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'POLL WORKERS NEEDED

Earn $49 to $58 (plus bonuses)!
Meet Your Neighbors!
Serve Your Community!

There is a shortage of poll workers in most San Francisco neighbor-
hoods. Voters who are interested in this important work are encouraged to
apply as soon as possible at the Registrar’s Office at City Hall. If you ap-
ply while there is still a large selection of vacancies, it is probable that you
will be assigned to a poll in your own neighborhood.

The Registrar is trying to build a permanent corps of polling officials,
" therefore housewives and retired people, as well as others who are interested
in community service are'particularly urged to apply.

The higher-paying and more responsible positions will be reserved for
~ persons who apply in person. Others may mail in the application form

provided below:

(The workday is from 6:30 a.m. to about 8:30 p.m., with breaks for
- lunch and dinner.)

APPLICATION TO SERVE AS ELECTION OFFICIAL

| want to work at the polls on Tuesday, Electlon Day. Please assigh me to
a polling place

|
|
]
[ |
1
1
]
|
1
]
|
[ ]
]
i
Name 5
Address | N ‘ Apt.#____ i
. . l

- Telephone No. (required) _ :
' |

]

]

]

]

|

]

[ |

=

]

[ |

|

:

i

|

1

|

]

1

1

=

Do you have an automobile? yes [] no [
Availability: | |

| want to work in the following area(s): _

- Second choicé locations (if any)

Signature __

.....



4 NONPARTISAN BALLOT

JUEZ DE LA CORTE, MUNICIPAL  Hiitbis s oty s

Judge Of The Municipal Court otfice Number Five  Vote for one
DAVE WHARTON 185

Attorney - Hcarmg Officer
Abogado it %2 &

DOUGLAS MUNSON 187

Judge of the Municipal Court
Juez de la Corte Municipal stiyitbrikis

MEASURES SUBMITTED TO VOTE OF VOTERS — STATE PROPOSITIONS
YES 190

6 6 ELECTED COUNTY ASSESSOR. Amends State Constitution to require an clected county as- 191
sessor in all counties. Fiscal Impact: This measure would have no direct state or local fiscal effect. NO

JUDICIAL

MURDER PENALTY. Increases prison term for second degree murder of certain peace officers YES 193
' performing duties to 25 years to life. Fiscal Impact: Measure will have a ulauvcly minor impact NO 194
on state costs and the state’s prison population, .

LEGISLATIVECAMPAIGNS. CONTRIBUTION AND SPENDING LIMITS. Establishes state

6 8 legistative campaign contribution limits: provides spending limits where state matching funds ac- YES 197
ccpled Fiscal Impact: Annual revenue loss from tax return designations to Campaign Reform Fund
is estimated at $9 million. Annual state .l(imlnl\lhlll\'L costs will be about $1.9 million starting in NO 198
1988-89.

HOOW Y

AIDS. Declares carrier ol AIDS or related virus a contagious condition, subject to reportable dis-
case regulation, quarantine and isolation. Fiscal Impact: The measure’s cost could vary greatly
69 depending upon its interpretation by health officers and courts. If only current AIDS control YES 202
medasures are continued. there would be no substantial change in costs. 11 the measure were inter-
preted to require added disease controls, the costs could range from millions to hundreds of mil- NO 203
lions of dollars per year ckpuldmu on the measures m}\cn

WILDLIFE. COASTAL AND PARK CONSERVATION BOND INITIATIVE. Authorizes
$776.000,000 general obligation bonds for park, wildlife. coastal and natural land purposes. Fis-

7 0 cal Impuct: Assuming all bonds are sold at an interest rate of 7.5 percent and paid off over 20 years, YES 206
total repayment costs to the state would be about $1.4 billion. Other costs of unknown amounts
could result from possible increase in cost of state borrowing and reduced income taxes because NO 207
interest on bonds is tax free,
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_ PROPOSICIONES A SER SOMETIDAS AL VOTO DE LOS ELECTORES - ESTATALES
w_

190 S1
191 NO =%

ASESOR DEL CONDADO ELEGIDO. Enmienda 1a Constitucidn
del Estado para que disponga que el asesor del condado sea
elegido en todos los condados. Impacto Fiscal: Esta medida
no tendrd ningun efecto fiscal directo estatal ni local.

IERRE R, il MO R YN
LA N ST B FRP NS B ZHITL S VIS 103 5T LT
e,

b6

193 81 7

194 NO &3¢

PENA POR ASESINATOQ: Aumenta el término de prision por
el asesinato de segundo grado de ciertos oficiales de la
policia en el cumplimiento de sus deberes a un minimo de
25 ailos 6 condena perpelua. impacto Fiscal: La medida
tendrd un impacto relativamente menor en los costos esta-
tales y en la poblacion de las prisiones estatales.

Ny, NIRRT LRV R MmE 2
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CAMPARNAS LEGISLATIVAS. LIMITACIONES EN LOS GASTOS Y CON-
TRIBUCIONES.  Establece limites en las contribuciones para
campafas legislativas; dispone limites en los gastos al aceptar
{ondos estatales equivalentes. Impacto Fiscal: Se calcula una
pérdida de $9 millones en ingresos anuales por asignaciones al
Fondo para Relormas en las Campaiias en las declaraciones de
imruestos. Costos administrativos ?ara el estado alrededor de $1.9
lones anuales comenzando en el periodo de 1988-89.
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SIDA. Declara que tener el SIDA 6 cualquier virus relacionado con

el SIDA es una condicion contagiosa, sujeta a 1as regulaciones de.
ser reportada, puesta en cuarentena y aistamiento. Impacto Fiscal:

El coslo de la medida podria variar grandemente segin fa inter-

pretacion que le dieran los oficiales de salubridad y Ias cortes. Si se

mantuvieran solamente las actuales practicas de control del SIDA,

no habria mayor cambio en los costos. De interpretarse que lJa medida

requiere controles adicionales para la enfermedad, los costos

podrian fluctuar de millones a cientos de miliones de datares al aiio

segun las medidas que se tomen,
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INICIATIVA DE BONQS PARA LA PRESERVACION DE VIDA SILVESTRE,
COSTAS Y PARQUES. Autoriza bonos de obligacién general por
$776,000,000 para propésitos de parques, vida silvestre, costas y
terrenos naturales. Impacto Fiscal: Asumiendo que se vendieran
fodos los honos a una tasa de interés del 7.5 por ciento y se
amortizardn en 20 aiios, el costo del la amortizacion total para el es-
tado seria alrededor de §1.4 miles de miliones ($1,400,000,000).
Podrian resultar otros costos en cantidades desconocidas por el
momento, debido al posible aumento en el costo al estado por tomar

(ORIFA M NA I Wibe, BT
KA 019776,000,000, JHKAEXAN, PF1:
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prestado y por reduccidn en los ingresos del impuesto a la renta '
S - debido a ﬂue el interds en los bonos es lihre de imgueslos.
’ 4F



NONPARTISAN BALLOT

APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT ADJUSTMENT. Redefines adjustment formula using California
Consumer Price Index. other definitional changes. Motor vehicle and fuel taxes exempted. Fiscal
Impact: Change in inflation adjustment for state appropriations limit will allow increased state ap-
propriations of up to $700 million in 1988-89. and increasing amounts annually thereafter. Change
7 1 in the population adjustment will allow further undetermined increase. State's ability to appropriate YES 21 2
additional funds as a result of increased state limit is dependent upon receipt of sufficient revenues.
Based on estimates contained in Governor's Budget, state revenues will not be sufficient in 1988- NO 21 3
89 10 fund any additional appropriations allowed by this measure. In future years, economy’s per-
formance will determine whether and to what extent state revenues will be available to fund such
additional appropriations. Local government and school district appropriation limits will be in-
creased by unknown, but significant amounts.

24

RESERVE. TRANSPORTATION. Requires 3% state budget reserve. Dedicates vehicle fuel sales

taxes solely for transportation purposes. Excludes from appropriations limit. Fiscal Impact: First.

measure will result in increased appropriations authority of up to $1.6 billion in 1988-89. $1.5 bil-

lion in 1989-90. ind slightly larger amounts in future. Therefore, state may be able 1o spend or

retain tax proceeds which otherwise would be returned 1o taxpayers. State’s ability to appropriate YES 220
additional funds as a result of increased state limit is dependent on receipt of sufficient revenue.

Based on estimates contained in Governor's Budget, state revenues will not be sufficient in [988- NO 221
89 10 fund any additional appropriations allowed by this measure. In future years, economy’s per-

formance will determine whether and to what extent state revenues will be available to fund such

additional appropriations. Second, measure will increase amount available for transportation pur-

poses while reducing the amount available for education, health, welfare and other General Fund
expenditures. This funding shift will be about $200 million in 1988-89, about $430 million in 1989-

90, and about $725 million in 1990-91, and increasing amounts thercafter.

2

campaigns. and newsletters and mass mailings at public expense. Fiscal Impact: State administra-
live costs of about $1.1 million a year would be offset by savings of about $1.8 million annually  NQ 228
resulting from ban on publicly funded newsletiers and mass mailings. Local government would
have unknown annual savings primarily from the ban on public funding of newsletters and mass

73 CAMPAIGN FUNDING. Limits contributions. Bans campaign fund transfers, public funding of YES 227

A

= - mailings,

=

o

v

uar - . |

w5 .

= DEDDEH TRANSPORTATION BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond issue of one billion YES 232 sy
< dollars ($1,000,000,000) to provide funds for capital improvements for local streets and roads, state

= g highways and exclusive public mass transit guideways. NO 233 »
Q. =

5E
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REAJUSTE AL LIMITE DE LAS ASIGNACIONES. Redefine 1a 16rmula
para el reajuste haciendo que se use el Indice de Precios al Con-
sumidor de California, mas otros cambios en definiciones. Exenta las
rentas de los impuestos a vehiculos motorizados y al combustible.
Impacto Fiscal: Cambios en ef reajuste por la inflacion a 10s limites
de las asignaciones estatales permitiran asl?naclones estatales mas
elevadas de hasta $700 mitlones en el periodo de 1988-89, y can-
tidades ascendentes cada afo en adelante. Cambios en el reajuste
Ror la poblacién permitiran mas aumentos no determinados. La

abilidad del Estado Para poder asignar londos adicionales como
resultado de elevar la limitacién estatal dependera de que se reciban
sulicientes rentas. Basandose en calculos contenidos en el Pre-
supuesto del Gobernador, las recaudaciones estatales no serdn sufi-

.cientes en el periodo de 19688-89 rara cubrir cualquier asiﬂnaclon

adicional permitida hajo esta medida. En afios futuros, 1a situacién
de la econotnia determinard si, y hasta qué punto, habran rentas es-
latales para cubrir tales asignaciones adiclonales. Se elevaran los
limites en las asignaciones a los gobiernos y distritos escolares lo-
cales en cantidades que se desconocen pero significativas.
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RESERVA, TRANSPORTE. Requiere una reserva del 3% del presu-
[Jues!o estatal. Destina los impuestos a la venta sobre el combus-
ible para wehiculos inicamente para propdsitos del transporte.
Excluye del limite en las asignaciones. Impacto Fiscal: Primera-
mente, la medida resullata enautorizacion de ma‘ores asignaciones
de hasta $1.6 miles de millones ($1,600,000,000) en el periodo de
1968-89, $1.5 miles de miliones '131 500,000,000) en 1989-90, y
sumas algo mayores en el luturo. Por lo tanto, el aslado podré gas-
tar 6 retener los recaudos de impuestos gua de ofra manera serian
devueltos a los contribuyentes. La habilidad del estado para poder
asignar fondos adicionales como resultado de elevar el limite esta-
tal dependerd de que ingresen suficientes rentas. Basandose en
taculos contenidos en el Presupuesto del Gobgrnador, no habran
suficientes renfas esialales en el periodo de 1988-89 para cubrir
cualquier asignacién adicional permitida bajo esta medida. En afos
futuros, fa situacion de la economia determinara si, y hasta qué
punto, las rentas estatales podran cubrir tales asignaciones
adicionales. Segundo, la medida aumentard la cantidad disponible
ﬂara propésitos del transporte al mismo tiempo que reducira la can-

‘\idad disponible para |a educacidn, salud, bienestar social y demas

gastos del Fondo General. Este traslado de los fondos representara
unos $200_millanes en el periodo de 1988-89, unos $430 millones
en 1989-90, y unos $725 millones en 1990-91, y cantidades ascen-
dentes en adelante.
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FONDOS PARA LAS CAMPANAS POLITICAS. Limita las contri-
buciones. Prohibe la transierencia de fondos para las campafas, y
el uso de fondos publicos para las campahas y para enviar holetines
informativos y correo en serie. Impacto Fiscal: Costos admini-
strativos para el estado de unos $1.1 millones al afio serian compen-
sados con el ahorro de unos $1.8 millones anuales que resultaria de
la prohibicion de usar fondos pitblicos para enviar boletines infor-
mativos y correo en serie. Los gobiernos locales tendrian ahorros
anuales en cantidades desconocidas por el momento resullantes
Erlncipalmema e la prohibicion de usar tondos publicos para enviar
oletines informalivos y correo en serie. ,
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ACTA DE BONOS DEDDEH PARA EL TRANSPORTE. Estaacta
dispone una emision de bonos por un mil millones de
dolares ($1.000.000.000) para proporcionar fondos para
mejorias capitales de calles y carreleras locales, de car-
releras estatales; y de vias exclusivas para el transito
pubtico en gran volumen.
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SCHOOL FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue ofeight hundred YES 236
million doflars ($800.000.000) 1o provide capital outlay tor construction or improvement of public

schools. - NO 237

| | YES 239
VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of five hundred ten mil-
lion dollars ($510.000,000) to provide farm and home aid for California veterans, NO 240

CALIFORNIA EARTHQUAKE SAFETY AND HOUSING REHABILITATION BOND ACT YES 243
OF 1988, This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred fifty million dollars ($150,000,000)
to provide funds for a California Earthquake Safety and Housing Rehabilitation program., NO 244

CITY & COUNTY PROPOSITIONS

PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 1988. To incur a bonded YES 248
indebtedness of $90.000.000 for the improvement of the public school facilities of the City and

County of San Francisco. NO 249

TR TITY

Shall pay raises for City employces be frozen for one year, subject to the authority of the Mayor  YES 252
and the Board of Supervisors (o restore them. and shall voluntary reduced work weeks be

authorized? | NO 253

YES 255

Shall the Board of Supervisors be authorized to give Municipal Railway drivers a cash payment NO 256

for unused sick leave carned after July 1. 19887

YES 258

Shall the Board of Supervisors be authorized to allow certain City employees to retire carly by ad-
ding two years to the employee’s years of service, if this will save the City money? : NO 259

PROPOSITIONS E AND F HAVE BEEN REMOVED FROM THE BALLOT
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236 SI 1
237 NO &%

EMIAL

'BALOTA INDEPENDIENTE

ACTA DE BONOS PARA INSTALACIONES ESCOLARES DE
1988. Esta acla dispone una emision de bonos por ochocien-

tos millones de ddfares (8300.000.000’ para disponer de- -

sembolsos de capital para la construccion 6 mejoramiento

de escuelas piblicas.

1988 R URMAMNIER, KIEXNERETLN
AT ( $800,000,000 ), RGRRPNRLY
SREONKERRARTL

79

239 81 w%
240 NO &%

ACTA DE BONOS PARA VETERANOS DE 1988. Esta acta dis-
pone una emision de bonos por quinientos diez millones de
délares ($510,000,000) para proporcionar asistencia en |a
compra de granjas y casas a los veteranos de California.

1988 HRMWARTIER, KiLXKWLR TN
T ( $500,000,000 ), WRRRINNRIEN
MMALIEACALE R IR RN,

76

tt | 11 1t

243 Sl
244 NO K%

ACTA DE BONQS PARA LA SEGURIDAD CONTRA SISMOS Y
REHABILITACION DE VIVIENDAS DE CALIFORNIA DE 1988.
Esta acta dispone una emisidn de bonos por ciento cincuen-
ta millones de ddlares ($150,000,000) J:ara progorcionar
fondos para un programa de Seguridad contra Sismos y
Rehabilitacién de Viviendas an California.

1988 FEMMBRLERNIMPBNL RILE, Kik:
FREREAN—-RETRTE (8150.000,000),
LI RNRIMRRL 2 RANMNN S,

PROPOSICIONES DE LA CIUDAD Y CONDADO

248.S| iwz )
249 NO 4

BONOS PARA MEJORAR LAS FACILIDADES DEL SISTEMA
ESCOLAR PUBLICO, 1988. Para contraer una deuda de
$90,000,000 en bonos para mejorar las facilidades esco-
lares publicas de la Ciudad y Condado de San Francisco.

~ANANRXBA VPR MRRA K |
R{T£11890,000,000, Nt MAE L, W
2UPERN,

17

252 SI 1k
253 NO 3

épuborhn congelarse los susidos de los emplaados de la
iudad por un afio, dependienda su restauracién en la
sutoridad del Alcalde I’ ol Consejo de Supervisores; y daben
autorizarse semanas [aborales reducidas? ‘

MK RTINS —4, LR AN SR
NACMIKANE: 1A CIM AT Ne

295 SI mk
256 NO x5t

(Daberia el Consejo de Supsrvisores tener fa autoridad de

rmr on ofactivo 8 los choferes dol Municipal Railway sus

dic%cai;; por enfermedad no usadas, a partir del 1° de julio
[ ] .

RERBNUSRAKTHLINRRI (-1
VAR S Bl iP4 T PRI b S0 )

C

tt 1t 1t 1t

258 SI n
259 NO =34

¢Deberia autorizarse al Consejo de Supervisores para ?er-
mitir que algunos empleados de la Ciudad se %ub len
temprane agregéndole dos afios a su tiempo de servicio, si
os qua ésto lo ahorrara dinero a ls Ciudad

RIS IRE SPE VAR AL A ik
LERMANT N LMMMERTI NN B 95
X1

PROPOSICIONES EY F FUE ELIMINADA DE LA BALOTA |

Rt L

=]

2

HYFH XN —

8861 3G OINNr 30 L
VIHVYWIYD NOI2J3 T3
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7 | NONPARTISAN BALLOT
YES 261

Shall the president of the Board of Supervisors be allowed to appoint another supervisor to serve
on the City's retirement board in the president’s place? NO 262

YES 264

Shall the City be allowed to conduct special municipal elections by mail?
H NO 265

Shall the Purchaserand the Controller establish procedures for paying for goods and services bought
by the City, and shall the Purchaser establish procedures for rejecting sub-standard goods and ser- NO 268
vices?

YES 270

Shall certain private employees of the Asian Art Museum be allowed to become members of the NO 271
City's Civil Service without taking an examination if they have served for more than three years?

YES 273

Shall the City's annual appropriations limit be changed to allow the City to appropriate all avail-
able proceeds of taxes for the next four years? NO 274

Shall the City adopt policies for development of the Balboa Reservoir site, and sell the south basin YES 277
for construction of 203 single family houses, and a public park and childcare center paid for by the

developer? . | NO 278

Shall it be the policy of the people of San Francisco to support hosting the Olymipic Games and 1o YES 281
repeal any conditions on the City's bid for the 1996 Summer Games? . ' ‘

N N T T T IR Y

I;R()I’()Sl'l_'l().\ N HAS BEEN REMOYED FROM THE, BALLOT v

END OF BALLOT ‘ ‘

E

RIMARY ELECTION
, 1988

P
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~




¢

26181 % g

262 NO 5

IR AL

BALOTA INDEPENDIENTE
m

upervisores que nombrara a olrosupervisor para que ocupe
su lugar en el consejo de jubilacidn de la Ciudad?

Doberfa de permitirsale al presidente del Consejo d8 - msemt SMRBES ~ELSBUR

3 0F I TARUTIGRITE 2 133

264 SI s

265 NO &8t

(Deberia permitirse que la Ciudad llevara a cabo las elec-
cionss municipales especiales por carreo?

T SCTFR NG LU0 133K M ET 080105 Ry

267 SI nm

268 NO =%t

(Deberian el Comprador y el Controlador establecer un
proceso para el pago de mercaderfas y servicios comprados
por la Ciudad y deheria el Comprador establecer pracesos
para rechazar mercaderias y servicios de baja calidad?

IR YT AR LT AT LR A diliase 1%
MR G, ELRUR SIS TOMIT R AR
TENIN 00 U O

270 S1 1
271 NO &%

éDoharh permitirse que fos empleados privadps del Museo

e Arte Asidtico que han trabajado alli por més de tres afios

Emn a formar parte de la Administracién Piblica de la
iudad sin dar exémen? _

IO T L IVII NN 5 O ) N S ELEMG S
(L A T W0 BT AT AT 2 A

273 SI s
274 NO R%

aDeherlan de cambiarse los limites en |a asignacién de fon-
os anuales de |a Ciudad de modo que ésta puada usarfodas
sus entradas tributarias disponibles durante los préximos
cuatro afios? :

B S a¥ili Aot 19SE R KRR L3 m
XEEME '

8961 30 OINAF 30 £
VINYININA NOID23 13

277 SI %X
278 NO &

Deberla la Ciudad adoptar %omim para la urbanizacién

el terreno de la Represa Balboa y vender la cuenca surefia

ara la construccién de 203 viviendas de una unidad
amiliar, un parque publico y un centro de cuidados infan
tiles costeados por el urhanizador?

