. 2). Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John
Bardis (Dist. 11), -

HOW TO USE

THE VOTOMATIC

Stop 1 Uaing both hands, insert the baliot card all the way into the Votomatic,
Stop 2 Boe sure the two slots in tho end of your card fit dawn gvar the two rod pins,
Step 3 To vote, hold the voting instrumont atralght up. Punch straloht through the ballot card for the
candidatos of your choice. Do not uso pon or pencil,
" Stop 4 Vote all pngas,
Stop 6 After voting, remove the ballot card from the votomatic.
NOTE: If you make a mistake roturn vour ballot card and obtain another.
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TEMPORARY EMPLOYEES’ HEALTH BENEFITS

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION H
A Yes vote on Proposition H will permit long-term,
temporary. eniployees to receive health care benefits.

Currently, some 5,000 employees work on a tempor-

ary basis for many years and receive no health care °

benefits or any chance for promotion. Currently,
health care benefits can only be granted to such em-
ployees in conjunction with far more costly retirement
benefits. This measure will allow the Board of Super-

visors to set the minimum number of ‘years a tempor- -
-ary employee must . be employed before they can

qualify for health service, and will allow the Board to

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H

The Board of Supervisors has already contracted to

. pay $3.2 million for benefits to temporary employees.

This measure will distribute these funds in the widest
and most equitable fashion. :

Submitted by: ,
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Endorsed by: ' :
Doris Ward ' Keith Eichman Tim Twomey .. -
Ella Hill Hutich Leroy King Phil Kearney
" Harry Brin Pat Jackson Vince Courtney
Peter Ashe Bill Kraus Bill Bradley
Tom Scanlon Bill Mallen Carol Ruth Silver

Timothy R. Wolfred -

grant health benefits without retirement benefits.

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H

' VOTE NO ON PROPQSITION H
It may be equitable and fair to give temporary city
employees health "service benefits. But this measure
raises two other questions,

First, why does San Francisco have so many tem-

“porary employees — almost 7,000 in a workforce. of

28,0007 (Don’t believe the figure of 5000 temporary

city employees. There are 6,832 according to testimony

before a committee of the Board of Supervisors in
March)) These employees are hired without having to
go through the complete Civil Service selection
process. The Board of Supervisors could include all
temporary employees, not just those with a “min-
imum” number of years employment.’ '

Second, how can the City afford the costs of this
proposal? Health benefits cost the City $44.50 a

.month for every permanent employee. To give nearly

7,000 temporary employces health coverage would cost

‘the City (and taxpayers) more than $3.765000 per

year. Even the Mayor now concedes there will be a
minimum $114,000,000 City deficit come July 1, 1980.
Unfortunately, this proposal comes before us at the
worst possible time.

Another proposal that the City could afford would
be a charter amendment allowing - temporary em-
ployees to pay their own way into the Health Service
System. The employees would save money by joining
the City’s system, as opposed to paying for individual
health plans, and it would not cost the City any
money. That’s what should be on the ballot for tem-
porary city employees.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp
Endorsed by:

Paul Joseph Langdon
Margaret Q. Warren

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION H

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

8.420 Establishment of and Membership in Health Service
System, .

A health service system is hercby established as a depart-
ment of the city and county government and shall be sub-
ject to sections 3.680 through 3.682 and 8.420 through 8.432
inclusive. Said system shall’ be administered by a board to
be known as the health service board. The members of the
system shall consist of all permanent employees, which shall
include officers of the city and county, of the San Francisco
Unified School District, and of the Parking Authority of the
City. and County of San Fradcisco ((who are members of
the retirement. system)), and all temporary employces with

more than such period of continuous service as shall be de-
termined by the Board of Supervisors by ordinance. Any em.
ployce who adheres to the faith or teaching of any recog-

- nized religious sect, denomination or organization “and, in

accordance with its creed, tenets or principles, depends for
healing upon prayers in the practice of ‘religion” shall be
exempt from the system wupon filing annually with the
health service board an affidavit stating such adgercncc and
dependence and disclaiming any benefits under the system.
((The health service board “shall have the power to exempt
any person whose annual compensation cxeeds $6,000 and
any “person who otherwise has provided for adequate
medical care.)) The health service board  shall have the
power to exempt any person whose compensation exceeds the
amount decmed sufficient for self coverage and amy person
who otherwise has provided for adequate medical care,



| SUPERVISORS’ HEALTH BENEFITS

PROPOSITION |

tem? »

Shall members of the Board of Suporylsors ‘become members of the Health Service Sys-

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

\ ,

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I would amend the
charter to allow members of the Board of Supervi-
sors to become members -of the city Health Service
system, ‘

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
the members of the Board of Supervisors (o be able
o join the Health-Service System,

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not
want members of the Board of Supervisors 1o be
able to join the Health Service system.

Controller's Statement on *']"

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in my opinion. it would increase the cost of
government by approximately $5.881.”

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION |
APPEARS ON PAGE 36

How Supervisors Voted on ''|”

On February 25 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0
on the question of placing proposition I on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hil
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol
.Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9),
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist,
1),

-\“NNN'\ANN'\‘ ~~~~~~~~MV\A~~'\M"‘”

EARN EXTRA MONEY |

Workers are needed at the polls
: on election day )

1 - Inspector

3 -Judges
at each poll

Salary '$32.50-42.50 per day
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SUPER_VISORS’ HEALTH BENEFITS

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OI" PROPOSITION l

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION “I”
A Yes vote on Proposition I will permit Members .
of the Board of Supervisors to have the same healith
- benefits provided to other City employees.

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

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

Vote “Yes” on Proposmon 1.

Submmed by Supervnsor Nancy G. Walker

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION |

NOTE It is proposed that the following section bc added
. to the Charter; it is thcrefore prmtcd in bold-face

type.
8.420-1 Health Plan for Members of Board of Supervisors

Notwlthstandlng the provisions of Section 8.420 of this

charter or any other provision of this charter to the con-

" trary, members of the bosrd of supervisors shall be members

- of the San ancisco City and County Health Service Sys-
. tem,

erkor'o' are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods.
Apply now in room 155, City Hall

Se noeoiitan trabajadoros en las urnas electorales
de muchos barrios en San Francisco. Preséntese
ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall.

OOPS!

Sometimes we 'mqke mistakes but when we do, we admit it:

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

JUNE 1, 2&3

S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress
(Look under ‘‘official advertising’’) -

~




SUPERVISORS' SALARIES

‘ - PROPOSITION J y
Shall the salary of the members of the Board of Supervisors be 25% of the annual gross
salary of the Mayor, exclusive of benefits per year? ,

Analysis
By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IS IS NOW: The City Charter sets the A YES VOTE MEANS: If you voie yes, you want

salaries of the 11 mémbers of the Board of Super- the supervisors’ salaries to be raised from $9600 a

visors at $9600 a year. The salary of the mayor is year to' 25 per cent of the mayor's salary. At this
. set by the Civil Service Commission. with the ap- time the supervisors’ salaries would be $15,677.50.

proval of the Board of Supervisors, and is now

$62.710 a year. - -~ A NO YOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you want the

. supervisors’ salaries to remain at $9600 a year.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would change the

city charter to set the supervisors’ salaries at 25
- percent of the mayor’s salary.

Controller's Statement on *'J" How Supervisors Voted on ‘‘J”

On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on
the question of placing proposition J on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-

ed, in my opinion, it would increasc the cost of YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist, 2). John- Molin

) tent b imately $80,000,” ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry
goverhment by approximately Britt (Dist. 5), Carol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris
Ward (Dist. 7). Don Horanzy (Dist. 8) and
Nauncy Walker (Dist, 9).

' THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J

APPEARS ON PAGE 39 NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Quentin Kopp
_ (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist. 1 1).

REGISTER TO VOTE BY MAIL

it’s Easy

Next time you move, just phone us: we’ll mail you
the forms.
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SUPERVISORS’ SALARIES

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

VOTE YES ON PROP “J”

The last salary adjustment for the Board of Super-
visors occurred in 1965. Inflation has been 144% since
that time, -with the result that a 1965 salary of $9.600
will buy $3.924 worth of 1980 goods and services.

Approving Board of Supervisors’ pay at 25% - of the
Mayor’s salary is reasonable and fair, The proposed
increase does not make up for inflation. But it does
make it possible for people who are not. independent-
ly rich — who have to support' themselves by working
— to also be Supervisors.

The “formula”
salaries has important advantages: 1) it was estab-
lished as a reform measure to eliminate political

" favoritism. 2) it is consistent with salary setting for

other categories of city workers. This approach was
accepted by the voters in 1976 and is thus a sound
basis for the measuré before you,

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

approach to settling Supervisors™

VOTE YES ON PROP *J”

San Francisco pays its Board of Supervisors less
than any of the other nine Bay Area counties, where
salaries  range from $32,456 in San Mateo County ¢o
$13.524 in Solano County. :

The failure of Supervisors’ salaries o keep pace
with inflation has put pressure on Supervisors to
devote increasing time.to maintain outside sources of

income, while the work load of government has also

increased dramatically to demand more and more of
a Supervisor’s time. '

Supervisor Harvey Milk died dceply in'. debt and
saw the bankruptcy of his business occur because he
could not spend enough hours earning a living and
responding to his legislative duties.

No one’s salary is keeping up. But where would
you be if there were no adjustments or increases in
your own salary since 19657

VOTE YES ON PROPJ

Submitted by a majori‘ty vote of the Board of
Supervisors

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

San Francisco’s Supervisors are not paid .a fair
wage now. We urge voters to approve this reasonable
increase,

Vote for Proposition J.

Carol Ruth Silver
Doris M. Ward
Nancy G. Walker
John L. Molinari
Ella Hill Hutch

" Harry G. Brint

Don Horanzy
Deborah R, Rohrer
Priscilla Alexander

- DJ. Savigro

Eric.Craven

Rich Hayey

Lydia S. San Filippo
Carolyn Reilly

Lillian Sing

Terrence Ryan
William Bradley
James Michael Moore

Richard Martin Schlackman

Timothy R. Wolfreo

Bruce Goranson
Mark Forrester
Thelma Cavanaugh
Gordon Armstrong
Bob Lurie

Barbara Amato
David Fowler
Michael Chan
Andrew C, Casper
Janice Mirikitani

-Cecil Williams

Eduardo Sandoval
Bob Bustamente
Fred Martin
Chuck Bryer
Wilber Hamilton
Wallace Siokes
Stan Smith

Red Kornan

John Squire

Joan M. Graff
Lincoln Chu
Anthony J. Taormina
Arthur R, Siegl

Don B. Kates, Jr.

" Jon Kaufian

John (*Jack”) Trujitlo
Linda Post

Vincent James Courtney
Evelyn Wilson

Leroy King

Jeff Brown

Terry Redmond

Keith Eichman

Bill Kraus

Bill Mullen

Tim Twomey

Joan Dillon

Manra Kealey

James Corey Busch
Peter Ashe

Patty Prato
Herman Gallegos
Pat Jackson
Carl Williams
John Jacobs
Melvin Lee
Jack Crowley

«“ Harold Yee
Grant M ickens
Bob Barry
Andy Katten
Richard Goldman
William Coblentz
Byron Lidecker
Jackson Schultz
John Kauyfinan
Pauta C. Fiscal
Arthur Morris
Kevin F. Shelley
Anna Darden
Rosalind Wolf

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for occuru'cyﬁby any official agency.
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 SUPERVISORS' SALARIES

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION J

Tying the salaries of the Board of Supervisors 1o
that of the Mayor is a neat trick to circumvent the
City Charter, which riow requires voter approval every

time the Board seeks a salary increase. Proposition J°

would pive the Board automatic salary increases.
Every time the Mayor's salary is “adjusted” higher,
~up would go the Supervisors' salary. The supervisors
* proposing this measure are trying to follow the lead
,of other groups of City employees who have freed
themselves from fixed salaries set specifically - in the
Charter. The Supervisors would have their pay set by
a “formula.” which is not dependent on the good will
of voters.

~ There is no logic to basing the Supervisors’ salary

on 25 percent of the Mayor's. Why not one-eleventl.

since there are 11 Supervisors and one Mayor?

Today. each Supervisor represents one-eleventh of

the City. In 1965, when salaries were increased:
Supervisors were elected at large. and each one ans-
wered to the entire electorate. Furthermore, the City's
population has declined from 721000 in 1965 1o
642,400 in 1979.

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

The City is facing a dire financial crisis. Depart-

menis are being forced 10 cut their budgets and

reduce services. Proposition J flies in the fuce of this
reality and is the wrong idea at the wrong time,

Submitted by:

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp
Endorsed by:

Paul Joseph Langdon

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT PROPOSITION J

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by bold-face

type; deletions are indicated by ((double parenthe.
ses)).

2,100 Compositibn and Salary; Districts, -

The board of supervisors shall consist of eleven members

elected b?' districts, Each member of the board shall be
4

paid a salary ((of ninety-six hundred dollars ((39.600)) equal
to twenty-five percent (25%) of the annual gross salary paid
to the mayor, exclusive of benefits per year and cach shall
execute an official bond to the city and county in the sum
of five thousand dollars ($5,000).

The city and county is hereby divided into eleven
supervisorial  districts “as hereinafter set forth, and.
commencing with the general municipal election in
1977, and continuing thereafter unti) new districts are
established as hereinafter set forth, such districts shull
be ‘used for the election or recall of the members of
the board of supervisors. and for filling any vacancy
in the office of member of the board of supervisors
by appointment. Upon the establishment of new dis-
tricts as hereinafter provided such new districts shall
be used for the aforesaid purposes; provided, however.,
that no change in the boundary or lacation of any
district by redistricting as herein provided shall oper-
ale to abolish or terminate the term of office of any
member of the board of supervisors prior to the ex-
piration of the term of office for which such member
was elected or appointed. The eleven supervisorial dis-
tricts, as established herein, shall be bounded and de-
scribed as follows:

FIRST SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise
all of that portion of the city and county commencing
at the point of intersection” of the shorcline of the
Pacific Ocean and a straight-line extension of Fulton
Street; thence easterly along Fulton Street to Stanyan
Street; thence northerly along Stanyan Street 10 Geary
Boulevard; thence westerly . along Geary Boulevard 10
Arguello Boulevard: thence northerly “along Arguello

‘Boulevard to its point of intersection with the south-

ern boundary of the Presidio United States Military
Reservation; “thence westerly and northwesterly along
said boundary 10 “the point of intersection with the
shoreline of ‘the Pacific Ocean; thence westerly and
southerly along said shoreline to the point of com-
mencement. Unless specifically designated 10 the con-
trary. all references to streets, and boulevards con-
tained in the foregoing description shall refer 1o the
center lines of said streets and  boulevards, respec-
tively.

SECOND SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com-
prise all of that portion of the city and county com01c8d-
mencing at the point of intersection of the shoreline
of San Francisco Bay and the southern and southwes.
tern boundary of the Presidio United States Military
Reservation; “thence southeasterly and casterly along
said “boundary to the point of “intersection with Ar-
uello Boulevard;  thence  southerly along  Arguello
Boulevard to Geary Boulevard: thence casterly along
Geary Boulevard (o Stanyan Street; thence southerly
along Stanyan Street to Fulton Street; thence casterly
’ (Continued on Page 82)
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" fied and unbiased hearing officer.

| RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS

PROPOSITION K

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

- procedures? . :

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

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

disability leaves, disability retirements, or death al-
lowances: ' '

"A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes. you want
the Retirement Board to employ a hearing officer.

. A NO VOTE MEANS: If you volé no, you do not

want the present system changed.

Controller’s Statement on *‘K"’

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in my opinion, it would increase the cost of
government by approximately $25,000,”

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION K

'NOTE: It is proposed that the following section be added

to the Charter; it is therefore printed in bold-face
type. .

8.518 Hearing Officer

Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.671, sub-
section (c) of Section 8.509, Sections 8.515, 8.516,
8.547, 8548, 8.559-3, 85594, 8.571, 8.572, 8.584-3,
8.585-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-3, 8.586-4, 8.588-3, 8.586-4, or
8.5884, any application for disability leave, disability
retirement, or death allowance made pursuant to said
subsection- of said sections of this charter shall be
heard by a qualified and unbinsed hearinw officer em-
ployed under contract by the retirement board and
selected by procedures set forth in the rules of the re-
tirement board. The retirement board shall have the
power to establish rules setting forth the qualifications
and selection procedure necessary to appoint a quali- -
Following pubtic
hearing, the hearing officer shall determine whether
such application shall be granted or denied.

All expenses relating to processing and adjudicating
the above applications, including but not limited to the
cost of hearing officer, legal, investigative, and court
reporter services, shall be paid from the compensation
fund.

At any time within thirty (30) days after the service
of the hearing officer’s decision, the applicant or any
40 .

How Supervisors Voted on ‘‘K"’
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0

. on the question of placing proposition K on the bal-

lot. The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne .
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol -
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), ‘Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) dnd John Bardis (Dist.
.-

None of the Supervisors present voted No.

other affected party, including the retirement system,
.may petition the hearing officer for a rehearing upon
one or more of the following grounds and no other:

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

b. That the decision was procured by fraud.

¢. That the evidence does not justify the decision.

d. That the petition has discovered new evidence
material to him, which he could not, with reason-.
able diligence, have discovered and produced at
the hearing. . .

Upon_ the expiration of thirty (30) days after the pe-
tition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is
granted, upon the expiration of thirty (30) days after
the rendition of the decision or hearing, the decision
of the hearing officer shall be final. Such final deci-
sion shall not be subject to amendment, modification
or rescission by the retirement board, but shall be sub-
_ject to review by the retirement board only for the
purpose of determining whether to seek judicial review,
and such final decision shall be deemed for all pur-
poses to be the decision of the retirement board..

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



RETIREMENT HEARING OFFICERS

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K

Costs of the City’s retirement system have risen
more than 300 percent in the past nine years — from
$40 million in 197172 to $120 million in 1979. This
is far higher than any other California city.

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

The Retirement Board also manages a portfolio of

investments totalling nearly $! billion (they are em-

ployee contributions to the system). The Board must

seck the best return possible on these investments in
“order to defray pension and disability costs. Yet. it
spends only 10 percent of its time managing invest-
ments and 90 percent hearing disability claims by city
employees. ‘

Proposition K will provide an independent. impar-

tial, professional hearing officer whose sole job will be
to determine applications for disability payments, -dis-

ability retirement or death allowance cases. In each
case, the hearing officer will hold a public hearing,
after which the officer will decide whether applica-
tions should be granted or denied. Decisions by the
hearing officer will be final. but subject to appeal to
Superior Court,

At present, the law is oné-sided on appeals, Only
employees can appeal to the courts if their applica-
tions are denied. The City cannot appeal if an ap-
plication has been granted improperly. Proposition K

gives the City (and laxpayers) the right of judicial ap-

peal.

The professional hearing officer will make decisions
on a fair, impartial basis, and the Retirement Board
will be able to concentrate on managing its $1 billion
of investments in order 1o reduce costs to the tax-
pdyers of the retirement system, '

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin K opp
Paul Joseph Langdon

ARGUMENT.AGAINST PROPOSITION K

VOTE “NO” ON PROPQSIT!ON “K”»

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

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

!

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

If the proponents desire their proposed hearing of-
ficer to disallow a certain number of legitimate
claims. their desire is most unjust to the injured ens-
ployee and will most certainly be remedied in the
courts at a high litigation expense to the city.

The proponents also fail to advise you that no
other city in the country provides this type of process,
because no one individual can possibly offer the ob-
jectivity that is necessary in determining a disability
award. The decision of one individual would certainly
be replete with all the natural bias inherent in anyone
of us.

Let’s be fuir! Vote No on Proposition K.

Michael S. Hebel
Attorney-at-Law-

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K

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

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

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

The review of compensation for those in ‘such cir-
cumstances is an appropriate and legitimate right of
San Francisco voters; the perversion of a fair and just
process into a mechanism subject to political ma-

" nipulation is treachery ‘and violative of the fundamen-

tal rights of anyone who must labor for another. |
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION “K".

Submitted by

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K -

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION K

Well, they’re at it again!

1

The bureaucrats, never content with less government
interference. want to add yet another level of govern-
ment to our already overburdened system. This time
i's in the form of a hearing officer for the retirement’
board in San Francisco.

This identical proposal was soundly defeated by the

‘voters in 1977. It was opposed by the San Francisco

Chamber of Commerce and other " concerned citizen
organizations as well as by San Francisco Newspapers
and television stations. '

Presently, the board s comprised of seven
members: one supervisor. three employees of the sys-
tem. and three appointees of the Mayor. Thus, retire-
ment board actions are taken by a balanced commiit-

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

_ are already being protected.

This measure would cost tax dollars. A hearing of-
ficer. staff and overhead. are expenditures this city
simply cannot afford. Office space, staff, equipment.
health benefits. vacation pay. all overhead terms we've
simply heard enough of. The present retirement board
serves without any pay or other costs to the' city.
Proposition K is expensive. :

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

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

Committee For' A Sound Retirement System
Leon Bruschera

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not heen checked for accuracy by any officiul agency.
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Workers are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods.
Apply now in room 155, City Hall



1¢ GAS TAX

\

PROPOSITION L

Shall the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco enact an ordin-
ance, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Sections 99500 through 99509, impos-
ing a tax of one cent ($0.01) on each gallon motor fuel (and on every 100 cubic feet of
compressed natural gas when purchased for motor fuel use) sold within.the City and

County of San Francisco? '

Analysis

- By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

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

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

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

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

Controller’s Statéhenf on “‘L"

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

“Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap-
proved, in my opinion. in and of itself, it would
neither increase nor decrease the cost of government,
However, this proposed amendment would prepare the
way for approximately $2.550.000 in additional revenucs
to the City and County of Sun Francisco.”

How Supervisors Voted on *‘L"

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0
on the question of placing proposition L on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1). Louise Renne
(Dist.  2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Brit (Dist. 5). Carol
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6). Doris Ward (Dist. 7). Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).
“Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.
1.

None of the Supervisors present voted-No.

Appl'y for Your Absentee
Ballot Early

See Page 95

43



1¢ GASTAX

| . ARGUMENT IN FAVOR
VOTE YES ON PROPOS!TION L :

The San Francisco Municipal Railway is an indis-
pensable function of city government. Public transit
use in San Francisco and elsewhere in the State of
California is sharply increasing. Approximately 600.000
rides a day are logged on the Muni. So, too, are the
costs of public transit increasing tremendously in San
Francisco. Public policy, pationally, as well as in San
Francisco, has placed public transit in a .priority posi-
tion as far as funding is concerned. A part of that
public poticy " is the . principle of encouraging use of .
public transit so as to conserve energy.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L
Since 1977, the California Public Utilities Code has

OF PROPOSITION L

allowed any county by vote of its people to add a
penny a gallon tax to gasoline and use the proceeds

for its transit system. Adoption of Proposition L will .

mean an estimated $4,700,000 in 1980-81 for our
Municipal Railway and help keep Muni fares from
rising. It will benefit Muni riders and enhance energy.
conservation. Proposition L makes good sense in terms
of Muni service and operation and also in terms of
the public interest. ‘

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin Kopp
Endorsed by:

Paul Joseph Langdon

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

: : ' PROPOSITION M : '
" Shall the prohibition that cable car fares not.exceed other local municipal railway fares

- be deleted? o -

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Public Utilities Com-
mission may not raise the fares on any San Fran-
cisco cablé car line to be more than fares charged
on Municipal Railway streetcars and buses.

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

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

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

Controller’'s Statement on “‘M"’

City Cortroller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in my opinion. in and of itself, it would neither in-
crease nor decrease the cost of government. However.
this proposed amendment could prepare the way for
additional cable car revenues, the amount of which, be-
ing dependent on future administrative and legislative

action, cannot be estimated at this.time.”

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION M ‘

NOTE: Proposed deletions are indicated by ((double par-
entheses))

I 3.595 Regulation of Street Railways
1 (@) The public utilities commission, subject to the provi-
isions, limitations and restrictions in this charter contained,
lishall have power to regulate street railroads, cars and
Ntracks; lo permit two or more lines of streel railways oper-
lating under different management to.use the same. street,
jeach paying an equal portion for the construction and
irepair of the tracks and appurtenances used by the said
{ratlways jointly for such number of .blocks consecutively. not
“\excce(ﬁng ten "blocks; to regulate rates of speed and propose
‘such ordinances to the board of supervisors as arc neccssary
ilo protect- the public from dunger or inconvenience in the
loperation of such roads.

No person. firm or corporation shall ever be granted the
lexclusive right 1o operate a street or other railroad through,
in or under any tunnel, subway or viaduct constructed or
Facquircd by the’levy, in whole or in part, of special assess-
ment upon” private property for such’construction or acquisi-
ltion. Two or more lines of street railways operated under
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How Supervisors Yoted on “'M"
On March 3 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0

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

YES: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne

(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3). Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.
iy .

Norie of the Supervisors present voted No.

L i 11 88 T At £SO A M e

different management may use such tunnel, subway or
vinduct for the entire length thereof and for five consecutive
blocks approaching each end thereof, cach management pay-
ing an equal portion of the expense for the construction,
mintenance and repairs of the tracks and appurlenances
used by said rajiways jointly. The city and county in the
operation of municipal railways may use any such tunnel,
subway or viaduct cither singly or jointly with any privately
operated railway for the entire length thereol and for any
number of blocks ‘approaching each end thereof; and in
case of joint use -of tracks, shall pay an equal portion of
the expense for the construction, maintenance and repairs of
the tracks and appurtenances used by said railways jointly.
(b) In the conduct of the municipal railways there shall
be maintained and operated cable car tines as follows:
() A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets;
thence along Powell Street to  Jackson Street;  thence
along Jackson Strect to Mason Street; thence along Ma-
son Sireet 1o Cotumbus Avenue; thence along Columbus
Avenue to Taylor Street; thence along Taylor Street (o a
terminal at Bay Street; returning from Bay and Taylor
Streets along Taylor Street to Columbus Avenue; thence
(Continued on Page 84)
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'CABLE CAR FARES

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M

Our cable cars are primarily a tourist attraction and
are the cheapest bargiin in town. For 50 cents, tour-
ists can take a scenic tour of the City and ride one
of the most famous rail systems in the world.

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

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

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

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M

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

San Francisco resndents who ride the cable cars

could continue to pay the basic Muni Fare by usmg

the monthly fastpass or they could use a special
weekly cable:car pass, which the ‘Muni might prepare
and issue to San Francisco résidents.

'VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M.

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin Kopp

Endorsed by:

Supervisors Donald Horanzy . _
Carol Ruth Silver .
Nancy Walker

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M

SEVEN GOOD REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M

I. It unfairly discriminates against San Franciscans

living along these transit. lines' who depend upon them.

to go Downtown. MUNI is ‘one system. Why single
out these lines and-not those with Higher subsxdus"

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

3. It is based on the erroncous idea that cable cars
lose more money than buses. In fact. MUNI's own

figures stiow dozens of lines with higher subsidies.

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

5. By falsely stercotyping the cars as a lourist-only
gimmick without a transit purpose. it could jeopuardize
state and federal reconstruction funds which are based
on the cars being part of an overall urban mass tran-
sit system,

6. I‘l will probably require new. wasteful. duplicative
bus lines. With their deficits. these buses will have to
be subsidized from the revenues presumed to flow
from Proposition M. This undermines the whole rea-
son for the Proposition. Besides. MUNI is short of

drivers and has barely enough buses to meet present -
requirements in other parts of the city. Will other

lines. perhaps yours, have their service cut to provide
this wasteful service?

7. Cable cars were saved by San Francisco's volers

— not by the votes of tourists. They're a vital part of
our city’s heritage because they're a working part of

our city’s transportation system. They're valuable

because they're real. Proposition M would set them’

up as a.fake, an expensive gimmick run for the ben-
efit of the tourist industry.