WHEA G MITIHOREAB M N EANOIL
EALE I M ORIR LR R 203 MMAL(ER, — 2
WNR—IERLAT, RN

t1 | o1 | 11 14 01 14

281 SI 7R
282 NO

¢Deberfa ser la politica de la gente de San Francisco apoyar
el ser los organizadores de los Juegos Olimpicos y repeler
toda zondicidn en ta oferta hacha por la Ciudad para los
Juegos Veraniegos de 1996?

S0 SN 658 780 35 MVATE AT 4TI
A MU ORI ME G RS &
AR K~ Tif M

PROPOSICION N FUE ELIMINADA DE LA BALOTA -

FINAL DE LA BALOTA
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'WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW

by Ballot Simplification Committee

Here are a few.of the words that you will need to know:
BALLOT — An official list of candidates and propositions.
ABSENTEE BALLOT — If you wish to vote by mail you can

~ get a special ballot to fill out. This ballot is called an absentee

ballot. You can get this ballot by writing to the Registrar of Voters
at City Hall. Please refer to the insert card in the pamphlet.

VOTE BY MAIL — See Absentee Ballot, above.

PRECINCT — A small geographical area with a common
polling place. The average precinct contains 550 voters and
covers four square blocks

POLLING PLACE — The place where you go to vote.

PROPOSITION — This means any issue that you vote on, If

it deals with City & County government it will have a letter, such

- as Proposition A. If it deals with State government it will have a

number, such as Proposition 1. | | |
MEASURE — Another name for proposition, above.

CHALLENGE — Officers at the polls can challenge a voter
for various reasons, such as living in a different precinct from the
one in which he or she is voting.

SUPERVISORS — Elected members of the goveming legis-
lative body for the City and County of San Francisco.

MAYOR — The chief executive officer of the City and Coun-
ty of San Francisco.

CHARTER AMENDMENT — The Charter is the basic 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.

]ObS

ORDINANCE — A law of the city and county, which is

‘passe_d by the Board of Supervisors or approved by the voters.

DECLARATION OF POLICY — A type of advisory mea-
sure provided for in the San Francisco Charter. A declaration of
policy does not have the force of law but if a majority of the voters
approve it, the supervisors must carry out the policy, to the ex-

- tent legally possible.

BONDS — If the City needs money to pay for somethmg such
as an airport, a sewer line or a school, it may borrow the money
by selling bonds. The City then pays back this money plus
interest. : .

- GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS — The money to pay

back these bonds comes from property taxes. A two- thirds
majority (66.6%+) must approve the decision to sell ‘general
obligation bonds.

COMPARABLE WORTH — This is the concept that people

~ holding different jobs requiring similar levels of skills should be

paid equal wages. The City has an agreement that it will make
comparable worth payments to certain employees in underpaid

FISCAL YEAR — The twelve months from July 1 to June 30
make up a fiscal year. The City budgets revenues and expcnses
on a fiscal year basis. :

PARAPROFESSIONAL — a trained aide who assnsts a “

‘professional such as a school teacher.

* RIGHTS OF THE HANDICAPPED VOTER

by Ballot Simplification Committee

Lo

The Registrar’s staff and poll workers offer the following ser-
vices to handicapped voters:

- ASSISTANCE: Persons unable to mark their ballot may bring

~oneortwo persons with them into the voting booth to assist them.

(Section 14234, Elections Code) , |
'CURBSIDE VOTING: If architectural barriers prevent a

* handicapped voter from entering the polling place then the voter
~will be allowed to vote a ballot on the sidewalk in front of the

pollmg place. (Section 14234, Elections Code)

PERMANENT ABSENTEE BALLOTS: Voters w1th spec-

ified dlSdbllltleS may apply to become Permanent Absentee
Voters. Permanent Absentee Voters will automatically be mailed
ballots at all futule elections. (Section 1450, Elections Code)

14

PARKING: If your polling place is in a residential garage then
elderly and handicapped voters may park in the driveway while
voting, provided that this will not impede the flow of traffic.

T.D.D. (TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVICE FOR THE |
DEAF): Hearing-impaired voters who have a TDD may com-
municate with the Registrar’s office by calling 554-4386.

TAPE RECORDINGS: The San Francisco Public Library’s
Branch for the Blind at 3150 Sacramento Street produces and dis-
tributes tape recorded copies of the Voter Information Pamphlet
for use by visually-impaired voters.




Candidates for Judge

DOUGLAS MUNSON

‘My address is 870 Pacheco Street
My occupation is Judge of the Municipal Court
My age is 49 years |
My qualifications for office are: B.A., Stanford
University, graduate of Hastings Law School (honors
for outstaﬁding Appellate Advocacy). Graduate,
California Judges College. Faculty member, Hastings
Law School, College of Advocacy. Outstanding State
of California Prosecution Trial Lawyer of the Year,
1982. |
San Francisco homeowner and resident since 1960.
Senior trial lawyer, San Francisco District Attorney’s
office for 17 years. As a Judge of the Municipal Court

for three years, I am fair, compassionate and under-

standing and have great respect for the law.

I pledge to continue to work hard, listen fairly, exer-
cise sensitivity and dedication to the rule that all people
are equal before the law.

The following San Franciscans want to keep me as
. Municipal Judge: Joseph Alioto, Public Defender Jeff
Brown, Marvin Cardoza, William Coblentz, Robert
DeVries, Judge John Dearman, Judge Joseph Des-
mond, Judge Herbert Donaldson, Judge John Ertola,
~Dianne Feinstein, Judge Ina Levin Gyemant, Patrick

Hallinan, Mike Hardeman, Sheriff Mike Hennessey,

Thomas E. Horn, Ron Huberman, Daro Inouye,
Deputy Chief of Police Jack Jordan, Supervisor Willie
B. Kennedy, Gordon Lau, Judge Harry Low, Judge
Philip Moécone, Supervisor Wendy Nelder, U.S.
Attorney Joseph Russoniello, Judge Alex Saldamando,

Mel Santos, Judge Lillian Sing, District Attorney Arlo

Smith,

Douglas Munson

DAVE WHARTON

My address is 5031 Diamond Heights Boulevard

My occupation is Attorney-Hearing Officer, City and

County of San Francisco

My age is 47

My qualifications for office are:

« 16 years public service, 8 years private practice

- speechwriter for President John Kennedy

. graduate: Princeton University, Yale Law School

« San Francisco Regional Counsel, Office of Economic
Opportunity and Energy Department, Johnson and
Carter Administrations |

- City Attorney

- neighborhood, small business, problem-solving law
practice, 1980-present - |

« Hearing Officer since 1984: Civil Service Commis-
sion, Office of Citizen Complaints, Rent Board

. father of three, public schools |

Community Service:

« Director, United Way; Chair, S.F. County Committee

« Director, Golden Gate Business Association

. Director, S.F. General Hospital Volunteers

. President, Diamond Heights Community Association

« Member, Council of District Merchants

. Member, Bay Area Lawyers for Individual Freedom

Goals: |

» dignity for victims, jail time for criminals

« high bail for drug traffickers

« maximum sentences for hate crimes

-« expand small claims services, saving time and money

. let San Franciscans, not the Governor, choose their
judge .

Citywide Support: | .
Former Federal Judge Charles Renfrew; Marjorie
Childs (Past President, Queen’s Bench); Kenneth
Johnson (Director, S.F. Trial Lawyers); Lawrence
Sheehan (Director, BALIF); Alan Raznick (Past Presi-
dent, Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods); UC
Regent Yori Wada; School Board Member Ben Tom;
Commissioners Jerry Berg, Walter Jebe, Patrick
McGrew, Ralph Payne; Carole Migden, Emilio
Nicolas, Jane Winslow, Anne Daley, Dick Morten,

Marilyn Miller, James Haas.

Dave Wharton

Statements printed on this page are volunteered by the candidates and have not been checked for acéuracy by any official agency.
These statements are printed at the expenae of the candidates. 5




School Facilities
Improvement Bonds

- PROPOSITION A

PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
BONDS, 1988. To incur a bonded indebtedness of
'$90,000,000 for the improvement of the public school
%facmtles of the City and County of San Francnsco

L o | | | by Ballot Simplificanyion Committee
, THE WAY IT IS NOW: The San Francisco
Unified School District operates the City’s

| : .
public schools. Most of these are in need of

{ -.. repairs due to age and lack of maintenance.

!

!

|

)

' YES 248 =
NO 249 mdp

principal on general obligation bonds are paid
out of tax revenues. Proposition “A” would re-
quire an increase in the property tax.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want San Francisco to issue general obligation
‘bonds totaling $90,000,000 for the repalr of
public schools

- -Asbestos removal is required by law.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would
..authorize the City to borrow $90,000,000 by

~ issuing general obligation bonds. This money
would pay for asbestos removal, repair of

- buildings, library modernization, playground

§ resurfacing, repair of ventilation and heating

. systems, dnd other w01k The interest and

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
do not want San Francisco to issue general -
obligation bonds to repair public schools.

" Controller's Statement on “A”

How Supervisors Voted on “A’

" City Controller. John C. Farrell has issued the following state-
- ment on the hscal impact of Proposition A:

“Should the proposed Resolution be authorized and when all

bonds shall have been issued on a twenty (20) year basis and after
consideration of the interest rates related to current municipal
bond sales, in my opinion, it is estimated that the approximate
costs would be:

$90,000,000

Bond Redemptlon |
Bond Interest 65.677.000
Debt Service Requirement $155.677,000

Based on a single bond sale and level redempuon schedules, the
average annual debt requirement for twenty (20) years would be,

approximately $7,783,000 which amount is equivalent to twoand |

.On February 16, the Board of Supervisors voted 8-0 on the ques-
tion of placing Proposition A on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Thomas Hsieh, Bill
Maher, Wendy Nelder, Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker.
and Doris Ward.

None of the Supervisors present voted no.

" THE TEXT OF PROPOSITION A
" APPEARS ON PAGE 24

! ; nineteen hundredths cents ($0.0219) in the current tax rate.”

POLLS ARE OPEN 7AM — 8 PM
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- School Facilities
Improvement Bonds

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

The San Francisco public schools are a major resource for our
City. They are used by over 66,000 children daily. After school, at
night and on the weekends they are used as recreational areas for
our youth and for neighborhood and community activities. In the
event of a disaster, the schools provide critically important emer-
gency facilities. During the last ten years, only emergency main-

- tenance has been provided for the buildings which have an average .

age of forty-five years. The school buildings are in need of essen-
tial repair. Proposition A will cover priority repair prOJects atevery
school site except for two new school buildings.

The school repair program will target the following critical areas:
asbestos abatement, leaky roof replacement, toilet/plumbing
repairs, exterior painting, heating/ventilation repair, light-
ing/electrical systems, window sash replacement, yard repair,

library and science lab rehabilitation, and handicapped access. The
program will be managed by a special project director and will be
monitored by a community review committee making quarterly
reports.

We urge all citizens to vote YES on Pr oposmon A to provxde a
safe learning environment for our students and a well-maintained
community resource for our City and its neighborhoods.

Civic organizations supporting Proposition A include: San Fran-
cisco Chamber of Commerce, SPUR, SF/PTA, Parents’ Lobby,
San Francisco Labor Council, Colemen Advocates for Children
and Youth, San Francisco League of Women Voters.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS.

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

NO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT WAS SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION A

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A ARE ON PAGES 54 TO 55

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION A IS ON PAGE 55

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early

Your appllcatlon must be received at least
one week hefore election day.
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Work Week

Pa Freeze/Reduced

PROPOSITIONB

Shall pay raises for City employees be frozen for one year,
subject to the authority of the Mayor and the Board of

Supervisors to restore them, and shall voluntary reduced
-work weeks be authorized?

YES 252 mp
NO 253 mp

Analysis

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Charter allows,
‘and in some cases requires, the City to pay 1ts

employees the average wage paid for the same
job in other California cities and counties. If
the other cities and counties are paying their
workers more, City workers may get a raise.
The wages of school and community college

employees, except for teachers, are also set in-
“the same way. The City has also given com-

parable worth raises to workers in some jobs
held primarily by women and minorities. In
some City departments, the Charter sets a

forty-hour work week for full-time workers.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B is a charter

amendment that would stop any pay raises for
City, school and community college workers

- for fiscal year 1988-89. The Mayor, with the

approval of the Board of Supervisors, could

restore all or part of t‘he' pay raises before J uly

- 31, 1988. The pay freeze would not apply to

paraprofessional workers of the school and

community college districts, and would not
apply to comparable worth raises. City
workers would also be allowed to reduce the
number of hours they work and get paid for
each week, if the worker and the head of the

department agreed.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors
to be able to freeze pay raises and to allow all
City workers to reduce their work hours.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want to keep the existing Charter rules for pay
raises and work hours. .

Controller’s Statement on “B”

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, it would reduce the cost of
government in 1988-89 by approximately $47 million
. by suspending Charter formulae which allow pay in-
creases. Addltlonally, allowing appointing officers to
effect reduced work weeks for selected employees
could reduce the cost of government in ‘an indeter-

How Supervisors Voted on “B”

- On March 21, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-1 on the
~ -question of placing Proposition B on the ballot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:
YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Willie Kennedy, Bill Maher, John Molinari,
Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward.
NO: Supervisor Wendy Nelder. ’

minate but possibly substantial amount.”
18 |

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B
o IS ON PAGE 20
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Pay Freeze/Reduced
Work Week LB

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

Mayor Art Agnos and the Board of Supervisors urge a Yes vote Salaries represent 75 percent of the budget. Therefore, a deficit
on Proposition B. of the magnitude of $172 million means the City must lay off
This charter amendment cancels pay raises forall Cityemployees ~ workers as well as reduce services and raise taxes and fees.
for the 1988-89 fiscal year. The one-year wage freeze would apply It would be unfair to grant raises at a time that some City
to all workers from the mayor on down. employees are being laid off. A salary freeze will save between
This measure also permits City department managers to reduce 1200 and 1400 jobs. |
work hours in situations where such reductions are agreeable to Every layoff represents a cut in City services. A wage frecze will
workers. ‘ not impact vital services.
The purpose of the wage freeze is to shave about $40 million off For these reasons, we urge a yes vote on Proposition B.

the projected $172 million deficit the City is facing for 1988-89. |
San Francisco is required by law to have a balanced budget. With  SUBMITTED BY THE MAYOR
general fund revenues lagging some 20 percent behind expendi- ~ AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

tures, the City simply cannot balance the budget unless it cuts ex-
penditures.

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

SRR

NO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT WAS SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION B

|

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B ARE ON PAGE 56

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION B ARE ON PAGES 57 TO 59

POIIs open at 7 a.m. and close at 8 p.m.

If possible, please vote in the middle of the day.

NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE MAY HAVE CHANGED.
"PLEASE REFER TO MAILING LABEL ON BACK COVER.
19



TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

- SECTION 1.

IT IS HEREBY MOVED, That thlS Board of
Supervisors does hereby order submitted to the
voters at the election to be held on June 7, 1988,
the following proposed charter amendment
which relates to a pay freeze and reduced work
weeks for City employees.

CHARTER AMENDMENTPROPOSITION B

Describing and setting forth a proposal to the
qualified electors of the City and County of San
Francisco to amend the Charter of said city and
county by adding Section 8.408 thereto,
prohibiting pay increases for all city employees
and allowing appointing officers to effect
reduced work weeks for fiscal year 1988-89.
The Board of Supervisors of the City and Coun-
ty of San Francisco hereby submits to the
qualified clectors of said city and county at an
clection to be held thereon on June 7, 1988, a
proposal to amend the charter of said city and
county by adding Section 8.408 to read as
follows: .
'NOTE: This is an entirely new section.

8.408. PAY FREEZE AND REDUCED
WORK WEEK FOR FISCAL 1988-89. -

Notwithstanding any other provision of the
charter or ordinance of the City and County of
San Francisco, except for compensation adjust-
ments authorized by Charter section 8.407-1,no
compensation increases shall be granted or
authorized for any officer or employee covered

by sections 8.400, 8.401, 8.403, 8.404. 8.405,

8.407, 3.571, or 3.581 of the Charter for fiscal

year 1988-89; nor shall any compensation in-

creases for fiscal year 1988-89 granted or
authorized prior to the adoption of the charter
amendment be effective. This pay freeze shall
not apply to employees of the San Francisco

~Unified School District in paraprofessional
classes 3593, 3594, 3596, 8203, and 9976, and
of the San Francisco Community College Dis-
trict in paraprofessional classes 3598 and 3597
to the extent such exceptions are permissible
under the California Education Code. For the
purpose of this section, “compensation in-
crease” shall include an increase in the amount
transferred to any fund pursuant to Charter sec-
tion 8.404(f). This section shall not affect step
increases, or compensation increases due to
promotion or longevity.

On or before July 31, 1988, the Mayor may
authorize all or a percentage of compensation
increases which otherwise would have been
authorized or required at any time during fiscal

year 1988-89 based upon data submitted 1o the '

Board of Supervisors by the Civil Service Com-
mission pursuant to Charter sections 8.400,
8.401, B8.403, 8.404, 8.405, and 8.407. The
Mayor’s determination to restore all or a per-
centage of such compensation increases shall
not take effect unless approved by the Board of
Supervisors, If the Mayor and Board of Super-
visors authdrize a percentage of such compen-
sation increases, each officer or employee shali
receive a uniform percentage of the increase to
which he or she would otherwise have been en-

20

PROPOSITION B

titled. The determination to authorize all or a
percentage of such compensation increases
shall not be subject to the Employee Relations
Ordinance. (San Francisco Administrative
Code sections 16:200, et seq.)

Death benefits and allowances, retirement al-
lowances, adjustments to retirement allowances
and adiustments to continuant allowances pay-
able by the retirement system and based on fis-
cal year 1988-89 wages and salaries, shall be
calculated based on the rates certified by the
civil service commission to the Board of Super-
visors as though there had not been a wage and
salary freeze during 1988-1989. After June 30,
1989, adjustments to retirement allowances and
continuant allowances shall not be greater than
they would have been had there not been a wage
and salary freeze during fiscal year 1988-1989.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the
charter or ordinance of the City and County of
San Francisco, at any time during fiscal year
1988-89, appointing officers and an employee
or employees under their jurisdiction may agree
mutually and voluntarily to permit such an
employee or employees to work reduced hours.

‘If any provision of this charter amendment or
the application thereof to any person or cir-
cumstance is held invalid, the validity of the
remainder of this section and the applicability
of such provisions to other persons and cir-
cumstances shall not be affected thereby.
SECTION 2.

IT IS FURTHER MOVED That this Board of
Supervisors does hereby make the following
findings and issues the following orders 1o the
Employee Relations Division:

That the City has unexpectedly been faced
with a fiscal crisis of unprecedented dimension
based upon an anticipated shortfall between
revenues and expenditures of approximately
$170 million dollars; |

That the revenue shortfall will require, among
other things, the layoff of employees;

That employee wage increases mandated by
the Charter would increase the number of
employees whom the City will be required to
lay off;,

That the Board of Supervisors has taken steps
to ensure that organizations representing
employees have been kept fully informed of the
nature and extent of the crisis;

That prompt action is required to address the
City's fiscal crisis in order that there can be a
balanced budget and an orderly administration
of City affairs for the fiscal year which begins
July 1, 1988; '

That the Charter does not allow the City toex-
pend monies in excess of its revenues, and in the
absence of severe budget cuts and revenue aug-
mentation decisions, the Board of Supervisors
will be unable to adopt a budget that is balanced;

That among the methods of addressing this -

crisis, among many being considered, are a
wage freeze and reduced workweeks;

That a wage freeze applicable to all City
employees equally requires a charter amend-

ment; '
‘That the Board of Supervisors, upon leammg
of the magnitude of the crisis, directed its

- Employee Relations Division immediately to

inform organizations representing employees of
the possible need for a Charter amendment im-
posing a wage freeze;

That the Employee Relations Division, work-
ing on behalf of the Mayor and the Board of
Supervisors, has been meeting and conferring
over various proposals for Charter amendments
that would effect a wage freeze for fiscal year
1988-89, and during that year, would allow
reduced work weeks by mutual consent;

That the Registrar of Voters has informed the
Board of Supervisors that the last date for the
Board to order any Charter amendments sub-
mitted to the voters for the election to be held
on June 7, 1988 is Monday, March 21, 1988;

That the City Attorney has advised the Board
of Supervisors that its decision to order Charter
amendments submitted can be rescinded by the
Board after March 21, 1988 and prior to May 9,
1988,;

That the decision at this time to place the mat-
ter on the ballot simply preserves the oppor-
tunity for a pay freeze and reduced workweeks
that might otherwise be lost, and this decision
may be rescinded prior to May 9, 1988;

-That in order to keep open lines of com-
munication and to preserve options for both the
City and employees in the event the City finds
it has more money than current projections
indicate, the Charter amendment contains
language authorizing the Mayor to restore part
or all of pay increases that will be eliminated by
the pay freeze Charter amendment;

That the failure to preserve the option of a-
Charter amendment imposing a wage freeze
will have the effect of reducing the parties” bar-
gaining opportunities in the future and require
more drastic City action that could mclude even
more severe layoffs;

Accordingly, the Board of Supervnsors issues
the following orders:

The Employee Relations Division is directed
toinformrepresentatives of employee organiza-
tions that the decision of the Board to place the
Charter amendment on the Ballot can be
reversed if subsequent events demonstrate that
the Charter amendment is not necessary;

. The Employee Relations Division is further
directed to inform representatives of employee

- organizations that the Board of Supervisors

through its Employee Relations Division stands

ready and willing to meet and confer at any time

or place prior to May 9, 1988, regarding whether
the Board should order withdrawn from the bal-
lot the Charter amendment submitted by this
motion. ‘ .

In submitting this charter amendment, The
Board of Supervisors is aware that the pay
freeze and reduced work week provisions will
also apply to classified employees of the San
Francisco Unified School District and San Fran-
cisco Commumty College District (“the Dis-

Continued on page 24



Muni Sick Leave Payments (C,
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PROPOSITION C

Shall the Board of Supervisors be authorized to glve S
Municipal Railway drivers a cash payment for unused - YES 255 =)

sick leave earned after July 1, 19882

NO 256 wp

Analysis

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: City employees earn
" sick leave for every day they work, and may
save up to a total of six months of unused sick
leave. Employees get a cash payment when

- they retire for unused sick leave earned before
November of 1978. Employees do not get a
payment for sick leave earned after that date.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C is a charter
amendment that would allow Municipal Rail-
“way drivers to get cash payments for unused

- sick leave earned after July 1, 1988. A future
~contract between the drivers and the City

- would set when the payments would be made
- and how much they would be. Drivers would

still be limited to savmg a total of sut months
of sick leave. ' o

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want Municipal Railway drivers to get cash
payments for unused sick leave eamed after
July 1, 1988.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

do not want Municipal Railway drivers to
recetve cash payments for unused s1ck leave.

Controller’s Statement on “C”

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be ap-
proved, in my opinion, it would not, in and of itself, af-
fect the cost of government. However, as a product of
its future application, there could be a cost increase or
decrease, the amount of which bemg dependent upon
collective bargaining agreements in other transit dis-
tricts, cannot be determined.”

. -

How Supervisors Voted on “C”

On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 on the
question of placing Proposition C on the ballot.

The Supervisors voted as follows: -

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Bill Maher, John Molinari, Wendy Nelder,
Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward

None of the Supervisors present voted no.

* LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION C IS ON PAGE 24
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E Muni Sick Leave Payments

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

Bus operators earn thirteen days sick leave each year. This
amendment allows the Board of Supervisors to agree to buy back
from operators some portion of their unused sick leave.

When a bus operator is on sick leave, it is necessary to assign
another driver to work overtime at premium rates of pay. This
amendment will cut down unnecessary use of sick leave and there-

by decrease the salary costs of replacement drivers.
A yes vote will cut salary costs.
Vote YES on Proposition C.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL AHGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

FEWER HOURS! ' NOT FEWER WORKERS!

The purpose of Prop. C is to reduce Muni absenteeism by
authorizing a bonus for drivers who don’t use their sick leave.

This is considered cheaper than hiring additional drivers as sub-
stitutes. :

Fewer hours per worker means more workers will have jobs.

More hours per worker means fewer workers will have jobs.

Instead of bribing drivers not to use o use their sick leave, we should
encourage them to make full use of it—even if they never get sick.

They should also get more vacation time and holidays, and work
fewer hours per week.

That’s in the interest of public safety, and the driver’s health and |

enjoyment of life. And it reduces unemployment.
ALSO:
Instead of adding another obscure technicality to the City
Charter, let’s make it shorter. And simpler.

AND:

The Supervisors’ Official Argument says Prop. C “will cut
salary costs.”

BUT: The Controller’s estimate says Prop. C“would not in and
of itself affect the cost of government. However...there could
be a cost increase, the amount of which...cannot be deter-
mined.” . _

If the Controller can’t figure out the actual fiscal impact of this
“cost-cutter,” how can we make the commitment of putting it in
the Charter?

Will this “cost-cutter” increase costs in the long run?

Unemployment also costs money; has that been factored in?

Overworked drivers who need a day off, can cost money, too; -
has that been added into the equation?

GRASSROOTS

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE _
_SUBMITTED IN FAVOR OF PHOPOSITION C

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for gcguracy'by any official ageﬁcy.

22

" Polls are open from
7amt08pm



Muni Sick Leave Payments

'OFFICIAL AHGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C

This looks like a kind of pay raise for Muni drivers.

Muni drivers clearly deserve raises. They work as hard as
anyone; their work is as valuable as anyone’s; we obviously need
to pay enough to attract high quality drivers.

Yet Muni drivers are so underpaid that, unless they work way too

many overtime hours, they don’t make enough to afford to buy even
the cheapest of the so-called “affordable” townhouses proposed for
City College’s West Campus (Balboa “Reservoir”).

Even so, Muni drivers themselves will be hurt by this “raise.”

Rather than being a true raise, Prop. C is designed to reduce the
Muni payroll, by getting drivers to work more hours for their
pay.

When a dnver calls in sick, the city has to pay that driver’s pay,
and also pay another driver to substitute. By offering drivers a cash
incentive not to use their sick leave, the Supervisors plan to reduce
absenteeism, and therefore reduce the need to hire replacement
drivers.

That means fewer jobs and more hours for those who haven't
been laid off.

Drivers will be able to earn more (probably very little, really).
But they’ll have to take fewer days off to do so.

More money for drivers who never take days off, by definition
means less money for drivers who occasionally call in sick.

Drivers who have colds or stomach aches will inevitably feel
pressured to work anyway, for fear of losing that bonus,

Drivers should be encouraged to take days off when they feel
under the weather. Drivers who never get sick, should still feel free
to take days off once in a while.

For public safety, drivers should not be put under economic pres-
sures to work maximum hours.

And nobody should be encouraged to work themselves into
an early grave. :

GRASSROOTS/ELECTION ACTION

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C

This amendment will give bus drivers the option to use sick leave
- when needed or be paid for the unused balance. This is a benefit to
the bus drivers as well as the City. The amendment does not re-
quire bus drivers to work if they are sick—it only allows them to
be paid, at their option, for some portion of their unused sick leave

balance. A bus driver-can still use sick leave if needed for that pur-.

" NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE
SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION C

pose. Muni drivers, Muni management, and city officials strongly
favor this proposition. It has worked in many other cities.
Vote YES on Proposition C.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Arguments printed 'oh this:page are the opinion of_ the authors hnd have not'been checked qu accuracy by any official agency.

NEXT TIME YOU MOVE. .

DON'T LEAVE YOUR VOTE BEHIND'

You must re-reg|ster to vote whenever you move.
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

| NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indi-

- cated by bold face type; deletions are
indicated by stﬂke-eut-type-
Section 8.363. The civil service commission

by rule shall provide for leaves of absence, due .

to illness or disability, which leave or leaves
may be cumulative, if not used as authorized,

* provided that the accumulated unused period of

sick leave shall not exceed six (6) months,
regardless of length of service. Those persons
who are officers and employees on the effective
date of this amended section may receive a cash
payment only for unused sick leave accumu-
lated prior to said effective date and remaining
unused on the date of the officer’s or employ-
ee’s retirement, or death or separation caused by
industrial accident. Those persons who become
officers and employees after the effective date

PROPOSITION C

of this amended section shall not be entitled to |

or receive a cash payment or compensation of
any type for accumulated unused sick leave;
provided, however, subject to the limitation
imposed by this section that accumulated,
unused sick leave shall not exceed six (6)
months, the board of supervisors may au-
thorize cash payments for unused sick leave
earned by employees whose wages, condi-
tions and benefits of employment are deter-
mined by section 8.404 of this charter,atsuch
time or times and inder such terms and con-
ditions as the board of supervisors deems
appropriate, A violation or abuse of the pro-
visions of said rule and ordinance by any officer
or employee shall be deemed an act of insubor-
dination and inattention to duties.

Any payments made pursuant to this sec-

tion shall not be considered compensation as
defined or applied in the calculation of bene-
fits under the retirement system nor shall
such payments be considered salary, wages
or other compensation under section 8.400 of
this charter. Payments for unused sick leave
authorized by this section shall be made only
for sick leave earned on or after July 1, 1988,

The board of supervisors shall approve,
amend or reject all amendments to the rules
governing leaves of absence as proposed by the

civil service commission; provided, that before

making any amendment thereto the board of su-
pervisors shall request the civil service commis-
sion to review and report on said proposed
amendment. ‘ a

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION B (Continued)

tricts”). The Board recognizes that this con-
clusion is compelled for two reasons. First,
Education Code sections 45318 and 88137
provide that classified employees of the Dis-
tricts shall in all respects be subject to the City’s
civil service merit system which includes the
process by which employees’ pay is established.
Second, pursuant to longstanding practice,
employees of the Districts have been afforded
the same rights as miscellaneous City
employees under the Salary Standardization Or-

dinance. In addition the Districts have informed
the Board of Supervisors that they, too, are
laboring under severed budgetary shortfalls.

For all these reasons, this Charter amendment .

pay freeze, if adopted, will also apply to the Dis-
tricts. However, the Districts’ paraprofessional
classes enumerated in this Charter amendment
are unique to the District. The Board of Super-
visors finds that the absence of such paraprofes-

sionals in the City’s work force makes the Civil

Service Commission’s assessment of their

duties and survey of the compensation less reli-
able than it is for other City employees. The
Board of Supervisors finds that the salary stand-
ardization process has consistently undervalued
the essential role they play in our educational
process. Accordingly the Board of Supervisors
has determined that this Charter amendment
shall not apply to the previously mentioned
Districts’ paraprofessionals. a

ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING BOND ELECTION

CALLING AND PROVIDING FOR A SPE-
CIAL ELECTION TO BE HELD IN THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
ON TUESDAY, JUNE 7, 1988, FOR THE
PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE
VOTERS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO A PROPOSITION TO
INCUR THE FOLLOWING BONDED
DEBTS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY FOR
THE ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION OR
COMPLETION BY THE CITY AND COUN-
TY OF SAN FRANCISCO OF THE FOL-

LOWING MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS,

TO WIT: $90,000,000 FOR ADDITIONS TO
AND IMPROVEMENT OF THE PUBLIC
SCHOOL FACILITIES OF THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; AND
THAT THE ESTIMATED COST TO THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAID MUNICIPAL
IMPROVEMENTS IS AND WILL BE TOO
GREAT TO BE PAID OUT OF THE ORDI-
NARY ANNUAL INCOME AND REVENUE
OF THE CITY AND COUNTY AND WILL
REQUIRE EXPENDITURES GREATER

‘THAN THE AMOUNTS ALLOWED

THEREFOR BY THE ANNUAL TAX LEVY;

RECITING THE ESTIMATED COSTS OF
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PROPOSITION A

SUCH MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS;
FIXING THE DATE OF THE ELECTION
AND THE MANNER OF HOLDING SUCH
ELECTION AND THE PROCEDURE FOR
VOTING FOR OR AGAINST THE PROPO-
SITIONS; FIXING THE MAXIMUM RATE
OF INTEREST ON SAID BONDS AND
PROVIDING FOR THE LEVY AND COL-
LECTION OF TAXES TO PAY BOTH PRIN-
CIPAL AND INTEREST THEREOQF:
PRESCRIBING NOTICE TO BE GIVEN OF
SUCH ELECTION; CONSOLIDATING THE
SPECIAL ELECTION WITH THE GEN-
ERAL ELECTION; AND PROVIDING THAT
THE ELECTION PRECINCTS, VOTING
PLACES AND OFFICERS FOR ELECTION
SHALL BE THE SAME AS FOR SUCH
GENERAL ELECTION.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and

.. County of San Francisco:

Section 1. A special election is hereby called
und ordered to be held in the City and County
of San Francisco on Tuesday, the 7th day of
June, 1988, for the purpose of submitting to the
electors of said city and county a proposition to
incur bonded indebtedness of the City and
County of San Francisco for the acquisition,

construction or completion by the city and
county of the hereinafter described municipal
impravements in the amounts and for the pur-
poses stated:

PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 1988, $90,000,000
to pay the cost of additions to and improvement
of the public school facilities of the City and
County of San Francisco, including the acquisi- -
tion, construction and reconstruction of public
school facilities and all other works, property .
and structures necessary or convenient for such
improvements and additions to the public
school system of the City and County of San
Francisco. .

Section 2. The estimated costs of each of the
municipal improvements described in Section1
hereof were fixed by the Board of Supervisors
by the following resolution and in the amount
specified:

Public School Facnlmeb System Improve-
ment Bonds, Resolutxon. No. 31-88,

- $90,000,000. -

That said resolutions were passed by two-
thirds or more of the Board of Supervisors and
approved by the Mayor, and in each said resolu-
tion it was recited and found that the sums of

Contmued on page 32
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Early Retirement

PROPOSITION D

Shall the Board of Supervisors be authorized to allow

certain City employees to retire early by adding two years
to the employee’s years of service, if this will save the City

money?

YES 258 wmp
NO 259 mip

Analysis

by Ballot Simpilification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: City employees may
retire and collect a pension depending upon
their age and the number of years they have
worked.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D is a charter
amendment that would give the Board of Su-
pervisors the power to encourage certain City
employees to retire early by adding 2 years to

- the employee’s years of service. The Board

could only allow early retirement if the Con-

troller found that it would save the City money
over the next two years.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the Board of Supervisors to be able to en-
courage certain City employees to retire early
by adding 2 years to the employee’s years of
service.

A “NO” YOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want to keep the existing Charter rules for
when City workers are eligible for retirement.

Controller’s Statement on “D”

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

“*Should the proposed Charter amendment be adopted
it would permit passage of an Ordinance by the Board
of Supervisors which, in my opinion, could reduce
costs in indeterminate amounts.”

How Supervisors Voted on “D”

On March 21, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-1 on the
question of placing Proposition D on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:
YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Willie Kennedy, Bill Maher, John Molinari,
Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and Doris Ward.

- NO: Supervisor Wendy Nelder.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION D IS ON PAGE 28

25



1:0.

Early Retirement

OFFICIAL AHGUMENT IN FAVOR PROPOSITIOND

Mayor Art Agnos and the Board of Supervisors urge a YES vote
on Proposition D.

This charter amendment allows the Board to adoptan early retire-
ment ordinance, but only if it can be proven that City costs will be
reduced over the next two years,

The plan would give members of the City employee retirement
system two extra years of service credit as an inducement to take
early retirement.

" That means employees who reach age 50 could retire with tull
pension benefits after 18 years of service. Current law requires 20
years of service for full benefits even if workers are 50 or older.

Before the ordinance 2ould be adopted the Board would have to
receive an actuarial report from the retirement system detailing cost
data. In addition, the Controller would be required to certify that

the ordinance would result in a cost savings to the City and Coun-
ty over the next two years before the early retirement ordinance
could be passed.

Other local governments have found early retirement offers to
be a highly successful and cost effective way to reduce the num-
ber of public employees on the payroll.

Since the City is being forced to lay off workers to avoid a
projected $172 million deficit, early retirement would be a com-
passionate way to reduce the City workforce.

- Vote YES on Proposition D.

SUBMITTED BY THE MAYOR
AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR PROPOSITION D |

“DEFI-CITY-HALL” OVERVIEW:
1980: voters adopt “Tax-the-Corporations.”
Instead: we get “Welfare-for-the-Rich.”

THE BAD NEWS:
«“D” as in “Dump’ em” (PREMATURE RETIREMENT) —
Controller determines fiscal impact after election?? Without
i l\nowmg “bottom line??” Treating 50 year-olds as useless,
“ready for pasture”— that’s “‘age-ism.’
« “A” as in “Age-ism” (SCHOOL “BONDAGE") — Kkids inherit
debt they can’t vote on; banks profit $66,000,000 (interest).

« “B" as in “Blank-check” (“WAGE FREEZE ZONE"—bankers
get paid back, with interest; workers get “paid back” with cut-
backs, inflation.

« “K” as in “Kite” (UNLIMITED GOVERNMENT SPENDING)
— why legalize increased spending, when they can’t finance
current spending?? '

«“M” as in “Money” (OLYMPICS DISCRIMINATION
WAIVER) — Kopp-ing out on equal rights to hustle one-time

" hotel profits (unlikely: California had 1984 Olympics!).

« “N” as in “Native American” (ALCATRAZ “CA$HINO”) —

Without environmental safeguards?? Campaign “donations”
determine developer?? Another “Hetchy??” Palefaces speak
with forked tongues, steal land. '
THE GOOD NEWS:

« “H” as in “Home-Voting” (VOTE-BY-MAIL) — liberal turn-

outs, conservative prlces 0

ALTERNATIVES:

« REDUCED WORKWEEKS: more employed, lower total
payroll.

« MAKE ROCKEFELLER PAY for Commercial St.

« $40,000 PAY LIMIT during deficits.

« NOVEMBER: Repeal “Hetchy;” elect new Supervisors.

CONCLUSION: VOTER-POWER, NOT POLITICIAN-

POWER!

» Too many secret sessxons bargammg chips, campaign “dona-
tions.”
+“D” is another *‘blank-check;” don’t sign it.

GRASSROOTS
863-8263

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D ARE ON PAGE 60

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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Early Retirement m ,

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIOND

- FEWER HOURS — NOT FEWER WORKERS!
Prop. D resembles Prop. C (Muni Sickleave Bonus), in that both

seek to reduce city payroll costs by reducing the number of

people employed. ‘

Prop. D is based on the partly-valid theory that there’s lots of
*“dead wood” in city employment — people who perform no real
function but often receive very high salaries, due to their high posi-
tions and seniority.

Presumably, the city would save money if they were retired and
doing nothing on a city pension, rather than continue to work and
do nothing at full salary.

But age is irrelevant, There’s lots of younger “dead wood,” still
in their forties, thirties and even twenties. If “dead wood” is to be
axed, age alone should not be considered evidence of deadness.

Prop. D will lead to two basic wrongs. |

At one extreme, people will “retire,” take another job and collect
some hefty paycheck plus a generous pension. We obviously can’t

afford paying full “retirement” pensions for people still holding -

full-time jobs elsewhere — yet Prop. D would encourage exactly
that, |

But the other extreme is worse. For many people, “retirement”
is simply the beginning of “old age.” For them, “early retirement”
is no blessing; it just hastens the time when they feel useless and
unwanted, spending their remaining days watching television and
waiting for death.

Instead of sudden, total retirement — early or otherwise — we
should encourage people to retire gradually, by reducing their
hours to part-time. That way, they remain useful and involved,

still sharing their experience with the younger workers, still busy
but with a lighter load. _

Prop. H (Vote-By-Mail) economizes by reducing actual costs.
Props. C and D “economize” by reducing the number of peopie
with jobs.

Yes on H— No on C and D.

\

GRASSROOTS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITIOND

Proposition D was put on the ballot by the Board of Supervisors
at the request of City employee union representatives.

It does one thing and one thing only: namely, allow the Board of
Supervisors to grant employees who are 50 years of age or older
two extra years service credit toward retirement.

Under existing law employees must be age 50 and have 25 years
of service with the City to retire on full pension. If D passes,

employees age SO and over could retire on full pension after 23 -

years of service should they choose to do so.

The measure clearly states that the retirement system and the
controller would have to certify that the early retirement would en-
tail no costs to the City for the next two years before the Board
could adopt a two-year credit ordinance. E

SUBMITTED BY THE MAYOR
AND THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION D ARE ON PAGE 60

Ai"guments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

27



TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

SECTION1. . '
- TTIS HEREBY MOVED, That this Board of
Supervisors does hereby order submitted to the
voters at the election to be held on June 7, 1988,
the following proposed charter amendment
which relates to cost effective early retirement
as authorized by Board of Supervisors.
CHARTER AMENDMENTPROPOSITIOND
Describing and setting forth a proposal to the
qualified electors of the City and County of San
Francisco to amend the Charter of said city and
county by adding Section 8.517-1 thereto, al-
lowing the Board of Supervisors to adopt ordi-
nances providing for early service retirement.
The Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco hereby submits to the
qualified electors of said city and county at an
election to be held thereon on June 7, 1988, a
proposal to amend the charter of said city and
county by adding Section 8.517-1 to read as
follows:
NOTE: This is an entirely new section.

PROPOSITIOND |

*SECTION 8.517-1. EARLY SERVICE
RETIREMENT.