Vote NO.on Unfair transit Discrimination.
Vote NO on Inefficient Tourist Taxation,
Vote NO on Cable Car Fakery. ‘
Vote NO on Proposition M,

Friedel Klussmann, Chair
The Cable Car Committce

'

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

'ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M! ' situation anyway. Cable cars already make a greater

The purpose of proposition M is to double (or Perce;ltag: cl))f .CX!’JEHSES from t‘are,s'tfl‘an» most bus lines
more) cable car fares. This is grossly unfair. The bat- and already bring up-t esystgm average. .
tle cry is “stick the tourists”, but it will also stick San The cable is the San Francisco label, Charging an
Franciscans. The cable cars are used by many San - extra fare will give our city the air of a tawdry tour-
Franciscans for their basic transportation and not . ist trap and a.rip-ofT,
everyone has a fastpass. It is unfair to discriminate p R
against people in some neighborhoods by telling them rotect our city’s image.
they must ecither buy one or else ‘pay an extra- fare ~ Protectour city's integrity.

that people in‘ other neighborhoo.ds do not have to VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION M!
pay. The Muni has no plans 1o issue special weekly

cable car passes for residents, which wouldn't help the Norman Rolfe

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M

. Vote NO on this discriminatory proposal - to charge sportation. We urge a vote against this unfair propo-
San ‘Franciscans- one dollar to ride a cable car to sal! '
work or shop. The Cable Cars are an integral art of ,
O Phop gl P Paul Nielsen,
the city's transport system and should not be singled . -
; : . Powell-Union Square Association
out 1o cost .twice as much as any other public tran- -

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

PROPOSITION N

Shﬁllﬂs% of non-airline revenues, or a lesser percent as the Board of Supervisors shall
establish by ordinance, be transferred to the general fund as a return on the City’s in-

vestment in the airport?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

/ THE WAY IT IS NOW: All the airport revenues are
kept in a separate fund to be used only for airport
expenses, These funds cannot be used for other city
purposes. ‘

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

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

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No. you want all
the money that is earned by the airport to be used -
oonly for the airport. o

| Confrollérf\s Statement on *‘N"

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

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

TEXT COF PROPOSED CHAR"I"ER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION N ‘

NOTE: A.ciditiom or substitutions are indicated by bold face
type; dcletions are indicated by ((double paren-
theses)). .

6.408 Airports Revenue Fund

(a) Subject fo the budget and fiscal provisions of this
charter: (1) The entire gross revenue of the airports com-
mission shall be set aside and deposited into a fund in ‘the
city and county treasury to be known as thé “Airports
Révenue Fund.” All amounts paid into said fund shall be
maintained by the treasurer separate and apart from all
other city and county funds and shall be secured by his of-
ficial bond or bonds. Said fund shall be exempt from sec-
tion 6.407 of this charter. (2) Separate accounts shall be
kept with respect to receipts and disbursements of cach air-
port under the jurisdiction of the commission. _

(b) Moneys in the Airports Revenue Fund including earn-
ings thereon shall be -appropriated, transferred, expended or
used for the following purposcs pertaining to the financing,

48
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How Supervisors Voted on *'N"’
On March 3 the Board of Supefvisors voted 11-0

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

YES: Supérvisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne

(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4). Harry Britt (Dist. 5). Carol -
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist.. 9),,
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.
1) :

None of the Supervisors present voted No.

maintenance. and operation of airports and related facilities
owned, operated or controlied by the commission and only
in accordance. with the following priority: (1) the payment
of operation and maintenance expenses for such airports or
related facilitics; (2) the payment of pension charges and
proportionate payments to such compensation and other in-
surance or outside reserve funds as the commission may es-

- tablish or the board of supervisors may require with respect

to employees of the commission; (3) the payment of -prin-
cipal, interest, reserve, sinking fund, and other mandatory
funds created to secure revenuc bonds hereafter issued by
the commission for the acquisition, construction or extension

. of airports or related facilities owned, operated or controlled

by the commission; (4) the payment of principal and inter-
est on peneral obligation bonds heretofore or hercafter is-
sued by the city and county for airport purposes; (5) recon-
struction and replacement as determined by the commission |
or as required by any airport revenue bond ordinance duly
adopted and approved; Fﬁ) the acquisition of land, real .

. (Continued on Page 85)



AIRPORT REVENUE FUND

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N
' VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N

San Francisco needs to.generate revenue to main-
tain essential services., San Francisco must be able to
get revenue from its money-making enterprises. The
enormous airport which we own and operate now
contributes nothing, not one penny to the City’s gen-
eral revenues for police, fire and other vital services.

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

A “Yes” vote on Proposmon N could generate mll
lions of dollars for our treasury-dollars which are
spent by travellers using our Airport and which now
g0 to benefit the airlines, not the people of San
Francisco. ‘

Submitted by:

Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

Roger Boas

Chicf Administrative Officer
Andrew Casper

Fire Chief

Sam Duca

Assessor

. Dick Sklar

Director, Public Utilities
Rai Okamoto

Director, Planning

Jeff Lee

Director, Public Works
John Walsh

General Manager, Civil Service
John Frantz

City Librarian

Mike Hennessey

Sheriff

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N

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

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

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

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit.
Adopt the “tax package” -—— vote YES, N through S.
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It
raises revenuc from those who cun afford them — big
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city
facilities — and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped — all those
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city

services.

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (anrporl
Proposition O  (hotel
Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo-
Proposition R (parking tax);

concession revenues);

sition Q (business tax);

Cornelius Murphy
Chief of Police

Arlo Smith
District Attorney
Jeff Brown
Public Defender
Mervyn Silverman
Director, Public Health
Richard Heath
Director, Airport
Tom Malloy
Director, Recreation & Park
Wilbur Hamilton
Redevelopment Agency
Edwin Sarsfield
Director, Social Services
Arthur C. Tatnow Jr.
Pucific Telephone
Walter Hoadley
V.P., Bank of America

Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue).

Vote YES, N through S.

Vince Courtney
Exccutive Sccretary

Civil Service Association, Local 400

Keith Eickman

President

ILWU Warchouse Umon No. 6
Mattie J. Jackson

International Vice President

International Ladies Garment Workers Union

J.B. Martin
Area Director

Automolive Machinists, Ladge 1305

Bob McDonnell

Laborers, Local 261
Timothy J. Twomey
International Vice President
Service Employees

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




AIRPORT REVENUE FUND

.. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N T

) VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION N
Proposition N would allow the City to take advan-

tage of San Francisco Airport as a money-maker. By

Charter, the airport now operates on a break-even ba-

sis from the money it raises by charging airlines and

other tenants. Any -extra money is put into a fund
and used to reduce airline chaiges the following year.
Proposition N would allow the transfer of extra
funds from. non-airline revenues into the General
Fund. These non-airline revenues include rents from
car rental agencies, food and magazine concessions
etc. In this way, San Francisco could reap some direct
financial benefits as the owner of such a large and
profitable piece of property. San Mateo County
receives property and other taxes from the hotels and
businesses that surround the airport. San Francisco,
t0o, could benefit in a similar way. - '

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

Political leaders are being told to cut costs and be
more efficient in creative ways. This is your chance to

© vote for effective cost-sharing not at the taxpayers’ ex-

pense.

.Vote Yes on Proposition N

Submitted by:

Supervisor Louise H. Renne
Supervisor Doris M. Ward
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Don Haranzy
Supervisor John Molinari

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N
Passage of Proposition N will have serious economic
repercussions on tourism, organized labor, the airlines
and. ultimately, the San Francisco taxpayer, - -
Because of the recession and skyrocketing fuel costs,
hundreds of San Francisco airline workers already

. have been laid off. More unemployment will result if

Proposition N is implemented. The modernization and
replacement program now underway at San Francisco
Airport could be further disrupted, resulting in even
more unemployment for organized labor.

Proposition N is a clear violation of the spirit and
intent ‘of recent mandates ' for government to lower
costs — and not to introduce other sources of revenue

to continue “business as usual.”

Proposition N would have a nepative effect on San -

Francisco’s tourism. the city’s number one revenue
and job producer, with escalating costs at the airport
creating a real potential for diversion of air service to
other cities,

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

under contracts with the City. Diversion of airport
revenues to the general fund could violate those
contracts, and could affect the airlines’ ability and
willingness to continue support of the airport, thus

tisking placing the financial burden of underwriting

on the taxpayer, . : .

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

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

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION N,

William E. Ryan

California Rublic Affairs Coordinator
Air Transport Association of America
Gregory P. Huirst " :
Vice President — Public Aftairs

Son Francisco Chamber of Commerce
Lioyd A. Pflueger

General Manager

Downtown Association Sun Francisco

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

PROPOSITION O

ORDINANCE: Shall the Hotel Occupancy Tax be aumended by imposing an additional tax -
of 1.75% on the occupancy of guest rooms in hotels in the City and County of San Fran-

cisco after July 1, 19807 :

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would change the
municipal code and allow the city to add a 1.73%
surcharge to the existing 8% hotel room tax, The

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

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

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

Controller’s Statement on ''O"’

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

“Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor
decrease  the cost of pgovernment, However, this

proposed ordinance will provide additional revenues of

approximately $5.000.000 to the General Fund.”

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
PROPOSITION O

HOTEL OCCUPANCY TAX SURCHARGE

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 7, OF THE SAN
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE BY ADDING SEC-
“TION 502.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR A ONE AND
THREE-FOURTHS PERCENTUM (1.75%) SURCHARGE
ON THE RATE OF THE HOTEL ROOM OCCUPANCY
TAX, SUBJECT TO THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING: FOR DEPOSIT OF
SURCHARGE INTO GENERAL FUND.

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

Section 1. Part 111, Article 7 of the San Francisco Mun-
icipal Code is hercby umended by adding Section 502.5
thereto reading as follows:

Section 502.5 lmposition of a one and three-fourths per-
centum (1.75%) suwrcharge. There shall be an additional tax
of one and three-fourths percentum (1.75%) on the rent for
every occupancy of the guest rooms in w hotel in the City
and County of San Francisco'on and after July 1, 1980,

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

How Supervisors Voted on 'O’

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-0
on the question of placing proposition O on the bal-
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: '

YES: Supervisors Ed 'Lawson (Dist. 1), Louise Renne
(Dist. 2), John Molinari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill
Hutch (Dist. 4), Harry Britt (Dist. 5), Carol
Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Doris Ward (Dist. 7), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9).
Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10) and John Bardis (Dist.
“11).

None of the Supervisors present voted No,

covers any portion of the period rz)rior to July 1, 1980, and
to the tax of eight percentum (8%) hercin plus the amount
of surcharge imposed to the extent that it covers any por-
tion of the period on and after July 1, 1980, and such
payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned on
the basis of the ratio of the number of days falling within
said periods to the total number of days covered thercby.
Where any tax has been paid hereunder upon any rent
without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Collector
may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in
Section S14(f) of this Article.

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the
general fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget
and fiscal provisions of the é)harlcr.

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may cxer-
cise as to the subject matter of this ordinance. including,
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge,
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the
tax or surcharge, or crealing or defining new categories of
taxpayers under this ordinance,
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HOTELTAX

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF'PROPOSITION o] ‘

Vote Yes on Proposition “0”,

San Francisco must shift a greater portion of the
tax burden away from its residents, Proposition “Q»
would increase the tax paid by visitors to San Fran-
cisco’s hotels from 8.70% to 9.75%. It would effect
only those who come to stay with us for short periods
of time, not those who live permanently in  hotels.

- Proposition “O” would add more than $5 million to

the City’s treasury for essential city services.
* Vote Yes on Proposition “0”,

We must increase our ability to raise revenues if we
wish 1o maintain police and fire protection, and con-
tinve to provide the kind of health. library and re-
creational services which we believe the people have a
right to expect. ‘

Vote Yes on Proposition “0”,

Budget cuts have eliminated any remnant of fat in

.the City budget. Without new revenues we'll be cut-

ling into the bone of essential indispensable, day:-to-
day services, :

Proposition “O” is one of the ‘'ways in which we

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

The Constitution requires an_ affirmative vote of two

" thirds of the electorate for special taxes like the Hotel

Tax. That is why we need your support for Proposi-
tion “O”, The business. community, including the hotel
industry, and organized labor support Proposition ‘0™,
A vote for “O” is a vote to save City services.

Vote Yes on Proposition “0O".

Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief

Sam Ducp, Assessor

John Frantz, City Librarian

Arthur Tamow, Jr., Pacific Telephone
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION O

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION O

The .reasonable hotel tax increase provided by
Proposition O will help the City preserve the vital
services the people need and want —  services like
police, fire, libraries and parks,

Neighborhood and civic' leaders, as well as the
Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce. have
Jjoined the Board of Supervisors in support of Proposi-
tion O. L
Constantly * increasing  inflation. complicated by
Proposition 13, leaves the City's buying power crip-
pled and its revenue resources reduced at the same
time, ' . .
Many steps have been. and will continue to be. ta-
ken to cut costs and increase efficiency; but in no

way can ‘the City escape the need for additional

revenue,

Visitors will understand Proposition O’ increase in
the hotel tax they will have to pay. because it will -

" maintain the San Francisco way of lif¢ and the at-

tractive City treasured by visitors. as well.
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION O,

Submitted by Super"»isor Louise H. Renne

John C. Molinari

Harry G, Britt

Don Horanzy

Nancy G. Walker

Doris M, Ward

Efla Hill Hutch

Edward Lawson

Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency,
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‘HoteL Tax O

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION O |

Proposition O will establish a Surchnrge tax of

1.75% on the existing 8% hotel tax. This will raise $5.
million which will go into the General Fund to help.

offset the projected budget deficit and will release
funds for libraries, parks, police, fire, health and other
important city services. The hotel industry does’ not
oppose this surcharge. Neighborhood people are help-
ing to balance the budget by paying increased Muni
fares. Business and tourists must also help.

VOTE YES ON “O”

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING
PROPOSITION O

Bruce M, Cowan, Attorney Jude P. Laspa, Eureka Valley
Irene Young, Jordan Park Dorice Murphy, Eureka Valley
Anne Bloomfield, Pacific Heights  Elsa Straight, Eureka Valley

Bert Schwarzschild, Eureka Valley  Frederick Brothers, Upper Market
Beatrice Laws, Haight Ashbury Toby Levine, Mission District
Evelyn L. Wilson, Parkside Emily Bour, Twin Peaks

Jerome Vail, Bernal Heights | " Pat Helon, Bernal Heights

Ann Fogelberg, Cow Hollow Walter Park, Duboce Triangle
Carlotte Macck, Pacific Heights ~ Stephen Stratton, Diamond Heights
William S. Clark, Cow Hollow Juanita Raven, Monterey Heights
Ruth Gravanis, Glen Park

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION O

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

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

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

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

raises revenue from those who can afford them — big
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city
facilities: — and taps new revenue sources. It seeks 1o
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped — all those
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city
services, : :

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

Vote YES. N through S.

Vince Courtney, Executive Secretary
Civil Service Association, Local 400

_ Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No, 6

Mattie J. Jackson, International Vice President, International Ladies
Garment Workers Union

J.B. Martin, Area Director, Automotive Machinists. Lodge 1305

Bob McDonnell, Laborers, Local 261

Timothy J. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the duthors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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iIt’s Easy
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 RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING

PROPOSITION P

Shall the basic cost of the Retirement System be funded over the avera
of the members and be amortized over a period not to exc

ge working life
oed 20 years? '

- Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

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

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

* A YES VOTE MEAN
change the number

‘A NO VOTE MEANS: If
city to keep its present

could take 20 years to fund its share of employee

pensions.

ment system.

8: If you vote Yes. you want to
T of years the city takes to fund
the employee retirement system.

you vote No, you want the
way of funding the retire-

Controller's Statement on *‘P"'

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopt-
ed, in ‘my opinion. it would not in and of itself create
any additional cost of government, since no additional
benefits or unfunded liabilities are created thereby.

“Under the present provisions of the Charter. the

Retirement Board has determined that the unfunded

liabilities which"are not provided from the normal con-
tribution rates are paid through a schedule of declining
payments over the average working career- of the
members and such payments may extend in excess of
thirty-three (33) years. .

“Under- the proposed Charter amendment. the un-
funded liability would be amortized over a period not
o exceed twenty (20) years. Should the Retirement
Board adopt the proposal of their consulting actuaries,
the annual payments will be made according to the
following schedule-of contributions: .

SAN FRANCISCO CITY AND COUNTY
EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM
Comparison of City Contributions .
‘Unfunded Liabilities
20-Year Method vs. Current Method

20-Year EANC Method* Current Method Estimated (Reduction)
Estimated Annual Estimated Annual Increase in
Year  Payment Amount Paymerit Amount  Annual Payment
(in millions) (%n millions) . (in millions)

\

] $ 6.1 $ 875 $(26.4)
2 64.4 85.4 (21.0)
3 67.5 82.9 (15.4)
4 704 80.2 (9.8)
5 72,9 77.5 (4.6)
6 75.1 74.8 3
7 77.3 72.2 5.1
8 79.7 69.6 10.1

Year Payment Amount
(in millions)
‘9 - 820
10 84.5
1 87.0
12 89.7
13 92.3
14 95.1
15 98.0
l6 1009
17 103.9
18 107.1
19 110.3
20 113.6
21 No
2 More
23 Payments
24 Required
25 Under
26 This
27 Method
28 -
29 The Unfunded
30 . Liability is
3 paid off
32 . after
33 pon ) 20 Yeurs

20-Year EANC Method* Current Method
Estimated Annual

TOTAL  §$1.7328
* Entry Age Normal Contribution

Actuarial Assumptions:

® Interest rate at 6%,

® Rate of annual salary incre
per year to 3% over

Estimated Anpual
Payment Amount
(in millions)

67.2
64.8
62.5
60.3
58.2
56.1
54.1
52.2
504
48.6
46.9
452
43,6

421

40.6
39.2
37.8
36.5
352
339
327
316
30.5
294
3.1

$1.732.8

consfant at 3% per year thereafler.

® Make-up of the active employee

yeur to year,”

Eslim;ucd (Reduction)

Increase in
Annual Payment
(in millions)

14.8
19.7
24.5
294
34.1
39.0
439
487
53.5
58.5
634
" 68.4
(43.6)
42.1)
{40.6)
(39.2)
(37.8)
. (36.5)
(35.2)
(33.9)
(32.7)
(31.6)
(30.5)
(29.4)
(3.1

ases changing from 6%
first 5 years,

and’ remaining

group remains stable

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION P BEGINS ON PAGE 85



RETIREMENT SYSTEM FUNDING

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P

The City of San Francisco is obligated to pay cer-
tain sums to its Pension Fund for services' by City
employees in prior years. These unfunded pension -ob-
ligations are being reduced in annual instaliments.

What happens now is that we pay- one fourteenth
of the declining balance of this debt each year. This

places a heavy burden on.present taxpayers for future

retirement benefits of City employees. If we continue
this pattern we will paying off this debt' well past the
year 2015. What Proposition P does is to allow us to
pay off the debt over a fixed 20 year period. After
these 20 years we are rid of it entirely. This is a
more conservalive approach to paying off this long
standing obligation. We propose to make these
payments in a way which reduces our costs in the
early years thus using todgy’s dollars now, and paying
the larger installments in the later years, thus taking
advantage of the changing value of the doflar as we
approach the final payment 20 years from now.,

This proposal does not increase the total debt for
pension expense by the City, but distributes these
costs more equitably over the next 20 years. Well-
managed corporate pension funds often spread such
costs over 25-30 years,

The affect of this change will be to save the City
about $26 million in pension expense this year. In
these .times of high inflation, we should make this
change to avoid overburdening present taxpayers,

Vote yes on-Proposition P.

Submitted by:
Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Ofticer

- Andrew Casper, Fire Chief - - )

Sam Duca, Assessor

Dick Skiar, Director, Public Utilities

Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning

Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works

John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service
John Frantz, City Librarian '

Mike Hennessey, Sheriff

Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police

Arlo Smith, District Attorney

Jeff Brown, Public Defender

Mervyn Silverman, Director, Public Health
Richard Heath, Director, Airport

Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park
Wilbur Hamilton, Redevelopment Agency
Tony Taormina, Port Commission

Edwin Sarsfield, Director, Social Services
Arthur Tatnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P

VOTE YESON P

Proposition P would allow the ~City to do what -

prudent managers of private pension funds have been
doing for years to restructure portions of their
existing debt into the future to take advantage of ‘the
dectining value of the dollar. Proposition P is just like
refinancing a home mortgage. It takes advantage of
the reduced costs today, at today's dollar value, and
pays it off at a later time using the value of the dol-
lar fourteen and more years from now.

It is important to know that the pust debt as a

wliole does not change, nor arc beneflits affected. The
City is not increasing or decreasing its liability to
pensioners. It is simply changing the period over
which it must be provided.

Most public pension plans pay off this kind of

debt over periods of at least wenty ycars. if not
longer. Wise business managers stretch theirs out for
extended periods of time in order to generate current
dollar savings. This is what Proposition P proposes to
do.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION P

Submitted by:

Supervisor Louise H. Renne
Supervisor Edward Lawson
Supervisor Doris M. Ward
Supervisor Nancy Walker
Supervisor Don Horanzy
Supervisor John L, Molinari
Endorsed by

San Francisco Tomorrow

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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. ‘through 50 departments.

(P RETREMENT sYSTEM

. »

FUNDING

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION P

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

One way to deal with it is. to slash. "vital. needed -

community services. We could cut in half the services
provided by our recreation, health, library, and social
service departments — it wouldn’t be enough. We
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At-

~ torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on

aging, emergency medical services — and right on

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

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

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

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

Vote YES, N through S.

Vince Courtney, Executive Secretary

Civil Service Association, Local 400

Keith Eickman, President, ILWU Warehouse Union No, 6

Matiie J. Jackson, Intemational Vice President, International Ladies
Garment Workers Union o
J.B. Martin, Area Director, Automolive Machinists, Lodge 1305

Bob McDonnell, Business Representative o

Timothy J. Twomey, International Vice President, Service Employees

ARGUMENT AGAINST 'PROPOSI'I;ION P

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P

This proposed amendment which would convert the
funding of the City’s Retirement System from a 33-
year amortization to a 20-year amortization -plan is
financial- irresponsibility. It’s another “gimmick” which
while supposedly reducing the budget in 1980-81, will
result in INCREASES each year thereafter.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P .

This scheme was on the ballot in November, 1976.
At that time the actuaries for the Retirement System
opined that the extra cost to the taxpayers was “only”
$31,800.000 in interest payments. The voters rejected
that measure resoundingly. Now, the same actuaries
claim there will be no extra costs. Who can believe
them? In 1976, $97.8 million was budgeted as the
City contribution to the Retirement System. Now. the
City contribution is approximately $125 million. At
that time, the already formidable debt of the Retire-
ment System was supposedly $230 million. Now. that

_debt is approximately $500,000,000! ‘ N

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P

After 20 years of this proposal the estimated
cumulative” payment will have been $1.749,340,000 as
compared to a cumulative payment of $1,333.999.000

“in 20 years under the present system. Thus, taxpayers

would pay about $417- MILLION MORE than in 20

years under the current system. While in fiscal year
1980-81, they say there "will be a supposed- budget
reduction of approximately $26 million, they don’t tell
you that in fiscal year 1981-82 a budget increase of
$3.3 million will be needed. there will be an increase’
of $3.1 million in fiscal year 1982-83 and more mon-
ey will have to be added to the City budget every
year thereafter. For example, in the 16th year after
this gimmick went into effect taxpayers would pay
$100.900,000; under the present system 16 years from
now taxpayers will pay but $52,200,000. Pity the poor

laxpayer 16 years from now. 4

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P :

This. is another one of the “quick fixes” devised to
mislead taxpayers by giving temporary political advan-
tage to proponents who want an expedient way out of
San Francisco’s financial mismanagement crisis. Our
children and prandchildren would be paying larger
amounts of money after the first year saving:, and,
make no mistake about it there is-only a (irst year
budget reduction; after that. the budget amount for
unfunded pension obligations will increase.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION P

Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authers and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

PROPOSITION Q@
ORDINANCE. Shall the Payroll Expense Tax Ordinance be amended to increase the rate
of the payroll expense tax and shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to in-
crease the rate of the business tax effective July 1, 1 980?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee |

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Most businesses in San
Francisco must pay either the payroll tax or the
business tax. Both of these taxes were increased by
the Board of Supervisors on April 1, 1980. If the
tax is less than $500. then the business is exempt
from paying the tax. -

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would chaﬁge the
city code to approve the April | increases in the
payroll and business taxes. It would allow the in-

- a

creases to continue after July 1. 1980,

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want

the payroll and business taxes to be increased as
they were on April 1.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, yoln do not
want the payroll and business taxes to be increased
as they were on April 1.

Controller’s Statement on *'Q"’
City Controller John C. Falrrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition Q:

“Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my
opinion, in and of itself, it would neither increase nor
decrease the. cost of government. However, this
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues
ofapproxmmuly $16,850.000 to the City and Counly

—

THE LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q
BEGINS ON PAGE 60

Workers are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods.
Apply now in room 155, City Halil

Se necesitan trabajadores en las urnas electorales
de muchos barrios en San Francisco. Preséntese
ahora en el cuarto 155 del City Hall.
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How Supervisors Voted on "'Q"’

On March 17 the Board of Supervisors approved
two separate measures for inclusion on the June 3
ballot. One measure dealt with the payroll tax. the
other dealt with the gross receipts business tax. Since
the two ballot measures were so closely interrelated
the Supervnsors decided on March 24 to consolidate
the two ballot measures into one.

This -explains why there is no proposition U on
your ballot; it was withdrawn and made a part of
Proposition Q.

In placing the payroll expense tax portion of this
proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as fol-
lows:

YES: Supervisors Britt, Horanzy. Hutch., Lawson,
Molinari, Renne, Silver, Walker and Ward.

NO: Supervisors Bardis and K'opp.

In placing the business gross receipts tax portion of
this proposition on the ballot the supervisors voted as
follows:

YES: Supervisors Britt, Horanzy. Hutch. Lawson. -
Molinari. Renne, Silver and Ward.

NO: Supervisors Bardis, Kopp and Walker.
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'PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q

Proposition Q will increase  the . gross payroll tax
from L1 to 1.5 percent and make similar changes in
the gross receipts tax. Businesses must pay their fair
share of City costs.

Proposition. Q will make sure that big business pays

its fair share of our City budget. Proposition Q affects

only big business. Small businesses categorically are
exempt. Proposition Q" will increase the tax yield from
big businesses by some $17 million a year, This is al-
most twice what it costs to operate all libraries. more
than it costs to operate District Health Centers and
can maintain 400 police ofﬁcars on the streets for a
yéar.

revenue measures in which the cost of funding indis-
pensible service will be more adequalely shared by
those who can afford to pay.

The opponents of Proposmon Q argue llml it drives

‘jobs "away. The fact is that we have had an increase

in total employment in San Francisco every year. Em-
ployers know that the environment the City provides
is worth the small added cost of doing business here.
The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, whose job
it is to protect the interest of business, supports the
entire revenue package. Knowledgeable businessmen

ARGUMENT IN EAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q

San Franciscans are paying an increased share of

support, for the Muni through new fares. Now ' busi-

ness is asked to do more. Proposition Q will increase

the payroll tax from LI% to 1.5% and increases the
gross receipts tax proportionately. Business pays only
one of these taxes. not both. Small businesses will
continue to be exempt. This tax will raise $15.5 mil-
lion which will go directly into the transit fund to
help offset the Muni deficit. Business benefited from
lower property taxes under Proposition 13 and now
they should help support our, Muni.

VOTE YES ON “Q"

Proposition Q is part of a balanced probmm of

and women understand they must pay their share of
the costs for providing fire, police and other services.

Proposition Q will help preserve the kind of a city
in which businesses flourish and grow. That is why
business joins San Francisco Labor in urging you to
vote YES on Proposition Q.