Notwithstanding the provisions of subsecnon
(b) of Section 8.509, Section 8.584-2, 8.559-2,
8.585-2, 8.586-2 and 8.588-2, the Board of Su-
pervisors is hereby empowered to enact, by a

vote of three-fourths its members, ordinances to .
provnde an incentive for members under Sec-"

tions 8.509, 8.584, 8. 559, 8.585, 8.586, and

8.588 to retire early by. prov:dmg that a

member’s quahﬁcatlon for service retirement
and a member’s service retirement ailowance
shall be determined by increasing the member’s
credited service by two (2) years.

For vesting purposes, a minimum of five
years of actual earned credited service is re-
quired. The early retirement options provided
herein shall not be interpreted to apply to the
provisions of Charier sections 8.509(f), 8.584-
6, 8.586-15 and 8.588-15.

Before enacting any such early retirement or-
dinances, the Board of Supervisors shall secure,

through the retirement system, an actuarial
report of the cost and effect of the proposed
change in the benefits under the retirement sys-
tem. The Board of Supervisors shall further ob-
tain through the controller a cost report which
certifies that such ordinances will effect a cost
savings to the city and county over the next two
years. ,
Any such early Tetirement ordmances shall
only apply to members who retire with an effec-
tive date of service retirement subsequent to

“July 1, 1988 and prior to October 31, 1988.

Any such early retirement ordinances may be
limited to members who waive or defer their
right to cash payment for unused accumulated
sick leave.

[f any provision of this charter amendment or
the application thereof to any person or cir-
cumstance is held invalid, the validity of the
remainder of this section and the applicability
of such provisions to other persons and cir-
cumstances shall not be affected thereby. [

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION H

Additions or substitutions are indi-
cated by bold face type; deletions are
indicated by strike-eut-type.

9.103 Municipal Elections

NOTE:

On Tuesday after the first Monday in Novem- -

ber in 1931 and every second year thereafter,

- there shall be held in the city and county an elec-
tion to be known as the general municipal elec-
tion, at which the electors of the city and county
shall choose such officers or qualify such can-
didates as are required by this charter to be
elected or qualified at that time,

In the event that a runoff election is required
to be held pursuant to the provisions of section
9.100-1 or 9.100-2 of this charter, on the second
Tuesday in December of each year in which
such a runoff election is required to be held as
aforesaid, there shall be held an election to be
known as the municipal runoff election at which

such officers as are required by this charter to
be elected at that time. Only those officers for
which a runoff election is required to be held
shall be voted on at any such municipal runoff
election, and no other office or measure shall be
voted on at said election.

Special municipal elections shall be called by
the registrar when required by this charteron the
filing of appropriate initiative, referendum or
recall petitions, as provided by this charter, and
may be called by the supervisors for bond is-
sues, declarations of policy, or for the voting on

candidates for city and county offices not sub--

jectto election at general municipal elections or
municipal runoff elections,

The board of supervisors may, by resolu-
tion, direct the registrar to conduct by mail
any special municipal election. Said resolu-
tion must be adopted no later than the 90th

registrar shall conduct the election by mail
when so directed. Within 90 days from the
date this amendment takes effect, the board
shall adopt, by ordinance, procedures for the
conduct of special mumcnpal elections by
mail.

All provisions of the gencral laws of this state,
including penal laws, respecting the registration
of voters, initiative, referendum and recall peti-
tions, elections, canvass of returns and all mat-
ters pertinent to any and all of these, shall be
applicable to the city and county except as
otherwise provided by this charter or by ordi-
nance adopted by the board of supervisors as

- authorized by this charter relative to any rights,

powers or duties of the city and county or its of-
ficers. When not prohibited by general law, the
supervisors by ordinance may provide that the

" publication of precincts, election officers and

the electors of the city and county shall clect  day before the date set for the election. The polling places shall be by posting only. O

POLL WORKERS NEEDED

| Electuon day workers are needed at the polls in
o | most San Francisco neighborhoods.
b , Apply now in Room 158, City Hall.

z |
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Retirement Board Composition

PROPOSITION G

Shall the presndent of the Board of Supervisors be al-
lowed to appoint another supervisor to serve on the City’s
retirement board in the president’s place"

YES 261 =
NO 262 wmp

- Analysis

by Ballot Snmplmcatnon Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City operate% a
retirement system that provides benefits for its
retired workers. The system is run by a retire-
ment board. The president of the Board of
Supervisors is automatically a member of the
retirement board.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition G is a charter
amendment that would allow the president of
the Board of Supervisors to appoint another
member of the Board to serve on the retire-

ment board in the president’s place.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want the president of the Board of Supervisors
to be able to appoint another supervisor to
serve on the City’s retirement board in the
president’s place.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want the president of the Board of Supervisors
to serve on the City’s retirement board.

Controller’s Statement on “G”

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

| , “Should the proposed Charter amendment be ap-

proved, in my opinion, it would have no effect on the
cost of government.”

v

How Supervisors Voted on “G”

~ On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 on the
question of placing Proposition G on the Ballot. :
The Supervisors voted as follows:
YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Bill Maher, John Molinari, Wendy Nelder,
Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.
None of the Supervisors present voted no.

* LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION G IS ON PAGE 32
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E Retirement Board Composition

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G

As it is now, the President of the Board of Supervisors is
automatically a trustee on the Retirement Board. The Retirement
Board manages a very complex pension system with the necessity
to meticulously follow complex state law and charter requirements,
and to make careful investment decisions. Retirement Board trus-
tees must devote, on average, several hours each week on pension-
related issues. This Charter amendment will allow the President of

the Board of Supervisors to appoint that supervisor whose skills
and experience are best suited to fill this fiduciary position as
Retirement Board trustee. '

Vote YES on Proposition G.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G

POLITICIAN POWER VS. VOTER POWER:

Many propositions shift decision-making either toward City Hall
politicking or toward voter democracy.

Currently, the voters — indirectly — choose this Retirement
Board member. Prop. G would take that power from the voters, and
give it to a politician.

INSIST ON VOTER POWER!

If the City.Charter should change, don’t accept giving politicians
more “secret session” bargaining chips.

Choose by election, not appointment.

For VOTER POWER, Vote “NO” on “G”.

GRASSROOTS

‘Questions? Phone 863-8263; write 3004 16 St #304 SF 94103

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

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION G

There's a real problem, where Presidents of the Board of Super-
visors are forced to serve on the Retirement Board even if
uninterested in or too busy for that responsibility.

But this is the wrong solution.

This is one of a series of proposals to give politicians more
“flexibility.”

It would aliow Board Presidents to appoint someone else to the
Retirement Board instead of themselves. This will lead to back-
room deals (I’ll-appoint-you- if-you-vote-for-such-and-such)——
not much of an improvement.

- The Supervisors want the flexibility to offer Mum drivers cash
incentives to work when ill.

The Purchaser wants the flexibility to approve payment for sub-
standard orcontract-violating goods and services.

The Mayor wants the flexibility to give City College’s West
Campus (Balboa “Reservoir’”) to Bernard Hagan.

He also wants the flexibility to balance the budget by chopping
the pay of city employees.

Quentin Kopp wants the flexibility to waive anti-discrimination
standards in order to invite the Olympics.
You can’t blame them for wanting flexibility.
But you also can’t blame voters for refusing to give it to them.
A better solution regarding the Retirement Board is to make it

more democratic.

If there’s to be a representative of the Supervisors on the Retire-
ment Board, let the Supervisors elect their representative.

Better yet, let the entire public elect the entire Retirement Board.
And the Planning Commission. And the Police Commission. And
more.

Our society has gradually grown more democratic. We should
keep this process going, by gradually transferring more and more
decisions and choices to the voters. No country in world history
has ever been too democratic!

GRASSROOTS/ELECTION ACTION

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION G

Most of the arguments submitted against Proposition G have
nothing to do with Proposition G.

This charter amendment simply allows the President of the Board
of Supervisors to appoint the most qualified Supervisor to help
oversee the City’s important pension fund instead of requiring the
President to serve in that position. Just as in every organization,

members have a variety of skills. It makes sense to let the Presi-

dent appoint a Supervisor with special fiscal knowledge to serve

on the Retirement Board.
Vote YES on Proposition G.

'SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

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

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION G IS ON PAGE 61
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indi-

cated by bold face type; deletions are
indicated by strike-eut-type.
3.670 Board Composition '
The retirement system shall be managed by a
retirement board, which is hereby created, and

~ which shall be the successor and have the

powers and duties of the board of administra-
tion, the board of trustees of the police relief and
pension fund, and the board of fire pension fund
commissioners. The retirement board shall con-
sist of the-president one member of the board
of supervisors, to be appointed by the presi-
dent of the board of supervisors, three mem-
bers to be appointed by the mayor, and three
members elected from the active members, who

PROPOSITION G

shall not include retired persons of the retire-
ment system. The members appointed by the

- mayor shall either hold a degree of doctor of

medicine, or shall be experienced in life in-
surance, actuarial science, employee pension
planning, or investment portfolio management,

and shall be appointed by the mayor from .

among three persons whose names shall have
been submitted te-him-for-each-sueh-appoint-
ment by a committee consisting of two mem-
bers each of the San Francisco Medical Society,
Bar Association of San Francisco, San Fran-
cisco Real Estate Board and the Greater San
Francisco Chamber of Commerce; provided, ,
however, that there shall not be, at any one time,
more than one appointed member who holds a

degreeof doctor of medicine. The term of office
of the six members, other than the president
member of the board of supervisors, shall be
five years;-and-the-terms-presently-in-effect-for
appeinied-and-eleeted-members—shall-continue

- to-apply. The term of office for the member

of the board of supervisors shall be for one
year, or until the member is no longer serv-
ing onthe board of supervisors, if the depar-
ture from the board occurs prior to the
termination of the one year term. The mem-:
bers of the retirement board shall serve without
compensation. Subject to the civil service
provisions of this charter, the retirement board
shall appoint a secretary-general manager. [

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION A (Continued)

money specified were too great to be paid out
of the ordinary annual income and revenue of
the city and county in addition to the other an-
nual expenses thereof or other funds derived
from taxes levied for those purposes and will re-
quire expenditures ‘greater than the amounts
allowed therefor by the annual tax levy.

The method and manner of payment of the es-
timated costs of the municipal improvements
described herein are by the issuance of bonds of
the City and County of San Francisco in the
principle amounts not to exceed the principal
amounts specified.

Said estimates of cost as set forth in said
resolutions are hereby adopted and determined
to be the estimated costs of said improvements,

Section 3. The special election hereby called
and ordered to be held shall be held and con-
ducted and the votes thereat received and can-
vassed, and the returns thereof made and the
results thercof ascertained, determined and
declared as herein provided and in all particulars
not herein recited said election shall be held ac-
cording to the laws of the State of California and
the Charter of the City and County of San Fran-
cisco providing for and governing elections in
the City and County of San Francisco, and the
polls for such election shall be and remain open
during the time required by said laws. .

Section 4. The said special election hereby
called shall be and hereby is consolidated with
the General Election of the City and County of
San Francisco to be held Tuesday, June 7, 1988,

~ and the voting precincts, polling places and of-

ficers of election for said General Election be

and the same are hereby adopted, established, -
designated and named, respectively, as the

voting precincts, polling places and officers of
election for such special election hereby called,
and as specifically set forth, in thé official pub-
lication, by the Registrar of Voters of precincts,
polling places and election officers for the said
General Election,

The ballots to be used at said special election

“shall be the ballots to be used at said General

Election and reference in hereby made to the

32

notice of election setting forth the voting
precincts, polling places and officers of election
by the Registrar of Voters for the General Elec-
tion to be published in the San Francisco

"Progress on or no later than May 31, 1988.

Section 5. On'the ballots to be used at such
special election and on the punch card ballots
used at said special election, in addition to any
other matter required by law to be printed there-
on, shall appear thereon the following, to be
separately stated, and appear upon the ballot as
a separate proposition:

“PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES
SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT BONDS,
1988. To incur a bonded indebtedness
of $90,000,000 for the improvement of
the public school facilities of the City
and County of San Francisco.”

Each voter to vote for any of said propositions
hereby submitted and in favor of the issuance of
the Bonds, shall stamp a cross (X) in the blank
space opposite the word “YES” on the ballot to
the right of said proposition, and to vote against
said proposition and against the issuance of the
Bonds shall stamp a cross (X) in the blank space
opposite the word “NO” on the ballot to the right
of said proposition. On absent voters ballots, the
cross (X) may be marked with pen or pencil.

If and to the extent that punch card ballot
cards are used at said special election, each voter
to vote for any said proposition shall punch the
ballot card in the hole after the word “YES” to
the right of said proposition, and to vote against
said proposition shall punch the ballot card in
the hole after the word “NO" to the right of said
proposition.

Section 6. If at such special election it shall
appear that two-thirds of all the voters voting on
any proposition voted in favor of and authorized
the incurring of a bonded indebtedness for the
purposes set forth in said proposition, then such
proposition shall have been accepted by the
electors, and bonds shall be issued to defray the
cost of the municipal improvements described
herein, Such bonds shall be of the form and
character known as “serials,” and shall bear in-

terest at a rate not to exceed 11 per centum per
annum, payable semiannually, provided, that
interest for the first year after the date of any of
said bonds may be payable at or before the end
of that year. -

The votes cast for and against each of said
respective propositions shall be counted
separately and when two-thirds of the qualified
electors, voting on any one of such propositions,
vote in favor thereof, such proposition shall be
deemed adopted. '

Section 7. For the purpose of paying the prin-
cipal and interest on said bords, the Board of

. Supervisors shall, at the time of fixing the gen-

eral tax levy and in the manner for such general
tax levy provided, levy and collect annually
each year until such bonds. are paid, or until
there is a sum in the Treasury of said city and
county set apart for that purpose to meet all
sums coming due for the principal and interest
on said bonds, a tax sufficient to pay the annual
interest on such bonds as the same becomes due
and also such part of the principal thereof as
shall become due before the proceeds of a tax
levied at the time for making the next general
tax levy can be made available for the payment
of such principal. :

Section 8. This ordinance shall be published
once & day for at least seven (7) days in the San
Francisco Examiner, a newspaper published
daily in the City and County of San Francisco,
being the official newspaper of said city and

county and such publication shall constitute

notice of said election and no other notice of the
election hereby called need be given.

Section 9. The appropriate officers, employ-
ees, representatives and agents of the City and
County of San Francisco are hereby authorized
and directed to do everything necessary or
desirable to the calling and holding of said spe-
cial election, and to otherwise carry out the
provisions of this ordinance. O

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LOUISE H. RENNE By; Robert A. Kenealey
City Attorney Deputy City Attorney



- Conduct Special
Elections by Mail

PROPOSITION H

Shall the City be allowed to conduct special mumclpal

elections by manl"

YES 264 wmp
NO 265 wip

Analysis

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Special municipal elec-

tions may be called by the City to-vote on a
City candidate or measure prior to the next
regular general election. At both general and
special elections, voters may either cast their
ballots at their precinct polling places or use
absentee ballots which must be returned in
person or by mail.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition H is a charter

amendment that would allow the City to con-
duct any special municipal election entirely by

mail. Precinct polling places would not be
used. There would be no change in general
municipal elections.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want to allow the City to conduct any special
municipal election entirely by mail.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want to continue to use precinct polling places
and absentee ballots at all special municipal
elections.

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, there would be a net decrease
in the cost of government by approximately $250,000
to $300,000 per election.”

How Supervisors Voted on “H”

On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 7-3 on the ques-
tion of placing Proposition H on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris
Ward. |

NO: Supervisors Bill Maher, John Molinari and Wendy Nelder.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION H IS ON PAGE 28

NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE
MAY HAVE CHANGED.

PLEASE REFER TO MAILING
LABEL ON BACK COVER.
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Conduct Special
Elections by Mail

_

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H

Proposition H would allow the City to save hundreds of

thousands of dollars, increase voter turnout and make voting in spe-

cial elections more convenient for the voters.

Proposition H is limited to special municipal elections; regular
elections for Mayor, Governor and President would continue to be
conducted in the traditional manner.

In recent special elections, up to 40% of the votes have been cast
by absentee ballot, a form of voting by mail. Proposition H would
extend this convenience to all voters.

Lower Costs, Higher Turnout

Experience in most other cities has shown that all-mail elections
increase voter turnout in special elections by as much as 90%, while
cutting costs by over 50%, compared to conducting special elec-
tions using polling places and absentee ballots. Proposition H
would result in a cost savings of up to $300,000 every time the City
was required to conduct a special municipal election.

' Security Measures
Votes that are cast by mail are even more fraud-proof than are

votes that are cast at the precinct:

« The signature of each mail voter.is compared with the signa

ture card on file in the Registrar’s Office.

« The Registrar’s computer tracks each ballot that is mailed tc

prevent possible double voting.

Mail ballots receive much more scrutiny than do precinct ballots
yet there has never been a reported instance in San Francisco where
the voter’s privacy or the secrecy of the ballot has been violated.

Let’s continue to conduct our major elections with the tradition-
al polling places and voting booths, but let’s allow the City to save
money and increase voter participation by conducting special elec-
tions by mail.

It’s an idea whose time has come.

Vote YES on Proposition H.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H

Let’s take a look at the issues posed by those who favor this
proposal:

Cost: The cost “savings” have mixed reviews. In Kings County,
WA there has been no difference between the cost of traditional
elections vs. cost of vote-by-mail. In fact, in Vancouver, WA the
mail system has turned out to be substantially more than the tradi-
tional polling method.

Voter Turnout: 20% of voters wait until election day to make |

their voting decision. This means that in order to vote, these voters
would have to hand-carry their ballots to the Registrar of Voters
office—so where’s the “convenience?” Also, the time available for
campaigning is cut by up to four weeks, virtually eliminating the
chance for a non-incumbent to win such an election.

Security: In 1981, the City of San Diego held an election by mail,

to vote on the issue of building a convention center, As a direct
result of that election, the City was sued by a private citizen over
the issue of ballot secrecy. The City lost that well publicized law-
suit and no longer has a charter provision allowing unsolicited
vote-by-mail. , : ‘

Let’s not sacrifice our right to a secret ballot for “convenience”
and alleged cost savings. The basic machinery of democracy is not
the place to start looking for budget cuts—Ilook to the fat before

you work on the muscle.
. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H!

Executive and Public Affairs Committees
Citizens for a Better San Francisco

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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Conduct Special
Elections by Mail

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H

Most of you will read through this proposition and conclude by
saying to yourselves, “this just doesn’t seem right . . " That’s be-
cause the entire concept of unsolicited “vote-by-mail” isn’t right.

The founding fathers of this nation deliberately set about to es-

tablish “uniformity inelections.” This proposed method is an aber-
ration and unwise.

Why? Because unsolicited vote-by-mail vastly increases the
potential for voter fraud. The integrity of, the election process
demands that each voter verify in person or in writing that they

are qualified to vote before receiving a ballot. Our voting rolis con-.

tain many “registered voters” who have moved, died or are other-
wise ineligible. Imagine the potential for fraud if ballots were
mailed to all of these ineligible names. Do not sacrifice the integrity
of the election process for an alleged cost saving. The cost of fair
elections is the price we pay for democracy.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H.

Executive and Public Affairs Committees
Citizens for a Better San Francisco
Christopher L. Bowman

J. Bingham Dean

Terry A. Francois

James E. Gilleran

Hans Hansson

Sam T. Harper

Marina Lavagnino

Brian Mavrogeorge

Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick
Alexandra Vuksich

George Yates, Il1

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H

Voting by mail is no more likely to produce or encourage voter
fraud than voting at a polling place. A mail ballot, just like an ab-
~ sentee ballot, must be signed by the voter. That signature is check-
ed against the Registrar’s records. The courts have repeatedly
found that the use of mail or absentee ballots does not violate the
requirement of secret elections.

This measure would notaffect regular municipal elections. Those
elections would still be held using local polling places and absen-
tee ballots. And this measure would not mean that every special

election would be held by mail. Proposition “H" simply gives the
Board of Supervisors the ability to decide whether mail ballots
should be used for a particular special election, in a way that pre-
serves the integrity of the electoral process, Elections by mail save
money and encourage citizens to vote.

Vote YES on Proposition H.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

$

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

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION H ARE ON PAGE 62
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER

by Ballot Simplification Committee

- :Q — Who can vote? |
A — You can vote at this election only if you registered to vote
by May 9, 1988,

Q — Who can register to vote? -
A — You can register to vote if you:
e are a U.S. Citizen,
» are at least 18 years of age on election day,
» are a resident of California, and .
» are not imprisoned or on parole for the conviction of a

felony.

Q — How do I register?

A — Phone the Registrar of Voters at 554-4375. You will be -

mailed a form.

. Q —Do I have to belong to a political party?

. A —Only if you want to. If you don’t want to tell what political
party you consider yours you can check the box on the form
saymg that you “Declme to State.”

Q —If I have picked a party, can 1 vote for candidates of
. another political party?

" A — At a primary election, you can only choose among the can-
| didates of your own party. At a general election or a local
election you can vote for any candidate whose name ap-
pears on your ballot. This election is a primary election.