Submitted by:
Dianne Feinstein
Mayor

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief

Sam Duca, Assessor

Dick Sklar, Diregtor, Public Utilities

Rai Okamoto, Direetor, Planning

Jeff Lee, Dircctor, Public Works

John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Su‘vncc
John Franez, City Librarian

Mike Hennessey, Sheriff

Cornelius Murphy, Chief of Police

Arlo Smith, Distriét Attorney

Jeff Brown, Public Defender

Mervyn Silverman, Director, Public Health
Richard Heath, Director, Airport

Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park
Wilhur Hamilton, Redevelopment Agency
Tony Taormina, Port Commission

Edwin Sarsfield, Director, Social Services
Arthur Tatnow, Jr., Pacific Telephone
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America

- NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING PROPOSITION Q

Bruce M. Cowan Allorney
Irene Young Jordan Park
Evelyn L. Wilson Parkside

Bernal Heights
Pacific Heights
Eurcka Valley
Cow Hollow
Cow Hollow
Glen Park

Jerome Vail

Anne Bloomfield
Bert Schwarzschild
Ann Fogelberg
William S. Clark
Ruth Gravanis

Jude P, Laspa Eureka Valley
Dorice Murphy Eureka Valley
Elsq Strait Eureka Valley
Frederick Brothers Upper Market

Mission District
Bernal Heights
Duboce Triangle
Diamond Heights
Anza Vista

Toby Levine

Pat Helton

Walter Park
Stephen Stratton
Fred Wagner )

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

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early

See the inside back cover
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

—_

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q |

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q

This ballot measure is an intelligent and reasonable
method of asking big businesses to assume a more
equitable share of the cost of providing essential city
services, It's need is timely during a period made cri-
ticatl by soaring inflation which has weakened City
buying power while . Proposition 13 is reducing avail-
able revenue.

Proposition Q will increase business taxes of big
businesses, while exempting small businesses, and will

help the City maintain basic public services such as

fire, police, parks, and libraries.

A wide variety of neighborhood and civic leaders,
th¢ Labor Council and the Chamber of Commerce
have joined the Board of Supervisors in supporting
Proposition Q.

The City has been successful in cutting some costs
and will strive to increase governmental cfficiency. But
there is . point beyond Wthh these constant efforts
cannot be pfoductive.

Substantial amounts of additional revenue are
required. Proposition Q will add approximately §$17
million to City resources and go far in maintaining:
the necessary level of services — and a measure of
living that is unique.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION Q.

Submitted by supervisors:

Louise H, Renne

John L. Molinari

Harry G. Britt

Don Horanzy

Edward Lawson

Nancy G. Walker

Doris M. Ward

Ella Hill Hutch

Endorsed by: San Francisco Tomorrow -

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION Q

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

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

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

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit,
Adopt the “tax package” — vote YES. N through S
This is a carefully-drafted. fair. balanced package. It
raises revenue from those who can afford them — big
business. non-residents who make exlensive use of city
facilities — and taps new revenue sources. It sceks (o
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped — all those
who would suffer most from extensive cuts ‘in city
services, .

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

Vote YES. N through S.

Vince Courtney ’
Execulive Secretury

Civil Service Association, Local 400

Keith Eickman

President

[LWU Warchouse Union Na, 6

Mattie J, Jackson

International Vice President

International Ladies Garment Workers Union
J.B. Martin

Area Director

Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305

Bob McDonnell

Business Representative

Timothy J. Twomey

International Vice President

Service Employees

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the avthors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAYROLL AND GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

‘ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Q

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION Q

The last time this proposal was on the ballot -in
November, 1978. it was defeated nearly two to one.
The reasons for voting No on Proposition Q are the
same today as they were in 1978,

San Francisco is the only city or county in Califor-
nia to have a payroll tax, and it injures businesses in
the City, particularly labor intensive businesses that
must operate on a narrow profit margin. These taxes
place San Francisco businesses at a compelitive disad-

vantage. Since the payroll tax went into effect in’

1969, hundreds of businesses and 65,000 jobs have left
the city. These include manufacturing businesses and
other types that employed primarily blue collar
workers.

Proposition Q is a penalty on employers who must

pay a tax every time they hire someone. This is the
most illogical kind of tax -imaginable. What incentive

Jis there to create jobs in San Francisco, to initiate

hiring programs, to bring businesses into the city
when it will cost employers more money than if they
located elsewhere? '

Today, practically the only kind of business that
can afford to locate in San Francisco are giant cor-
porations that can absorb the payroll taxes. ‘

Proposition 'Q does not just affect businesses either.
It’'s a consumer tax because higher payroll or. gross
receipts taxes will mean higher prices to consumers.

Proponents of Proposition Q try to mislead voters
in their ballot argument by implying a new exemption
for small businesses. This does nothing of the sort. It
represents the old approach of'tax and spend.

Proposition Q is an attempt to circumvent the mes-
sage voters -gave government in 1978 — stop raising
taxes and zut government blubber. ‘

VOTE NOON “Q",

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp
Endorsed by:

" Paul Joseph Langdon

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

_ TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
- . PROPOSITION Q
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX AND BUSINESS TAX

AMENDING SECTION 903 OF ARTICLE 12.A OF
PART I, MUNICIPAL CODE (PAYROLL EXPENSE
TAX ORDINANCE) TO CONTINUE OR INCREASE
RATES OF PAYROLL EXPENSE TAX, SUBJECT TO
THE POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS;
AMENDING ARTICLE 12-B OF PART Ill, MUNICIPAL
CODE (BUSINESS TAX ORDINANCE) BY AMENDING
SECTIONS 1004.01, 100402, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05,
1004.06, 1004.07, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10,7 1004.11, 1004.12,
1004.13, AND 1004.15, CONTINUING OR INCREASING
RATES OF BUSINESS TAX, SUBJECT TO THE
POWERS OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS; AND
PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY I, 1980.

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

Section 1. Article 12-A of Part Ill, Municipal Code (Pay-

roll Expense Tux Ordinance) is hereby amended by amend-

: in%Scclion 903 thereof to read as follows:

cc. 903. Imposition of Payroll Expense tax. A’ tax for
generul revenue purposes is hereby imposed upon every per-
son who, in connection with his business, engages, “hires,
employs or contracts with one or more individuals as Com-
mission Merchant or Employce, to perform work or render

services' in whole or in part within the City and County of.

San Francisco, :

The amount of such tax for persons other than Associa-
tions shall be one (1%) percent of the payroll expense of
such person; provided, that such tax shall be levied only
ypon that portion of palyroll expense which is attributable to
he City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Sec-
tion 4; 'provided further that the amount of such tax com-
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mencing January 1, 1977 shall be one and one-tenth (!-
1710th%®) percent of the payroll expense of such person;
E)rovided further that during the period commencing April |,
980 and ending June 30, 1980 the amount ‘of such tax
shall be one and one-half (1%%) percent of the payroll ex-
chse of such person; provided further that commencing
uly 1, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and one-

half (1Y2%) percent of the payroil expense of such person. -
The amount of such tax for Associations shall be one
(1%) percent of the payroll expense of such Association,
plus one (1%) percent of the total distributions made by
such Association by way of ‘salary to those having an ow-
nership interest in such Association; provided, that such tax
shall be levied only upon that portion of association dis-
tributions (computed in the same manner as if such associa-
tion distributions were definable as payroll expense) and’
that portion of payroll expense which are attributable to the
City and County of San Francisco as set forth in Section 4;
rovided further that the amount of such tax commencing
anuary 1, 1977, shall be one and one-tenth (1-1/1$0) per-
cent of the payroll cxpense of such Association, plus one
and one-tenth (1-1/10%) percent of the total distributions
made by such Association by way of salary to those having
an .ownership interest in such Association; provided further
that during the Seriod commencing April 1, 1980 and end-
ing June fO, 1980 the amount of such tax shall be one and
one-hall 1%2%) percent of the leyroll expense of such Asso-
ciation, plus one and one-half' (1%2%) percent of the total
distribution made by such Association by way of salary to
those hdving an ownership interest in such Association; pro-
{Continted on Page &5)



PARKING TAX

PROPOSITION R

ORDINANCE: Shall the existing Parking Tax Ordinance be amended by imposing a 10%
surcharge on the rent of a parking space in parking stations? _ ‘

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city charges a tax of 15
percent on the rental of spaces in parking garages
and lots. '

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would change - the

Municipal Code to increase the parking tax by ten
percent, (o a total of 25 percent,

A YES NOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, | you want
the city to charge -an additional ten percent tax on
the rental of spaces in parking garages and lots.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not
want the city to increase its parking tax.

Controller’s Statement on “R"I'

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

| “Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my -

_opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor
decrease  the cost of government.: However, this
proposed ordinance would provide additional revenues
of approximately $4.350.000 to the City and County.”

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
PROPOSITION R

SURCHARGE ON PARKING TAX

AMENDING PART Ill, ARTICLE 9 OF THE SAN
FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PARKING TAX OR-
DINANCE, ORDINANCE NO. 286-70) BY ADDING SEC-
TION 602.5 THERETO, PROVIDING FOR THE RAISING
OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC REVENUE BY IMPOSING A
TEN PERCENTUM (10%) SURCHARGE ON THE RATE
OF THE PARKING TAX; SUBJECT TO THE POWERS
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, AND PROVIDING
FOR DEPOSIT OF SURCHARGE REVENUE INTO
GENERAL FUND. '

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

Section 1. Part HI, Article 9 of the San Francisco Mun-
icipal Code is hereby amended by adding Section 602.5
thereto reading as follows:

* Sec. 602.5 Imposition of a ten percentum (10%) surcharge.
There shall be an additional tax of ten percentum (10%) on
the rent of every occupancy of parking space in a parking
station in the Cyily and County of San Francisco on an
after July 1, 1980 The total tax on the rent of every oc-
cupancy “after the effective daté of this surcharge shall be
twenty-live percent (25%). . , _ )
When rent is paid, charged, billed or ‘falls duc on either

How Supervisors Voted on ‘'R’

On March 19 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3
on the question of placing proposition R on the bal-
lot. The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Louise Renne (Dist. 2), John Molin-
ari (Dist. 3), Ella Hill Hutch (Dist. 4). Hamry
Britt . (Dist. 5), Curol Ruth Silver (Dist. 6), Don
Horanzy (Dist. 8), Nancy Walker (Dist. 9) and
John Bardis (Dist. 11). )

NO: Supervisors Ed Lawson (Dist. 1), Doris Ward
(Dist. 7) and Quentin Kopp (Dist. 10).

a weekly, monthly or other term basis, the rent so paid,
charged,” billed or falling due shall be subject to the tax of
fifteen percentum (15%) herein imposed to the .extent that it
covers any portion of the period .prior to July 1, 1980, and
to the tax of fifteen percentum (15%) hérein plus the
amount of surcharge imposed to the extent that it covers
any portion of the period on and after July 1, 1980, and
such payment, charge, bill or rent due shall be apportioned
on the "basis of the ratio of the number of days falling
within said periods to the total .number of days covere
thereby. Where any tax has been paid hercunder upon an
rent without any right of occupancy therefor, the Tax Col-
lector may by regulation provide for credit or refund of the
amount of such tax upon application therefor as provided in
Section 614(f) of this Article,

The surcharge tax so collected shall be deposited in the
gencral fund subject to appropriation pursuant to the budget
and fiscal provisions of the Charter.

By adopting this ordinance the People of the City and
County of San Francisco do not intend to limit or in any
way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors may exer-
cisc as 1o the subject matter of this ordinance, including,
but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation or surcharge,
lowering the rate of taxation or surcharge, eliminating the
tax or surcharge, or creating or defining new categorics of
taxpayers under this ordinance.
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PARKING TAX:

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R

Vote Yes off Proposition “R” — It is a way to save
City services by making commuters and others who
park their cars downtown all day pay their fair share
of the City’s'costs.

Proposition “R” would reinstate the 25% parkmg

“tax we once had could add some $ million dollars to

the City’s treasury so badly need in order to maintain
fire, police, health, and transportatlon services. The $4
million on downtown parking is' equal to one-half of
the entire library and branch library budget. It is
more than enough to pay this year's cost of the up-
keep of Golden Gate Park.

- YVOTE YES ON PROPOSITION “R”

Those who oppose Proposition “R” argue it will
cost jobs because parking garage operators might lay
off some help. Nonsense. The fact is that on a $3
parking bill, Proposition “R” would cost only .30
cents more. - Paying what we have to for a gallon of
gas, this is hardly enough to make a shopper drive:to
a suburban shopping center as the opponents of
Proposition “R” claim. On the other hand, the $4
million that Proposition “R” will ‘raise for the City
can keep 100 San Francisco police officers’ on the

 beat for a year.

. 1

Proposition “R” is a part of a fair, balanced set of
revenue proposals designed to keep the City function-
ing properly. This package is supported by organized
labor, by the business community, and by neighbor-
hood groups, as the best alternative to massive lay
offs and a deterioration of City services.

Save City Services — Vote YES on “R”

Submitted by:

Mayor Dianne Feinstein

Roger Boas Tom Malloy .
Chief’ Administrative Officer Director, Recreation & Park
Cornelius Murphy . Jeff Lee

Chief of Police Director, Public Works
Andrew Casper Wilbur Hamilton

Fire Chief : Redevelopment Abancy
Arlo Smith John Walsh

District Attorney General Manager, Cnvnl Service
Jeff Brown Tony Taormina -

Public Defender Port Commission

Sam Duca John Frantz

Assessor . City Librarian

Mervyn Silverman Edwin Sarsfield

Director, Public Health Direstor, Social Services
Dick Skilar Mike Hennessey

Director, Public Utilities Sheriff

Richard Heath Arthur Tatnow, Jr.

Director, Airport Pucific Telephone

Rai Okamoto Walter Hoadley

Director, Plnnning V.P.. Bank of America

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R.

The increase in parkmg taxes this measure would
impose is reasonable, indeed. under the critical cir-
cumstances the City faces today.

The substantial losses of revenue because of Propo-
sition 13, coupled with unrelenting increases in infla-
tion. have left the City in the impossible situation of
supporting the vital public services (like polige, fire,
libraries and parks) the'people have a right to expect.

Constant efforts to cut governmental costs and im-
prove efficiency help, but they cannot do the job
alone. Meaningful amounts of additional revenue are
needed.

Proposition R’s higher .tax. on downtown parking
would raise an added $4 million in a method that
would permit commuters and tourists to share the re-
sponsibility for supporting City services. San Francis-
cans are doing their part.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION R.

Submitted by
Supervisor Louise H. Renne

John L. Molinari
Harry G. Brint
Don Horanzy
Ella Hill Hutch
Nancy G, Walker

Endorsed by:

San Francisco Tomorrow

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION R

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

One way - to deal with it is to slash vital, needed
community services. We could cul in hall the services

provided by our recreauon health, library, and social
(Continued)

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

(argument for “R”, continued) :

service departments — it wouldn't be enough. We
would have to cut in half the budgets of the City At-
torney, coroner, commissions on human rights and on
aging, emergency medical services — and right on
through 50 departments.

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

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit.
Adopt the “tax package” — vote YES, N through S.
This is a carefully-drafied. fair, balanced package. It
raises revenue from those who can afford them — big
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city
facilities -— and taps new revenue sources. It seeks to
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor, the
disabled, the elderly, the handicapped -— all those
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city
services.

Vote YES, N through S: Proposition N (airport
concession  revenues); Proposition O - (hotel tax);

-Proposition P (retirement system amortization); Propo-

sition Q (business tax); Proposition R (parking tax)
Proposition S (non-profit garage revenue).

Vote YES, N through S.

Vince Courtney

Executive Secretary

Civil Service Association, Local 400
Keith-Eickman

President

ILWU Warehouse Union No. 6
Mattie J. Jackson

International Vice President
International Ladies Garment Workers Union
J.B. Martin

Area Director

Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305
Bob McDonnell

Business Representative

Timathy J. Twomey

International Vice President

Service Employees

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION R

PROPOSITION R MEANS
MORE CONSUMER TAXES

The Parking Tax is a consumer tax paid by. those:

who use the parking facilities and 60% of these users
are residents of San Francisco. Proposition R would
incredase the Parking Tax from 15% to 25% which
could be confiscatory. We do not need more con-
sumer taxes! As we increase laxes to the user. not
only is the public inconvenienced. but many jobs will
be lost.

PROPOSITION R MEANS A LOSS OF JOBS!
The last time the Parking Tax was increased to
25%. over 400 parking attendants. including many

minorities. lost their jobs. As a result of this loss of

employment. this tax was reduced to 10% after its
enactment by the same Board of Supervisors who en-
dorsed it!

. PROPOSITION R MEANS
INCREASED NEIGHBORHOOD CONGESTION
The expense imposed by this tax encourages people

to park on the streets in residential neighborhoods.

thereby increasing parking congestion, a problem ul-
ready aggravated by increused gasoline costs  which
force people to park their cars in residential arcas
and utilize the less expensive Muni transportation.

PROPOSITION R MEANS
A LOSS OF RETAIL SALES!

The impact of the increased Parking Tax on shop-
pers will force them out of the City 1o scek free
parking at shopping centers, resulting in a loss of re-’
tail sales for San Francisco. In addition. this tax ap-
plies not only to shoppers. but also to patients at hos-
pitals and clinics and to students at fee lots on cam-
pus.

San  Francisco is the only City in the state .of
California that hus enacted a parking tax! '

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION R!

Submitted by:
Sun Francisco Citizens Against Higher Taxes
Stephen P Bonanno. Chairman

Endorsed by:

Supervisor Edward Lawson
Supervisor Doris M, Ward
Lioyd A, Pflueger, Retail Merchants Association
Teamster Unions:

Frank M. Burt, Local 665
Jack R. Bookier, Local 278
Jim Rourke, Retired, Local 85
David E, Powell, Local 665
James E, Kincaid, |.ocal 241
F. Thomas Richey, Local 265
Madeline Samazes, 1.ocal 960

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

PROPOSITION S - -

'ORDINANCE: Shall the Business Tax Ordinance be amended to include a tax of $250 per
yoar for each $1000 of gross receipts of non-profit Garage Corporations? :

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Some public parking garages
are built and financed by bonds issued by nonprofit
corporations. The corporations’ earnings pay for the
bonds and are not taxed.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition S would change the
Municipal Code to tax nenprofit garage corporations
on their gross income. The tax wauld be 25 percent
of the gross income, The money would go into the

city’s general fund.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
the city to charge nonprofit garage corporations a
+ 25 percent gross receipts tax.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no. you do not
want the city to charge a gross receipts tax for
nonprofit garage corporations.

Controller's Statement on *'S"’
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-

' ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition S:.

“Should the proposed ordinance be adopted. in my
opinion, it would neither increase nor decrease the
cost of government. However. this proposed ordinance

would provide additional revenues of approximately -
 $1.769.000 to the City and County.” .

How Proposition S Got On The Ballot

Proposition S was placed on the ballot by a City,
Charter provision which allows the Mayor to place an
Ordinance or Declaration of Policy on the ballot.

On March 21, 1980, the Registrar received a request
signed by Mayor Dianne Feinstein directing that an
ordinance charging nonprofit garage corporations a 25
percent gross receipts tax be placed on the June ballot.

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
PROPOSITION §

AMENDING PART [II, SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL
CODE, BY. ADDING SECTION 1004.16 THERETO,
RELATING TO NONPROFIT GARAGE CORPORA-
’ll‘lgNoS.' PROVIDING FOR EFFECTIVE DATE OF JULY
] 8 . ’

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

Scction 1. Article 12-B of Part 1lI, San Francisco Mun-
icipal Code (Business Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by
adding Section 1004.16 thereto, reading as follows:

SEC. 1004.16. Nonprofit Garage Corporations.

For every person engaged in business as a nonprofit par-
age corporation, the tax shall be $250.00 per year or frac-
tional part thereof for the first $1,000 or less of gross
receipts, plus $250.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of
gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000.

As used herein, the term “nonprofit garage corporation”
shall mean any nonprofit corporation formed for the express
purpose of aiding and assisting the City and County of San
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Francisco in. constructing a public off-street parking facility,
which such nonprofit corporation has issued revenue bonds,
the interest on which is exempt from federal . income tax
and which bonds or a portion thercof is outstanding.
Notwithstanding any other provision herein, a nonprofit. gar-
age corporation which receives revenues by reason of its in-
ferest in a public off-street parking facility shall be deemed
to be engaged in business for purposes of this ordinance,

Nothing contained herein shall reduce or repeal the San
Francisco Parking Tax (Ordinance No. 286-70) imposed on
occupants of parking stations; nor shall anything contained
herein reduce or repeal any San Francisco tax as applied to
any person who is not a “nonprofit parage corporation,”
even-if said person is an operalor, manager or leasee of a
public off-street parking l‘ucililz;:

Section 2. Effective Date. This ordinance shail become ef-
fective on July 1, 1980.

Section 3.” The Board of Supervisors shall adopt appro-
riate amendments to Article 12B of Part 11, San Francisco

unicipal . Code to implement the tax on nonprofit garage
corporations.



NONPROFIT PARKING REVENUES

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 5

Proposmon S will gencrate from city-owned garages
up to $2 million urgently needed to protect City ser-
vices. Garages like Sutter-Stockton and Portsmouth
- Square are owned by the public but operated by non-
profit corporations. These corporations financed con-
struction of the garages by issuing bonds. but- the
terms of the bonds make it impossible for the public

to share in the profits. Proposition S is a fair way of

getting some return to-the City from these properties,
" Vote Yeson “S”.

Proposition S will impose a surcharge on the tax
paid . by those who utilize . non-profit operated, city-
owned garages where the charges are usually lower
“than they are in competing private facilitiés. Proposi-
tion “S” will ‘make the rates in these garages more
nearly equal to those charged by privately operated
garages downtown ....except that you will get the
benefit. Vote Yes on “S”.

San Francisco faces an unprecedented fiscal crisis.
Our publicly owned garages and those who use them
must -do their share. Proposition “S™ is a part of a

broad, balanced package of revenue proposals. The .

Muni fare increase, the business tax (Proposition Q)
and the Hotel Tax (Proposition O) are a part of this
package supported by a coalition of labor, the

Chamber "~ of Commerce and many neighborhood
groups. They all agree that these propositions are
necessary to maintain city services and avoid massive
lay-offs. : :

Save city services'. . . Vote Yes on “S".

Submitted by:
Mayor Dianne Feinstein

Roger Boas, Chiel Administrative Officer
Andrew Casper, Fire Chief

Sam Duca, Assessor

Dick Skiar, Director, Public Utilities

Rai Okamoto, Director, Planning

Jeff Lee, Director, Public Works

John Walsh, General Manager, Civil Service
John Frantz, City Librarian

Mike Hennessey, Sheriff

Cornelins Murphy, Chief of Police

Arlo Smith, District Attorney

Jeff Brown, Public Defender

Mervpn Silverman, Director, Public Health
Richard Heath, Director, Airport

Tom Malloy, Director, Recreation & Park

. Wiibur Hamilion, Redevelopment Agency

Tony Taorming, Port Commission

Edwin Sarsfield, Director, Social Services
Arthur Tatmow, Jr., Pacific Telephone
Walter Hoadley, V.P., Bank of America

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION S

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

One way to deal with it is to slash vital. nccded
community services, We could cut in half’ the services
provided by our recreation, health, library. and social
service departments — it wouldn’t be enough. We

would have to cut in half the budgets of the City Al--

torney, coroner. commissions on human rights and on
aging, emergency medical services — and right on
through 50 departments,

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

There is a sensible way to deal with the deficit,
Adopt the “tux package” — vote YES. N through S.
This is a carefully-drafted, fair, balanced package. It
raises revenue from those who can alford them — big
business, non-residents who make extensive use of city
facilities — and taps new revenuc sources. It sceks to
avoid or minimize increased taxes on the poor. the

disabled, the elderly, the handicapped — all those
who would suffer most from extensive cuts in city
services.

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

Vole YES. N through S.

Vince Courtney

Executive Secretary

Civil Service Association, Local 400
Keith Eickman

President

ILWU Warchouse Union No. 6
Muattie J. Jackson

International Vice President
International Ladies Garment Workers Union
JB. Martin

Area Director

Automotive Machinists, Lodge 1305
Bob McDonnell

Business Representative

Timothy J. Twomey

international Vice President

Serviee Employees

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

San Francisco must have a balanced budget. Propo-
sitions “R” & “S” will increase the parking tax on all
parking garages and parking lots (profit and non-
profit) in the City. The tax will raise $7.2 million
which will go' entirely into our transit fund to help
off-set the Muni deficit and release subsidies from the
general fund to support police, fire, parks,. libraries

and other vital city services.

The San Francisco resident is helping to balance
the budget by paying increased Muni fares. The com-
muter and others who use parking facilities must also

help.

VOTE YES ON “R” & “S”

NEIGHBORHOOD WORKERS SUPPORTING

PROPOSITIONS "R & "S”

Bruce M. Cowan
Irene Young

" Evelyn L. Wilson

Jerome Vail .

. Anne Bloomfield

Bert Schwarzschild
Beatrice Laws
N..Arden Danekas
Ann Fogelberg
Charlotte Maeck
William S. Clark
Ruth Gravanis -

" Jude P. Laspa

Dorice Murphy
Elsa Strait

- Frederick Brothers .

Toby Levine

Pat Helton
Walter Park
Stephen Stratton
Juanita Raven
Fred Wagner

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITIONS R & §

Attorney
Jordan Park
Parkside ~
Bernal Heights
Pacific Heights
Eureka Valley
Haight Ashbury
Haight Ashbury
Cow Hollow
Pacific Heights
Cow Hollow
Glen Park
Eurcka Valley

. Eureka Valley
Eureka Valley:
Upper Market”
Mission District
Bernal Heights
Duboce Triangle
Diamond Heights
Monterey Heights
Anza Vista

Arguments printed on this page aro the opinions of the authors and have not been checked-for accuracy by any official agency.
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Charter Re
What's

The process of revising our City Charter continues. Soon, public heaﬁngs on the second
draft of proposed revisions will begin in San Francisco's neighborhoods. '

vision: .
it all about!

The San Francisco Charter Commission seeks your
suggestions so that our city government will
¢ make your tax dollars go farther,
o deliver services to you effectively and efficiently.
e be-accountable and responsive to you
and your neighbors.

The next few weeks will set the course for San Francisco's future. Attend one of the hearings
and make sure your voice is heard! ' ,

JUNE TUESDAY 17 | WEDNESDAY 18 | THURSDAY 19 SATURDAY 21
A Everett Jr HS Rouosevelt Jr 1S Marina Jr {18 Pelton Jr 1$
Chureh & 1715 Sts Geary & Arguelio Chestiut & Steiner A5 Conklin
7-10 PM 7-10PM T-101M HEAM - 1 PM
Mo | K Lo 22 Mum a2 10 Mo
£ bliliaree SRt nletpteter
Wheal Az e
MONDAY 23 | TUESDAY 24°| WEDNESDAY 25 °
State Hulldil;K James Denman Jr 1S Abraham Lincoin HS R 8 n *
2150 MeAllister 241 Oneida 2162 24th Avene ev, ¢
Roomn 1194 . !
1AM 2 A 7-10 06 7-10 M Char ter '
- Mum 1215 2K Ih Mune | I8 o - f"ture.
Muon 514 Wherh bt aruess > o"
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION

, . PROPOSITION T . '
ORDINANCE: Shall the Sewer Revenve Bonds approved by’ the voters on November 2,
1976, be rescinded as to all bonds remaining unsold and providing that the City shall
meet all outstanding obligations on bonds sold prior to the effective date of this ordin-

ance?

~ Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In November " 1976 the
voters approved the sale of $240 million of sewer
revenue bonds by the city. The money from the
sale of these bonds is being used to pay for the
wastewater management program.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition T would take back the
_city’s authority to sell the sewer revenue bonds. Any
bonds not yet sold could not be sold. Bonds al-

ready sold would continue to be paid for from the
‘sewer service charge.

A YES YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes you want the
city to stop selling the sewer bonds authorized in
1976. .