" Q—Oncel have signed up, do I have to do it again?
* A —Only if you have moved.

| Q — IfI have been convicted of a felony, can I sign up to vote?
A — Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole.

- Q — What candidates will voters be chocsing at this election?
A — President, U.S. Senate, Congress, State Legislature, Judicial
‘ Office and County Committee.

Q — Where do I go to vote?
A — Your polling place is printed above your name and address
| sent with this Voters’ Pamphlet (back cover).

'Q — What do 1 do if my voting place is not open?

A — Call 554-4375.

Q — Can I take my sample ballot into the votmg booth even
if I’ve written on it?

A — Yes. Writing on your sample ballot will aid you in votmg
and w1ll eliminate long lmes at the polls.

Q — Can I vote for someone whose name is not on the ballot?

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. The poll
workers will have a list of eligible write-ins.

Q — What do I do if I cannot work the voting machlne"
A — Ask the workers and they will help you.

Q — Can a worker at the voting place ask me to take any test?
A — No.

Q — Is it true that I can take time off from my job to go vote
on election day?

A — Yes, at this election. There is a law that permits time off for
voting but it applies to stateWIde elections only

Q — Isthereany way to vote besides going to the pollson elec-
tion day?
A — Yes. You can vote early by: :
» Going to the Registrar of Voters office in Cxty Hall and
voting there, or '
» mailing in the absentee ballot apphcauon sent wnh this
voter information pamphlet.

Q — What can I do if I do not have an application form?

A — An application form is not necessary. You can send a letter
or postcard asking for an absentee ballot. This letter or
postcard should be sent to the Registrar of Voters, City
Hall, San Franmsco 94102.

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

* your home address, |

+ the address where you want the ballot mailed,

: | . » then sign your name, and also clearly print your name un-
Q — IfIdon’t know what to do when I get to my polling place, derneath. ‘

is there someone there to help me? ,
A — Yes, the workers at the pollmg place will help you. If they

can thelp you, call 554 4375.

Q— When do I mail my absentce ballot back to the Reglstrar
of Voters?

A — You should mail your absentee ballot back to the‘Registrar
of Voters as soon as possible. You must be sure your ab-
sentee ballot gets to the Registrar of Voters by 8 p.m. on
election day, June 7, 1988.

Q ~~ When do I vote?
A —The election will be Tuesday, June 7, 1988, Your polling
place is open from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. that day. '

IF YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS CONCERNING VOTING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF VOTERS.

F— i L . . !
. ! . .
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Purchasing Procedures

PROPOSITION |

Shall the Purchaser and the Controller establish proce-
dures for paying for goods and services bought by the
City, and shall the Purchaser establish procedures for YES 267 =
rejecting substandard goods and services? NO 268 wp

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Purchaser of Sup- dures for paying for materials, supplies, equip-
plies for the City buys all materials, supplies ~ ment or services purchased by the City. The
and equipment necessary for the operation of ~ proposal would allow the Purchaser to make
City services. The Purchaser decides when  purchases without a written order in an emer-
supplies, equipment or materials do not meet  gency. The Purchaser would not be required
necessary standards. All purchases require a  to keep a record of bids on City purchases

‘written purchase order. The Purchaser must  permanently.

keep a record of all bids on City purchases | ~
- permanently. A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
| T , want the Purchaser and the Controller to
THE PROPOSA L:. Prop(?sltxon Iis acharter  ogaplish new procedures for accepting and
amendment that would direct the Purchaserto 1, ving for goods and services by the City.
develop new standards for judging when | |
goods or services do not meet standards and A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
should be rejected. The Purchaser, along with  want to keep current procedures for accepting

the Controller, would establish new proce- and paying for goods and services by the City.

Controller’s Statement on “I” How Supervisors Voted on “I"

City Controller John C. Farrel! has issued the follow- On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 on the

ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I question of placing Proposition 1 on the ballot.
~ : The Supervisors voted as follows:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment be YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,

adopted, in my opinion, it would not, in and of itself, . Thomas Hsich, Bill Maher, John Molinari, Wendy Nelder,
affect the cost of government.” Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

None of the Supervisors present voted no.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION 11S ON PAGE 40
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m Purchasmg Procedures

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION |

Vote YES on Proposition I

You have an opportunity to streamline how the City pays some
of its bills, | ,

Proposition I will define the City’s payment policy in the Charter
and require that day-to-day operating procedures be established at
the administrative level. It will let the City adopt and implement
modern payment procedures and take advantage of technology to
speed the payment process. It will let the City be more responsive
to vendors while maintaining administrative accountability.

As it stands now, the Charter spells out-in great detail how pay-
ments to vendors are processed. It worked in 1932 when the process
was manual but it’s become a problem today as the City’s needs
have changed and grown. There is duplication of effort as well as
inefficient and ineffective steps in this process. The results? Too

many payments are being delayed. Some vendors refuse todo busi- .
ness with the City. Others charge a premium, expecting that their
payments will be delayed Still others offer prompt payment dis-
counts, but the City can’t take advantage of them.

The answer? A YES vote on Proposition I will allow the Con-
troller and Purchaser to establish payment procedures. Appropriate
controls on payments will still be in place to ensure that no one is -
paid incorrectly, but the duplication of efforts required by the
Charter will be eliminated. ‘

Please vote YES on Prop. I to help reduce the costs, increase ef- .
ficiency, and benefit the City’s suppliers. ‘

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION |

TWO REASONS FOR DISTRUST:

City Hall wants more flexibility. .

One reason to say no is corruption, found in every City Hall (ex-
ample: the Commercial St. deal, where politicians gave millions in
development rights to the Embarcadero/Rockefeller “family,”
apparently in trade for $100,000 in campaign “‘donations.”

Another reason to distrust City Hall is incompetence (also
found everywhere that politicians and bureaucrats are).

For example, see the “Official” Arguments under Prop. M
(Olympics Human-Rights Waiver). |

The “Against” argument is missing!

It seems the Supervisors and Mayor neglected to file the argu-
ment they'd promised. The deadline passed; nothing was submitted

“(and there was no procedure for others to find this out). So nothing

was published.

The politicians who had recently legislated this procedure,
couldn’t follow their own rules. -

It’s not just politicians; it’s bureaucrats, too.

Acting Registrar Michelle Corwin ruled the deadline could have
no “flexibility” (though she granted a longer extension for Props
B and D).

BULLETIN: Same thing happened on Prop. B (Wage Freeze).

Corwin’s improved procedures in some ways, but she’s basical-
ly a “go-by-the-book.” Common sense says voters want and need
to see arguments favoring and opposing each proposition. Even if
rules have to be bent. Even broken.

But Corwin isn’t a “public servant.”

She's a “rules servant.”

She’s better than most at City Hall She secems halfway honest.
And she’s really trying to nmprove those rules she’s slave to.

But common sense? Nope.

- Trust City Hall more?

No way.

GRASSROOTS
Arlo Hale Smith, BART Director

Arguments printed on this page are the 0plnlon of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION | ARE ON PAGE 63
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Purchasing Procedures

OFFIC.AL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION |

This measure’s purpose is to reduce “red tape.” There’s nothing
wrong with that. But we better make sure we don’t reduce safe-

guards against corruption and abuse. And that’s where Prop. I goes

wrong.

This meastire makes three “reforms” that would make it easier
for City Hall officials to avoid necessary controls.

(1) It allows city purchasers greater flexibility in approving
“emergency” expenditures without written purchase order or
contract. It only takes two minutes to type up a purchase order;
what'’s the hurry?

(2) It gives them greater flexibility in accepting (and authoriz-
ing payment for) goods or services that are substandard, defec-
‘tive or in violation of contract. Whether it’s substandard pencils
or substandard Muni brakes, do we really want such “flexibility?”

(3) It repeals the present requirement that they keep a writ-

ten record of bids received. Do you know the present City Pur-
chaser well enough to trust him always to select the best bid? Do
you know future City Purchasers that well?

It seems public officials are often asking for greater “flexibility.”
The Mayor would like blank-check approval to give City College’s
West Campus (Balboa “Reservoir”), more-or-less free, 10 a
developer who'll make a multi-million-dollar profit. He'd also like
blank-check approval to cut city employees’ pay. And Quentin
Kopp would like approval to waive anti-discrimination require-
ments in order to be able to invite the Olympics here.

The Supervisors tried to “lease” Commercial St. to the Embar-
cadero/Rockefeller “family,” apparently in outright trade for over
$100,000 in campaign contributions. And they admit that the
recent PG&E/Hetch Hetchy deal was an incredible rip-off.

ARE WE GETTING “HETCH-HECTCHY-ED” AGAIN?
GRASSROOTS/ELECTION ACTION

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION |

The argument against Prop. I misses the proposition’s advantages
and misunderstands how the City will gain from streamlining un-
necessary—and expensive—procedural steps.

Most important, the City will pay some bills faster by eliminat-
ing duplication of effort. The City saves, and vendors save.

Emergency purchases are already covered in the Administrative

Code. The Charter is unduly restrictive. If there’s an emergency at

midnight, we can’t generate a purchase order immediately. That’s
the hurry. ‘ -

We’ll develop procedures covering whether to pay for goods
which vary from a contract. Currently, if we order a blue chair, but
the vendor sends a green chair for the same price and we prefer the
green chair, we can’t pay for it. We must cancel the transaction and
start another—or send the chair back, which costs the City time and

vendors money. All unnecessarily. With new procedures, the City
will continue to get its money's worth. -

Regarding bids: the Administrative Code protects other City
records, and the Charter change will mean that bids are handled
the same way. The Code’s requirements are already in place.
Records are discarded only after clearance by appropriate City of-
fices. Detailed procedures, such as record retention, should be
governed by the Code, not the Charter.

Help the City run better. Help the City and vendors save money.
‘Vote YES on Prompt Payment. Vote YES on Proposition 1.

Endorsed by Mayor Art Agnos, Chief Administrative Officer
Rudolf Nothenberg, and Purchaser M.H. Geistlinger.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

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

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE
SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION I __
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"1 X Purchasing Procedures

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION I

Vote YES on Proposition I

You have an opportunity to streamline how the City pays some
of its bills. ,

Proposition I will define the City’s payment policy in the Charter
and require that day-to-day operating procedures be established at
the administrative level. It will let the City adopt and implement
modern payment procedures and take advantage of technology to
speed the payment process. It will let the City be more responsive
to vendors while maintaining administrative accountability.

As it stands now, the Charter spells out in great detail how pay-
ments to vendors are processed. It worked in 1932 when the process
was manual but it’s become a problem today as the City’s needs
have changed and grown. There is duplication of effort as well as
inefficient and ineffective steps in this process. The results? Too

many payments are being delayed. Some vendors refuse to do busi- .
ness with the City. Others charge a premium, expecting that their
payments will be delayed. Still others offer prompt payment dis-
counts, but the City can’t take advantage of them.

The answer? A YES vote on Proposition I will allow the Con-
troller and Purchaser to establish payment procedures. Appropriate
controls on payments will still be in place to ensure that no one is -
paid incorrectly, but the duplication of efforts requm:d by the
Charter will be eliminated. ' :

Please vote YES on Prop. I to help reduce the costs, increase ef- .
ﬁcnency. and benefit the City’s suppliers.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION |

TWO REASONS FOR DISTRUST:

City Hall wants more flexibility. .

One reason to say no is corruption, found in every City Hall (ex-
ample: the Commercial St. deal, where politicians gave millions in
development rights to the Embarcadero/Rockefeller “family,”
apparently in trade for $100,000 in campaign “donations.”

Another reason to distrust City Hall is incompetence (also
found everywhere that politicians and bureaucrats are).

For example, see the *“Official” Arguments under Prop. M
(Olympics Human-Rights Waiver).

The “Against” argument is missing!

It seems the Supervisors and Mayor neglected to file the argu-
ment they’d promised. The deadline passed; nothing was submitted
(and there was no procedure for others to find this out). So nothing
was published. .

The politicians who had recently legislated this procedure,
couldn’t follow their own rules.

It’s not just politicians; it’s bureaucrats, too.

Acting Registrar Michelle Corwin ruled the deadline could have
no “flexibility” (though she granted a longer extension for Props
B and D).

BULLETIN: Same thing happened on Prop. B (Wage Freeze).

Corwin’s improved procedures in some ways, but she’s basical-
ly a “go-by-the-book.” Common sense says voters want and need
to see arguments favoring and opposing each proposition. Even if
rules have to be bent. Even broken.

But Corwin isn't a “Qubli servant.”

She’s a “rules servant.”

She’s better than most at City Hall. ‘She seems halfway honest.
And she’s really trying to improve those rules she’s slave to.

But common sense? Nope

Trust City Hall more?

No way.

GRASSROOTS

Arlo Hale Smith, BART Director

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

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION |

This measure’s purpose is to reduce “red tape.” There's nothing
wrong with that. But we better make sure we don’t reduce safe-
guards against corruption and abuse. And that’s where Prop. I goes
wrong.

This measure makes three “reforms” that would make it easier
for City Hall officials to avoid necessary controls. |

(1) It allows city purchasers greater flexibility in approving
“emergency” expenditures without written purchase order or
contract. It only takes two minutes to type up a purchase order;
what’s the hurry?

(2) It gives them greater flexibility in accepting (and authoriz-
ing payment for) goods or services that are substandard, defec-
‘tive or in violation of contract. Whether it’s substandard pencils
or substandard Muni brakes, do we really want such “flexibility?”

(3) It repeals the present requirement that they keep a writ-

ten record of bids received. Do you know the preéent City Pur-
chaser well enough to trust him always to select the best bid? Do
you know future City Purchasers that well?

It seems public officials are often asking for greater “flexibility.”
The Mayor would like blank-check approv al to give City College’s
West Campus (Balboa “Reservoir”), more-or-less f{ree, to a
developer who’ Il make a multi-million-dollar profit. He'd also like
blank-check approval to cut city employees’ pay. And Quentin
Kopp would like approval to waive anti-discrimination require-
ments in order to be able to invite the Olympics here. |

The Supervisors tried to “lease” Commercial St. to the Embar-

‘cadero/Rockefeller “family,” apparently in outright trade for over

$100,000 in campaign contributions. And they admit that the
recent PG&E/Hetch Hetchy deal was an incredible rip-off.

ARE WE GETTING “HETCH-HECTCHY-ED” AGAIN?
GRASSROOTS/ELECTION ACTION

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION |

The argument against Prop. I misses the proposition’s advantages
and misunderstands how the City will gain from streamlining un-
necessary—and expensive—procedural steps.

Most important, the City will pay some bills faster by eliminat-
ing duplication of effort. The City saves, and vendors save.

Emergency purchases are already covered in the Administrative

Code. The Charter is unduly restrictive. If there’s an emergency at

midnight, we can’t generate a purchase order immediately. That’s
the hurry. -

We'’ll develop procedures covering whether to pay for goods
which vary from a contract. Currently, if we order a blue chair, but
the vendor sends a green chair for the same price and we prefer the
green chair, we can’t pay for it. We must cancel the transaction and
start another—or send the chair back, which costs the City time and

vendors money. All unnecessarily. With new procedures, the City
will continue to get its money's worth. :

Regarding bids: the Administrative Code protects cher City
records, and the Charter change will mean that bids are handled
the same way. The Code’s requirements are already in place.
Records are discarded only after clearance by appropriate City of-
fices. Detailed procedures, such as record retention, should be
governed by the Code, not the Chaiter. '

Help the City run better. Help the City and vendors save money.
Vote YES on Prompt Payment. Vote YES on Proposition I.

Endorsed by Mayor Art Agnos, Chief Administrative Officer
Rudolf Nothenberg, and Purchaser M.H. Geistlinger.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Arguments prihtedon fhls page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE
SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION 1
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

;NOTE Addmons or substitutions are indi-
' - cated by bold face type; deletions are
indicated by strike-eut-type. '
‘7.100 Materials, Supplies, and Equipment and
Services
The purchaser of supplies shall purchase all
materials, supplies and equipment of every kind
and nature, and enter into agreements for all
contractual services required by the several
‘departments and offices of the city and county,
except as in this section otherwise provided.
Purchases of books, magazines and periodicals
for the library departments, works of art for
museums and other articles or things of unusual

.. character as to the purchasing thereof, may, on

the recommendation of a department head and
the approval of the purchaser, be purchased
directly by said department head.

Purchases for construction operations, or for
any operations conducted outside the boun-
. daries of the city and county may, on the recom-
mendation of the department head in charge
thereof and the approval of the purchaser of sup-
plies, be made by the department head. All such

purchases- made by officials of departments

‘other than the purchasing department shall be
made in accordance with regulations estab-
lished by the purchaser of supplies. The pur-
chaser of supplies shall have authority to
exchange used materials, supplies, and equip-
ment to the advantage of the city and county,
advertise for bids, and to sell personal property
belonging to the city and county on the recom-
mendation of a department head that such ar-
ticles are unfit for use.

All purchases shall be by written purchase
order or written contract except in case of
emergency. All purchases in excess of one
thousand dollars ($1,000) shall be by written
contract; provided, however, that on the recom-
mendation of the department head, in case of an
emergency actually existing, the purchaser of

supplies, with the approval of the chief ad-

ministrative officer may make such purchases
in the open market on the basis of informal bids.

At least three bids or quotations shall be secured
on open market purchases and—-a-permanent
reeord-of-all-sueh-quotations-shal-be-kept. All
contracts and purchase orders in excess of fifty

thousand dollars ($50,000) for materials, sup-

+ - plies or equipment and all agreements for con-
tractual services in excess of fifty thousand
dollars ($50,000) shall require the signature of

PROPOSITION |

pervisors shall be authorized to increase or
decrease by ordinance the dollar amount of con-
tracts requiring approval of the chief ad-
ministrative officer under this section. The
purchaser of supplies shall not enter into any
contract or issue any purchase order unless the

~ controller shall certify thereon that sufficient

unencumbered balances are available in the
proper fund to meet the payments under such
purchase order or contract as these become due.

The purchaser of supplies shall establish

. specifications and tests to cover all recurring

purchases of material, supplies and equipment.
He shall, as far as is practicable, standardize
materials, supplies and equipment according to
the use to which they are to be put, when two or
more types, brands or kinds are specified or re-
quested by individual departments.

Purchases of equipment shall be made in ac-
cordance with specifications furnished by the
department requiring such equipment in case
the use of such equipment is peculiar to such
department. For patented or proprietary articles
sold by brand name, the purchaser may require
each department requisitioning same by such
brand name, to furnish specifications of the
article requisitioned and may advertise for bids
on the basis of such specifications, under con-
ditions permitting manufacturers of or dealers
in other articles made and sold for the same pur-
pose to bid on such specifications or on the
specifications of their own product. If the pur-
chaser of supplies recommends the acceptance
of the lowest or best bid, stating his reasons in
writing therefor, and if the department head

concerned recommends the acceptance of any

other bid on such proprietary articles, stating his
reasons in writing therefor, the award shall be
determined by the controller.

The purchaser of supplies shall require de-
partments to make adequate inspection of all
purchases, and shall make such other inspec-
tions as he deems necessary. He shall direet-the
rejeeuon-ef—&ﬂ develop standards for deter-
mining when articles or services which may be

below standards, specifications or samples fur- -

nished should berejected, Heshallnetapprove

- any-bill-er-voucherfor-artieles-net-in-econform-

rty—wrﬂwpeerﬁeuuens—er-whiehﬂreat-vaﬂanee
with-any-eontraet;

He shall have charge of central storerooms -

and warehouses of the city and county. He shall

also have charge of a central garage and shop

and repair of departmental supplies and equip-
ment, and the personnel assigned thereto, ex-
cepting the shop and personnel for fire alarm,
police telegraph and traffic signal manufacture
and repair operated by the department of
electricity, are hereby transferred to sald central
garage and shop.

He shall under the supervision of the control-
ler, maintain an inventory of all materials, sup-
plies and equipment purchased for and in use in
all departments and offices of the city and coun-
ty. He shall be responsible for the periodic check
of such property, and in case of loss or damage
deemed by him to be due to negligence, he shall
report thereon to the mayor, the chief ad-
ministrative officer and the controller. He shall
have authority to require the transfer of surplus
property in any department to stores or to other
departments. ‘ :
7.103 Requisition, Contract and Payment

All purchase orders and contracts shall be
based on written requisitions, or, for materials
or supplies incommon use in the various depart-
ments, onthe purchaser’s records of average use
by all departments. Purchase orders and con-
tracts 'in excess of fifty thousand dollars
($50,000) must be approved by the chief ad-
ministrative officer. Beginning with fiscal year
1987-88, the board of supervisors shall be
authorized to increase or decrease by ordinance
the dollar amount of contracts requiring ap-
proval of the chief administrative officer under
this section. The purchaser of supplies and con-
troller shall establish procedures to approve
all bills and vouchers for materials, supplies;
equipment, and contractual services. All ap-

‘provals required pursuant to such proce-

dures must be obtained before the controller
shall draw and approve warrants therefor. All
contracts for the purchase of materials, supplies
and equipment shall be made after inviting
sealed bids by pubhcatton All sealed bids
received shall be kept on file. When an award
of contract is made; notice that the same has
been made shall be given by one pubhcauon,
and any interested person may examine the bids
and records at the purchaser’s office.