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no you want the
city to continue to sell the sewer bonds authorized
in 1976.

Controller’'s Statement on ‘‘T"'

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

“Should the .proposed ordinance be adopted. in my
opinion, in and of itself. it would neither increase nor
decrease the cost of government. However, if additional
authorized bonds are not sold. the sewer service charge
would not be increased as required for the additional
debt service. But the imposition of Federal and State
water pollution laws could result in substantial costs to
the City and County. the amount of which can not be
determined.”

How Proposition T Got On The Ballot

Proposition’ T was placed on the ballot 'by a City
Charter provision which allows four or . more in-
dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to
place an Ordinance on the ballot.

On March 2Ist the Registrar received a request from
5 supervisors asking that the question of sewer bond
rescission be placed on the ballot. The request was
signed by Supervisors Quentin Kopp., Harry Britt. Ed-
-ward Lawson, John Bardis and Nancy Walker.

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE PROPOSITION T

RESCINDING AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE WASTE-
WATER BONDS REMAINING UNSOLD PURSUANT TO
PROPOSITION “A” ON NOV. 2, 1976 GENERAL ELEC-
TION BALLOT, PROVIDED THAT OUTSTANDING
BOND OBLIGATIONS SHALL BE MET, PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Be it ordained by the people of the City and County of
San Francisco ’

Section . Findings.

The voters of San Francisco approved Proposition A
Sewer Revenue Bonds at  the general election  held
November 2, 1976 with the understanding that the total cost

of the approved phase of the project was estimated at
$1,500,000,000.00 and that anticipated Federal and State
funds for said phase were estimated at $1,200,000,000.00;
said estimates included an annual 10% inflation factor over
the construction phase of said project.

The estimated- cost of the approved phase has risen over
30% to over $2,100,000,000.00; Proposition A provided a
maximum intercst rate of 8% on said bonds and bond rates
have risen dramatically over that figure. The escalations in

costs, interest rates, and in cnergy prices will lead to bur-
densome and unacceptably high sewer service charges.

Section 2. Recision. .

The authorization granted to the CCSF pursuant to
Proposition “A™ on the Nov. 2, 1976 gencral clection ballot
to issue $240,000,000.00 of revenue bonds is hereby rescinded
as to all bonds remaining unsold as of the effective date of
this ordinance, provided, however, that the CCSF shall meet
any and all outstanding obligations on all bonds sold prior
to the effective date of this ordinance through the collection
of the sewer service charge.

Scction 1. Effective Date, .

This ordinance shall become effective upon approval by
the clectors of the CCSF at a primary election to be con-
ducted on June 3, 1980.

Section 4. Submittal
The above noted ordinance is hereby submitted to the

electors at the primary clection to be held on June 3, 1980, °

by the undersigned members of the Board of Supervisors of
the CCSF pursuant to Charter Section 9.108.
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SEWER BOND RESCISSION

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T
When the voters approved the last sewer bonds in
1976, they were told that the cost of the sewer project
was $L5 billion, including an allowance for inflation.
Early this year the cost was estimated to.be $2.1.bil-
lion,. with reduced standards. Construction costs are

increasing by 35 per cent annually, the actual cost -

surely will be higher,

We were also told that the city's share of the cost
would be 12.5%. The fact is that the city's share 'is
currently running at 19%. Obviously, the authorized
bonds will not be sufficient to pay our share of the

cost of project. Additional bonds would have to be
sold to meet the incfeased cost. : -

VOTE'YES ON PROPOSITION T

The onerous sewer service charge on your water bill
is used to pay off the bonds. The more bonds that
are sold, the higher your sewer service charge. Unless
the project is stopped, your sewer charge will be at
least three times as high within a few years. The
sewer charge will remain high forever because of the
high cost of operating the system, all of which must

be paid by local residents. A “YES” vote on Proposi-
tion T will indicate your unwillingness to pay hlg,her
sewer service charges.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T
Do we need exhorbitant sewer charges? Do we
need to spend -‘Two Billion Dollars to clean up the
water? Many experts. have given a very clear answer:
“NO!” It-can be cleaned up by a less-complicated,

_less-disruptive, and less-costly system.

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION T
The present sewer project is an environmental and

. economic disaster. We believe no more money should

be' wasted on the present plan, The only way to bring
things to a halt and to put pressure on the federal
and state governments to adopt a more sensible plan
is to vote “YES” on “T”. .

Stpervisor Edward Lawson

Supervisor John Bardis
Stipervisor Nancy Walker

Supervisor Harry Britt
Supervisor Quentin Kopp

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T

We urge you to vote YES on Prop T because the
proposed sewer plant to be built 300 feet in front of
theé Recreation Center for the Handicapped, Inc., will
ultimately destroy a special facility created and sup-

. ported for 28 years by generous and dedicated San

Franciscans, This nationally’ recognized non-profit
agency serves over 1,300 severely handicapped, rang-
ing from infants to the elderly from all districts.

Most of these persons have respiratory problems, al-
lergies, seizures and are extremely sensitive to noises,
odors and vibrations. Hulda Thelander, M.D., Consul-
tant to the Center states:

“We have a child who when faced with the ordin-
ary noise of a group of people talking in a room,
puts her fingers in her ears and seeks out the most
remote corner. Another child has seizures, if the TV,
radio, or a record is loud. These individuals have
many problems coping with normal stresses.” .

The five years of construction of the sewer plant
and the subsequent odors could force our agency to
close. This would be a direct violation of Federal
Law 504 — Civil Rights of the Handicapped. which
would be dL]‘)erll‘lE these persons of their right to

_ participate in lcisure time activities in a harmomom

environment,

Our handicapped participants do not have the
freedom of choice of selecting other sites for their
pre-school, day care and socialization programs, but -
must be transported to a facility adapted to their
special needs. '

The Center is recognized nationally and internation-
ally as a model and a training Center for community
recreation for the handicapped. Students and profes-
sionals come from all over the world to train here.

There are alternative designs and sites for the sewer
plant, but there are no alternative facilities for 1,300
severely handicapped children and adults.

A YES vote on T would save a national monument
to the handicapped.

Margaret B. Douglas
Commissioner, Department of
Social Services, San Francisco
John L. Gilmore

Board of Directors

Janet Pomeroy

Founder and Director Recreation
Center for the Handicapped

Lou Longinotti

Board of Directors

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

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION T

VOTE YES ON “T”

Vote Yes on “T” to stop the uncontrolled sewer
project with its runaway, escalating costs, now estimat-
ed at over $2,100,000,000.00. San Francisco cannot af-
ford this unnecessary and over-designed boondoggle. ‘It
will cost over'$6000 for each San Francisco household
. to construct. It will tear up our neighborhoods and
require huge amounts of scarce energy to operate,

Sunset Coalition .
Kay Pachtner, Member, Democratic County Central Committee
John Barbagelata, former San Francisco supervisor
Don Zeigler, President, Planning Association for the Richmond
Bob Geary, Chair, Citizens to Stop the Sewer Tax
Themas Scanlon, Treasurer, San Francisco City and County
Ed Crocker, Vice-President, Haight-Ashbury Neighborhood Council
Tony Kilroy
Michael K. Wong
Dennis and Margie Antenore
Sue C. Hestor, Member, Democratic County Central Committee
Shari Mann
Sunset Ocean Beach Association
- Calvin Welch

Elaine Grimm

Allen L. Lipseit, Vice-President, Lake Street Residents Association
Marie Cleasby . .

Victor Honig

Judy McCabé

Jesse Tepper

Gen, Paul Berrigan, Ret,, Chair, Citizens Advisory Committee on
Wastewater, Operations Subcommittee

Peg O'Tey-Elberling

Citizens for Representative Government

Dave Jacabs, Independent Marina Residents Association

- Peggy Kopmann

Leo P, Bailey, Jr., Vice-President, Richmond Civic League
John Pachtner

Larry Erickson

San Franciscan Democratic Club

Caran Wyland .

Carl H, Rush 111

Anna Darden

Larry Lee, Richmond District Council

Patrick Walsh, Rossi Park Protective Association

Valerie Rodetsky, Francisco Heights Civic Association

JOIN US
VOTE YES ON “T"

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPQSITION T

If Proposition T is approved, San Francisco would
be going back on its word, rescinding the vote of
November 2, 1976, when 71 percent of the San Fran-
cisco voters authorized the sale of sewer bonds to
clean up the Bay, by replacing San Francisco’s an-
tiquated and wholly inadequate sewer system.

PROPOSITION T WOULD SUBJECT SAN
FRANCISCO TO FINES, A BUILDING BAN,
LAWSUITS AND THE LOSS OF THOUSANDS OF
JOBS. o
If San Francisco votes yes, the City would be in
violation of both State and Federal permits on the
discharge of untreated overflows, The Federal law that
governs sewage is Public Law 92-500, the Clean
Water Act. The State Law is the Porter-Colegne
Water Quality Control Act. If we fail to complete our
wastewater system, and rescind the bond authorization,
the Regional Water Quality Control Board can impose
a fine of $10.000 a day. and the United States Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency can fine us $25.000 a
day.

San Francisco is already under a cease and desist
order, issued by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, for failure to meet the time schedule. Further

)
delay means reimposition of a building ban for San
Francisco. -

Twice before, from March 14 to May 19n 1970, and
again from May I8 to November 16. 1976, building
bans were placed on San Francisco. That meins the
loss of thousands of construction jobs, in addition to
the 1600 jobs directly involved in the wastewater
project itself. It also means sewage will continue to
pollute our beaches and shorelines.

A vote for Proposition T is a  meaningless vole,
Under both State and Federal law, should the propo-
sition pass. the court could simply appoint a recciver
to take over the project and guarantee that San Fran-
cisco. like other Bay Area cities and countics. com-
plies with provisions of the Clean Water Act. The li-
tigation and delays mean the cost of the project will
escalate. San Franciscans will pay more,

OBEY THE LAW. SAVE JOBS. DON'T POLLUTE
THE BAY. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION T.

Submitted by:
Mayor Dianne Feinstein
Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T

Proposition T will kill San Francisco’s sewage clean-
up. We urge you to vote “NO"’ ‘

San Francnsco. right now, today. is dumpmg raw
sewage into its Bay and onto ocean beaches.

What is raw sewage? It's polite name is “Waste-
water.” It is what goes down your toilet when you
flush — .plus industrial chemical wastes. plus rain
water running down your street, plus everything else
we all want to'wash away.

But the problem is: there is no place anymore that ‘

is really “away.”

" Rescinding the voters’ authorization to sell bonds
for the City’s sewage treatment program is not only
environmentally wrong, it is self-defeating. Federal
and State regulations require that we change our out-

dated method of handling sewage to meet Federal,

Clean Water Standards. The Federal and State
governments are paying over 80% of the cost. Unless
we. continue to sell bonds to pay the City’s share of
the costs, we can expect court action against us. The

" City would face heavy fines each time it pollutes. All

building construction could be stopped indefinitely. or

until the City reverses -itself, again. ‘And tremendous
new costs caused by inflation would occur. when we

"are ordered to resume the work,

The Board of Supervisors has recently held hearings
on the Wastewater Program. After days of testimony,
a majority of the Board determined that the program,
constructed as planned would be the best, the most
cost-effective option to clean up our sewage. treat it,
and pump the treated residue out into the deep
waters of the ocean.

In 1976, San Francisco voters expressed a strong
desire to improve the quality of life in San Francisco
Bay. the City’s most precious natural resource by ap-
proving the sewer bonds for the cleanup program. We
urge you to reaffirm the 1976 vote of the people.
Vote NOonT. : :

Carol Ruth Silver, Supervisor
John L. Molinari, Supervisor
Doris M. Ward, Supervisor
Louise H. Renne, Supervisor
Ella Hill Hutch, Supervisor

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T

San Franciscans voted overwhelmmgly in 1976 .10
authorize the sale of $240 million in sewer revenue
bonds as the best way to finance cleamng up the Ci-
ty’s sewer mess.

Now, a minority of the Board of Supervisors has
placed Proposition T on the ballot to try and rescmd
that action,

To rescind the bonds would be irresponsible. It

would expose the City to fines and lawsuits for fla- .

grant violations "of state and federal laws. Proposition
T risks yet another ban on sewer connections, effec-

tively stopping all new construction of homes and of- "

fice buildings. It would raise costs because of labor
and equipment downtime, inflation. -higher interest
rates, and the expense of temporary solutions. Most
importantly, it demonstrates an utter disregard for
public health and for the need to protect the com-

" mercial and environmental resources of the Ba} and

QOcean we hold so dear.

San Francisco is already the last community in the
Bay Area — and one of the last in the nation — to
fix its antiquated system which dumps raw and
inadequa(ely treated sewage into the Bay and Ocean.
Delay in bu1ldmg facilities endangers the more than
$1 billion in federal and state aid promnsed to the
Clty It could result in a Cour(-.\ppmmed receiver tak-
ing over all control and seeing the Program lhroug,h
— bypassing local control. It could also result in the
program being financed 100% by San Franciscans in-
stead of largely by the state and federal governments.

Vote NO on Proposition T. Let’s end a decade of
delay. Add a thousand or more construction jobs dur-
ing the project’s life. Protect the Bay and Ocean for
generations yet to come.

Associated General Contractors

Electrical Industry Trust
Qperating Engineers Local No. 3

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T

We urge your no vote on Prop. T.

In 1972 the Board of Supervisors. pursuant to State
and Federal law. adopted ‘a masterplan for a modern
sewer system, Some time after 1972, the tax to fi-
nance the wastewaler program, which previously had
been an invisible part of your property tax, became
part of your water bill. All of a sudden $10.00 water
bills became $20.00 water bills.. People were angry
and rightly so! With this new public anger several
members of the ‘Board fell all over themselves ex-
claiming how they had been duped and mislead about
the cost of the project.

Baloney! They knew what they were doing: only
now it had seen the light of day.

In a cffort to appeal to the taxpayers frustration
these supervisors tried stalling the project: tried to cut
off funding for the project; and tried blammg other
governmental agencics,

The result of all of these activities was:

(1) that the same old. sewer project is going lo be
built;

(2) the city has suffered two building bans:

(3) that the cost of the project. as a result of the

delays, has escalated from 1.2 billion to 1.5 billion
and is now approaching 2 billion. -

Now we have five supervisors who want us. to
believe that if we' don't sell the remaining bonds (that
already have been approved by the voters) that we
will somehow benet’ L.

Baloney! The following will happen:

(1) the same old sewer project is going to be built;
(2) the city will suffer another building ban;
(3) thie cost (to us) will escalate even higher.

The State and Federal government ‘now pays 87.5%
of the cost of the project. Another delay could easily
add 300-400 million more. If the State and Feds

refused to pick up the additional costs the sewer tax

could more than triple.

Also. don’t be mislead into thinking that a more
inexpensive system could be designed. By the time
even a similar system were created it would probably
cost more to build than the one we have now.

Dennis Bouey
Business Manager
Professional & Technical
Engineers. Local 21

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION T

Proposition T asks you to continue polluting our
beautiful Bay and Ocean. It would flush down the
drain years of work and millions of dollars spent to
improve San Francisco’s outdated sewage system.

Proposition T would reverse the strong mandate of

1% of the voters who said that San Francisco should
slop pouring raw sewage into the’ Bay and Ocean.
Unless the bonds authorized by Proposition A in 1976
are sold. the Wastewater Program will come to a halt,
but pollution will not;

San Francisco should and must meet state and
federal requirements to stop polluting. Killing the
bond sales will only delay the inevitable, The Courts
can be expected to force the City to complete the
project. most probably by taking away local control
and appointing a receiver (o sce the job through.

Meanwhile. inflation will be at work. Delays in re-
starting and completing the Program. plus large legal
expenses, would drive costs higher. .

Clean water is long overdue. We San Franciscans
must stop polluting the Bay. the Ocean and our
beaches. We owe it to ourselves, our children. and to
the health of our environment. If Measure T passes,
we will only be delaying the work., not stopping it
and at a huge additional cost to San Franciscans.

Let the work go on. Stop pollution of our shores.

" Vote No on Propositior T

League of Women Voters of San Francisco
Shafter Avenue Community Club

Citizens for a Better Environment

Friends of the Earth

Kathleen Van Velser, Exec. Director

San Francisco Ecology Center

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

- : PROPOSITION V : .
INITIATIVE ORDINANCE: Shall the Board of Supervisors set taxes paid exclusively by
larger businesses at rates sufficient to generate at least 60% of all local revenues to be
allocated for city, school and college district and housing authority services; requiring an

" employment reduction tax; prohibiting increases in taxes and fees paid by residents?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The city of San Francisco
provides many services to its residents. To cover the
cost of providing these services, it taxes several
sources and it imposes special fees. The tax rates
and special fees are set by the Board of Supervi-
sors. No single tax source is required to provide a
minimum percentage of the entire tax burden, The
Board' determines the amount of tax money needed
to provide services and it"decides the uses to which

- itis put,

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V would require that
the Board of Supervisors increase certain taxes on
larger corporations and businesses. . These increases
would have to produce at least 60% of - all the
revenues raised by city taxes and special fees that

year. Smaller businesses would be exempt from this
law. New or increased taxes or fees for residents
would not be allowed. Proposition V would also
require that at least 80% of the annual budget must
be used to pay for services to residents. The annual
budget must increase with inflation. A new tax
would be imposed on businesses which reduce their
payrolls more than a set amount in one year,

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote Yes, you want
60% of revenues from all city taxes and fees to be
paid by large businesses. You also want 80% of to-
tal revenues to be used for pay for city services.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote No, you want tax
monies to be raised and spent as they are now.

Controller’é Statement on 'V"’

- City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscul impact of Proposition V:

“Should the proposed initiative measure be adopted.
in my opinion. the cost of government would be in-
creased by an amount 'in direct proportion to the rise
in inflation each year as measured by the Consumer
Price Index (CPI), the Bureau of Labor Statistics, Con-
sumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Cler-
ical Workers for San Francisco since June 30. 1973. In
the past seven years, this increase has averaged 11.9%,
Assuming this trend will continue for the next fiscal
year, an increase to the current cost of government of
approximately $190,622,000 would result,

“In addition. this initiative petition provides that cer-
tain taxes ‘paid by corporations and other business be
high enough so that the revenue produced thereby shall
be not less than 60% of all revenues from City taxes
and user fees. This feature would not. in and of itself,
increase or decrease the cost of government. It would
have the ceffect of -increasing the taxes on business by
approximately $144,321,000.”
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" How Proposition V
" Got On The Ballot

On March 5 City Registrar of Voters Thomas Kear-
ney certified that the initiative petition calling for
Proposition V to be placed on the ballot™ had
ua if;ed« and would be placed before the voters on
une 3.

Grass Roots Alliance, the proponents of the initia-
tive had filed signatures with. Kearney on Feb-
ruary 25. After examining the signatures, Kearney de-

-termined that there were 14,060 valid signatures. This

is more than the 9,676 signatures needed to put an
initiative ordinance on the ballot.

9,676 represents 5% of the number of people who
voled for mayor in 1979,

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT
OF PROPOSITION V
BEGINS ON PAGE 76



CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V

Big Business has always opposed any effort to in-
crease its taxes. The San Francisco Chamber of Com-
merce, ‘controfled by the biggest downtown corpora-
tions. congratulates itself in .its own literature about
how it has saved business over $100 million by
defeating 6 different business tax increases. To accom-
plish this, the Chamber of Commerce pressured the
Board of Supervisors and other city officials, Between
1972 and 1975 it succeeded in preventing business tax
increase ‘measures from even coming before “the full
Board of Supervisors for debate. :

That $100 million could have gone a long way
toward improving our schools, our health care,. and
other public services, but instead it stayed in the
hands of the wealthy corporations.

Before the passaée of the Petris-Knox bill by the

state legislature in 1966, Big Business in San Francis-
co paid 60% of the taxes. If they could pay 60% then,
they can certainly afford to pay it now. Yet the cor-
porations are determined not to bear the burden of
the current crisis,

That’s why we should Vote Yes on Proposition “V™,
the Initiative to Tax the Corporations. We have to
vole in our own interests. against the Chamber of

Commerce and the big corporations. It's about time .
the big corporations paid their fair share to maintain
city services,

A vote for Proposition V is a vote for the voice of
the people. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION V!

"Submitted by:

Nancy Kelly, Treasurer
The Committee to Tax the Corporations

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V

Don’tv Let the Corporations Lie to You. Vote YES
on Proposition V

Q. WILL BUSINESSES MOVE OUT OF SAN
FRANCISCO IF PROPOSITION V PASSES?

A. No. Big Business can afford to pay 60% of the
tax ‘share. Until 1966 they did, continuing to locate
here and seeing no reason to move. Many large cor-
porations have made San Francisco their world head-

Quarters. It would cost them far more to move than’

to pay increased taxes under Proposition V. Many
San  Francisco-based + corporations make enormous
profits off local customers and the tourist industry,
They will not give up this market simply because of
increased business taxes. Governmeni® studies show
taxes are not an important factor in decisions by busi-
ness as to where to locate. Small businesses won't pay
any more tax at all under Proposition V.,

Q. WILL PRICES RISE IF PROPOSITION V
PASSES? :

A. No. Big Business raises its prices all the time,
whether or not its taxes are raised. Gas prices have
increased regardless of public criticism and taxation
proposals. Inflation is caused by the price-fixing power
of Big Business. not by tax increases. Proposition V is

simply a way for San Franciscans to get back some
of that money to fund public services.

Q. CAN PROPOSITION V PASS WITH LES
THAN A 2/3 VOTE? '

A. Yes. San Francisco possesses “home rule” taxing
power. No 2/3 requirement can therefore be imposed.
Home rule is the traditional ability of a chartered city
to manage its own affairs, granted to San Francisco
by the state constitution. No special voting require-
ment is needed for San Francisco to impose taxes. A
simple majority will pass Proposition V. In any case.
the 2/3 requirement established by Proposition 13 ap-
plies only to “special” taxes; business taxes are not
“special” taxes. Further. Proposition V cannot be “tied
up in courl™ Taxes can be collected even though (hey
are being challenged in court, :

Having no truthful arguments against Proposition V.,
the opposition must resort to lics, Don’t believe them.
Vote YES on Proposition V.,

Submitted by:

Gary Titus

for The Grass Roots Alliance to Save Our Services
and Jobs

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

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION V

Proposition V would solve San Francisco’s financial
crisis. In this post-Proposmon 13 era, with Jarvis Il
commg our way. our city faces an unprecedented cri-
sis. Our schools. hospitals, and parks ‘are already in
desperate shapé. ‘ Proposition V would provide the
revenues (o rescue our services.

Proposition V means better services for the people
of San Francisco. It is the duty of government to

provide fundamental public services to city residents.

We need and deserve quality public health care.

childcare, ‘schools, housing. transportation. parks. fire

and police protection. Proposition “V" makes this pos-
sible, at no extra cost to the individual taxpayer.

Proposition “V” would maintain and improve ser-
vices. It requires that at least 80% of the city’s budget
be spent on services, and fequires the budget to rise
with . inflation. Proposition “V” would enable the city
to provide quality services at the level tjey were
before the double-digit inflation of 1974.

Proposition V makes it possible to roll back MUNI
fares and may mean lower taxes and user fees for city
residents. It not only solves the city’s financial crisis
without increasing the burden on the people. but also
makes it possible to lighten the burden.

Propaosition V means big corporations return to pay-
ing a reasonable share of taxes. Fifteen years ago. Big

. Business paid 60% of local taxes in San- Francisco.

Now _they only pay 30% and we pay the rest. Propo-
sition V would restore the 60% share paid by Big

' Busmess

The 38,000 small businesses in San Francisco would
NOT pay any increased taxes. Only the 2000 largest
corporations would pay additional taxes. Small ‘busi-
nesses are already hard-pressed by mﬂauon and rising
interest rates.

Proposition “V"” is supported by thousands of San
Francisco residents. Last year, over 82,000 people vot-
ed YES to Tax the Corporations, We urge you -to
join your neighbors and friends and VOTE YES TO
TAX THE CORPORATIONS. VOTE YES ON
PROPOSITION V!

Submitted by:
Jennifer Biehn, Teacher

Endorsed by:

Andrew Coren, M.D.

Elizabeth Harding,. Regstered Nurse
Pat Rea, Librarian

Sam Jordan, Small Businessman
The Rev. Jose Luis Lana

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V

Proposition V is a deceptive measure which
proposes to tax business unreasonably. but in reality
taxes us. If business is forced to increase its share of
the budget pie by the fantastically large amount
Proposition V requires, you can be sure the cost will
be passed on to consumers in the form of increased
prices for products and services, One way or another.
thé increased financial burden will fall on all San
Franciscans.

Because  Proposition V requires business to pay in-
creased taxes based on income and payroll. many
firms will decide not to hire additional personnel or
give raises to present employees. By discouraging new
hiring. Proposition V hurts people entering or re-en-
tering the job market. Tens of thousands of people
will be affected in the form of higher prices, lower
salarics and job layoffs. Obviously. no new business
will decide. to locate in San Francisco as we gain a

reputation of bemg hostile to business and business
growth,

We support a positive approach to dealing with fis-
cal problems and believe the Mayor's tax package —
Propositions N, O. P, Q. R and 8 — including a sig-
nificant increase in the business tax- rate — is a step
in the right direction. Even the Chamber of Com-
merce supports these® measures, Proposition V. on the
other. hand. is a ncgauve measure full of lies, decep-,
tion and illegal provisions that goes beyond all reason.

We urge a NO Vate on Proposition V. It won't
hurt business as much as it will hurt you,

Judith Brecka, Commission on the Status of Women
Del Dawson, District Council of Merchants

Thomas K. Mellon, former Chiel Administrative
Officer, San Francisco

John A, Schmidt, Insurance Broker

Jayne Townsend, management consultant

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

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION Vv

- VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V, If this measure
passes, San Franciscans, not the corporations, will pay
the most.

At a time when we are faced with SEVERE budget

" restrictions and are scrambling to find new sources of

revenue, it is absurd to drive business — the most
important part of our tax base — out of San. Francis-
co by passing Proposition V. But that’s exactly what
this ill-conceived, ill-timed and terribly deceptive mea-

sure would do.

If Proposition V passes. BUSINESSES WILL
MOVE, JOBS WILL BE LOST, THE TAX BASE
WILL SHRINK and LESS REVENUE WILL BE
AVAILABLE TO FUND ESSENTIAL CITY SER-
VlCES -

‘While it is tue that Transamerica and Bank of
America will not close their offices and take their

buildings with thém, we can be sure these companies |

will never expand their San Francisco operations.

And it's not just the “big corporations” who will
refuse to expand. Thousands and thousands of San

* Francisco businesses will be affected. Proposition V

says: If you hire more people, your taxes -will be
higher; if you generate more sales and income, your
taxes will be higher; If you pay your employees
higher salaries, your taxes will be higher. Proposition
V tells San Francisco businesses to reduce your work-
force, reduce your sales and refuse to give salary in-
creases. PROPOSITION V TELLS SAN FRANCISCO
BUSINESSES THAT WE DON'T WANT YOU
HERE.

Most important, Proposition V tells small, large and

-medium-sized businesses contemplating a move to- San
‘Francisco to- take your jobs, money, products and. ser-

vices elsewhere,

Proposition V is ridiculous for other reasons. By
requiring the City to spend more money than we al-
ready do, ‘this measure will increase our current
$127,000,000 -budget deficit by -100 percent. By forcing
us to spend at least $135,000.000 more each year,
PROPOSITION. 'V will - push our budget deficit over
the QUARTER OF A BILLION DOLLAR marks

Twice in the past few years the voters of San Fran-

cisco have soundly rejected measures similar to Propo-

sition V, yet here we go again. Don’t be fooled.

I urge you to vote NO. [ agree that business
should pay higher taxes in San Francisco. My tax
package already calls for business to pay an addition-
al $15000.000 in taxes to the city each year. But
Proposition 'V is absurd. IT GOES BEYOND
ANYTHING REASONABLE.