The purchaser of supplies shall by rules and
regulations, approved by the chief administra-
tive officer and the controller, designate and
authorize appropriate personnel within the pur-
chasing department to exercise the purchaser’s

signature powers for purchase orders:and con-

for the repair of city and county equipment, All  tracts approved as provided in this charter. [
garages and shops heretofore maintained by

departments for the construction, maintenance,

i | the chief administrative officer in addition to the

I 1 ning with hscul year 1987-88, the board of su-

]
|
|
|
|

] D srgnature of the purchaser of supplies. Begin-
J

NEXT TIME YOU MOVE
DON'T LEAVE YOUR VOTE BEHIND!

You must re-regrster to vote whenever you move.
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~Asian Art Museum Positions

PROPOSITION J

Shall certain private employees of the Asian Art Museum
be allowed to become members of the City’s civil service
without taking an examination if they have served for YES 270 )
more than three years? L « NO 271 mp

Analysis
by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City pays the in the City job. The date of transfer would

salaries of some people who work at the Asian
Art Museum and the Asian Art Museum
Foundation pays for others. Last year the City
agreed to pay for several Museum jobs that
formerly had been paid for by the Foundation.
Most of the employees whose jobs are trans-
ferred to the City payroll must reapply for
those jobs under civil service regulations, in-
cluding taking an examination.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J is a charter
amendment that would allow Asian Art
 Museum Foundation employees whose jobs
are transferred to the City payroll to become
members of civil service without taking an ex-
‘amination and keep their jobs if they began
work for the Foundation before January 1,
1988 and had more than three years on the job.
The employee’s starting date as a per-
manent Foundation employee would be used
to figure vacation, sick leave and salary raises

determine seniority for layoff purposes. Vaca-
tion and sick leave earned working for the
Foundation would not be carried over. The
employee would not get retirement system
rights for time worked at the Foundation.

A “YES” YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want Asian Art Museum Foundation em-
ployees whose jobs are transferred to the City
payroll to become members of civil service
without taking an examination if they began
working for the Foundation before January 1,
1988 and had more than three years on the job.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want Asian Art Museum Foundation em-
ployees whose jobs are transferred to the City
payroll to reapply for those jobs according to
civil service procedures, including taking an
examination.

Controller’s Statement on “J’

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment. be
adopted, in my, opinion, it should not affect cost of
- government.” .

How Supervisors Voted on “J°
On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0 on the~
question of placing Proposition J on the ballot. .
The Supervisors voted as follows: * |
YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
~ Thomas Hsieh, Bill Maher, John Molinari, Wendy Nelder,
Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker; and Doris Ward.
None of the Supervisors present voted no.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPO

SITION J IS ON PAGE 44 a
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. Asian Art Museum Posmons

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

This Charter amendment defines how transfers of Asian Art

Museum Foundation personnel to the City payroll would be made
in the event that such transfers were authorized in the City budget
process.
- Itis the policy of the Asian Art Museum Foundation to treat per-
sons on its payroll as though they were City employees insofar as
that is possible. They are assigned a civil service classification
when they are hired, they progress through the salary steps just as
City employees and receive the same vacation and sick leave
benefits.

If this amendment is adopted, those long-term, experienced
members of the Museum staff whose positions are transferred to

the City will not be required to go through civil service examina-
tion procedures and will retain their seniority with the Museum for
the purposes of computing vacation and sick leave benefits.

This amendment assures that the City’s Asian Art Museum does
not lose experienced members of the staff and that people who have
served in the Museum for a significant period of time are treated
fairly.

Approval of this Charter amendment will not add to the cost of
City government,

Vote YES on Proposition J.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

We aren’t being asked to approve tax-subsidized segregation —
just to approve adding a tiny, obscure bureaucratic technicality to
the City Charter, our local “constitution.” -

The Charter is already so cluttered with trivia, it’s become a giant

. 1 book, virtually unreadable. The genuine principles in it are buried
e under thousands of petty details. It probabiy even forbids tax-sub-

* sidized segregation, but who knows?
~ Still, a Yes vote is implicit acceptance of segregation.
* This would be obvious, if it were the “White Art Museum”—
“yet African and Afro-American artists are excluded, either way.
San Francisco is relatively integrated, but no thanks to City Hall.
" If segregation in museums seems unimportant, consider how
" they’re planning housing:

» The low-income Yerba Buena West apartments being built in
the Fillmore, will be primarily black, some other minorities,
very few whites;

« The low-income Broadway Tunnel/Chinatown Pineview apart-

ments are for senior cmzens primarily Asian; -

» The *“affordable” Bayside Village apartments in South Beach,
with average rents of $1000/month, are for middle-to-upper-
class “Yuppies,” primarily white;

« The “affordable” Balboa/West Campus townhouses (30% re-
quiring incomes around $30,000/year; 30% requiring incomes
around $50,000; 40% requiring incomes well over $50,000) are
planned for middle-to-upper-class “nuclear families,” primar-
ily white.

“Separate-but-equal” would be wrong even if it really were

“equal”— which it never is. .

That’s more important than any Civil Service technicality.

If you disapprove of tax-subsidized segregation, then vote ac-

cordingly — No on J (and L)

GRASSROOTS

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

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE

suaMrr'rF.o IN FAvon OF PROPOSITION J
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Asian Art Museum Positions

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J

NO TAXATION FOR SEGREGATION

This job-classification change is a technicality too obscure to
make into a Charter Amendment, the equivalent of a city Constitu-
tion.

It enlargesthe Civil Service ata time when it should be reduced.

But there’s an underlying issue that’s more important: should
tax dollars finance a racially-segregated art museum?

People who want to have an Asian Art Museum should be free
to do so. They should even get tax deductions for their donations.

But if taxpayers of all races finance an art museum, it should be
an art museum for all races. ‘

Art should not be judged or classified based on the race (or gender
etc.) of the artist, but on the merits of the art itself.

People touring a city art museum should see the best works of
the greatest diversity of artists and styles. Racial segregation means
that nobody will see Asian art unless they already are interested
enough to go to a special museum. That’s one of the drawbacks to

segregation—the races don’t get to know each other very well.

Another drawback to segregation is that it inevitably produces
inequality. “Separate-but-equal” is a myth! Somebody will get
more; somebody will get less.

That inequality creates the greatest drawback of segregation: the
inevitable conflict between the races. If museums are separated
by race, the races will inevitably fight each other over museum
budgets. Aren't we tired of fighting ourselves? ‘

The issue of civil service classification for a handful of workers,
is trivial in itself, and even more so compared to the issue of tax
dollars supporting segregation.

The Asian Art Museum obviously discriminates against blacks,
Jews, etc. Haven’t we outgrown this? ‘

Integration should be voluntary. But taxes should not finance
segregation. Vote No. |

GRASSROOTS/ELECTION ACTION

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J

The name of a museum often signifies its contents and its limita-
tions in collections. Such is-the case with the Asian Art Museum
of San Francisco. The founders of the Museum collected exclusive-
ly in the areas of Asian Art. In accepting the Brundage collections,
the City agreed to the establishment of an institution devoted ex-
clusively to the art of Asia. The museum is not chartered to collect
art in any other area of the world. To quote from the City’s July
1959 agreement with Avery Brundage:
© “It is the intent and purpose of the City to take full advantage of
this unparalleled opportunity to create an Oriental Art Museum

with its Western facade as well as its galleries and installations’

‘designed to convey the atmosphere and mood of the various periods
and cultures of the Orient, thus making a presentation which will

be unique among the museums of the world.” | |

In establishing the Asian Art Museum, the City and the founders
had no intention of discriminating against other arts, but rather to
fill asignificant gap among existing institutions serving the public.
The museum exists to serve the publics of San Francisco, the Bay
Area, Northern California, the United States and visitors from
abroad. The collections are known throughout the world. They are
a source of great pride for the City, and are installed in the galleries
to advance appreciation and understanding among all the peoples.

. Vote YES on Proposition J. -

'SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Argumerits printed on this page are the'opinlon of the authors and have not been checked for éccuracy by any official agency.

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J IS ON PAGE 63
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- TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTEH AMENDMENT

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indi-
~ cated by bold face type; deletions are
indicated by strike-out-type.
8.300 Civil Service Positions

(a) All positionsin all departments and ofﬁces
of the city and county, including positions
created by laws of the State of California, where
the compensation is paid by the city and coun-
ty, shall be included in the classified civil ser-
vice of the city and county, and shall be filled
from lists of eligibles prepared by the civil ser-
vice commission, excepting:

(1) Positions in which attorneys and physi-
cians are employed in their professional capa-
city to perform only duties included in their
professions, but exclusive of any administrative
or executive positions for which such profes-
sional status constitutes only part of the
qualification therefor;

(2) All employees of the San Francisco
Unified School District who serve in the
capacity of paraprofessionals and technical in-
structional assistants employed by the San Fran-
- cisco Community College District; provided,
however, that presently employed persons be
granted status and those who are on existing
eligibility lists as of December 31, 1973 be
granted status rights to appointment in rank
order;

(3) Inmate help or student nurses, or part-time
services, where the compensation including the
value of any allowances in addition thereto does
not exceed one hundred fifty dollars ($150) per
month. Provided that for cach fiscal year fol-
lowing fiscal year 1963, the civil service com-
mission shall adjust the one hundred fifty
. dollars ($150) maximum for part-time service
as provided herein, in accordance with the
- average percentage increase or decrease ap-
proved for all classifications under the pro-
visions of sections 8.400 and 8.401 of this
charter, and such adjusted rate shall be included
in the annual salary ordinance. Provided further
that such part-time positions shall not be ex-
empted from being filled from appropriate lists
of civil service eligibles, except upon the re-
commendation of the appointing officer, who
shall set forth the schedule of operations show-
ing that the operations involved require the ser-
vice 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 list. These
provisions shall not be used to split or divide
any position into two or more units for the pur-
pose 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 commis-
sion;

(5) Persons employed in posmons in any
- department for expert professional temporary
- services, and when such positions are exempted
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from said classified civil service for a specified
period of said temporary service, by-order of the
civil service commission;

(6) Entry level positions designated by an
appointing officer with approval of the civil ser-
vice commission for persons who meet mini-
mum qualifications and are certified as severely
disabled. Notwithstanding any other provisions
of this charter, persons appointed to such ex-
empt positions under this subsection and whose
job performance is certified as satisfactory by
their appointing officer, and who remain in said

" exempt position for one year, shall acquire civil

service status. The civil service commission
shall adopt rules and regulations to enforce and
implement this subsection which shall include
performance evaluation requirements, defini-
tion of and standards for the certification of the
severely disabled;

(7) Persons employed as curators by any
department of the city and county whose
primary function is the collection or exhibition
of art;

(8) Persons employed as curators by any
department whose primary function is not the
collection or exhibition of art will require cer-
tification of qualification by the Director of the
Fine Arts Museums of San Francisco;

(9) Such positions as, by other provisions in
this charter, are specifically exempted from, or
where the- appointment. is designated as ex-
clusive of, the civil service provisions of this
charter.

The civil service rights, acquired by persons
under the provisions of the charter superseded
by this charter, shall continue under this charter.

Any person holding a salaried office under
the city and county, whether by-election or ap-
pointment, who shall, during his term of office,
hold or retain any other salaried office under the
government of the United States, or of this state,
or who shall hold any other salaried office con-
nected with the government of the city and
county, or who shall become a member of the
legislature, shall be deemed to have thereby va-
cated 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.’

©) Nolwnthstandmg any other provisions of

this charter, the city and county shall perform
all acts necessary to protect the employment
rights of employees of the port authority as
specified in section 20 of Statutes 1968, ch.
1333, ‘
" (d) All positions.in buildings and improve-
ments of the California Academy of Sciences
for which funds shall be furnished by the city
and county, under section 6.404(d) of this
charter, shall be held by employees of the city

and county, with the exception of the director,

the secretary of the board of trustees of said
California Academy of Sciences, the curators
and other scientific and professional personnel,

and occupants of part-time positions for which
a total compensation of less than eighty ($80)
per month is provided by the city and county,
inclusive of allowance for maintenance and
other incidental benefits. Positions held by
employees of the city and county at said build-
ings and improvements 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 posi-
tions and compensation of employment in the
city and county service generally, notwithstand-
ing anything to the contrary contained in the
charter or ordinances of said city and county.
The chief administrative officer shall be the ap-
pointing officer as provided in this charter.

(e) All persons employed in the operating ser-
vice of any public utility hereafter acquired by
lease or under any other temporary arrange-
ment, under which the city acquires the right to
operate said utility, shall be continued in their
respective positions and shall be deemed ap-
pointed to such positions under, and entitled to
all, the benefits of the civil service provisions of
this charter for the period of time during which
the city shall continue to operate said utility
under said lease or other temporary arrange-
ment. Should the city permanently acquire said
utility, said persons shall come into the per-
manent employ of the city and county in their
respective positions and shall be deemed per-
manently appointed thereto under the civil ser-
vice provisions of the charter and shall be
entitled to all the benefits thereof, all subject to
the provisions contained in sections 8.300(f)

.and 8.450 of the charter; provided, however,

that said employees who are taken over into the
employ of the city under said lease or other tem-
porary arrangement shall not be subject to the
residential qualifications of the charter, during
the term of said lease or other temporary ar-
rangement. All employees of any such utility,
acquired or operated by the city under any lease
orother temporary arrangement, who come into
the employ of said utility after the temporary ac-
quisition of same, shall be subject to the civil
service provisions of the charter. The civil ser-
vice 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 ter-
minate upon the expiration of said lease or other
temporary arrangement. '

(f) All persons employed in the operating ser-
vice of any public utility hereafter acquired by
the city and county, atthe time the same is taken
over by the city and county, and who shall have
been so employed for-at least one year prior to
the date of such acquisition, shall be continued
in their respective positions and shall be deemed
appointed to such positions, under, and entitled
to.all the benefits of, the civil service provisions
of this charter.

(g) All employees engaged in public utility
work at the time this charter shall go into effect,

Continued on page 6] -
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Gann Limit Override

- PROPOSITION K

Shall the City’s annual appropriations limit be changed to
allow the City to appropriate all available proceeds of

taxes for the next four years?

YES 273 =P
NO 274 wp

Analysis

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The California Con-
stitution sets a limit, called the Gann limit, on
how much tax money a city may spend each
year. The limit may be adjusted each year for

inflation. If a city takes in more taxes in a year

than the limit allows, it must return the extra
money to the taxpayers within two years by
reducing or refunding taxes. Voters may
change the limit for no more than four years
at a time.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition K is an ordi-
nance that would change San Francisco’s

Gann limit for the next four years to allow the
City to spend all available tax money for each
year. This measure would not increase taxes.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want to change the City’s Gann limit for the
next four years to allow the City to spend all
available tax money.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want to keep the City’s current Gann limit, as
adjusted for inflation.

Controller’s .Statem‘ent on “K”

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

“Should the proposed Ordinance be adopted, in my

opinion, in and of itself, it would not affect the cost of
government. However, dependent upon future fiscal
policies, the level of services and costs of government
could be affected in an indeterminate and substantial

amount.”

How SuperviSors Voted on K"

On February 22, the Board of Supervisors voted 7-3 on the ques-
tion of placing Proposition K on the Ballot. '
The Supervisors voted as follows: :
YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Jim Gonzalez, Richard Hongisto,
Thomas Hsieh, Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker, and

. Doris Ward.
NO: Supervisors Bill Maher, John Molinari, and Wendy Nelder.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION K IS ON PAGE 47
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m Gann Limit Overnde

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K

The amount of revenue the City is allowed to collect from taxes
is limited by the Gann amendment to the state constitution. Unless
the limit is raised, we will soon find ourselves in the absurd posi-
~ tion of having to return money to taxpayers while at the same time
we are slashing vital services to those taxpayers who depend upon
them.

In March, the Controller estimated that the City was within $15
million of exceeding the Gann limit for 1988-89. Based upon in-
formation provided by the Controller, we have reason to believe
that the Gann Limit may constrain the ability of the City to expend
available funds to deliver basic services, even as it is addressing its
budgetary shortfall by reducing services.

In order to eliminate the projected shortfall and balance the
budget, the City has had to reduce expenditures and increase fees
and revenues. By taking a balanced approach to the deficit, the City
will be able to maintain services that would have been slashed if

revenues had not been increased.

This ordinance does not authorize any new taxes. What it does
is to allow the City to spend its tax proceeds each year for the next
four years.

Under normal conditions and in accord with Proposition 13
restrictions, revenues increase annually. The City should be al-
lowed to use all of these revenues to pay for essential services. .

The Gann limit is arbitrary, determined by population growth
and inflation. The formula ignores inflation in local service costs
caused by state and federal fund cutbacks, the AIDS and crack
epidemics, and the increasing number of foster children and the
homeless.

Vote YES on. Plopo.smon K.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K

Nancy Walker's flawed, misleading argument supporting the
proposed override of the State’s laws prohibiting EXCESSIVE
spending is actually an insult to the voter’s intelligence!

The simple, uncomplicated fact is that Proposition “K” reopens
the floodgates for a return to UNCONTROLLED, NO LIMITS
SPENDING. Ittotally removes any incentive to control local taxes!

While it is true that overriding GANN raises no taxes NOW, it
does return the power to arbitrarily increase taxes and fees to un-
conscionable levels by our (conservative?, frugal?, thrifty?,) Su-
pervisors; a majority of which are “social engineers” who never
saw a tax they didn’t like!

While it sounds like hyperbole, a current (3/21/88) S.F. EX-
AMINER survey indicates that ONE THIRD of San Francisco's
present businesses will have moved out of the City within the

NEXT TWO YEARS! That is how the local business community

reacts to the socialistic, hostile, no-growth, anti-business political
climate that exists here.

This antagonistic attitude is generated by the same politicians
who see no merit in the millions of dollars of payroll and taxes that
would be generated by the homeportmg of the U.S.S. MlSSOUI’l the
same individuals who determined that we didn’t need the GIANTS
nor the revenues and prestige generated by the OLYMPICS; and
the same individuals whose plan to solve the City’s deficit involves
establishment of a gambling Casino on Alcatraz; an enterprise that,
even if it were ever approved, wouldn’t generate a dime in taxes
much before year 2000' |

Vote NO! -

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
W. F.O'Keeffe, Sx., President

Arguments printed on thls’page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for aceuracy by any official agency.

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K ARE ON PAGE 63




Gann Limit Override

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K

It took years of hard neighborhood “door-to-door” volunteer
work to get the Jarvis-Gann spending limits converted into State

law. The spendthrift politicians hated this “grass-roots” révolt

" against excessive, NO LIMITS TAXATION.

The TAXPAYERS AND RENTERS (higher taxes are a pre-ap-
proved pass-through cost to all S.F.’s Tenants) would be “out of
their minds” to go along with Supervisor Nancy Walker’s request
for a SIGNED BLANK CHECK on everyone’s personal checking
account. With Nancy’s “solution” to the deficit, the City could

return once again to the fun days of NQ LIMITS, UNCON-
TROLLED, Spend, Spend, Tax, Tax, THEN SPEND SOME
MORE!

The Supervisors and Mayor must realistically face the fact that
this City must start living within its means. Send a Message! Just

say NO!

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
W.F. O'Keeffe, Sr., President

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION K

Proposition K has absolutely nothing to do with the Jarvis-Gann
Proposition 13 property tax limit, and would not change the proper-
ty tax setting formula in any way.

* Proposition K would NOT permit property taxes to be raised. It
would simply allow the City to spend revenue it collects from a
variety of sources.

The Gann spending limit that K addresses imposes an arbitrary
spending ceiling on local govemmcm based on expenditures of past
years. The limit recognizes no reason for increasing spending other
than population gains and inflation.

The Gann limit ignores costs associated with new demands on .

government such as toxics clean-up, drug enforcement, transit ex-
pansion, traffic control, services for the aged and children.

use all its anticipated revenue even though those revenues are not
enough to cover existing services.

The City is going to have to cut services to cope with its $172
million deficit. Cutbacks could be eased by.federal and state match-
ing funds. But unless the Gann limit is raised we could not spend

‘these funds to prevent service cutbacks.

The Gann spending limit is not based on any rational measure of
prudent fiscal management. Unless it is raised the City will be
foreclosing on its future.

Join neighborhood, business and community leaders who see K
as an opportunity to put our city on a sound financial footing.

Vote YES on Proposition K.

SUBMITTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Unless the Gann hmxt is raxsed San Francisco will not be able to

'Afguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authofs and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agéncy.

SAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION K ARE ON PAGE 64
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TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE

ORDERING SUBMISSION OF AN ORDI-
NANCE, SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS OF
" THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, CHANG-
ING THE ARTICLE XIlII-B ANNUAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS LIMIT (GANN LIMIT) OF
THE CITY AND CQUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
CISCO FOR FISCAL YEARS 1988 1989
THROUGH 1991-1992.

The Board of Supervisors hereby orders sub-

mitted to the qualified electors of the City and -

- County of San Francisco, at an election to be
held therein on June 7, 1988, an ordinance, sub-
- mitted by members of the Board of Supervisors,

PROPOSITION K

changmg the Article XIII-B annual appropria-
tion limit (Gann Limit) of the City and County
of San Francisco for Fiscal Years 1988- 1989

through 1991-1992, the new ordinance to read

as follows:

[Changing Gann Limit for Fiscal years 1988- |

89 Through 1991-1992] CHANGING THE
ARTICLE XIII-B ANNUAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS LIMIT (GANN LIMIT) OF THE CITY

.AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR

FISCAL YEARS 1988-1989 THROUGH

1991-1992.
NOTE: This section is new.

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

Section |. Changeof Appropriations Limit.

The City and County of San Francisco’s
annual appropriations limit for Fiscal Year
1988-89 and the next ensuing three yecars, as set
pursuant to Article XIII-B of the California
Constitution, is hereby changed by increasing
the base amount authorized by Article XI11-B to
allow the use of all proceeds of taxes and state
and federal grants and subventions. (]
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ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING CITY
POLICY ON THE USE OF THE BALBOA
RESERVOIR AND ADJACENT MUNICI-
PAL RAILWAY TURNAROUND FOR AF-
FORDABLE SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING,
OPEN SPACE, CHILD CARE, CITY COL-
LEGE, AND PUBLIC PARKING PUR-
POSES; ADOPTING FINDINGS; RE-
ZONING A PORTION OF THE BALBOA
RESERVOIR SOUTH BASIN FOR SINGLE
FAMILY HOUSING; AND AUTHORIZING
A LAND DISPOSITION AGREEMENT FOR
THE SAME.

Be it ordained by the People of the City and

County of San Francisco that:
SEC. 1. FINDINGS.

(a) The Balboa Reservoir site and adjacent
Municipal Railway turnaround at Ocean and
Phelan Avenues represent one of the largest un-
developed pieces of public property in the City;

(b) The City's Water Department, Public
Utilities Commission and Board of Supervisors
~ have declared the Balboa Reservoir south basin

to be surplus property, and the Board of Super-
visors has authorized negotiations for the sale
of the land for the construction of affordable
single family housing, with approximately thir-
ty percent (30%) of the homes priced at approx-
_imately $85,000 for first-time homebuyers
carning as a family up to $34,000 per year, as
adjusted under applicable law, and another
thirty percent (30%) of the homes priced at
approximately $120,000 for first-time home-
buyers earning as a family from $34,000 to
$51,000 per year, as adjusted under applicable
law;

(c) City College, located across the street
from the Balboa Reservoir site, may desire to
expand its facilities at some time in the future
when planmng studies have been completed and
funding is available;

(d) The neighborhood surrounding the Bali-

"poa Reservoir site is in need of additional open

space and a child care facility for its residents,
and these neighborhood needs can best be met
by requiring a developer to construct a child

care facility and develop open space at the -

developer’s expense in conjunction with the
development of affordable housing;

(e) The neighborhood surrounding the Bal-

boa Reservoirsite is in need of additional public
parking;

(f) The City wishes to accommodate as many.
of these irterests as possible in any disposition

or development of the site;

(g) The People of the City and County of San
Francisco therefore adopt this ordinance as
establishing an appropriate and desirable plan
for immediate and future use of the Balboa
Reservoir and adjacent Municipal Railway
turnaround site.

PROPOSITIONL

City College to expand the campus when ap-
propriate planning studies and financing plans
are completed. It is the policy of the People of
the City and County of San Francisco that first
consideration.be given to City College in any
future disposition of the approximately 16.7
acre north basin of the Balboa Reservoir site, in
accordance with applicable law. In the mean-
time, it is the policy of the People of the City
and County of San Francisco that the north basin
continue to be used for surface parking for the

-benefit of City College and the neighborhood,

in accordance with applicable law.

SEC. 3. POLICY REGARDING BALBOA
RESERVOIR SOUTH SITE AND AD-
JACENT MUNICIPAL RAILWAY TURN-
AROUND. _

(a) It is the policy of the People of the. City
and County of San Francisco that the south
basin of the Balboa Reservoir site be used for
open space, affordable single family housing
and child care, and the Municipal Railway turn-
around be used for future public parking and/or
City college uses.

(b) The People of the City and County of San
Francisco acknowledge that the neighborhood
surrounding the Balboa Reservoir site is in need
of additional open space for its residents. 1t is
the policy of the People of the City and County
of San Francisco that the approximately 1.25
acre westerly portion of the south basin of the
Balboa Reservoir be transferred to the jurisdic-
tion of the Recreation and Parks Department, in
accordance with applicable law, for use as a
public park.

(c) The People of the City and County of San

Francisco acknowledge the need for affordable

single family housing and child care facilities.
It is the policy of the People of the City and
County of San Francisco that the approximate-
ly 11.4 acre portion of the south basin of the Bal-
boa Reservoir site described more fully -in
Section 4 of this Ordinance be rezoned for
single family housing and that the Mayor be
authorized to enter into a land disposition agree-
ment for this purpose.

(d) The People of the City and County of San
Francisco acknowledge that the need for addi-
tional public parking is increasing and of con-
tinuing concern to the City. It is the policy of
the People of the City and County of San Fran-

cisco that first consideration be given to public

parking and/or City College uses in any future
disposition of the approxlmately 1 acre
Municipal Railway turnaround site, in accord-
ance with applicable law.
SEC. 4. REZONING OF A PORTION OF THE
BALBOA RESERVOIR SOUTH SITE.

The following change in property use clas-
sification is hereby adopted as an amendment to
the Zoning Map of the City and County of San

o TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY:

Commencing at the point of intersection of
the northeasterly line of Ocean Avenue with the
easterly line of Plymouth Avenue extended nor-
therly from the southwesterly line of Ocean
Avenue; thence northerly along said northerly
extension of said Plymouth Avenue, a distance
of 155.316 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING and hereinafter referred to as
point “A”; thence running southeasterly and
along a line parallel with and perpendicularly
distant 150 feet northeasterly from the north-
casterly line of Ocean Avenue, a distance of
1065.206 feet to the westerly line of Phelan
Avenue; running thence northerly and along
said westerly line of Phelan Avenue, a distance
of 700.000 feet; thence deflecting 92 degrees
10" 12” to the left from the preceding course and
running westerly, a distance of 916.281 feet;
thence deflecting 87 degrees 33’ 36" to the left
from the preceding course, and running souther-
ly a distance of 104.688 feet; thence deflecting
90 degrees to the right from the preceding
course and running westerly, a distance of
110.000 feet to the said northerly extension of
the easterly line of Plymouth Avenue; thence
running southerly and along said northerly ex-
tension of said easterly line of Plymouth'
Avenue,.a distance of 280.000 feet to a point
“A” and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Being a portion of Assessor’s Lot 1, Block
3180.

SEC. 5 DISPOSITION AGREEMENT FOR A
PORTION OF THE BALBOA RESERVOIR
SOUTH BASIN SITE.

(a) The people of the City and County of San
Francisco hereby authorize and direct the trans-
fer of approximately 11.4 acres of City proper-
ty located at Ocean and Phelan Avenues,
comprising a portion of the south basin of the. .
Balboa Reservoir site, for the construction of a
child care facility and no more than 203 single
family homes, with approximately thirty per-
cent (30%) of the homes priced at approxnmate-
ly $85,000 for first-time homebuyers earning as
a family up to $34,000 per year, as adjusted
under applicable law, and another thirty percent
(30%) of the homes priced at approxnmately
$120,000 for first-time homebuyers earning as
a family from $34,000 to $51,000 per year, as
adjusted under applicable law.

(b) The People of the City and County of San
Francisco authorize the Mayor, on behalf of the
City and County, to enter into a Disposition
Agreement for the property with a private
developer, which Agreement shall include the
following terms: .

. (1) The property shall be transferred to the

| developer for the construction of up to 203

single family homes and a child care facility;
(2) Not less than thirty percent (30%) of the
homes shall be reserved for twelve months for

+ SEC. 2. POLICY REGARDING BALBOA Francisco. ,
RESERVOIR NORTH SITE. Use District Use District sale at approximately $85,000 to first-time
The People of the City and County of San To Be To Be homebuyers earning as a family up to $34,000
Francisco acknowledge the valuable contribu- Superseded ‘Approved per year, as adjusted under applicable law;
tion that City College has made to generations - ‘ P RH-1 (3) Not less than an additional thirty percent
(House, One-Family) « (30%) of the homes shall be reserved for twelve

of San Franciscans, and recognize the desire of
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Continued on page 61
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Balboa Reservoir AL,

"PROPOSITION L

Shall the City adopt policies for development of the Bal-
boa Reservoir site, and sell the south basin for construc-
tion of 203 single family houses, and a public park and
childcare center paid for by the developer?

Analysis
by Ballot Stmpltftcatton Committee
THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City owns two unused
reservoirs at Ocean and Phelan Avenues known as the
~Balboa Reservoir. The South Reservoir has been
declared surplus by the City Water Department and
may be sold only for housing. Thirty percent of those
houses must be sold to people earning up to $34,000
a year, and another thirty percent to people earning
from $34,000 to $51,000 a year. The North Reservoir
'is held by the Water Department and is used for City
College parking. The Balboa Reservoir is zoned for
public uses. There is a Mumc1pal Railway turnaround
next to the property.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L is an ordinance that
would declare it to be the official policy of the people
of San Francisco: (1) to use the South Reservoir for
single family houses, a publi¢ park and a childcare
center both paid for by the developer; (2) to favor City
College in any future use of the North Reservoir and
to continue City College parking use in the meantime;

‘and, (3) to favor public parking or City College uses
if changes are made in the use of the Mummpal Rail-
way tumaround :

YES 277 =
NO 278 wp

The proposal would rezone the South Reservoir
for single family houses and would authorize sale of
the property to'a déveloper to build 203 single fami-
ly houses, a public park and a childcare center. All of
the houses would be for first-time homebuyers: thir-
ty percent priced at $85,000 for those with incomes
up to $34,000, another thirty percent priced at
$120,000 for those with incomes up to $51,000, and
the rest sold at market rate to any first-time
homebuyer.

A “YES” YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
to adopt these policies for the development of the Bal-
boa Reservoir, and you want to sell the South Reser-
voir for the construction of single family houses a
public park and a childcare center.

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not
want to adopt these policies, and you do not want to
sell the South Reservoir for these uses.

How “L” Got on the Ballot

On March 8, the Registrar of Voters received a letterfrom the

Controller S Statement on “L”

e et L+ s e L [ P e e e el e e e e e i e e o e o

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

“Should the proposed Ordinance be approved; in my
opinion, it would neither increase nor decrease the cost
of government. However, as a product of its future ap-
plication, it could have a significant effect on the finan-
~ cés of the City and County, the amount of Wthh cannot

_be determmed "

Mayor requesting that a proposition establishing City polic yon
the use of the Balboa Reservoir be placed on the ballot for the June

election.
The City Charter provides that the Mayor may place an or-

dinance on the ballot in this manner.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION L
IS ON PAGE 48
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OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L

The Board of Supervisors and community representatives join Supervisor Doris Ward
Mayor Agnos in urging a Yes vote on Proposition L. Rudolf Nothenberg, CAQ.
Proposition L is a comprehensive plan for meeting community Roger Boas, former CAQ
concerns about the City’s Balboa property. It includes affordable  Toby Rosenblatt, Planning Commissioner
housing for first-time homebuyers, a public park, and a childeare  Susan Bierman, Planning Commissioner
center; preserves current City College parking uses; and earmarks Lonnie Lawson, Balboa Neighborhood Committee
over 16 acres for future City College needs. ' Donneter Lane, Housing Conservation and Development
This is the type of housing we desperately need in San Francis- Corporation
co. The floor plans will accommodate growing families and the Bette Landis, Democratic Women'’s Forum
i two-and-three bedroom homes with separate, fenced backyards  Stephanie Mischak, Holloway Terrace
t’i7 and garages fit into the neighborhood. Rev. Paul Theiss
i All are for first-time homebuyers: 30 percent at $85,000 for Dale Carlson .
i . families earning $22,000 to $34,000, 30 percent at $120,000 for  Stan Smith, Building Trades Council
'; families earning $34,000 to $51,000; the rest market rate. Buck Bagot ‘
j’gi Unless construction begins by June, the housing would lose 7.5 Mitchell Omerberg, Affordable Housing Alliance
‘ percent mortgages that make the homes affordable to average  Calvin Welch, CCHO
il families. That is why we consider it imperative to move forward  Gordon Chin, Chinese Community Housing Corporation
* Joseph Lacey, S.F. Housing and Tenants Council

with this immediately.
Sue Hestor, San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth

Vote yes on L.

] ' Dick Grosholl .
5’; Art Agnos, Mayor _ , Fred Rodriguez Recreation and Fark Commission
i Supervisor Nancy Walker, President John Holtzclaw, Sierra Club

Jeffrey Henne, S.F. League of Conservation Voters

Supervisor Jim Gonzalez
Sharon Meadows, Coleman Advocates for Children

Supervisor Tom Hsieh

Supervisor Willie Kennedy , - Angelo Siracusa, Bay Area Council
i Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver

|
;’
‘; |
-
]i ¥ Supervisor Bill Maher - John Jacobs, Chamber of Commerce
|

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L -

|
|
|
|
|
(R The Mayor's argument is easy to refute. All references to help-  lion dotlars for new building projects!

il ing City College are false, remarks about “affordable” housing are Last July Senator Quentin Kopp wrote in the San Francisco

!

#

i

t

!

{

misleading, and several “supporters” either are on the developer’s  Progress: “I'm sure the community college district can find the
payroll, no fonger represent their groups, or are trying for commis- . '$36,000 to buy it (the reservoir) and then the creative financing to
sionships. utilize the property.” He is correct! The Governor’s budget con-
Despite the short time available for us to submit arguments o tains fundiiig for City College facilities, including funding for
" this handbook, you will find a remarkable outpouring of “Noon  preliminary plans for a $20 million library.
i‘ - L” material here, representing a true sampling of the city. The Many people in “power positions” in this city tell us they believe
1 s faculty/neighborhood coordinating group is deeply touched by the City Collége should be given the reservoir but will not say so
| thousands of people who have expressed their support forCity Col-  publicly because they are afraid. How sad.
1 lege. Thank you all for your concern for our students. We need your help, Mr. Mayor, not your reprisals!
Most City College students are minorities and many are poor, but : \
they have the best transfer rate in the state and the most successful CCFRD
| L job placements. Yet the campus is three times more crowded than ~ SNaP!
o ' San Francisco State University, which has just been granted 74 mil-

o ,
‘. S Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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Balboa Reservoir.

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION L

Incredibly, the voters of San Francisco are being asked for the
third time to sell 11.4 acres of public land to a private developer
for $36,300. |

We urge you to vote NO unless you have heard answers to these

_ questions: '

(1) WHY NOT GIVE “WEST CAMPUS” BACK TO CITY
COLLEGE?

This land once held an auditorium, library, classrooms and stu-

dent housing—bulldozed for reservoirs that have never been used.

If the land isn’t really needed for water storage, it shouldn’t have
been taken away. CCSF is extremely overcrowded. The Water
Department says the North Reservoir will never be declared
surplus. There’s nowhere else to rebuild the demolished facilities.
State money IS available for college construction at this time.

(2) WHY IS COMMUNITY OPPOSITION BEING IG-
NORED?

Last year, nearby precincts voted over 90% ag,amst this. The
Outer Mission as a whole voted two-to-one against. The nearby
Ingleside, Twin Peaks and Noe communities, and the City as a
whole, all voted NO, and their concerns remain unanswered.

(3)YIS PROPOSITION L-AS-IN-LANDSCAM APAYBACK

FOR CAMPAIGN “DONATIONS?”

How much money have the developers given to local politicians?
How much profit will they make?

(4) WHY ISN’T THIS HOUSING TRULY AFFORDABLE?

There will be no rentals at any price, no student housing, no
senior housing, nothing for poor people or people with ordinary
working-class incomes. Proposition L means 203 subsidized
private houses, nearly half require incomes over $51,000 while
another third require incomes of almost $51,000. Even the bottom

fraction require incomes of nearly $34,000. Why should very af- -

fordable education be sacrificed for not-very-aﬂ‘ord'\ble hous-
ing?

" Most community organizations have long opposed this plan be-
cause there has been no comprehensive study to determine
priorities. The needs of water, traffic, parking, student housing
and college facilities should also be considered before this
resource is given away.

SNaP!
CCFRD

REBUTTAL TO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION L

We can meet both City College and Affordable Housing Needs.

. This new proposal reserves more than half of the Balboa property -

for present City College parking and future uses.

This property never was the “West Campus” of the City College.
Owned continuously by the City since 1919, it was briefly used
during and after World War I for temporary WAVE housing and
veterans education. It has otherwise been vacant.

The Community College District has expanded, creating 7 -

~ centers throughout the City to directly serve San Franciscans.

The City College master plan includes sites for a new library,
bookstore, and other buildings within the existing campus. The col-
.lege has applied for state funds but cannot qudlnfy until existing
buildings are fully utilized. :

Representatives of eleven neighboring associations selected this
plan for single family homes because, of the exceptional design,
amenities, open space, and housing affordability.

This comprehensive plan serves all needs: City College gets con-

tinued parking and first consideration for future growth. The City
gets affordable housing, a public park and a child care center at the.
developer's expense and $400,000 yearly in property taxes.

Vote Yes on L.

Esther Marks
James Firth, PLAN
Agar Jaicks, SF Democratic Central Committee*
Carole Migden, Chair, Democratic County Central Committee
Paul Melbostad, Harvey Milk Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club

Rick Hauptman, Harvey Milk Lesbian and Gay Democratic Club |

Ron Braithwaite, Alice B, Toklas Lesbian/Gay Democratic Club
Ray King, Director, Parking Authority

Alfredo M. Rodriguez, Latino Democratic Club

Gayle Orr Smith, Black Leadership Forum

* Organization name included for identification purposes only

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

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION L ARE ON PAGES 69 TO 79
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m Olympics

Shall it be the policy of the people of San Francisco to
support hosting the Olympic Games and to repeal any
conditions on the City’s bid for the 1996 Summer Games?

PROPOSITIONM

YES 281 =
NO 282 mp

Analysis
by Ballot Simplification Committee -

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City has adopted

i

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would

an official policy supporting a bid to host the
1996 Olympic Summer Games, if the United
States Olympic Committee: (1) makes it a
policy not to discriminate against lesbians and
gays; (2) selects a representative of a lesbian
and gay amateur athletic association as a
voting member of the Committee’s executive
board; (3) gives equal consideration to lesbian
and gay athletic associations in giving money;

(4) supports a congressional bill to permit the

use of the name “Gay Olympic Games;” and,

(5) works to change immigration laws that |

now may keep lesbians and gays from enter-
ing the country.

make it the official policy of the people of San
Francisco to support hosting the 1996 Olym-
pic Summer Games or subsequent Olympic
Games without these conditions.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the City to support hosting the 1996
Olympic Summer Games or subsequent
Olympic Games without these conditions.

- A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want the City to support hosting the 1996
Olympic Summer Games or subsequent
Olympic Games.only with these conditions.

Controller’s Statement on “M”

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

“Should the proposed Declaration of Policy be ap-
proved, in my opinion, it would neither increase nor
decrease the cost of government. However, as a prod-
uct of its possible future application, it could have a
significant effect on the finances of the City and Coun-
ty, the amount of which cannot be determined.”

How “M” Got on the Ballot

On March 9, the Registrar of Voters received a letter requesting
that this declaration of policy be placed on the ballot for the June
election. The request was signed by Supervisors Tom Hsieh, Bill
Maher, John Molinari, and Willie Kennedy.

The City Charter provides that one-third of the Board of Su-
pervisors may place a declaration of policy on the ballot in this

manner.

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION M IS ON PAGE 53
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Olympics

OFFICIAL ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

1996 marks the 100th anniversary of the modern Olympic
Games. It would be a tremendous honor and privilege to host the
centennial ceremonies of the world’s oldest and most respected in-
* ternational institution.

The San Francisco Bay Area is the perfect place to host the Olym-
pic Games, with a superb climate, world class athlenc facilities and
spectacular surroundings.

The Bay Area Sports Organizing Committee’s Bid Proposal'

under Senator Kopp’s direction has generated enormous spirit and
support by six Bay Area counties and forty-five cities and local
‘municipalities.

We deserve this golden opportunity to showcase our ]nstory, cul-
ture and diversity to the world.

The San Francisco Bay Area can expect to create a profitable
economic impact by hosting the Olympic Games. Pre-Olympic
. construction and facility renovation, combined with an increase in
our hotel, restaurant and tourism industry will brmg significant
revenue to our city.