Along with a shrinking tax base, fewer jobs, less
services and a worsened budget crisis, Proposition V
will choke us with a NEW BUREAUCRACY. that
will have to be created to police business income and
payroll and reorganize our entire budgeting procedure.
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION V.

-Dianne Feinstein -

Mayor
Roger Boas
Chie_f Administrative Officer

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION V

Probosiliori V is a weak attempt to circumvent the

wishes of the people of San Francisco by ence again
driving business away and discouraging new business
from settling here. Proposition V is a re-packaged ver-
sion of the samc measures that were defeated in 1978
and 1979. '

Every San Franciscan knows budgets are tight and
that city spending has been drastically reduced. Yet
the authors of this ill-conceived measure want -lo IN-
CREASE the cost of government by more than $135
million ... at a time when we are already "trying to
deal with a huge existing deficit.

A tax increase is a tax increase.

no matter who

pays it first. In the long run. we all pay. Placing fan-
tastically increased taxes on San Francisco’s business
community means the prices of the products and ser-
vices they provide will escalate as well. At the same
time the increased burden on the employer will have
an adverse effect on employees’ salaries and benefits.

Don’t be fooled by deceptive packaging. Proposition
V requires 80 percent of the City budget be used for
City services, Currently the budget uses 100 percent
for city services. What do- the proponents oft Proposi-
tion V plan to do with the remaining 20 percent?

(Continted)

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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- (argument against “V”, continued)

They also ignore thé fact that some publ‘i‘c services

like the airport and Hetch Hetchy actually earn mon-

ey for the City. Obviously, these people don’t under-
stand even the most simple budgeting procedures.

The San Francisco Board of Supervisors is working
to control costs and still provide essential city services.
Proposilion' V's proponents want to return to wasteful
spending and an entire restructuring of the way we
organize the city budget.

When business costs go up. everyone is affected.

' CORPORATE TAXATION INITIATIVE

When businesses leave the City, jobs are lost. Once
again, the last hired will be the first to feel the cuts.

Join us in opposing Proposition V. In the end, it
will hurt most those it is supposed to help ... the
people of San Francisco.

Quentin Kopp, member, SF Board of Supervisors
Edward Lawson, member, SF Board of Supervisors
John Molinari, President, SF Board of Supervisors
Louise Renne, member, SF Board of Supervisors
William K. Kobleritz, Attorney ’
Cyril Magnin, Merchant

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE ORDINANCE PROPOSITION V

Be it Ordained by the People of the City and County of San

_Francisco;

Restoration of a Falr Corporate Tax Share to Support City
Services and Jobs

FINDINGS AND PURPOSES: We know there has been
a serious decline in the share of city taxes paid by the
giant corporations. This has been a major factor causing the
quality of our public services to deteriorate. It is the duty

. of the government to provide to the population fundamental

community services — for example, health care for our sick

- and elderly, education -for our children and ourselves, public

childcare, guality public housing, income assistance to the

, safe public transportation, safe homes and

streets, good parks and recreation centers, a safe and non-
lluted environment, and a rich cultural and artistic life.

At the same time, the tax burden that working people
bear &rom heavier every year. The tax initiatives of Jarvis
and Gann violate our’ city’s riﬁht to home rule taxing

wer, and attempt to deny us the right to the progressive
community- we said we wanted when"the majority of San

_ Francisco. voters said “No” to Proposition 13. These efforts

o take away our local autonomy have only caused us to
lose more services and take a greater loss in our real wages.
Working people must get the fax money we need from the
giant corporations. These corporations can afford to pay —
and they should pay. '

It is Tor these reasons that we find it necessary to use our
power of initiative — use it to pass an ordinance restorin
a fair corporate tax share to San Francisco. We regar
money paid in tax as the fund which guarantees the ser-
vices necessary for the community’s well-being. This tax
fund must bé preserved to promote the general welfare.
Therefore this fund should not be transferred back to the
corporations through the contracting out of city services and
jobs, nor should it be allocated to schemes that disguise the
transformation of public money .into private profits, like
Yerba Buena. .

THEREFORE,

(1) The board of supervisors, every year, shall ‘set the

rates of certain taxes paid by corporitions and other busi-
nesses high enough so that ‘the revenue produced thereby
shall be not less than 60% of all revenues from city laxes
and user fees that year. These taxes on business sKaIl be
high enough so the city can pay for the quality of services
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required by (2) below, without raising the rate of any tax
or user fee paid by individual city residents, -and without
imposing any new tax or fee on residents.
nly taxés paid exclusively by businesses may be used to

produce the 60% share; -these may -include the property tax,
the gross receipts tax and the pa;roll expense tax. .

Businesses with less than $250,000 yearly payroll and less
than $2.5 million in yearly gross receipts shall be exempt
from this ordinance. -

(2) The total amount of the city budget which goes to
provide services to city residents shall not be less than a
certain minimum, which must rise each year with inflation.

To compute this minimum, start with the combined’ bud-
ets of the city and county, the school and communit col-
eggf districts, and the housing authority in the fiscal year
1973.74. ‘Then, look at the percent rise in the consumer
price index for San Francisco since June 30, 1973. Increase
the 1973-74 combined budgets by that percentage to get the

~ total combined budgets for the “current year, not less than

80% of which must go to provide services to city residents.

(3> A business which greatly reduces the number of its
jobs located in the city disrupts our city’s economy and
well-being. This deprives workers of their livelihood. 1t un-
dermines the tax base needed to support city services,

Therefore, each year that a business drops its total payroll
within the city more than $100,000 compared with the year
before, that business must pay 20% of the payroll reduction
as a revenue tax to the city.

(4). The revenues, user fees, services, departments and
budgets covered by this ordinance include the unified school
district, community college district, and housing authority, as
well as the City and County of San Francisco.

User fees are all charges for city services, such as MUNI
fares, water and sewer charges, admission fees and parking
meter collections.

(5) This ordinance shall take effect immediately after it is
passed, and if anly ordinances are necessary to implement
this amendment, the board of supervisors is hereby directed
to do so within 90 days of passage.

(6) No grant of emergency powers (o the mayor or board
of supervisors under the San Francisco Charter shall apply
to this ordinance, (Continued on Page 92)



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION A

($100.000.000) pursuant to Division 31, Part 5, of the Health ',

and Safety Code of the State of California (Section 52000,
et seq,), as it may be amended, to provide funds for mort-

gage financing of the purchase, construction or improvement .

- of homes in the City and County of San Francisco?

Section 2. Said ‘bonds shall’ be revenue bonds payable ex-
clusively from the revenues and receipts derived from or
with respect to the home mortgages or from or with respect
to any notes or other obligations of lending institutions with
respect to which the bonds are issued. Said bonds are not
‘10 be secured by the taxing power of the City and County
of San Francisco. The principal of and inferest on said
revenue bonds, and any premiums upon the redemption of
any thereof, are not, and shall not constitute, a debt of the
City and County of San Francisco, nor a legal or equitable
charge, lien or encumbrance upon any of its property or
upon any of its income, receipts or revenues, except the
revenues and receipts as described above. No taxes shall
ever be levied or collected by the city and county for the
payment of said revenue bonds, or the interest therecon; nor
shall an propeng of the city and county be subject to for-
feiture therefor; but the revenues and receipts derived from
or with respect to the home mortgages or from or with re-
spect to any notes or other obliﬁauons of ‘lending institu-
tions with respect to which the bonds are issued “shall be
applied to such payment.

ection 3. The special revenue bond eclection hereby called
and ordered to be held shall be held and conducted and
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the returns
thereof made and the results thereof ascertained, determined
and declared as herein provided and in all particulars not
herein recited said elections shall be held according to the

laws of the State of California providing for and governing:

elections in the City and County of San Francisco, and the

time required Pfysaid laws: : .

Section 4. The said special revenue bond election heréby
called shall be,. and hereby is, consolidated with:'the State:of-
Californin General Election to be held Tuesday, June 3,
1980, and the voting precincts, polling places and officers of
election for said State of California General Election be,
and the sume is, hereby adopted, established, designated and
named as the voting precincts, polling places and officers of
election for such special election %lcreby called, and as
specifically set forth, in the official publication, by the

egistrar ‘of Voters of precincts, polling places and election
officers for the said State of California General Election.

The ballots to be used at said special revenue bond elec-
tion shall be the ballots to be used at said State of Califor-
nia_General *Election and reference is hereby mgade to the
notice of clection setting forth the voting precincts, polling
places and officers of election by the Registrar of Voters for
the State of California General Election to be published in
a newspaper of general circulation published in San Francis-
co on or about May 15, 1980. :

Section 5. If at such special revenue bond election it shall
appear that a majority of all the voters voting on the mea-
sure set forth in Section 1 of this resolution voted in favor
of and authorized the measure, then such measure shall
have been approved by the electors.

The votes cast for and against the said measure shall be
counted separately and when a majority of the qualified
electors, voting on the measure, vote in favor thereof, such
measure shall be deemed approved. .

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once in a
newspaper of general circulation published in San Francisco,
Such publication shall constitute notice of said election and
no other notice of the election hereby called need be given.

* ¥ polls'for'such clection” shall be and ‘rémain open during the

CONTINUATION OF TEXT PROPOSITION C

garages and shops. and shall be administered by the pur-
chaser ‘of suppli¢és who shall be appointed by the ¢hief ad-
ministrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure,

Real Estate Department, which shall include the functions
and personnel of the office of the right-of-way agent ((and
also the control, management and leasing of the exposition
auditorium)). .

Department of Public Works, which shall include the
functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and
which shall be in charge of and administered by the direc-
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure.

The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc-
tor of public works for operations, u deputy director of
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public
works for financial management and administration. and an
assistant to the director of public works, each ol whom shall
hold office at the pleasure of said director, The director of
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee 1o
perform the duties of city engineer, Said deputy or em-
ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county
in making surveys. plats and certificates as is or may from
time to time be given by law to city engincers and to coun-
ty surveyors, and his official acts and all plats, surveys and
certificales made by him shall have the same validity and
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by
law (o those of city engineers and county surveyors,

All_cxaminations, plans and estimates required “by the
supervisors in connection with any public improvements. ex-
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis-
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he
shall, when requested 1o do so. furnish information and
data for the use of the supervisors. )

The department of public works shall semi-annually notify
_the tx collector of the amount of cach assessment that
becomes " delinquent and the lot and block number against

which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of
the btu]x collector to note such delinquency on e¢ach annual
tax bill. '

The department of public works shall have powers and
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating
thereto, as follows:. (u) to cooperate with and assist the
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa-
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt attention ilo
complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the
absence thereof; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter-
pret_traffic and parking data and to analyze and interpret
traffic accident informafion; (d) to engage in traffic research
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperate for the best per-
formance of these functions with any department and
agency of the city and county and the state as may be
necessary. :

The department shall submit to the traffic bureau of the
police department, for its review and recommendation, all
proposed plans relating lo street traffic control devices;
provided, however. that the bureau may waive submission
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it
Fuilure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the deparl-
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within fif-
teen (15) days after receipt shall be considered an automatic
approval of said traffic bureau, The department shall not,
with respect to any traftfic control devices, implement such

lan until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has

cen reviewed or until the fifteen (15) day period has

clapsed. .

epartment of Electricity, which shall be administered by

a chief of department. The premises ol any person, firm or
corporation may. for the purpose of police or fire protec- .
tion. be connected with the police or fire signal or tele-
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair
compensation for such connection and the use ol the same,
' (Continued)
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* (Proposition C, Continued) .. TR
provided that any such connection shall require the approval
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in
any way overload or interfere with the proper and: efficient
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi-
tions upon which such connection shall- be made and the
compensation to be paid ‘therefor shall be fixed by the
board of supervisors by ordinance upon the recommendation
of the chief of the department. ‘ ‘
Department of Public Health,. which shall be administered

b‘y; a director of health, who shall be a regularly licensed

physician or ‘surgeon in the State of California, with not less
than ten years’ practice in his profession immediately

preceding his appointment thereto; provided, however,  that
- the physician or surgeon rec“xiremem may be waived by the
Board “of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the “chief
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure,
The chief administrative officer shall have power to ap-
int and to remove an assistant director .of public health
or hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad-
ministrative and business management of the institutions of
the department of ‘public_health, includinF..but not limited
to, the San Francisco. General Hospital, 'Laguna Honda

Home, Hassler Health- Home, and the Emergency Hospital

Service, and who ‘shall be: exempt from the civil service

provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by

a person who possesses the educational and administrative

qualifications and experience necessarz to manage the insti-

tutions of the department of public health, C

The director of public health shall have power to arpoinl
and remove an administrator of San Francisco General Hos-
pital who shall be exempt from the civil service provisions
of the charter. The position of administrator shall be held
only by a physician or hospital' administrator who possesses
the educational and administrative qualifications and exper-
iqncle necessary to manage the San Francisco General Hos-

llll . t .

P Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health

advisory board of seven members. three ‘of whom shall be

hysicians* and one a dentist, all regularly certificated,
embers of the board shall servé without "compensation,

They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer

for terms of four years; provided, however. that those first

quoinled shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms

of one physician and one lay member shall expire in 1933,

:ggg and 1935, respectively, and the term of oné member in
Such board shall consider and report on problems and
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen-
dations to the director of health relative to the functions
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such
bourd shall be made in writing to the director of health
and to the chief administrative officer.

Coroner’s office. which shall “include the functions and
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at
the time this charter shall go into effect.

County Agricultural Department,” which shall be adminis-
red by a county agricultural commissioner and shall in-
clude functions established by state law and those assigned
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter.

Department of Weights®and Measures, which shall include
the functions and personnel of the office of. sealer of
wciﬁhls and meusures as established at the time this charter
shall go into effect. '

Convention Facllities Mznagement Department, which shall
include the city and county’s convention facilitics, including
but not limited to Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium and Mos-
cone Center, and shall consist of a general manager and
such employees as may be necessary to carry out the fune-
tions and duties of said department. The chief administrative
officer shall have charge of the department of convention
facilities management,

The chicf adminsiteative officer shall appoint a general
manager of the convention facilities management department
who shall hold office at his pleasure. The general manager
shall be the administrative head and appointing officer of the
%partmcnl of convention fucilities management. Subject to

the approval of the chief administrative officer, the general
manager shall have power to alter, repair, manage, operate
and maintain all of.the city and county convention facilities,
including but not limited to' Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium
and Moscone Center.” All contracts or orders for work to be -
performed on convention facilities shall be awarded and

- executed by the general manager with the approval of the

chief administrative officer and shall be administered by the.
general manager, . .

It shall be the function and duty of the department of
convention facilities management to manage, operate and
maintain all of the city and county convention facilities, in-
cluding, but not limited to, Brooks Hall, Civic Auditorium
and Moscone Center. , .

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi-
tions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive the
number of votes necessary for their adoption, notwithstanding
any other provisions of this charter, the city attorney shall
incorporate their provisions into one section.

7400 Director of Property

The director of property shall be the head of the depart-
ment of property. He shall have charge of the purchase of
real property and improvements required for all city and
county purposes, and the sale and lease of real property
and improvements thereon owned by the city and county,
except as otherwise provided by this charter. In the acquisi-
tion of gropeny required for street opening, widening or
other public improvements, the director of property shall
make preliminary appraisals of the value of the gropcny
sought to be condemned or otherwise acquired, and report
thereon to the responsible officer. It shall be his duty, in
addition, to assist in such proceedings on the request of the
responsible officer, _

g()l?le shall have charge of the management of the exposi-
tion auditorium.)).

Except for the Convention Facilities Management. Depart-
ment, each department authorized by the approval.of bond
issues or by annual or supplemenial appropriation ordin-
ances to purchase or lease property or improvements nceded
for the ‘purposes of such department shali make such pur-
chases or leases throth the director of property. He shall
make a Jxreliminary valuation of the property to be acquired
or leased and report the same to the department requiring
such property. For such purposes he may employ iridepen-
dent appraisers. He shall conduct negotiations” with the
owner or owners thereof, at the conclusion of which he
shall report the terms on which such sale or lease may be
voncluded, together with his recommendations thereon. "The
head of the department concerned may report to the board
of supervisors and recommend acceptance or that proceed-
ings in eminent domain be instituted for the acquisition of
such prc:rerty. L

The director of  property shall maintain complete records
and maps of all real' property owned by the city, which
shall show the purchase price, if known, and the department
in charge of cach parcel, with reference to deeds or prants
establishing the city’s title,

He shall annually report to the. mayor, the controller, the
chief administrative officer, and the supervisors the estimat-
ed value of each parcel and improvement. He shall make
recommendations to the mayor and chief administrative of-
ficer relative to the advantageous use, disposition, or sale of
real property not in use. :

8.300 Civil Service Positions

(a) All positions in all departments and offices of the city
and county, including positions created by laws of the State
of California, where l':c compensation is paid by the city
and county, shall be included in the classified civil service
of the ‘city and county, and shall be filled from lists of
eligibles prepared by the civil service commission, excepting:

1) Positions in” which attornéys and physicians are em-
loyed in their professional capacity to perform only duties
included in their professions, but exclusive of any adminis-
trative or executive positions for which such professional sta-
tus constitutes only part of the qualification therefor;

(2) All employees of the San Francisco Unified School

. (Continued)




(Proposition C, Continued)
District who serve in the capacity of paraprofessionals and
technical instructional assistants employed by the San Fran-
cisco Community College District; provided, however, that
presently employed persons be granted status and those who
are on existing eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be
granted status righis to appointment in rank order; '
(3) Inmate help or student nurses, or part-time services,
where the compensation including the value of any al-
lowances in addition thereto does not exceed one hundred
fifty doltars ($150) Fer month. Provided that for each fiscal
year following fiscal year 1963, the civil service commission
shall adjust the onhe “hundred ﬁftg' dollar ($150) maximum
for part-time service as provided herein, in accordance with
the average percentage increase or décrease approved for all

classifications under the provisions of section 8400 and-

8401 of this charter, and such adjusted rate shall be includ-
ed in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further that
such part-time positions “shall not be exempted from being
filled ‘from appropriate lists of civil service eligibles, except
upon the recommendation .of the appointing officer, who
shall set forth the schedule of operations’ showing that the
operations involved reguire the service of employees for not
more than' seventy (70) hours per month and “approval of
the civil service commission, including a certification that
such part-time positions cannot practically be filled from
existing eligible lists. These provisions shall not be used to
split or divide any position into two or more units for the
puryose of evading the provisions of this section; -

(4) Persons employed in positions outside the city and

county upon construction work being performed by the city .

and county when such positions are- exempted from said
classified civil service by an order of the civil service com-
mission; .

(5) Persons employed in positions in any department for
expert professional temporary services, and” when such posi-
tions are exempted from said classified civil service for a
specified period of said temporary service, by order of the
civil service commission;

(6) -Such positions as, b{y other provisions in this charter,
are specifically exempted. from, or where the appointment is
" designated as exclusive of, the civil service provisions of this
charter.

The civil service rights, acquired by persons under the
provisions of thé charter superseded by this charter, shall
 continue under this charter.

Any person holdinF a salaried office under the city and
county, whether by election or appointment, who shall, dur-
ing his term of office, hold or retain any. other salaried of-
fice under the government of the United States, or of this
state, or who shall hold any other salaried office connected
with the government of the city and county, or who shall
become a member of the legislature, shall be deemed to
have thereby vacated the office held by him under the city
and county. .

(b) Positions as heads of offices, agencies, departments,
bureaus, or institutions shall be subject to the civil service
provisions of this charter unless specifically exempted.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter,

the city and county shall” perform all acts necessary to pro-
tect the employment rights of employees of the gort author-
ity as specified in Section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch. 1333.

(d) All positions in buildings and improvements of the
California Academy of Sciences for which funds shall be
furnished by the city and county, under section 6.404(d) of
this charter, shall be held by employees of the city and
county, with the exception of the director, the secretary of
the gourd of trustees of said California Academy of
Sciences, the curators and other scientific and professional
personnel, and occupants of part-lime positions for which a

total compensation of less than $80.00 per month is provid-

ed by the city and county, inclusive of allowance for main-
tenance and other incidental benefits. Positions held by em-
ployees of the city and county at said buildings and im-
provements shall be subject to the civil service provisions of
this charter and the compensation thereof shall be subject to
the salary standardization provisions of this' charter, in like
manner and extent in all respects as J)osnions and compen-
sations of employments in the city and county service gener-

ally, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in
the charter or ordinances of said city and county. The chief
administrative officer shall be the appointing officer as
provided in this charter. .o

¢) All persons employed in the operating service of any

* public utility hereafter acquired by lease or under any other

temporary arrangement, under which the city acquires the
right to. operate ‘said utility, shall be continued in their re-
spective positions and shall be deemed appointed to such
positions under, and entitled to all, the benefits of the. civil
service provisions of this charter for the period of time dur-
ing which the city shall continue to operate said utility
under said lease or other temporary arrangement.. Should
the city permanently acquire said utility, said persons shall
come into the permanent employ of the city and county in
their respective positions and shall be deemed permanently
agpoinlcd thereto under the civil service provisions of the-
charter. and shall be entitled to all the .benefits thereof, all
subject to the provisions contained in section 8.300(f) and
8450 of the charter; provided, however, that said employees
who are taken over into the employ of the citﬁ under said
lease or other temporary arrangement shall. not be subject to
the residential qualifications of the charter, during the term
of said lease or other temporary arrangement. All employees
of any such utility, acquired or operated by -the city under
any lease or other temporary arrangement,” who come into
the employ of said utility afier the temporary acquisition of
same, shall be subject to the civil service provisions of the
charter. The civil service rights of any person who comes
into the service of the city under any lease or other tem-
porary arrangement for the acquisition and operation of said
utility shall cease and terminate upon the expiration of said
lease or other temporary arrangement.

() All persons employed in the os;cmling service of any
public utility hereafter acquired -by' the city” and county, at
the time the same is taken over” by the city and county,
and who shall have been so employéd for at least one year
prior to the date of such acquisition, shall be continued in
their respective positions and shall be deemed appointed. to
such positions, under, and entitled to all the benefits of, the
civil service provisions of this charter. :

(g) All employees engaged in public utility work at the
time this charter shall go into effect, and who have been

ermanently appointed to their respective positions in con-
ormity with the civil service provistons of this charter, shall
except as otherwise provided by this charter become em-
ployees of the public utilities commission under the clas-
sification held by each such employee at such time.

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap-
pointee assigned to the airport department under the public
utilities commission immediately prior to the effective date
of this section, shall be continiied without loss in civil ser-
vice rights as an appointee of the airport department,
provided that civil service rights as they relate to layoft in
the event of lack of work or lack of funds of all permanent
employees of the public utilities commission, including the
airport department, immediately prior to the effective date
of this section, shall be continued without loss in the same
manner and to the same extent as though the airport
department had not by these amendments been created a
separate city function under the airports commission.

(i) Any employee who was a permanent civil service ap-
pointee assigned to an exposition ,auditorium and whose job
function is placed under the Convention Facilities Man-
agement Department shall be continued without loss in civil
service rights as though said job functions had not by
amendment to this charter been placed under the jurisdiction
of the chicf administrative officer, and shall not lose those
civil service rights which relate to layoff from a permanent
fivl(ll service position in the event of lack of work or lack of
unds,
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Department of Public Works, which shall _include the

functions and personnel of the telephone exchange and
which shall be in charge of and administered by the direc-
tor of public works, who shall be appointed by the chief
administrative officer and shall hold office at his pleasure.

. The director of public works shall appoint a. deputy direc-
tor of public works for. operations, a deputy director  of
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public

works for financial. management and administration, and an,

assistant to the director of public works, each of whom shall
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of
public works shall designate a. deputy or other employee to

perform - the duties- of city engineer. Said deputy or em--

ployee shail possess the same power in the city .and county
in making surveys, plats and certificates as is or may from
time to time be given by law to city enpineers and to coun-
ty surveyors, and-his official acts and -all plats, surveys and
certificates . made By him shall have the same validity and
be of the same. force and effect as are or may be given by
law to those of city engineers and county surveyors.

All examinations; plans and estimates required by the
supervisors in connection with any public improvemenis, ex-
clusive of those to be made by the public utilities commis-
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he
shall, when requested 10 do so, furnish information and
data for the use of the supervisors, ‘ :

The department of public works shall semi-anaually notify
the tax collector of ‘the amount of each assessment that
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against

- which such assessment is levied, and it shall be the duty of

the b“lllx collector (o note such delinquency on each annual
tax bill. : S :

The department of public works shall have powers and
duties relating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating
théreto, as follows: (a) to cooperate with and assist the
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa-
tion; (b) to receive, study and givé prompt attention to

" complaints relating to street design or traffic devices or the

absence thereof; (c) to colleet, compile, analyze and inter-
pret traffic and parking data and. to analyze’ and interpret
traffic accident information; (d) to engage in traffic rescarch
and traffic planning, and (e) to cooperite for the best per-
formance of these functions with any department and
agency of the city and county and the state as may be
nécessary.

“The xrpartmem shall submit to the traffic bureau of the
police department, for its review and recommendation, all
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices;
provided, however, that the burcau may waive submission
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit 1o the depart-
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15
days after rccei;l;)t shall be considered an automatic approval
of said traffic burcau. The department shall not, with re-
spect lo any traffic. control devices, implement such plan
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has been
reviewed or until the 15.day period has elapsed, .

Department of Electricity, which shall be administered by
a chief of department, The premises of any person, firm or
corporation may, for the purpose of police or fire protec201c8d-
tion, be connected with the police or fire signal or tele-
phone system of the cily and county upon paying a fair
compensation for such connection and the use of the same,
provided that an( such connection shall require the approval
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall not in
any way overload or inferfere with the proper and efficient
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi-
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the
compensation to he paid therefor’ shall be fixed by the
board of supervisoi* by ordinance upon the recommendation
of the chief of the Jd: partment.

Department o ‘'ublic- Health, which shall be administered
br a director o, health, who stiall be a regularly licensed
physician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less
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‘to, the San Francisco General Hospita
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than 10 years’ practice in his profession immediately preced-
ing his appoiatment thereto; provided, however, that the
g(l;ysicinn or . surgeon frequirement may be waived by the .
ard of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the chief
administrative officer and shalf fiold office at his pleasure,

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to ap-
Foint,and to remove an assistant director of public health
or hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad-
ministrative and business management of the institutions of
the department of public_health, includinF,, but aot limited -

, Laguna Honda
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civif service

. provisions of the charter. The position of assistant director

of public health for hospital services shall be held only by
a person who possesses the educational and administrative
qualifications and experience necessarz to manage the insti-
tutions of the department of public health. .
The director of public health shall have power to. appoint
and remove ({an)) a deputy director for administration and

- finance, a deputy director for program planning and evalua-
. tion, n deputy director for community health programs, zn

administrator ((of)) for San Francisco General Hospital and
an administrator for Lapuna Homda Hospital, ((who shall))
These positions shall be exempt from the civil service provi-
sions of the charter ((. The position of sdministrator)) and

“shall be held ((only)) by ((a ph()(vsician or hospital adminis-

trator)) persons who possess . ((es)) the . educational and
administrative  qualifications and experience necessary o
manage the ((San Francisco General Hospital.)) divisions and .
institutions of the department of public health; provided,
however, that any person who has civil service status to any
of these positions on the effective date of this amendment
shall continue to have civil service status for said positions
under the civif service provisions of this charter, _

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health
advisory board of scven members, three of whom shall be
Rz\ysicians and one a dentist, all regularly - certificated.

embers of the. board shall serve without compensation,
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first
a?pointcd shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms
of ene physician und one lay member shall expire in 1933,
1334 and 1935, respectively, and the term of one member in

6. :

Such board shall consider and report on problems and
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public:
health and shall consuit, advise with anc? make recommen-
dations to the dircctor of health relative to the functions
and affairs of the department. The recommendations of such
board shall be made in writing to the director of health
and to the chief administrative officer, ’

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and
personne) of the existing office of coroner as established at
the time this charter shall go into effect.

County Apgriculiural Department, which shall be adminis-
tered by a county agricultural commissioner and shall ins
clude functions established by state. law and those assigned
lo it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter.

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include
the functions and personnel - of. the office of sealer of
weiﬁhls and measures us established at the time this charter
shall go into effect,

. {((in the election of November 6, 1979 {wo. or more
propositions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive

. the’ number of votes nccessary for their adoption, then

notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.))

If in the clection of June 3, 1980 two or more proposi-
tions amending section 3.510 of this charter receive the
number -of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwith-
standing any other provision of this charter, the city attoraey
shall incorporate their provisions inte one section.
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The director of public works shall appoint a deputy direc-
tor of public works for operations, a de uty director of
public works for engineering, a deputy director of public
works for financial management and’ administration, and: an
assistant to the director o public works, each of whom shall
hold office at the pleasure of said director. The director of
public works shall designate a deputy or other employee to

perform the- duties of city engineer. Said deputy or em-’

ployee shall possess the same power in the city and county
In making surveys, plats- and certificates as is or may from
timé to time be c};iven by law to city engineers and 16 coun-
ty .surveyors, and his official acts and a?l plats, surveys and
certificates made by him shall have the same validity and
be of the same force and effect as are or may be given by
law to thase of cily engineers and county surveyors.

All “examinations, plans and estimates “required by the
Supervisors in connection. with any public improvemenfs, ex-
clusive of those to be made by the public -utilities commis-
sion, shall be made by the director of public works, and he
shall, when requesle({ to do s6, furnish information and
data for the use of the supervisors; : :

- The department of public works shall semi-annually notify
the tax collector of the amount of  each assessment - that
becomes delinquent and the lot and block number against
which such assessment is fevied, and it shall be the duty of
the bt_z‘xlx collector to note such delinquency on each annual
tax bill. ‘ } .

The department of public works shall have powers and
dutics . refating to street traffic, subject to the laws relating
thereto, as follows: (a) fo cooperate with and assisi the
police department in the promotion of traffic safety educa-
tion; (b) to receive, study and give prompt atiention to
complaints relating to streét design or traffic devices or the
absence thereaf; (c) to collect, compile, analyze and inter-
pret traffic and parking data and o analyze’ and interpret
traffic accident information; (d) to engage in traffic research
and traffic planning, and (¢} to cooperate for the best per-
formance of these functions with any department and
agency of the city and- county and the state as may be
necessary.

The ?::partmcm shall submit to the traffic bureau of the
police department, for its review and recommendation, all
proposed plans relating to street traffic control devices;
provided, however, that the bureau may waive submission
and review of plans of particular devices designated by it.
Failure of the said traffic bureau to submit to the depart-
ment its recommendation on any proposed plan within 15
days after receipt shall be considered an awtomatic approval
of said traffic bureau. The department shall not, with re-
spect to any traffic control devices, implement such plan
until the recommendation of the traffic bureau has been
reviewed or until the 15-day period has elapsed. )

Department of Electricity, which shall be administered by
a chief of department. The premises of any person, firm or
corporation may, for the rurposq of police or fire protec-
tion, be connected with the police or fire signal or tele-
phone system of the city and county upon paying a fair
compensation for such connection and the use of the same,
provided that any such connection shall require the approval
of the chief of the department of electricity and shall’ not in
any way overload or interfere with the proper and efficient
operation of the circuit to which it is connected. The condi-
tions upon which such connection shall be made and the
compensation 1o be paid therefor shall be fixed by the
board of supervisois by ordinance upon the recommendation
of the chief of the department. .

Department of Public Health, which shall be administered
by a director .of heaith, who shall be a regufarly ficensed
pﬁysician or surgeon in the State of California, with not less
than 10 years’ practice in his profession immediately preced-
ing his “appointment thereto; provided, however, “that the

hysician or surgeon requirement may be waived by the
board of supervisors. He shall be appointed by the  chief
administrative officer and shall hold office ut his pledsure.

The chief administrative officer, shall have power to ap-

int and to remove ap assistant director of public health
or hospital services, who shall be responsible for the ad-
ministrative and business' management of the institutions of
the department of public health, including, but not limited.
to, the San Francisco General Hospital, Laguna Honda
Home, Hassler Health Home, and the Emergency Hospital
Service, and who shall be exempt from the civil service
provisions of the chaster. The position .of assistant director
of public health for hospital services shall be held only by
a person who possesses the educational -and administrative
qualifications and experience neccssnrl 10 manage the insti-
tutions of the department of public health,

The director of public health shall have power to appoint

* and remove an administrator of San Francisco General Hos-

pital. The administrator of San Francisco General Hospital
shall have the power to appoint and remove assoclate admin-
Istrators, ((who shall)) These positions shall be exempt from
the civil service provisions of the charter ({, The position of
administrator)) and shall be held ((oniy)) by ((a physician or
hospital ' administrator)) persons who possess{(es)) the educa-
tional and administrative qualifications and experience neces-
sary to manage the ((Son Francisco General Hospital.)) divi-
sions and institutions of the department of public health;
provided, however, that any person who has civil service sta-
tus to any of these positions on the effective date of this
amendment shall continue to have civil service status for
sa';lid positions under the civil service provisions of this
charter,

Health Advisory Board. There is hereby created a health
advisory board of seven members, three of whom shall be
R:lyswmns and one a dentist, all rcﬁularly certificated,

embers of the board shall serve without “compensation.
They shall be appointed by the chief administrative officer
for terms of four years; provided, however, that those first
aypoimcd shall classify themselves by lot so that the terms
of one physician and ‘one lay member shall expire in 1933,
}9;2 and 1935, respectively, and the term of on¢ member in

Such board shall consider and report on problems and
matters under the jurisdiction of the department of public
health and shall consult, advise with and make recommen-
dations to the .director of health relative to the functions
and affuirs of the department, The recommendations of such
board shall be made in wsiting to the director of health
and to the chicf administrative officer, -

Coroner's office, which shall include the functions and
personnel of the existing office of coroner as established at
the time this charier shall go into effect,

County Agricultural Department, which shall be adminis-
tered by a county agricultural commissioner and shall in-
clude functions established by state law and those assigned
to it by or in accordance with provisions of this charter.

Department of Weights and Measures, which shall include
the functions and personnel of the office of sealer of
weights and micasures as established at the time this charter
shall go into effect, ’ '

((F in the election of November 6, 1979 two or more
propositions amending $ection 3.510 of this charter recejve
the number of voles nccessary for their adoption, then
notwithstanding any other provision of this charter, the city -
attorney shall incorporate their provisions into one section.))

If in the election of June 3, 1980 two or more proposis
tions amending scction 3.510 of this charter receive the
number of votes necessary for their adoption, then notwithe
standing any other provision of this charter, the city attorney
shall incorporate their provisions into one section. :
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION F

in this chatér, said officer or member shall-be entitled to

be 'pom‘pénﬁdted at_his ‘regular raté of pay as provided for’

herein ‘for ‘said extra’ time served, or ‘he shall be allowed the
equivalentitiméoff.” - - o S
In any computation in the administration of the -San
Francisco City and County Employees’ Retirement System in
which the ,compensation, ‘as defined -in any provisions' relat-
ing to the retirement system, is a. factor, compensation - for
overtime_proyided, for in this section shall be excluded, and
no such overtie. gompensation shall be deemed as compen-
sation for any purpose relating to such retirement provisions.
- Officers*and 'members of the uniformed force shall be en-
titled. to ‘the ‘days'‘declared fo be holidays for employees
whose " compensations''are ‘fixed on a monthly basis 'in the
schedule of compensations adopted by the board of supervi-

TR R R

o

-

- as scheduled for the several ranks in the

v

sors, pursuant to the provisions of section 8.401 of the
charter, as additional days -off with pay. Officers or
members ‘required to perform service in said -department on .
said days shall be compensated on the basis.of straight time
as herein computed or shall be granted equivalent time off

~ duty with pay in the judgment of the fire commission.

or payroll purposes, that portion of each tour of duty
which falls within each calendar day shall constitute a single
tour of duty. The rate of compensation for the service per-
formed by officers or members on a holiday or for service
rformed on an assigned day off, as in this charter provid-
ed, -shall be calculated by dividing the annual rates of me
for each fiscal year by the number of sinFlc tours of duty
ire fighting com-

panies in said fiscal year.

e
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coNrmuAnoN OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION J

along Fulton Street -to Masonic Avenue; thence north-
erly along Masonic Avenue to Turk Street; thence
easterly along Turk St to Joseph’s: Avenue; thence
northerly and northwesterly along St. Joseph’s Avenue’
to Geary Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary
Boulevard to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along
Presidio Avenue' to  California Street; thence easterly
along California Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence
northerly - along -Van: Ness Avenue to Filbert  Street;
thence ‘easterly .-along : Filbert Street to Leavenworth
Street; - thence northerly along Leavenworth Street and
a northerly straightline. extension thereof to the point
of intersection with: the shoreline of San Francisco
* Bay;- thence - generally westerly and southerly along
said  shoreline ‘to the "point of commencement. Unléss
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to
streets, boulevards and avenues contained in the fore-
going description ‘shall refer- to the center line of said
streets, boulevards and.avenues, respectively.

THIRD SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall comprise
all of that portioni of the'city and ¢ounty commenting
at the point of* intersection of a northerly straight-line
extension. of Leéavenworth -Street and the shoreline of
San * Francisco *' Bay; thence ecasterly and southerl

along said ‘shore¢line to the point of intersection wit

Broadway and an easterly straightlifie, extension there-
of and “inchiding all “piers north of said intersection;
thence wesierly” along = Broadway to" Front Street;
thence ‘southerly along Front Street to Jackson Street;
thence westerly along Jackson Street to Battery Street;
thence southerly along Battery Streét to Market Street;
thence “southwesterly’ along Market Street to Sutter
Street; therice westerly ‘alonig Sutter street' to Powell
Street;  theiice  southerly” along Powell Street to Post

Street: thence westerly along Post St. to Leavenworth .

Street; thénce northerly "along Leavenworth Street to
California "’ Street;” thence westerly along California
Street to Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly along
Van Ness Avenue to Filbert Street; thence easterly
along’ “Filbert Street to’ Leavenworth Street; thence
nortﬁérly along Leavenworth Street to the point of
commencement, Unless specifically designated to the
contrary. all references to streets, avenues and ways
contained in the foregoing description shall refer to
the center lines of said streets. avenues and ways, re-
spectively. g :

FOURTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com-
prise ‘all of that portion of the city and county com-
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mencing at the center point.of the intersection- of Ful-
ton Street and Masonic Avenue; thence - northerly
along Masonic Avenue to Turk- Street; thence easterly
along - Turk Street to St. Joseph’s Avenue;- thence
northerly. and northwesterly along St. Josephs Avenue
to Geary. Boulevard; thence westerly along Geary
Boulevard to Presidio Avenue; thence northerly along
Presidio Avenue to California  Street; thence easterly
alonﬁ California. Street to Leavenworth Street; thence
southerly along Leavenworth Street to Ellis Street;
thence easterly along Ellis Street to- Jones Street;
thence southerly along Jones Street to Market Street;
thence southwesterly along Market Street’ to Waller

Street; thence westerly alonF Waller Street to Divi-
y

sadero Street; thence northerly along Divisadero Street
to Oak Street; thence. westerly along Oak Street to
Baker Street; thence northerly along Baker Street to
Fulton . Street; thence westerly along Fulton Street to
the point of commencement, Unless specifically desig-
nated to the contrary. all references to streets, avenues
and boulevards confained in the foregoing description -
shall refer to the center lines of said streets. avenues
and boulevards respectively.

FIFTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT. shall com-

-prise all of that portion of the city and county com-

mencing at the center point of the intersection of
Stanyan Street and Fulton Street; thence southerly
along Stanyan Street to Seventeenth Street; thence
easterly along Seventeenth Street to Clayton Street;
thence’ southerly and southeasterly " along Clayton
Street to Market Street; thence generally southerly
along Market Street to Portola Drive; thence westerl
along Portola Drive to O’Shathnessy Boulevard;
thence southeasterly along O’Shaughnessy Boulevard to
the center point of the southernmost intersection of
O'Shaughnessy , Boulevard and Del Vale Avenue;
thence following a northeasterly straight-line extension
of Del Vale Avenue across Glen Canyon Park to the
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street;
thence northerly along Diamond Street to Twenty-
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street
to Castro Street; thence southerly along Castro Sireet
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth
Street to Church Street; thence™ northerly' "along
Church Street to Market Street; thence northeasterly
along Market Street to Waller Street; thence westerly
along Waller Street to Divisadero Street; thence

(Continued)



(Prbgosition J, Continued) . : o
northerly along Divisadero Street to Oak Street;
thence westerly along Oak Street to Baker Street:
thence northerf;t along Baker Street to Fulton Street;
thence westerly ‘along Fulton Street to the point of
commencement, - Unless specifically designated to the
“contrary, all references to streets, drives, boulevards
and avenues contained in the foregoing description
shall refer to the center line of said streets, drives.
boulevards and avenues, respectively.

SIXTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall ‘comprise
all of that portion of the city and county commencin
at the center point of the intersection of ‘Churc
Street and Marﬁet Street; thence northeasterly along
. Market Street to Seventh Street; thence southeasterly
along Seventh Street to Townsend Street; thence
southwesterly along Townsend ° Street: .to Division

Street; thence westerly along Division Street to the -

center line of the James Lick Freeway (State Route
101); thence generally southerly along ‘the center line
of the James Lick Freeway (State Route 101) to the
point of intersection with a northeasterly straight-line
extension of Peralta Avenue; thence ~southwesterly
along said extension and Peralta Avenue to Mullen
Avenue; thence westerly along Mullen Avenue to Ala-
bama Street; thence northerly along Alabama Street
to Precita Avenue; thence westerly’ along Precita Ave-
nue to Bessie Street; thence westerly along Bessie
Street to Mirabel Avenue; then westerly along Mirabel
Avenue to Coso Street; thence northerly along Coso
Street to Precita Avenue; thence westerly along Pre-
cita Avenue to Mission Street; thence southwesterly
along Mission Street to Randall Street; thence west-
erly along Randall Street to San Jose Avenue; thence
northerly along San Jose Avenue to Thirtieth Street;
thence westerly along Thirtieth Street to Church
Street; thence northerly along Church Street to the
point of ‘commencement. Unless specifically designated
to the contrary, all references to streets and avenues
in the foregoing description, shall refer to the center
line of said streets and avenues, respecitvely.

SEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com-
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
mencing at the center point of intersection of Seventh
Stteet and Market Street; thence northeasterly along
Market Street to Jones Street; thence northerly along
Jones Street to Ellis Street; thence westerly along Ellis
Street to Leavenworth Street; thence northerly along
Leavenworth Street to Post Street; thence easterly
along Post Street to Powell Street; thence northerly
along Powell Street to Sutter Street; thence easterly
along Sutter Street to Market Street; thence northeas-
terly along Market Street to Battery Street; thence
northerly “along Battery Street to Jackson Street;
thence easterly along Jackson Street to Front Street;
thence northerly along Front Street to Broadway;
thence ecasterly’ along Broadway and an easterly
straight-line extension thereof to the "point of intersec-
“tion with the shoreline of San Francisco Ba')l'; thence
generally southerly along said shoreline to the south-
ern boundary of the city and county, and including
all piers and crews of vessels; (lu:ncc-alon%1 the south-
ern boundary of the city and coun}y to the point of
intersection with the center line of the James Lick
Freeway (State Route 101); thence generally northerly
along the center line of the James Lick Freeway
(State Route 101) to the intersection of Division
Street; thence casterly alonF Division Street to Town-
send Street; thence northeasterly aloig Townsend
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Street to Seventh Street; thence northwesterly along
Seventh Street to' the point of commericement. Unless
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to
streets and ‘ways contained in the foregoing description
shall refer to the center line of said streets. and ways,

respectively.

EIGHTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall com-
prise all of that portion of the city and county com-
mencing at the intersection of the southern boundary
of the citg and counéy and the center line of the
James Lick Freeway (State Route 101); :thence gener-
ally northerly along the center line of the James Lick
Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the
Southern Freeway (Interstate Route . 280) and along
the center line thereof to the center line of the South-
ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280);  thence - generally
westerly and southerly along the center line of the
Southern Freeway (Interstate” Route 280) to the inter-
section with the” southern boundary of the city and
county; thence easterly along- said. boundary to the

point of commencement.

NINTH SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise
all of that portion of the city and county commencipg
at the intersection of the southern boundary. of the
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly
along Ashton to Ocean Avenue; thence northwesi-
erly “along Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way: thence
northerly “along Keystone Way to XKenwood Way;
thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way to Upland
Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to North
Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate Drive
to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across Mon-
terey Boulevard to EI Verano Way ‘and northerly
along El Verano way to Fernwood Drive; thence
northerly along Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave-
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue
to Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along
Yerba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence
?ortherly along Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue;
hence northerly along Ludlow Avenue to Juanita
Way;. thence northeasterly along Juanita Way. to
Evelyn Way; thence easterly along Evelyn Way to
O’Shaughnessy Boulevard; thence southeasterly along
O’Shaughnessy Boulevard to the center point” of ,the
southernmost  intersection with Del Vale- Avenue;
thence following a straight-line extension of Del Vale
Avenue northeasterly across Glen Canyon Park to the
center point of the intersection of Gold Mine Drive
and Diamond Heights Boulevard; thence southeasterly
along Diamond Heights Boulevard to Diamond Street;
thence northerly along Diamond Streét to Twenty-
ninth Street; thence easterly along Twenty-ninth Street
to Castro Street; thence southerly along ‘Castro Street’
to Thirtieth Street; thence easterly along Thirtieth
Street to San Jose Avenue; thence southwesterly along
San Jose Avenue to Randall Street thence ‘easterly
along Randall Street to Mission Street; . thence north-
casterly along Mission Street to Precita Avenue;
thence easterly along Precita- Avenue to Coso Street;
thence southeasterly along Cose Street to Mirabel
Avenue; thence easterly along Mirabel Avenue to Bes-
sie Street; thence easterly along Bessie Sreet to Precita
Avenue; thence ecasterly along Precita Avenue to
Alabama Street; thence’ soutﬁerly along Alabama
Street to Mullen Avenue; thence éasterly along Mul-
4 (Continued)
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{Proposition J, Continued) . .
len Avenue to Perilta Avenue; thence northeasterly
along Peralta Avenue and a- straight-line extension

- théreof to the intersection of the- center line of the

James Lick Freeway (State Route 101); thence gener-
ally southerly along the center line of the James Lick

Freeway (State Route 101) to the interchange with the .-

Southern. Freeway "(Interstate Route 280) ~along the
center line thereof to the center line of the Southern
Freeway (Interstate Route 280); thence generally - west-
erly and southerly along the center line of the South-

ern Freeway (Interstate Route 280) to the intersection

with the southern boundary of the city and county;
thence westerly along said boundary to the point of

.commencement. -Unless specifically designated to the
contrary, all references to streets, boulevards, avenues, .

ways and drives contained in the foregoing description
shall refer to the center line of said street, boulevard,
avenue, way and drive, respectively. '

TENTH. SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT, shall comprise
all of ‘that portion of the city and' county commencing
at the intersection of the southérn boundary of the
city and county and the center line of Junipero Serra
Boulevard; thence northerly along Junipero Serra
Boulevard to Holloway Avenue; thence easterly along
Holloway Avenue to Ashton Avenue; thence northerly
along Ashton Avenue to Ocean Avenue; thence north-
westerly along - Ocean Avenue to Keystone Way;
thence " northerly along Keystone Way “to Kenwodod
Way; thence northeasterly along Kenwood Way “'to
Up?z/md Drive; thence westerly along Upland Drive to
North Gate Drive; thence northerly along North Gate
Drive to Monterey Boulevard; thence northerly across
Monterey Boulevard to El Verano Way and northerly
alon
nortEerly along’ Fernwood Drive to Brentwood Ave-
nue; thence northeasterly along Brentwood Avenue to
Yerba Buena Avenue; thence northwesterly along Yer-
ba Buena Avenue to Casitas Avenue; thence northerly
along . Casitas Avenue to Ludlow Avenue; thence
northerly along Ludlow Avenue (o Juanita Way;
thence northerly along Juanita Way to Evelyn Way;
thence easterly along Evelyn Way to O’Shaughnessy
Boulevard; thence northwesterly -along O’Shaughnessy
Roulevard to the center point” of the intersection. of
Portola Drive, O’Shaughnessy Boulevard and Wood-
side Avenue; thence westerly along Woodside Avenue
to. .Laguna Honda Boulevard; thence mnorthwesterly
along Laguna Honda Boulevard to the intersection of
the easterly straight-line extension of Ortega Street;
thence westerly along said extension of Ortega Street
to Eighth Avenue; thence southerly along Eighth
Avenue to Pacheo Street; thence northwesterly along

| Verano Way to Fernwood Drive; thence

Pacheo Street to Aerial Way; thence southwesterly
-along Aerial Way .to Fourteenth Avenue; thence

northerly along Fourteenth Avenue to Ortega Way;
thence westerl{ along Ortega Way to Ortega Street;
thence westerly along Ortega Street ‘to  Forty-first
Avenue; thence southerly along Forty-first Avenue to
Pacheco Street; thence westerly along Pacheco Street
and a straight-line extension. thereof to the point. of
intersection with the Pacific Ocean shoreline; thence
southerly along said shoreline to the southern boun-

. dary of the city and county; thence easterly along

said boundary to the point of commencement. Unless
specifically designated to the contrary, all references to
streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and drives contained
in the . foregoing description shall refer to the center
line of saig streets, boulevards, avenues, ways and .
drives, respectively. .

"ELEVENTH SUPERVISORIAL  DISTRICT, shall
* comprise that portion of the city and courity not oth-

erwise described as constituting the first, second, third,
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth or tenth
supervisorial districts. :

he board of supervisors shall by ordinance, adjust
the boundaries of the supervisorial” districts herein set
forth in the year following ‘the year in which each
decennial federal census is taken, commencing with
the 1980 census, as provided in the Constitution and
statutes of the State of California, and subject to all
the requirements therein, provided, however, that the
redistricting provided for herein shall conform to the
rule of one person-one vote and shall reflect com-
munities of interest within the city and county.

Each member' of the ' board of supervisors, com-
mencing with.. the general municipal election ’in
November, 1977, shall be elected by the electors with-
in a supervisorial district, and must have resided in
the district in which he or she is elected for a period
of not less than thirty days immediately preceding the
date he or she files a declaration of candidacy for the
office’ of supervisor, and must continue to reside there-
in during his or her incumbency, and upon ceasing to
be such resident shall be removed from office. ’

Should any provision of the amendment to this sec-
tion be held invalid, the remainder of the ‘amendment
shall not be affected thereby. Should the amendments
to this section not be approved by the legislature of
thé State of California.or fail for any other reason,. so.
that the offices of the eleven supervisors are not elect-
ed by districts at the general municipal election to be
held "in' November, 1977, as in this section provided,
then in that event the election of eleven supervisors
by districts shall commence with and at the general
municipal election to be held in November, 1979.

CONTINUATION OF YEXT OF PROPOSITION M | |

along Columbus Avenue to Mason Street; ‘thence along
Mason Street to Washington Street; thence along Wash-
ington Street to Powell Strecet; and thence along Powell
Street to Market Street, the point of commencement,

(2) A line commencing at Powell and Market Streets;
thence along Powell Street to Jackson Street; then along
Jackson Street to Hyde Street; thence along Hyde Street
to a terminal at Beach, returning from Beach and Hyde
Streets_along Hyde Street to V\hxshinglon Street; thence

. along Washington Street to Powell Street; thence ulong

Powell Street to Market Street, the point of commen-
cement. .

(3) A line commencing at Market and California; thence
along California Street to a terminal at Van Ness Aven-

84

ué; returning from Van Ness Avenue along California!

Street to Market Street, the point of commencement.

To fully effectuate the intent of this section respecting the -
cable car lines designated in 1, 2 and 3 above, the public
utilities commission shall maintain and operate said lines at
the normai levels of scheduling and service in effect on July
1, 1971; provided, however, that nothing herein contained
shall prevent the commission from increasing at any time
the said levels of scheduling and service.

((The farc on any cable car line shall not exceed .the
local fare established under the provisions of section 3.598
of this charter for other types of carrier cquipment cm-
Eloycd in the operation of the San Francisco Municipal

ailway.})
(Continued)
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" (¢) In the event of the unification, consolidation .or
merger of the San Francisco Municipal Railway with any
Fnyz_nely owned street railway system or with any portion or
acility “thereof, no line of ‘stréet railway, bus line, frolle
bus fine or. cable car line, or any portion thereof,” which is
now or will be owned by the "City and County of San
Francisco, and is now or will be operated by the agency re-
sgonsnbl(: for public transit, shall be abandoned nor ‘shall
the service be discontinued thereon except upon the recom-
mendation by such agency in writing, to the board of
supervisors. The recommendation of such agency shall be
acted upon by the board of supervisors wilﬁin thirty days

from the receipt thereof. For the purpose of hearing such -

recommendation a public hearing shall be held. If the said
recommendation is disappoved by at least nine votes it shall
not become effective and services shall be continued, I said
recommendation is not disapproved by nine votes. of saigd
board the recommendation s?mll become effective forthwith.
Failure of the board of supervisors to act on said recom-
mendation within thirty days shall be deemed as the ap-
proval of said recommendation provided ‘that the agency re-

. sponsible for public transit may without reference: or recom-

mendation 1o the board of supervisors abandon or discon-
tinue service on any line of street railway, bus line, trolle
bus line, or cable “car line, or any portion thereof. which
has been in operation less than one year next immediately

preceding such order of abandonment or discontinuance,

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PRO#OSITION N

property or interest in real property for, and the aequisition,
construction, enlargement and  improvement of new and
existing buildings, “structures, facilities, .utilities, equipment,
appliances and other property necessary or convenient for
the development or ‘improvement ol‘y any airports and
heliports owned, controlled or operated by “the commission

in the promotion and accommodation of air commerce or'

navigation and matters incidental thereto; (7) the return and
repayment into the general fund of the city and county of
any sums paid by the city and county from™ funds raised by

taxation for the payment of interest on. and principal of any-

general obligation ‘bonds heretofore issued by the city and

county for the acquisition, construction and improvement of
the San Francisco International Airport; (8) for ung other
lawful purpose of the commission ((.)) including, but not
limited to, transfer to the general fund during each fiscal
year of twenty-five (25%) percent, or such lesser percentage
as the board of supervisors shall by ordinance establish, of
the non-airline revenues as a return upon the city and .coun-
ty’s investment in said airport. “Non-airline” revenues means
all airport revenues from whatever source less revenues from
airline rentals and charges to airlines for use of airport
facilities. :

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION P

NOTE: It is proroscd that the following section be added
. to the Charter, it is therefore printed in bold face

type:
3.674 Funding the Retirement System

Notwithstanding any other provisions in this charter, the
retirement bourd shall determine city and county and district
“contributions on the basis of a normal contribution rate
which shall be computed as n level of percentage of compen-
sation which, when applied to the future compensation of the

average new member cntering the system, together with the
required member contribution, will be sufficient to provide for
the payment of all prospective benefits of such member, The
portion of liability not provided by the normal contribution
rate shall be amortized over a period not to exceed twenty
(20) years. All expenses incurred in the implementation of
this section, including but not limited to the valuation, inves-
tigation and audit of the system as may be required, shall be
paid from the accumulated contributions of the city and
county.

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION Q

vided further that commencing July 1, 1980 the amount of
such tax shall be -onc and one-half (1%4%)" percent of the
ayroll expense of such Association, plus one and one-half
Fl‘/z%) ercent of the total distribution made by such Asso-
ciation {; way of salary to those having an ownership inter-
est in such Association. .

' This ordinance shall not be construed as requiring any
license whatsoever, nor shall payment of this tux be a con-
dition precedent to engaging in any business within the City
and. County of Sun Francisco. This tax is imposed for gen-
cral revenue' purposes and in order to require commerce
and the business community to carry a fair share of the
costs of lacal government in return for the benefits, oppor-
lunities and protections afforded by the City and County of
San Francisco.

Section 2. Article 12-B of Part 1ll, Municipal Code (Busi-
ness Tax Ordinance) is hereby amended by amending Sec-
tions 1004.01, 1004.02, 1004.03, 1004.04, 1004.05, 1004.06,
100407, 1004.08, 1004.09, 1004.10, 1004.11, 1004.12, 1004.13,
and 1004.15, thereof to read as follows:

Sec. 1004.01, Commission Mcrc(llm!n m; Br(l)keu_-. ; :

a) For eve erson cngaged in the business of -a com-
migsi)on merchrglmp or brok%r,lJ the tax shall be $16.00 per
year or fractional part thercof for the first $4,000 or ‘less of
gross receipls, plus $4.00 per year for cach additional $1,000
of pross receipts, or fractional part thereof inexcess of
$4,000. The rate of the tax set forth hercinabove shall
remain in effect until the first day of the month immediate-

Al{ following the month in which the Controller feports to
the

Board of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds
derived from the Iev; of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed
by Ordinance No. 275-70, are "legally available to meet
appropriations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which
time the tax shall be $8.00 per year or fractional part
thereof for the first $4,000 or less” of gross receipts, plus
$2.00 per year for cach additional $l.00% of gross receipts
or factional part thereof in excess of $4,000; provided, how-
ever, that commencing January 1, 1977, the tax shall be
$11.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first $5,000
or less of pross receipts, plus $2.20 per year for cach addi-
tional $1, of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in
excess of §5,000; provided, however, that during the period
commencing April 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax
shall be $F5. per year or fractional part thereof for the
first $5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00

* for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of

gross receiPls durinf; the period in excess of the first $5,000;
rovided further that commencing July 1, 1980 the tax shall
¢ $15.00 per year or l‘raclionu? part thercof for the first
$5,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for
cach additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross
receipts during the period in excess of the first $5,000.

(b) For the purpose of this scction, the business of com-
mission merchant or broker shall be deemed to include the
buying and sclling of goods, wares or merchandise by a
person to the extent that the person (1) does not engage in

{Continued)
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(Proposition Q, Continued) . oo

the .business. of manufacturing, refining, fabricating, milling,
treating or other processing of. the g
dise -bought and sold, and does not cause said goods, wares
or merchandise to be manufactured, = refined, fabricated,

-milled, : treated or otherwise processed; (2) does not obtain

or retain title to said 1ooda. wares or merchandise except in
one or-f following situations: while such may be
in transit,-or “for short periods of time before transportation
‘commences ‘or. after it ceases; and. (3) 'does not. store or
warchouse auch wares or merchandisc except during
one or more of the following, situations: while such goods,

-wares or merchandise are actually in transit, or - for short

periods. of ‘time before ‘transportation commences or after it

- (c):“Groas receipts” shall mean, for the purpoie of this
section, all commissions charged or received, ‘all receipts,
cash, “credits and property of any kind or nature received
for the: rerform‘nnce of any service, act or employment as a
commission merchant or broker, or in connection with' the
business of being a.commission merchant or broker, and all
trading profits, without any deduction therefrom on account
of n _m%osae_s. labor or ‘service. costs or other ¢osts of en-
gaging in business, or any other expense whatever.

" .Sec, 1004.02, Contractor. -~ . .

:(n) For every person engaged in business as a contractor,
the: tax shall be as follows: (i) with' respect to gross receipts
from contracts on ‘which “the contractor submitted a bid

jor 10 August 17, 1968, there shall be no tax whatsoever;
fi) with' respect to gross re‘cei%ls ‘from contracts on which
the -contractor submitied a ‘bid between the dates of August

17,- 1968,  and' August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24 per
year .or: fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less
of .gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for éach additional
$1,000 of gioss receipts or fractional part thereof in excess

. of $12,000;" (ifi) with respéct to gross receipts from contracts

on which the contractor submitted a bid between the dates
of August ‘18, 1970, and June 30, 1971, the tax shall be $48

. year or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or
f; of gross ‘receipts, plus $4.00 per year for ‘each additional
$1,000 of .receipts or fractional part thereof in excess

- of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross receipts from contracts

on which the contractor submitted a bid between July I,
1971, and September 30, 1975, the tax shall be $24 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000
of %ss receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of
$12,000; (v) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on
which ‘the ‘contractor submitted a bid on or after October I,

1975, the tax shall be $22,00 per year or fractional part.

thercof. for- the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus
$2.20 per year for cach additional $1,000 of gross receipts
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; however, (vi)
with respect to receipts from contracts on which the
contractor submitted a bid during the geriod commencing
Aﬁ)ril 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980, the tax shall be
$30.00 ‘per -year or fractional part thereof for the -first
$10,000 or less of &%ss receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for
each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of pross
receipts during the period in cxcess of the first $10,000;

{)9:30 ded - further that for the period commencing July |,

the tax . shall be $30.00 per ycar or fractional “part
thereof, for the first $10,000 or less of(‘xﬁ)ross receipts in the
year, plus $3.00 for cach additional $1000, or fractional part
thereof, of .gross receipts during the period in excess of the
first $10,000." - :

(b) The term “contractor” as used herein means any per-

son .(except an owner who contracts for a project with
another person who is licensed by the State of California as
a contractor or -architect or registered civil engineer acting
solely in his professional capacity) who in any capacity
other than as an employee of another with wages as the
sole compensation, undertakes to or offers to undertake to,
or. purporis to have the capacity to undertake to, or submits
a bid' to, or does.himself or by or through others construct,
alter, repair, add to, subtract from, improve, move, wreck or
demolish' any building, highway, road, railroad, excavation,
gr6 other structure, project, development or improvement, or

s, wares or merchan- .

to do any pnri thereof, including the erection of scaffolding,
or other structures or works in connection therewith. The
term “contractor’” does not include any person engaged in

business as an architect or engineer. :

(c) ‘The meaning of the term “gross receipts” as used
herein. shall be that set forth in Section™ 1002.6; provided
that such term shall include the total contract price for the
work performed under the contract to which the contractor
is a party, without deduction for subcontracts, and irrespec-
tive of whether the contract is one on a fixed price or on a
cost-plus basis or one under the terms of which the contrac-
tor acts as agent for the owner. The term “pross receipts,”
however, - shall include only receipts: from contracts which
. cover jobs or 'projecls with construction sites located within
the city limits of the City and County.

(d) The term “bid” as used herein means the execution
of any contract or any bid for a contract, whichever occurs

first,

Sec. 1004.03. Hotel, Apartment, etc. N,

(a) Subject to the limitations stated theréin, for every per-
son engaged in the business of .conducting or operaling a
hotel, rooming house, boardingb house, apartment house,
“lodging - house, house court or bungalow court, and- every
person engaged in the business of renting or letting rooms,
apartments or other accommodation for dwelling, sleeping or
lodging in.any such place, the tax shall be-$30.00 per year
or fractional ‘part thereof for the first $15,000 or less -of

oss receipts derived' from such business or businesses, plus

2,00 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts
or fractional part thercof in excess of $15,000. The rate of
the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in ‘effect until the
first day of the month immcdiatelz following the month in
which the Controller reports to the Board of Supervisors,
that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of
the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70,
are legally available to meet appropriations made by the
Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $15.00

r year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or
ess of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for each additional
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess
of $15,000; provided, however, that commencing January 1,
1977, the tax shall be $11.00 pet” year or fractional part:
thereof for the first $10,000 or less o&)gross receipts, plus
$1.10 per year for each additional $1, of gross rece‘xfts,
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; Iprovi ed,
however, that during the period commencing April 1, 1980
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year
‘or fractional part thercof for the - first $10,000 or less of

Eross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional

1,000, or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during
the period in excess of the first $10,Q%0; rovided further
that commencing July 1, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 ‘per
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less
of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50 for each additional
$1,000, or fractional l?m thereof, of gross receipts during
the period in excess of the first $10,000. C

(b) Nothing in this section shall be construed to require
that a registration certificate be obtained or a tax paid by
any.person engaged in the business of renting or letting
apartments in a structure consisting of less than four units.

(c) At the time the tax provided for hercin is remitted,
the Tax Collector may require the registrant to  furnish a
statement of the num{:er of such businesses conducted by
him, giving the street address of cach location, number of
units at each location, and the amount of gross receipts at-
tributable to each location.

(d) The Tax Collector may require a person cngaged in
any business taxed by this scction to furnish such informa-
tion as may be necessary in order for the Tax Collector to
determine the nature of the ownership of the business, and
the amount of interest which partics to the ownership of the
business claim -or possess. Notice of such: determination
made by the Tax Collector shall be served on the persons
or parties affected by his determination in the same manner
as notices of deficiency determination are served under the
provisions of subsection (f) of Section 1010.

. ( Continued)
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Sec. 1004.04, Laundry, Cleaning and Dyeing, Agent, Collec-

* tor, Linen Supply. For eévery person engaged in the business

of washing, ironing, drying, " cleaning, dyeing, sizing, blocking
Or pressing an clothing, wearing “apparel,’ garment, Jinen,
fabric or “similar ‘material, or similar article of personal
property, whether accomplished bﬁ hand, machine "or any
coin operated machine operated by such person, his em.
ployee or any customer, or furnishing or lettin
ang' towels, linen, aprons, bedding, napkins, table covers, or
other article of a similar nature, or collecting or delivering
any such article as an apency or otherwise, for a fe¢ or
charge, the tax shall be $30. per year. or fractional part
thereof for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts plus

00 per year for each additional $l,00(§ of gross »recciﬁts
or fractional part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided that
a person engaged in a business subject to tax under this
section, who,” at the same location i3 also engaged in any
business subject to tax under Section 1004.08 of this or-
dinance, or, at the same location ‘makes minor alterations or
regnirs to the clothing, wearing apparel, garments, linens,
fabrics or similar material being * washed, ironed, dried,
cleaned, dyed, sized, blocked or Jpressed, in lieu of paying a

. sc‘:Pamte business tax and obtaining separate registration cer-

tificates -under this ordinance for the conduct of each such
business may combine the gross receipts: of all such busi-
nesses at the location and upon the basis of* that computa-
tion pay a combined  business tax and obtain a single regis-
tration certificate under this section for ] such businesses,
The rate of the tax set forth hereinabove shall remain in
effect until the first day of the month immediately following
the month in which the Controller reports to the Board of
Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds. derived from
the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax fmposed by Ordinance
No. 275-70, are egaltly available 0 meet appropriations
made by the Board o ‘Supervisors, at which time the tax
shall be $15.00 per. year or fractional part thercof for the
first $15000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per year for
each additional $1,000 of pross recey)ts or fractional part
thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that com-
mencing January 1, 1977, the tax shall be $11.00 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or'.less of
gross receipts, plus $1.10 per year for each additional $1,000
of gross receipts, or fractional part thereof in excess of
$10000; proyided, however, that during the period com-
mencing April 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax
shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.50
for each additional $1,000, or fractiona part thereof, of
ross receipts during the period, in excess of the first
510,000 ancf rovided that commencin% July 1, 1980 the tax
shall be $15.00 per year or fractiona part thereof for the
first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, é)lus $1.50
for each additional $1,000, or . fractional part- thereof, of
Eross receipts during the period, in excess of the first
10,000.

Sec. 1004.05. Lending Money, etc.

(a) Subject to the exceptions stated hereafter, for each
person engaged in the business of lending money, advancing
credit, or lending credit or arranging for the loan of mone
or advancing of credit or lending of credit for and on_his
own behalf ‘or on behalf of any other person as principal,
agent or broker, whether security of any.kmd is taken for
such loan or advance or not; or ourchasing or discounting
or arranging for the purchase or iscounting of any obljga-
tion or evidence of money due or to become due,” whether

such obli‘;ation or evidence is secured, guaranteed or not, ,
h

and whether the person so purchasing or arranging for the
urchase of the items aforesaid acts as principal, “agent or
Eroker, the tax shall be $600 per year. Effective October 1,
1973, said tax shall be due and ,Pz;:yable annually on or
before the last day of the month of February next succeed-
ing each respective annual period as provided in Scction
9(a) herein; provided, however, that proportional amounts of
the payments made pursuant to the due date of October l,
1972, shall be credited against the tax due for the calendar
year 1973; provided, however, that for persons engaged in
such business during the period commencing April 1,” 1980,

the use of

- receivable without recourse, All

and ending June 30, 1980, whether or not .subject to such
tax prior to April 1, 1980, said tax, for the calendar. year
1980,. shall instead be $800.00; provided, . howeyer, .that for
persons engaged in such’ business during . the. period, com:
mencing July 1, 1980, and ending -December. 31, 1980, -
whether or not subject to tax prior to Julz 1, 1980, said tax,
for the calendar ycar 1980, shall instead be $800.00; . provid-
ed, however, thai no such taxpayer shall-be subject to tax
under this section in excess of $800.00 for the .calendar year
1980; provided, however, that for calendar years following
the calendar year 1980 said tax shall be $800.00 per year. . .. -
(b) The fax imposed under the provisions .of .subsection
-(a) shall not apply to the business of Iendin‘g mgney. or ad-
vancing credit or arranging for the loan. o .money or. the
advancing of credit as principal or agent,. where the obliga-
tion to repay the money lent or. debt incurred or to com.
pensate for the advance of credit is secured. by :a lien. on

* real property, or some interest..in, real property,. nor. shall

the provisions of this section apply to the. business. of pur-
chasing, either as principal or agent, any. debt: or evidence
of debt secured by any lien upon. real property; -.nor shall
the provisions of this ‘section apply to any transaction ,in-
volving the purchase or sale of real property, Further, the
tax imposed under the rrovisions of subsection’ (a) shall not
u;;lply to a business all of which or substantially all of
which consists of the purchase of. unsecured - “accounts
persons -engaged in: busi-
nesses such as are described in this. subsection ;shall. be sub-
ject to tax under Section 1004.07. Persons; covered by Sec-
tion 1276.1 of the Police Code shall pay tax on their” inter-
est income under Section 1004.07 and shall pay. tax on their
retail sales under Section 1004.08. T
(c) The tax imposed under ‘the provisions of subsection
(a) shall not appi)y to a person_who, in the conduct. of
another business in’ the City and County, engages in a busij-
ness of the kind described ‘in subsection (a) so ely with. cus-
tomers or suppliers of that other business; nor shall the tax
apply to a person engaged in such a business, whether or
not the relation of customer or supplier exists, when the
person confines such business dealing to other persons who
cither stand in the relation of parent or subsidiary to him,
or are so constituted as to have substantially common own-
-ership with him; provided however, if said other business is
subject to a tax “under this ordinance measured by gross
receipts, all interest and other charges received as a result
of the activity described in subsection (a). shall be included
in the gross receipts, by which the tax elsewhere imposed
by this ordinance is measured; and if said other business s
not subject to a tax measured.lg'y gross receipts, it shall pay
a tax under the provisions of Section 1004, 7. for .engaging
in the kind of activity. described in subsection (a). If a per-
son described in this ‘subsection as exempt from, the tax im-
posed under subsection (a) engages .in. the business there
taxed with respect {0 persons other than those described in
this subsection, the eg&cmption shall notapply.. 7 .
Sec. 1004.06, Personal Property Rental, o o
For every person engaged in the business of leasing or -
fenling any tangible personal property and not. specifically
taxed by other provisions of this ordinance,. the .tax shall. be
$48.00 ‘per year or fractional part  thercof for the first
$12,000 ‘or less of gross receipts, plus, $4.00 .per year for
each additional $l,0%)0 of pross: receipts .or fractional part
thereof in excess of $l2.00(§ The rate -of the tax set forth
hercinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the
month immediately following the month in which ihe con-
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin-
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of Payroll Expense
Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70," are legally available
o meet appropriations made by the Board of Syu ervisors,
at which time the tax shall -be $24.00 per year or fractional
part thereof for the first $12,000 or- less. of gross receipts,
plus $2.00 per year for each udditional $1,000 of gross
feceipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12.000;
provided, however, (hai commencing January |, 1977, the
tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part thereof for
the first $10,000 or 'less of %ross receipts, plus $2.20 per
year for each additional $1,000 of, gross receipts, or frac-
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(Proposition Q, Continued) S
tional part thereof in. excess of $10,000; provided, however,
that' during the apcriod commencing April 1, 1980 and ends
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year or frac-
tional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of 'gross
receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000,
or fractional part thereof, of &ross receipts during the per-
iod in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however, that
commencing July 1,7 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year
or fractional’ part’ thereof for the first $10,000 or less of
oss'_receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional

1,000, or fractional ﬂa;l' thereof, of gross receipts during
the :

the period, in excess of the first $10,000.

or the purpose of this section “tangible persorial proper-

ty” shall mean personal property which may be seen,

weighed, measured, felt or touched,' or which 'is in any

other manner perceptible to the senses. o

Nothing in this section of this ordinance shall be con-. -

strued " to require the inclusion of the amount received for
the leasing or renting of tangible property, or for the leas-
ing or renting of mobile transportation equipment for use in
for-hire transportation of propeity such as railroad locomo-
tives, trucks, truck tractors, freight cars, truck trailers, dollies,
bogies, chassis, and cargo shippini‘contuiners. the entire . use
of which is made wholly outside the State of California.

Sec. 1004.07 Other Businesses. *

(a) For every person engaged in any business, trade, call-
ing, occupation, vocation, profession” or other means of
livelihood, and not as an employee of another, and not
specifically taxed by other provisions of this ordinance, the
tax shall ‘'be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for
the first $12,000 or less -of gross receipts plus $4.00 per year
for each additional $1,000 of g,lrpss receipts or fractional part
thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set forth
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the
month immeidately following the month in which the Con-
troller, reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin-
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex-
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally
available to meet the appropriations made by the Board of
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be: 524.00 per year

or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of-

gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000
of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of
$l2.800; provided, however, that commencing January |,
1977, the tax shall be $22.00 per year or fractional part
thereof for the first $10,000 or less o(f)‘()&ross receipts, plus
$2.20 per year for cach additional $1,000 of pross receipts,
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; provided,
however, that during the period commencing April 1, 1980
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of
ross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each - additional
EI.OOO. or fractional part thercof..o(t)‘oéross recc(iipts during
the period, in excess of the first $10,000; provided, however,
. that commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per
year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional
$1,000, or fractional part thereof, of pross receipts during
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. )

(b) A person engaged in more than one trade, calling, oc-
cupation, vocation, profession or other means of livelihood
embraced within this section shall consolidate  all gross
receipts and shall be issued one registration certificate cover-
ing all such activities. Any person engaged in any activities
embraced within this section, in addition (o aclivitics
covered by any other section of this ordinance, shall obtain
separate registrdtion certificates for the activities covered by
such other sections, . .

Sec. 1004.08 Retail Sales. ) o

(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods,
wares or merchandise at retail, or selling any goods, wares
or merchandise at retail, and not otherwise specifically taxed
by other provisions of this ordinance, the tax shall be $30
er year or fractional part thereof for the first $15,000 or
ess of gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for cach additional
$1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part thereof in cxcess
oD

" Boar

" June

of SlS,OOOMrovided that blind persons need not include the
first $15, of gross receipts 'in the computation of the
amount of tax due hereunder nor to be required to pay the
minimum tax. This exemption shall not subject sucﬁ blind
persons to the provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordin-
ance, The rate of the tax set forth hercinabove shall remain
in effect until the first day of the month immediately fol-
lown:‘g the month in which the controller reports to the
I of Supervisors that, in his opinion, the proceeds der-
ived from the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by
Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally available to meet appro-
priations made by the Board of Supervisors, at which
time the tax shall be $15 per year or fractional part thereof-
for the first $15,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $1.00 per:
year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction-
al part thereof in excess of $15,000; provided, however, that
dunng3 the period commencing April 1, 1980 and endin
0, 1980 the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractiona

part thereof for the first $10,000 or less ol 08{)088 receipts in
the year, plus $1.50 -for each additional $1,000, or fractional
part thereof, of gross rcceicrts during the period, in excess of
_the first $10,000; provided, however that commencing July
1, 1980, the tax shall be $15.00 per year or fractional part
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts in the
year, plus $1.50 for each additional $1,000, or. fractional
part_thereof, of gross receipts during the period,. in excess of
the first $10,000. * :

(b) For the purpose of this section, a retail sale or sale at
retail means a.sale of goods, wares or merchandise for any

. purpose other than resale in the regular course of business.

(c). Whenever a person engages at the same location in
two or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section, a
joint .registration certificate shall be issyed for all such bu-
sinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the
gross receipts of all such businesses so conducted.

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section,
shall mean a person having not more than ten percent vis-
ual acuity .in the better eye, with correction.-Such blindness.
shall be certified by a licensed physician and surgeon who
specializes in diseases of the eye, or by the Bureau of

ocational Rehabilitation of the Department of Education of
the State of California, and: the exemption provided by this
section shall not apply until a certificate as to such ﬁlind-
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector. '
(e) As used in this section, the term “manufacturing and
selling”- shall be.deemed to include the activities of “hand-
ling .and selling,” “storage, handling and selling,” “assem-
bling and selling,” and “processing and selling.” ,

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed to
require the inclusion in the computation of the amount of
the tax due thereunder the gross receipts of the sales of

oods which are shipped to' the purchasers of such goods by
the seller to points outside the State of California,

Sec. 1004.09. Storage, Freight Forwarding.

(a) “Freight forwarding” shall mean the business of col-
lecting or consolidating for shipment in carload lots or less,
or truckload lots or less, any goods, wares or merchandise
as agent or bailee for any person where a fee is charged
for such service. ' .

(b) For every person engaged in the business of freight
forwarding or maintaining any storage or. warchouse for the
storage of poods, wares or merchandise of any kind, the tax
shall ‘be $48.00 per year, or fractional part thereof for the
first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per year for
cach additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fractional part
thereof in excess of $12.00(S:. The rate of the tax set forth
Jereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day of the
month immediately following the month in which the Con-
troller reports to the Board of Supervisors that, in his opin-
ion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll Ex-
pense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are |egally
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of
Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $24.00 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of
gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for cach additional $1,000
of [616(())55 receipts or (ractional part thereof in ' excess of
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January 1,
‘ ‘ (Continued)
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1977, the tax shall be $22.00 : per year or fractional part
thereof’ for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts,  plus
.$2.20 per year for each addilional.~$,l.00(§ of gross receipts,
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10. ; _provided,
however, that during the period commencing April 1, 1980
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be %30.80 per year

or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of

gross receipts ‘in the year, plus $3.00 for cach additional
1,000, or “fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during
. the periogd, in excess of the first $10, ; provided?' however,
that commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per
year or fractional part thercof for the first $10,000 or fess
of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional
. 31,000, or. fractional ﬁart thereof, of gross receipts during
the period, in excess of the first $10,000. , :

Sec, 1004.10. Telephone, Gas, Electric and Steam Service.

(a) For every person engaged as a public utility in the
business - of furnishing railroad, telephone, gas, electric or
steam services, the tax shall be $32.08 per year or fractional
part thercof for the first $20,000 or less of gross receipts,
plus $1.60 per year for each additional $1,000 of gross
receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000. The
rate of the tax set forth hercinabove shall remain in effect
until the first day of the month immediately following the
month in which” the Controller reports to the Board of
Supervisors, that, in his opinion, the proceeds derived from
+ the levy of the Payroll Expense Tax imposed by Ordinance
. No. 275-70, are legally available to meet the appropriations

made by the Board of Supervisors, at which time the tax

shall be $16.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts plus $.80 per year for
each additional $1,000 .of gross receipts or fractional part
thereof in excess of. $20,000; providccf however, that com-
mencing January 1, 1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $20,000 or less of
gross receipts, plus $.90 per year for each additional $1,000
of pross receipts or fractional part thereof, in excess of
$20,800; provided, however, that during the period com-
mencing Azpril 1,980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax
shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the
first $20,000 or less of gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23
for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof, of
ross receipts during the period, in excess of the first
-§20.000; rovided, however, that commencing. July 1, 1980,
the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part thereof
for the first $20,000 or less of pross receipts in .the year,
plus $1.23' for cach additional $1,000, or fractional part
thereof, of pross receipts during the period, in excess of the
first $20,000.

(b) For the purposes of this section, “gross receipts” shall
have the same meaning as in Section 1002.6, except that
only those receipts derived from providing services within
the City and County shall be included, and further except-
ing that, with respect to telephone services, only reccipts re-
sulting from intrastate telephone service shall be included.

Sec, 1004.1 1. Transporting Persons for Hire,

(a) Definitions.

1. Operator. The term “operator” includes;

() Any person engaging in the transportation of persons
or properly for hire or compensation by or upon a motor
vehicle upon any public highway in this” State, either direct-
ly or indirectly, i )

(ii) Any ‘person who for compensation furnishes any
motor vehicle for the transportation of persons or property
under a lease or rental agreement when such person oper-
ates the motor wvehicle furnished or exercises any control
of, or assumes any responsibility for the operation of the
vehicle irrespective of whether the vehicle is driven by such
person or the person to whom the vehicle is furnished, or
engages cither in whole or in part in, the transportation of
persons or property in the motor vehicle furnished. " .

2. Not An Operator, The term “operator” does not in-
clude any of the following: . '

(i) Any person transporting his own property in a motor
vehicle owned or operated by him unless ‘he makes a
specific charge for the transportation. This subdivision does

not in any way limit any other exemption granted by this
section. .

(ii) Any farmer, resident of this State, who- occasionall
transports property for other farmérs, or who transports his
own farm producis, or who transports laborers t6 and from
farm work incidentally in his farming operations,

“(iii) Any nonprofit agricultural cooperative association, or-
ganized and acting within the scope of its own - powers
under Chapter 4 of Division 6 of the Agricultural Code of
the State of California to the extent only that it is engaged
in the transporting of its own property or the property of
its members,

(iv) Any person whose sole transportation of persons or
property for hire or compensation consists of the transporta-
tion of children to or from any public or nonprofit private
school and whose total compensation from all sources for
providing such transportation does not exceed one hundred
dollars ($100) in any calendar month. '

(v) Any person engaged in the business of operating a
hearse or other vehicle in a procession to a burial ground
or place of interment and from the burial ground or place
of interment to a gur":f;e or place or storage.

(vi) Any registered owner of a pleasure vehicle who, while
oremting the vehicle, transports persons to his work or to a
place through " which he passes on the way to his work,
Whether for” or without compensation, if hé is not in the
business of furnishing such transportation,

(vii) Any person engaged in the business of collecting and
disposing of garbage, rubbish or waste, and who transports
any such matter in a motor wvehicle owned or operated by
him, unless he makes a separate or specific charge for tran-
sportation. It is hereby declared that any such business is
one substantially affecting the public health and welfare. '

3. Transportation “for” Hire, The term “transportation for
hire” shall be deemed to include transportation for gain or
profit, direct or indirect,

4. Motor Vehicle. The term “motor vehicle” includes any
automobile, truck, tractor, or other self-propelled  vehicle
used for the transportation of persons or property upon the
public highways, otherwise than upon fixed rails or tracks,
and any trailer, semitrailer, dolly, or other vehicle drawn
thercby.

(b) Tax Imposed.

I Every person whose business in whole of in part is
that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for
the transportation of persons for hire,” and who in the
course of that business uses the public streets and highways
in this City and County for the purpose of such business,
shall pay a business tax measured by gross rcce(iipts derived
from ‘the transportation of passengers ~as provided in this
section, This tax is imposed for tEe privilege of using the
Eublic streets and highways in the City and County of San

rancisco for the purpose of such business, emF oying or
loaning capital on ?roperté or maintaining an office in the
City and County of San Francisco. No person shall engage
in such business or perform any act rc:]uired to be taxed
under this section during any tax period without first ob-
tainin‘Fa registration certificate, ‘

2, The business taxed under the provisions of this section
shall be the transportation of persons by an operator:

(i) Wholly within the City and CounR';

(i) From a place or places outside the City and County
(including a rlace or places outside the State of California)
to a place or places within the City and County;

(i) From a place or places” within the City and County
to a place or places outside the City and County (including
a place or places outside the State of California); '

(iv) From a place or places within the City and County
o a Elacc or places also within the City and County even
though such transportation involves going outside the City
and County (including a place or places ouside the State of
California)‘in the course thereof,

(¢) Measure of Tax.

For every person whose business in whole or in part is
that of operator, as defined herein, of any motor vehicle for
the transportation of persons for hire, and who in the
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course of that business uses the public streets and highways
in this City and County for the purpose of such business,

the fax shall be $4800 per year or fractional part thereof

for the first $12,000 or less of gross receipts, plus $4.00 per.
. year for each additional $1,000 of gross receipts or fraction-
al part .thereof in excess of $12,000. The rate of the tax set
forth. hereinabové shall .remain in effect until the first day
‘of the month immediately following the month in which the
Controller reports to the Board of Supeivisors that, in his
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll

xpense Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275-70, are legally
available 10 meet the appropriations made by the Board of
Supervisors, at which' time the tax shall be $24.00 per year
or fractional part thereof for the first $12,000 or less of
. gross receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000
of gross receipts or - fractional part thereof in excess of
$12,000; provided, however, that commencing January |,
1977, the tax shall: be $22.00 per’ year or fractional "part
thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross receipts, plus
$2.20 per year for each additional $1,000 of O%Boss receipts,
or fractional part thereof .in excess' of $10,000; provided,
however, that during the period commencin% April lo 1980
and ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $30.00 per year
or fraclional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of

§ross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional’

1,000, or ‘fractional part thereof, o(t)“m%ross r%:ei (?‘ during
i ‘provided, however,

the period, in excess of the first $10,

- . that commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be.$30.00 rer'
ess

year or fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or

of gross receipts in the year, plus $3.00 for ‘each additional .

$1,000, or fractional part .thereof, of gross receipts during
the Jseriod. in excess of the first $10,000. ’ :

(d) Apportionment; Interstate Commerce. )
Whenever an” operator engages in the transportation of
passengers partly within and partly without the City and
County of San Francisco, the tax "imposed- by this section
shall apply exciusively to the portiori of the ‘gross receipts
attributable to operations within the City and County of
San Francisco. For purpose of this section, gross receipts at-
tributable to operations within the City and” County of San
Francisco shall mean that percentage of an operator’s total
Bross receipts, includix:F fgross receipts from the transporta-
tion of persons to.and fr

the milen%;. operated with the City and County of San
Francisco bears to the entire mileage over which the opera-
tions extend. '
~ (e) Exemption for Certain School Ruses.

"No tax hereunder shall be required for the operation of
any motor vehicle for any day or fraction thereof when
such vehicle is ogcrmcd exclusively on any day to transport
students or ‘members. of bona fide e/outh organizations, and
their supervising adults to and from public -or private
schools, "school “events or other youth activitics, without
regard to the manner or source ‘of compensation to the
operator, This exemption shall not subject such operation to
the provisions of Section 1004.07 of this ordinance.

Sec. 1004.12. Trucking — Hauling,

(a) Definitions. : :

1. Operator. The term “operator” is used in this section
as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation License Tax
Act of California, with reference only, however, to persons
. engaging in the transportation of property for hire or com-

nsation. _

2. Motor Vehicle. The term “motor vehicle” is used in
this section as defined in the Motor Vehicle Transportation
* License Tax Act of California;

3. Tractor. The term “tractor” as used herein shall mean
“truck tractor” as defined in the Vehicle Code of California.

(b) Tax Imposed. Every person whose business in whole
or in part is that of operator, as defined herein, of any mo-
tor vehicle for the transpostation of property for hire or
compensation, and who in the course of that. business uses
the public streets and highways in the City and County for

the purpose of such business, shall pay a business tax as

provided in this section. )
(c) Measure of Tax; Reporting Period. The tax required

90

om a place or places outside the
State of California, which is equal to that percentage which .

to be paid by this section shall be reported and paid an-
nually. Every “person engaged: in the business subject to 1ax
under this section shall pay a minimum tgx of $12.50 per
ggarh The tax required to be paid under this section shall
measured as follows:  ° , .-
. For each  motor vehicle, other than a tractor, trailer,
semitrailer, or dolly, used to receive or discharge, pick up
or. deliver property within. this City and County, the tax
shall be as follows: : '
Where the unladen .weight ‘thereof is 4000 ibs. or less, the
tax shall -be $04 for each day or fraction thereof of.its
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided however,
that commencing January ), 1977, the tax shall be $.05 for
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in
subsection (b); provided however, that during the period
commencing April 1, 1980 and- ending: June 30, 1980 the tax
shall be $.07 for each day or fraction thereof of its opera-

tion as specified in subsection (b); provided however, that

commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $.07 for each day
or f{g«):tion thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion(b); : . ‘ :

Where the unladen weight thereof is over 4,000 Ibs,, and
not more than 8,000 Ibs., the tax shall be $,10 for each day
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified. in subsection
(b); provided, however, that commencing Jjanuary 1, 1977,
the tax shall be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however,
that during the period commencin% April !, 1980 and end-
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.I5 for each day or -

. fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection .

(b); ;l)\rovided, however, that commencing July 1, 1980, the
ax shall be $.15 for ecach day or fraction “thereof of its
operation as specified in subsection (b);

Where the’ unladen weight thereof- is” over 8,000 lbs., the
tax shail be $.11 for each day or fraction thereof of its
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however,
that commencing January 1, 1977, the tax shall be $.12 for
each day or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in
subsection (b); provided, however, that during the period
commencm§ Aprd 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the tax
shall be $.I6 for each day or fraction thercof of its opera-
tion as specified in subsection (b); provided, however, that
commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $.16 for each day
or fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsec-
tion (b).

2. For each tractor which is so used to haul one or more
trailers or semitrailers, the tax shall be $.11 for each day -or
fraction thereof of its operation as specified in subsection

- (b); provided, however, that commencing January 1, 1977,

the tax shall be $.12 for each day or fraction théreof of its
operation as specified in subsection (b); provided, however,
that durin§ the period commencin% April 1, 1980 and end-
ing June 30, 1980 the tax shall be $.16 for each day or
fraction thereof of its operation -as specified in subsection
(by; %rovidcd, however, that commencing July 1, 1980, the
tax shall be $.16 for each day or fraction “thereof of its
operation as specified in subsection (b).

(d) Method of Reporting. ) ,

1. No person shall engage in such business or perform
any act required to be taxed under this section during any
tax period without first obtaining a registration certificate,

2. At the close of each tax period such person shall file a
statement with the Tax Collector showing the tax due and
setting forth a summary of the vehicles of each graduation
specitied in subsection {(c) above used during such preceding
tax period and the number of days or fractions thereof of
such’ use, and shall pay on or before the last day of Feb-
ruary in the next subsequent tax period any (additional) tax
that may be due hereunder for such preceding tax period.

3. In making such statement, the person may at his op-
tion elect to compute such summary and pay such tax on a
“test week™ basis, by separately computing the tax which
would be due for each of the four test weeks specified in
subsection (d)4 hereof, dividing the total of the tax due for
the four.test weeks by four 10 ascertain the average weekly
tax, and multiplying the said average wecekly tax by the
number of weeks of the tax period during which he con-
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ducted operations subject to tax under this section. If the
person clects to compute the ax imposed hereunder on a

basis shall retain the records used for such computation for
a period of two years from the date of filing such report,
Upon the failure” of any person electing to compute such
lax on a test week basis to retajn sucﬁ records, the Tax
Collector may determine the amount of any additional tax
estaimated to be ‘due from such person in the manner
provided by Section 1010,

he ‘test weeks which may be used by a person in’

computing the tax imposed under this sectiop are the

sekond full weck in January, the second full week in April, -

the second full week in July and the second full week in
October, If a person does not conduct operation subject to
lax under this section in any one or. more of such test
weeks, then he may use the next succeeding week following
such test week in which he does conduct such operations in
the place of such test weeks; provided, however, that if a

person does not conduct operations subject o tax under this.

section during each of the foyr test weeks which may,
under this subsection, be used in computing the tax, such
erson may. not elect to compute his tax on a test week
asis without prior written application to and prior written
a;ﬂ)roval of the Tax Collector as to what alternate test per-
iod or periods may be used,

‘5. In the event the business is discontinued, dissolved or
otherwise terminated before the close of such tax period, the
statement required by subsoction (d)2 hereof shall” thereupon
be filed and "any additional tax due hereunder shall be paid
within 45 days following date of suck discontinuance, "dis-
solution or termination,

‘(¢) Exemption for Vehicles Operated Exclusively in Inter-
state Commerce. No tax hereunder shall be required for the
operation of any molor vehicle for any day or fraction
thereof' when such vehicle js operated exclusively between
goims within this City and County and points without this
fale, .

(f) Exemptions and Exceptions. No tax hereunder- shall be
required for the operation of any motor vehicle or equip-
ment afong the streets of this City and County if such
operation is merely occasional and incidental to a business
conducted elsewhere; provided that no operation shall be
deemed merely occasional if trips or hauls are made begin-
ning or ending at points within this City and County upon

an average more than once a week in any quarler, and a’

business shall be deemed to be conducted” within this City‘

-and County if an office or agency is maintained here or if

transportation business is solicted here.

Sec. 1004.13. Wholesale Sales,

(a) For every person manufacturing and selling any goods, .

wares or merchandise at wholesale, or selling” any poods,
wares or merchandise at wholesale not otherwise specificall
laxed by ather provisions of this ordinance, the' tax shall be
$32.00 ‘per year or fractional part thereof for the first
$20,000 ‘or less of ‘pross receipts, plus $1.60 per year for
cach additional SI.O%O of pross receipts or fractional part
thereof in excess of $20,000; provided that blind persons
need not include the first $20,000 of gross receipts in the
computation of the amount of tax duc hereunder nor be
required to pay the minimum tax. This exemption shall not
subject such blind person 10 the provisions of Section
1004.07 of this ordinance, The rate of the tax set forth
hereinabove shall remain in effect until the first day aof
the month immediately following the month in which' the
Controller reports ta the Board of Supervisors that, in his
opinion, the proceeds derived from the levy of the Payroll
Expense “Tax imposed by Ordinance No. 275.70, are le ally
available to meet appropriations made by the Board of

Supervisors, at which time the tax shall be $16.00 per year’

or fractional part thereof for the firsi $20,000 or less of
gross receipts, plus $0.80 per year for each addtion
of pross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of
$20,800; provided, however, that commencing J_anuary 1,
1977, the tax shall be $18.00 per year or fractional “part

at $1,000

thereof for the first 520,000 or less of gross receipts, plus

.90 per year for each additional $], of gross receips,
or fractional part thereof in excess of $20,000; provided,
however, that ‘during’ the ‘period commencing April 1, 1980
and’ ending June 30, 1980 the tax shall be §24. per. year
or fractional part thereof for the first $20000 or less of
gross receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for each additional

1,000, or “fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during
the period, in excess of the first $20, i provided, however,
‘that commencing July 1, 1980, the tax shall be $24.00 per
year or fractional part thereof for the first 820,000 or less
of &)rgss receipts in the year, plus $1.23 for cach additional

DN, or - fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during
the period, in excess of the first $20,000.

(b) For the purpose of this section, g wholesale sale or
sale at wholesale means a sale of goods, wares or merchan.
dise for the purpose of resale in the regular course of busi-
ness,

(c) Whenever a person engaies in the same location in
Iwo or more businesses of the kind taxed in this section. a
oint registration certificate shal) be issued ror all such

usinesses and the tax shall be measured by the sum of the
gross receigls of all such businesses so conducted,

(d) A blind person, within the meaning of this section,
shall mean 3 person having not more than fen percent vi.

Wecializes in diseases of the eye. or by the Bureau of

ocational Rehabilitation of the epartment of Education of
the State of California, and the exemption provided by this
section shall not ap ly until a certificate as o such zlind-
ness shall be furnished to the Tax Collector,

(¢) As used in this section, the term “manufacturing and
selling” shall be deemed to include the activities of “han.
dling"and sellinﬁ." “storage, handling and selling," “nssem-
bling and selling,” and “processing and selling,» :

Nothing in this section contained shaﬁ be construed to
require the inclusion in the computation of the smount of

 the tax due thercunder the gross receipts of the sales of

0ods which are shipped to the purchasers of such goods by
the seller to points outside the State of California.

Sec. 1004.15. Architects, Engineers, )

(a) For .every person enﬁagcd in business as an architect
or engineer, the tax shall be as follows: (i) with respect 10
gross receipts from contracts on which the architect or en-
gineer submitted a proposal prior to August 17, 1968, there
shall be no tax whatsoever; (i) with respect to gross
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engineer
submitted a proposal between the dates of August 17, 1968,
and August 17, 1970, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or
chtiomsbrart thereof for the first $12,000 or less of pross
receipts, plus $2.00 per year for each additional $1,000 of

-?ross receipts or fractional part thereof in excess of $12,000;

lii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which
the architect or engineer submitted a J)roposnl between the
dates of August 18, 1970, and June 3 , 1971, the tax shall
be $48.00 per year or fractional part thereof for the first
$12,000 or ‘less” of gross reccipts, plus $4.00 per year for
cach additional $l.0‘60 of O%r(;)ss receipts or fractional part
thereof in excess of $12,000; (iv) with respect to gross
receipts from contracts on which the architect or engfneer
submitted a proposal between July 1, 1971, and September
30, 1975, the tax shall be $24.00 per year or fractional part
thereof for the first $12,000 or less of pross receipts, plus
8200 per year for each additional 81, of gross receipts
or fractional part thercof in excess of $12,000; (v) with re-
Spect to gross receipts from contracts on which ghe architect
or engincer submitted a rggosal on or after October |,
1975, the tax shall be $22. Per year or fractional part
thereol for the first $10,000 or less of Toss receipts, plus
$2.20 per year for each additional $I.OO§ of gross receipts,
or fractional part thereof in excess of $10,000; “however, (vi)
with respect to gross receipts from contracts on which the
architect or engineer submitted 5 proposal during the period-
commencing April 1, 1980 and ending June 30, 1980 the
tax shall be $30.00 rer year or fractional part thereof for
the first $10,000 or fess of Bross receipls in the year, plus

: (Continued)
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(Proposition Q, Continued)

$3.00 for each additional $1,000, or fractional part thereof,
of gross receipts during the period in excess of the first
$10,000; (vii) with respect to gross receipts from contracts
on which the architect or engineer submitted a proposal on
or after July I, 1980, the tax shall be $30.00 per year or
fractional part thereof for the first $10,000 or less of gross
receipts: in the year, plus $3.00 for each additional $1,000,

or fractional part thereof, of gross receipts during’ the per-

iod, in excess of the first $10,000. o

(b) The term “engaged in business as an architect” as
- used herein shall mean engaged. in afi- activity for which a
license is required under Chapter. 3, Division .11 'of the
Business and Professional Code of the State of California,
The term. “engaged in business as an engineer” as used
herein shall mean engaged in am activity for which a- license
is required under Chapter 7, Division 1lI of the Business
and Professions Code of the State of California.

(c) The meaning of ‘the term ‘“pross receipts” as used
herein shall be that set forth in Section 1002.6; provided
that such term shall include the total contract price for the
work performed by such architect or engincer, without
deduction for consulting fees and irrespective of whether the
- contract is one on a stipulated sum or on a cost-plus fee
basis or one under the terms of which the architect or en-
gineer acts as agent for the owner. :

(d) Whenever an architect or engineer performs work or
renders services in part within the City and County of San.
Francisco and in part without the City and County of San
Francisco, -no apportionment shall be ‘made except’ that the
tax shall be levied only on that percentage of gross receipts
equal to the percentage which working time expended with-
in' the City and County of San Francisco bears to - his total
workiné time both within and without the City and County.
of San Francisco.

Section 3. By adopting this ordinance the People of the
City and County of San Francisco do not intend (o limit or
in ‘any way curtail any powers the Board of Supervisors
may exercise as to the subject matter of this- ordinance, in-
cluding, but not limited to, raising the rate of taxation,
lowering the rate of taxation, eliminating the tax, or creatg
or defining new categories of taxpayers under the business
tax or payroll expense tax ordinance. .

In adopting this ordinance the people of the City and
County of San Francisco affirm and ratify the previously-
adopted increase of rates of the business tax and payroll ex-
pense tax effective as of April 1, 1980, approve their contin-
uance, and further declare that +if any of such previously-
adopted increases should be invalid for any reason it is
nevertheless intended that all the increases of both tuxes be

in effect as of July 1,°1980 as provided in this ordinance.

Section- 4. Effective Date. Except as stated in Section 3,
this ordinance shall become effective on July 1, 1980. -

(Proposition V, Continued)

This ordinance shall be in full force and effect whether
or not any new or revised Charter is passed at the same or
a subsequent election. '

This ordinance is an exercise of this city’s home rule
power g_ranlcd under f_\rlicle X1 of the state Constitution,
- superceding any inconsistent law. For this reason, and also
because no - special tax is imposed by this ordinance, the

two-thirds vote provision in Section 4, Article XIIIA of the
state Constitution (Proposition .13) does not apply. Likewise,
this ordinance supercedes any inconsistent provision -of Arti-
cle X11IB of the state Constitution (Proposition 4).

If any section, rarl.‘ clause or phrase of this ordinance is
for any reason held by any court’ to be invalid or unconsti-
tutional, the rest of this ordinance shall not be affected but
will remain in full force and effect.

.

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\;

Register to Vote

'BY Mail

Next time you move, phone us;

We’ll mail ybu the forms




WHEELCHAIR
ACCESSIBILITY

To assist handicapped voters. the Registrar’s Office has examined. all San Francisco polling places 16 defer-
mine wheelchair accessibility. The list below contains all polling places (identified by their 4 digit precinct
code) followed by one of 3 letters. The meaning of the letters is as follows: ‘

Easily accessible: ‘ A
Accessible with assistance: . B
Inaccessible: C

If you are not sure what your precinct number is, look at the mailing label on your Voter tnformation
Pamphlet. The 4 digit precinct number appears after your political party above your name. (See sample
below). Co . ‘

Precinct .# District, # Affidavit #

Polling place — Gamgcl—— 272,Chags Ct. o
Party — Dem 8600 09 1024832
Name -~ | Jane Dough
Address : —_— 1234 56th Sirect

' San Francisco, Ca. 9413

CAUTION: There are 2 possible sources of error i the following list:

l.) The accessibility codes refer to the polling place address for ecach precinct as of the time of publication
of this pamphlet. There may be changes in polling place addresses before the election, so the evalua-
tion given would no longer apply.

2) Our employees could have made an error in Judgement, If you feel that we made a mistake regarding
the accessibility rating of your precinct, call us at 558-3417.

ALTERNATIVE VOTING PROCEDURE: Remember — |f your-polling place is inacessible, you' cin vole

absentee by sending us a request for an absentee ballot, Fill in the application on the next page of this
pamphlet, or call 558-3417 for information.

LIST APPEARS ON NEXT PAGE
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94-16

6001 A
6002 A

- 6003 A

6004 A
6005 A

- 6006 A

6007 A

" 6008 A

6025/6009 A
6010 A

6011 A~
6012 A

6013 A

6014 A
6015 A -
6016 A
6017 A

6018 A

6019 A
6020 A
6021 A
6022 A

6023 A

6024 B
6026 B
6028 A
6029 A
6030 C
6031 B
6032 C
6033 A
6034 A
6035 A

6036 A

6037 B
6038 A
6039 A
6040 A
6041 A
6042 A
6043-A
6044 C
6045 C
6047/6046 A
6048 A
6049 A
6050 A
6051 A
6052 A

6053 A

6054 A
6055 A

6056 A _
6057 A

6058 A
6059 A

6060 A -
- 6061 A

6062 A
6063 A

6064 C
6065 B

6067 A

6068 A

6069 A
6070 A

6071 A

6072 A
6073 A
6074 A
6075 A

6076 A

6077 A

6078 A -

6079 B

6080 A

6081 A

6082 A .

6083 A

6084 A.
6085 A

6086 A
6087 A
6088 A

6089 A

6090 A
6091 A
6092 C
6093 A
6094 A

6095 A

6096 A

6097 A

6098 C
6099 A

6100 A

6101 A

6102 A

6103 A
6104 A

16th ASSEMBLY DISTRICT

6105 A
6106A . .
6107A "
6108 A

"6109 A

6110A
611LA -
6113/6112
6114 A
6116 A
6117A
630LA

6302 A

6303A
6304 A

- 6305 A

6306 B

. 6307 A

6308 A
6309 A
6310 A
6311 A

- 6312 A

6313 A
6314 A
6315 A-
6316°A
6317 A
6318 B
6319 A
6320 B
6321 A
6322 C.
6323 A
6324 A
6325 A,
6326 A
6327 A

. 6328 A

6329 A
6330 A

- 6331 A
- 63328

6333 A
6334 C
6335 A
6336 A
6337 A
6338 A
6339 A

6340 A
6341 A

. 6342 B

6343 A

6344 A

6345 A
6346 B
6347 A
6348 A
6349 A
6350 A -

6351 A

6352 A
6353 A
6354 A
6355°A
6356 A
6357 A

6358 A
. 63598

6360 A
6361 A
6362 C
6363 A
6364 A
6365 A
6366 A
6367 C'
6368 C
6369 A
6370 A
6371 A
6701 A
6702 A
6703 B
6704 A
6705 C

6706 C

6707C
6709 B -
67108
6708/6711 A
6712C
6713 C
6714 A
6715 A
6716 A
6717 A
6718 B
6719 B

6720 A

6721 A
6722 A

6724 C

6725 A
6726 A

6727 C
6728 A

" 6729 A

6730 B
6731 C

T .6732C.

6733 B
6734 A
6736 A
6737 A
6738 C
6739 B
6740 A
6741 A

6742 A

6743 A
6744 B
6745 B
6746 A
6747 A
6748 B
6749 C
6750 A
6751 A
6752 A
6753 A
6754 C
6755 C
6756 A
6757 A
6758 B
6759 A
6760 B
6761 B
6762 A
6763 B
6764 C

6765B

6767 A
6768 B
6769 B
6770 B

.6771-B

6772 B

- 6773 A

6774°B
6775 A

“6776-A
6717 A -



FOR REQISTRAN'S USE ONLY
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR'
i . BEMMTZM
APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S. BALLOT
APLICACION PARA BALOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTE Prec. No
ﬁyﬁzg%qagﬁ% ‘ , Pol. AN,
1. PRINTED NAME _ o | Batot No
LETRAS DE IMPRENTA Appication WUST ALBO GE BIOSIED BELOW BV APFLIGAWT. Bailot Malled
mmm&& Signature will bo"compnrod with zffidaylt on file in this office. Baliot Returnad
2. ELECTIONDATE 3 JUNE 1980 AN, Record
| hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Baliot for the election Inspector's Notice
indicated above,
| expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day of Signature and Registration
the election or unable to vote therein by reason of physical dis- Veritied as Correct:
abllity or other reason provided by law.
R ORRMREE AN » B Cofr l=. &unl}tl aol/chllo une o.lm de Date Deputy Rogistrar
#loccid, da
I ERBRZ A « ANLERIZE arribw,

Espero eastar sussnte de mi precinto
slacloral en el dia de /s elsccion o no
poder volar alif lisica u otra raxén pre-
visia por la ley.

» EERIR > IR SIRTRER A BM
BB LeTHERRET AR o

v 3. BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT:
ENVIEME LABALOTA A:

AR Tk o

O.I [0 1 preter olection mataeriale in English
00 Prefiero materiatea electoraias en eapaiio!

0 B s BT ‘
Lt et I
Zlp Code
. - AreaPoatal -
DATE: I8 Sl 515 " a
FECHA:
A} # SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL

5 ' . FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOLICITANTE

PRAR £

Regiatered San Francisco Addrass of Applicant
Direccibn del solictante rog/straca en San Franciaco

MR ALE Fiim L8 L e

st VT > BLUE itk SR et
AR GO0 L 2tk 2 FERES ek

S/ USTED SE HA CAMBIADO

Corr"’plola osta seccion al usted se ha cambiado y
raside ahora on otra direccién distinta a la que

IF YOU HAVE MOVED
Complete this section It you have moved and
now reside at an addreas other than that

shown on your affidavit of registration, aparece on su declaracion jurada de reglairo, o ‘ ,
| moved on 19___. Me cgmbﬁ’ ol de19__. REMGE—~N__E___J] A 85
My residence address ia Mi diroccidn o3 RBERERLR ¢

Aroa Poatal

2ip Code

NOTE: A voter moving within 28 days prior
to this election may obtaln an ab-
sentee ballot. A voter moving more
than 298 days prior to this election
and who did not re-register prior to
the registration closing date for this
election Is not eligibie to vote.

NOTA: Un votante que se cambia dentro_de los 28
dias anteriores a oala oloccin pueds
obtenar balota ausente. Un volanlo que
50 cambla antos do los 29 dins anlerioroa
de la elsccibn y que no so rogistro antea
do la fecha final para rogisiraree do esta
aloccién no puede volar.

R A
R L MR M A H g
A 7 RN~ BINE N o RBUE
SRS G = 1L 1 o i

W > HATTERER B o

A LI 0 0T 11 KA TR

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION
ENVIARA: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE
fi#4s:  ROOM 1588, CITY HALL

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN | LA SOLICITUD DEBE RECIBIASE EN LA DFILINA

REGISTRAR'S OFFICE BY 600 P.M,
TUESDAY, _MaY 8, 1580 ,

7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY.

DEL REGISTRAR ANTES DE LAS CINCO EN PUNTO
OF LA TARDE, MARTES,

EL SEPTIMO DIA ANTERIOR Al
ELECCION,

1A DE (A

TGS ST AT SRR 1 - 2
» AT 5O KW F AT

BB DTSR MO W e

DO NOT WRITE IN THIS AREA
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CUT OR TEAR ALONG DOTTED LINES

'JAY PATTERSON
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS

155 CITY HALL
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

- gecioN 558.3061

o, 558-3417
'ADDRESS CORRECTION

MAILING
'ADDRESS

. 16th Auombly Dlnrlqt ‘

REQUESTED

Democratic Pcrty

" BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE -
PAID. -

1 San Francisco
- Calif,
Permit No. 4

‘Third Class

LOCATION OF YOUR
POLLING PLACE

Vhrmemions;

Application for absentee bqllof
appears on Page 95

Apllcqcmn para papeleta de votante

‘ausente aparece en la Pagina 95
'VOTER SELECTION COUPON -

r——.— __________________________ 1

| STATE CITYy

| CANDIDATES PROPOSITIONS | PROPOSITIONS | |

{ U.S. President __ VES NO YES No

I U.S. Senator 1 A

| US.Rep.inCongress .~ 2 B

i State Senator __ __ 3 C R

| State Assembly . . SO N S ¥ B =

18 5 E I

| [Judge, Superior #1 . __}® F. |

} [dudge, Superior #2 7 H |

||dudge, Muni. 1 f8—f

I 9 ). l

| . 10 [ Koo |

| County Central Committee ‘ 1 BN —r
'- . - e e e M,. _____ e .

| e |

' 2"‘**““"“_"'—_ T T e er'a your N'“"““‘— T I
< Y icos on this o _ | l

| 4 coupon and P

' T T T s T e s e s brlng it to your DER T I

I 5. . e vt;:llng l;‘oo'h. It Qo l
- Y ; wil make R -

I voting casior N S I
T e e f , and S _. R

| 8." . :l:lyr::iu:: the T l

I 'R.o'an o your p:;:mpln b Ilmrlio_ —l";o numbor or - timo others , - o I

I County Central € ittaa Mombers to bo ol have to wait. V. T I

e |

1

BRI R
mMRTIES
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