On March 7, 1988, the Board of Superwsors passed a Resolution
welcoming the Olympic Games, only if the U.S.0.C. complies with
five conditions. |

Never in the history of the modern Olympic Games has a host
city made demands of the U.S.0.C. This action establishes a
dangerous precedent. Such conditional criteria could lead to even
more restrictive, political demands by future host cities. Tradition-
ally, the Spirit of the Olympic Games has been to triumph over
political controversy and encourage excellence in international
athletic compctition, |

The U.S. Supreme Court confirmed the U.S.0.C.’s exclusive
rights to the name ‘Olympics’, when challenged by San Francisco
Arts and Athletics, proprietors of the Gay Games.

The Court has ruled that the U.S.0.C. did not discriminate in its
actions.

Now, it’s time to move forward.

Let the Olympic Flame burn in San Francisco!

Vote Yes on M.

Supervisor Tom Hsieh
Supervisor Willie B. Kennedy
Supervisor John L. Molinari

Supervisor Bill Maher

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

NO OFFICIAL ARGUMENT WAS SUMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION M

~ PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M ARE ON PAGES 80 TO 83

'PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION M ARE ON PAGES 83 TO 85

TEXT OF PHOPOSED DECLARATION OF POLIGY

DECLARING THE OFFICIAL POLICY OF
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
CISCO TO SUPPORT HOSTING THE 1996
OLYMPIC. SUMMER GAMES OR SUB-
SEQUENT OLYMPIC GAMES IN SAN
FRANCISCO

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors has
adopted and the Mayor has approved a resolu-
tion with conditions harmful to the selection by
the United States Olympic Committee of San
Francisco as host city for the 1996 Olympic

PROPOSITION M

Summer Games orsubsequentOlymplc Games;
and

WHEREAS, Such resolution is not expres-
sive of the beliefs of the people of San Francis-
co or in the public interest of the people of San
Francisco and the Bay Area; now, therefore, be
it

RESOLVED, Thatthe pcople of San Francis-

co hereby declare it to be the official policy of

the City and County of San Frangisco to support

hosting the 1996 Olympic Summer Games or

v.ubscquem Olympic Games in San ancmco,
and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That Resolution
No. 165-88 be, and it is, hereby repealed; and,
be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the people of
San Francisco hereby direct the Board of Super-
visors and the Mayor to take all action neces-
sary and appropriate to carry out the intent of
this Resolution, (]
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'PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP A — SCHOOL FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT BONDS

For San Franciscans who share in the American ideal thatawell-  placement of defective plumbing; rehabilitation and replacement
functioning democracy is dependent on free and equal education  of heating, ventilation and electrical systems; and reconstruction
for all of its citizens, the images of San Francisco school children  of unsafe play structures. Bond monies will also be used to rehab
attending classes in dilapidated — and in some cases, unsafe —  school libraries and science labs, and for handicapped access.
buildings is something of a shock. Business is aware of our responsibility to give back to the com-

A city’s economic future and quality of life are dependent on  munity and of the critical importance of good schools in preparing
good schools. Business needs good students to meet the challenge  tomorrow’s workers.
of tomorrow’s jobs. This is our chance to show that San Francisco is still “the city

How we care for our school buildings is a sign of how much we  that knows how.” |
care for the education that goes on in those buildings.

Like other urban school districts with aging structures and short ~ David M. Chamberlain, President & CEO, Shaklee Corp.
cash, San Francisco is faced with facility problems that need im-  President, S.F. Chamber of Commerce
mediate attention. Long-time neglect has resulted in increased  John H. Jacobs, Executive Director, S.F. Chamber of Commerce

© maintenance costs. Mark Buell, President, Southwest Diversified

The business community also knows that bulldmgs thatare poor-  Rudolf Nothenberg, Chief Administrative Officer, City & Coun-

ly maintained drive down property values. ty of San Francisco
Now, San Francisco voters have an opportunity to make adif-  Louise Renne, City Attorney, City & County of San Francisco

ference. Proposition A will provide funds for such basic needs as:
replacement of leaky roofs; repair of bathroom facilities and re-

San Francisco’s public school properties are in a disgraceful con- the educational needs of students and our overall commitment
dition! They have gotten this way through years of neglect. Plagued to raising the quality of education in the District to one of ex-
by leaky roofs, unsanitary plumbing, poor heating and ventilation, cellence. :
and a host of other structural defects, the schools are jeopardizing Please join us in voting YES on Proposition A. It means:
the health and safety of our students and interfering with their leam- » Safe Environment!
ing. Our children deserve better. « Sound Economy!
~ A vote for Proposition A will: ' » Standard of Excellence!

» Provide a safer and healthier learning environment.
« Initiate a planned program of reconstruction that prevents the  Janer Sargisson, President

cost of replacement and promotes fiscal economy. ~ League of Women Voters of San Francisco
» Demonstrate our support of a public schools system that meets '
L

1

Education is our most basic responsibility. As a parent of public ~ who are fighting for decent facilities. I strongly urge you to vote
school students, I identify with the aspirations of sixty-five  in favor of Proposition A. Invest in the future of all San Francis-
thousand parents with children in our schools. cans, PLEASE VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A.

The condition of San Francisco’s public school buildings is a dis-
grace. Let’s support parents, teachers, administrators and students  Supervisor Jim Gonzalez

L]

San Francisco’s schools should be second to none. By support-  Supervisor Tom Hsieh
ing Proposition A, you will insure that our schools have the fund-  City and County of San Francisco
ing they need to achieve educational excellence. I URGE YOU TO.

SUPPORT PROPOSITION A.

For 10 years there has been no major reconstruction or repair of ~ Fred A. Rodriguez
our school buildings. The condition of classrooms in which our  Parent and Member, Recreation and Park Commission
children learn affects academic performance. A vote for Proposi-  Louise H. Renne
tion A is a vote for excellence in education, The time to actisnow!  City Attorney

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
* PROP A — SCHOOL FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT BONDS

Quality education for our city’s children is everybody’s business.
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION A.

The poor condition of our school facilities has a negative effect
on the quality of education. The proceeds from these bonds will
help provide an adequate learning environment.

We must finance the repair and maintenance of your investment
in our school buildings and grounds. By protecting this investment,
we reduce future costs.

The San Francisco business community strongly encourages you
to join us in voting for the school bonds. VOTE YES ON
PROPOSITION A.

John H. Jacobs
Executive Director
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

We must give our children a proper place in which to be educated.

Harriet Ross

Our schools are a community resource used daily by thousands
of students and many community groups. For example, Lakeshore
School has over 500 students with before and after-school childcare
and special summer programs. Among the community groups
using Lakeshore School on a regular basis are: American Associa-
tion of Retired Persons (AARP), Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts,
Lakeshore Improvement Association (neighborhood group), and
Square Cutters (folk/square dancers) plus Chinese and aerobic
classes. Proposition A will provide funds for the exterior of
Lakeshore School to be painted and necessary plumbing repairs.

Similarly, schools in every neighborhood are extensively used
by students and community groups. Essential repairs will be made
at each school site except for two new school buildings.

It is a wise investment for San Francisco to repair our schools.
Vote YES on Proposition A.

Sylvia Walker, President of SFPTA
Margaret Kauffman, Vice-President of SFPTA and Treasurer of
Proposition A Committee

Our schools need repair. With only emergency maintenance the
last ten years, there are essential repairs that need to be made at
school sites in every neighborhood of the city.

For the students and all San Franciscans who use the school

buildings, we urge a YES vote on Proposition A.

San Francisco Board of Education
Sodonia Wilson, President

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROP A — SCHOOL FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT BONDS

VOTE “NO” ON PROPOSITION A

This is a request for you to vote for $90,000,000 for the purchase
of bonds for the acquisition, construction or completion for im-
provements of the public school facilities of San Francisco.

- That is all you are voting on.

No accountability. No information relative to controls on the
spending of these proposed funds.

There is no information regarding the education of the children
who may someday get to use these so-called improvements.
Vote “NO” on Proposition A.

Marguerite Warren

NOTE

Your polling place location may have
changed. Please refer to the arrow on the
back cover of this pamphlet.

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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- PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOROF
PROP B — PAY FREEZE/REDUCED WORK WEEK

Vote Yes on Proposition B

Even though our City Charter requires a balanced budget, we cur-
rently are experiencing a terrible budget deficit, because we have
been spending more than we make. Tocorrect this situation is going
to be difficult and painful for everybody.

A vote for Proposition B will save a quick $40 million by freez-
ing city employee wages; however, no group is exempt from cuts
and freezes: not human services contractors nor suppliers of pen-
cils and computers. The business community knows increases in
taxes are forthcoming. We all will have to bear increased fees for
services, from entrance to the zoo to building permits.

Proposition B suspends for one year Charter provisions govern-
ing wage formulas and processes for various employee groups.

‘Without passage of Proposition B, police officers and firefighters

will get raises even if no one else does.

It would be grossly unfair to freeze the salaries of some
employees and not others. That is why the Mayor and the Board
placed Proposition B on the ballot and that is why we are asking
you to vote Yes on Proposition B. Itis fair, itis principled. 1 believe
this freeze will significantly reduce the number of layoffs neces-
sary; minimizing the deficit’s impact on services and employees’
lives.

~ Vote Yes on Proposition B.

Submitted by Nancy G. Walker, President, San Francisco Board
of Supervisors and Supervisors Harry Britt, Bill Maher and
Doris Ward

R

'Vote YES on Proposition B, a city employee pay freeze that will
be in effect for one year is needed now! ‘

In 1960, San Francisco had roughly the same population as today,
750,000, and 15,400 employees. Today we have the same popula-
tion and 27,000 employees. That helps explain why we have a $180
million deficit despite a vastly increased economic base.

It is only by your vote that the salaries of public employees for
both uniformed as well as non-uniformed employees will be frozen
for one year. A YES vote will save the city $47 million dollars in
1988-89. Without such a salary freeze, 1,200 more employees will

lose their jobs and the Superviéors will have to raise parking fees,
MUNI fares, stop street repairs and street cleaning to make up the
difference. Vote YES on B and put this city back on sound finan-
cial footing. ' '

John H. Jacobs, Executive Director

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

James Bronkema, Chairman of the Board & CEO

Embarcadero Center Limited | -
Robert B. Wilhelm, Managing Director,Westin St. Francis Hotel

e

It has finally dawned on City Hall that this City must end its
profligate, wasteful, Union placating, budget busting, spending
habits! It's now time to go on a fiscal diet. A wage “freeze” is but
the first step! ,

It is most regrettable that Mayor Agnos lacked the political
courage to simultaneously rescind the thirteen million dollar AN-
NUAL “giveaway” for COMPARABLE WORTH that Mayor
Feinstein vetoed TWICE! '

. Amajority of politically spineless Supervisors, in order to “buy”
Union votes with the taxpayer’s money, unilaterally decided that

there were to be no low paying minority or female jobs at City Hall.

Now, several thousand'needéd workers may WIND UP WITHNO

- JOBS AT ALL!

Anyone care to justify why, with virtually the same population,
we now need 4155 more highly paid City employees than in 1980?
Little wonder that the City’s budget has MORE THAN
DOUBLED from 920 million in 1980to 1.928 BILLION TODAY.
VOTE YES! '

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
W. F. O’ Keeffe, Sr., President '

Polls are open until 8:00 p.m’.

‘Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ‘AHGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP B — PAY FREEZE/REDUCED WORK WEEK

In 1976 the voters established a formula for setting city employee
salaries. Public employee unions at that time opposed the salary
formulas because of restrictions against providing fringe benefits
and because the salary rates are generally a full year behind com-
parable cities and counties. Since 1976, however, the salary for-
mulas have at least established a measure of stability by providing
City employees modest salary increases.

This year the Mayor and Board of Supervisors have chosen to
ask voters to disregard the salary rates developed for fiscal year
1988-1989 by the Civil Service Commission because of a projected
budget deficit. In addition, the Mayor and Supervisors plan
employee layoffs which, together with the salary freeze, will result
in reduced public services throughout the City. Voters are urged to
vote “NO” on Proposition B.

City employees should not be asked to subsidize fiscal mis-
management of City services and development of the annual
budget. The actual deficit amount will not even be known until at
least September 1, 1988, when a full report from the Controller will
show the surplus from the 1987-1988 budget year. At that time,

City officials, with advice from interested parties, can make intel-
ligent decisions regarding the City’s ability to pay for City ser-
vices. :

The Charter Amendment appearing on the ballot does not take
into consideration many of the necessary controls proposed by af-
fected City employee organizations during the long period of

‘negotiations. Passage of Proposition B asks City employees to go

without a raise in salary or benefits between July 1, 1988 and June
30, 1989. City employee morale, upon which the efficient delivery
of public services relies, will deteriorate. Response time for
emergency services will no doubt decrease.

Vote “NO” on B.

Walter L. Johnson
Secretary/Treasurer

San Francisco Labor Council
Jeffrey R. Greendorfer
Assistant Secretary

San Francisco Labor Council

If enacted, Proposition B would freeze wages for all San Fran-
cisco fire fighters during the fiscal year 1988-89. Prop. B is an ef-

fort by the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to cut city expenses

in the face of a projected budget deficit, and goes hand-in-hand
with a plan to eventually lay off fire fighters and other city
employees.

To those concerned with the maintenance of vital city services,
Prop. B seems il-advised and not in the best interests of San Fran-
cisco. Fire fighting is extremely difficult and dangerous work that
demands specialized training and constant sacrifices. San
Francisco’s_ fire fighters eamn their pay — sometimes with their
lives.

To deprive the city’s fire fighters of hard-earned raises would be
unfair and detrimental to Fire Department morale. Moreover, the
overall effect of a wage freeze and personnel layoffs would be a
reduction in the effectiveness of vital public services. That’s a cost
no one should have to pay. .

Vote for a strong Fire Department. Vote “no” on Prop. B.

James T. Ferguson, President
SAN FRANCISCO FIRE FIGHTERS

Proposition B, designated as the Wage Freeze Proposition,
provides for:

1) a Wage Freeze forall city employees for one year which results
in a saving of $47 million dollars per year '

2) permits lay-offs of city employees, resulting in a savings of
$60 million dollars a year and ,

3) provides for reduction in work hours, resulting in an estimated
savings of $20 million dollars a year.

With a deficit of $179 million dollars, the result of Proposition
B would be to place a disproportionate burden on city employees
of approximately $127 million dollars — (in excess of 70%) — to

solve the. city’s financial deficit. While the San Francisco Labor
movement is willing to carry its share of the burden of assisting in
solving the city’s financial crisis, it believes all groups should share
equally. Proposition B is inequitable in that it makes no provision
for business, property owners, or other sectors of the city to par-
ticipate in solving the city’s deficit. Because it places virtually the
entire burden on city workers, it should be defeated.
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION B.

Larry Mazzola, President
S.F. Building & Construction Trades Council

Argumehts printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any ofticlal agency. '
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" PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP B — PAY FREEZE/REDUCED WORK WEEK

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION ‘B’

Proposition “B” is not the answer to the City’s current financial
difficulties. We are urging San Francisco voters to be circumspect
about voting for a “quick fix” solution to a problem which city
employees and city taxpayers had no part in creating.

Countless hours of negotiations on how to balance the budget
have taken place, and although many cost saving measures were
presented to the city to help alleviate the problem, the city has
chosen the shortterm extreme measure of a wage freeze, layoffs
and reduction in city services, rather than to take the required time
to properly analyze this problem and *“spread out the pain” over a
longer period of time.

We, and our citizens have an important role to play in resolving
the city budget crisis. We have not seen the city’s proposals for in-
creasing revenues to help resolve. this problem. Keeping us and
you, the taxpayer, in the dark until after the June election is not
being fair, and we believe that the politicians who played a major

role in creatmg the deficit, should be held accountable to be more
open to the public about this process. '

It’s interesting that “Big Business” is pushing the freeze, layoff,
reduction in city services and reduced work week proposals,
however, they are noticeably silent about increasing any business
taxes as their “fair share” of resolving the problem.

In the short and long run, our community is going to suffer with
substantial reductions is essential city services should the Mayor’s -
“quick-fix” scheme be approved.

We urge you to vote against this proposal. In doing so, you’ll be
telling the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors that you want a
more longterm solution as a preservation of essential services.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION ‘B’

Bob Barry, President
SAN FRANCISCO POLICE OFFICERS' ASSOCIATION

The Professional and Technical! Engineers Union
Urges You to Vote NO on Prop. B.

‘San Francisco has a bloated City Government that has left us less
able to do our jobs. The Board of Supervisors shares this respon-
sibility. In every department, upper management has grown while
professional and technical line staff has shrunk. This goes for
health, engineering, planning, data processing, accounting, you
name it. City administrators hide behind a veil of austerity while
quietly giving the City over to consultants and high-priced
bureaucrats.

Take the cable cars. The only expefts anywhere can be found in

San Francisco’s civil service. Despite this, City management, with
blessings from the Mayor and the Board, decided to give the jobs
to consultants — engineers and construction managers who knew
nothing about cable cars. End result: 20% over budget, lawsuits
and a big mess that City employees have to clean up for untold ex-
pense. -

This is just one among many stories of waste and mlsmanage-
ment.

Last year, the City gave out $130 million to outside consultants
— and none of them even had to bid for the work. One “consult-
ant” in the Health department has been with the City for over a
decade and makes $92/hour, This is at a time when citizens are in
urgent need of more and better health care. Mayor Feinstein took
this practice to new heights when shé granted money for consult-
ants but not for civil service positions.

We informed the Board of Supervisors of the proliferation of
consultants seven years ago. To this day, nothing has been done.

Voting no on B will send the message that you want waste cut,
not services. Send the problem back to where it belongs: to
politicians and management who created th1s mess in the first
place. . '

David Novogrodsky, Business Manager
Lesley Oliveira, Vice President
Professional & Technical Engineers - Local 21

VOTE NO ON B!

“B” STINGS!

Proposition “B” is not fair to the loyal employees who keep the
City running. We are not trying to avoid sharing the burden of the
budget deficit — which was not our fault — but we want the bur-
den shared fairly. Big corporations supplying goods and services
to the City — such as the Telephone Company, PG&E, the oil com-
panies — are not being asked to freeze their prices for a year. Why
should the burden fall only on City Employees?

VOTE NO ON “B”!

“B” STINGS!

The Supervisors and the Mayor rushed into this Charter amend-

ment without looking at the total problem and other possible ways
of saving money to meet the crisis. Instead of working with the
City workers and their unions to find a joint solution, this one-sided
proposition was put on the ballot. Send the Supervisors and the
Mayor back to the drawing board to find a better plan, working
with the City Departments to cut.costs so that services can be main-
tained without freezing pay. Voting NO ON “B” will still leave
time to work out a solution to the deficit.
VOTE NO ON “B”!

TRANSPORT WORKERS UNION OF AMERICA (AFL-CIO)

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accurai;y by any ofﬂlcibl égency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP B — PAY FREEZE/REDUCED WORK WEEK

Endorsements are unreliable. \ _ (P.S. — those millionaires always support wage freezes.)
Fortunately, there’s one fairly reliable guide. | |
Find out what the Chronic-liar/Exaggerator endorses. Kenneth Englander

Then vote the opposite.

‘Bankers (Prop. A) gét péid back—plus $66,000,000 interest. Be fair; vote no!
Workers we “borrow” from, should also get paid back (“deferred '
payment”), Gregory Marks
Plus interest. . ‘
R
“H” (Vote-By-Mail) is painless payroll-cutting. Nobody un- “B:” NO!
employed. Nobody’s pay frozen. Improves service! “H:” YES!
By contrast, “B” is painful payroll-cutting plus unknown ser- '
vice cuts from layoffs, reduced hours. Karen Servas
A R
WAGE “FREEZE” = WAGE CUT Don’t accept wage cuts or service cuts. Vote “No!”
“B” freezes pay — not bills. : 3
That means reduction in purchasing power. - GRASSROOTS
“.
In 1980, San Franciscans by 55%-to-45% adopted the “Tax-  Robert McCall
the-Corporations” initiative. Paul Kangas
To balance the budget, elect Supervisors who’ll implement that.
L
“TRIM FAT” — STARTING AT TOP cutting. Vote No.
A $40,000 ceiling on city salaries during deficits gives manage-
ment incentive to economize. Leonard Doucette

By contrast, “B” gives no assurance of fair or intelligent cost-

o | - NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE .

SUBMITTED IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

/ ~ NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE

SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION C

NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE
MAY HAVE CHANGED.

| PLEASE REFER TO MAILING
- LABEL ON BACK COVER.

| Argumenta‘ printed on this page are the oplnion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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'PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP D — EARLY RETIREMENT

If enacted, Proposition D will allow for the early service retire-
ment of certain City employees — which will save the City money

- otherwise spent on paid vacations, holidays, and sick time for the
specified employees. The proposition would increase the

member’s credited service by two years.-

Prop. D makes good sense. It provides a viable way of meeting
the city’s and county’s projected budget deficit for fiscal year 1988-
89, and effectively rewards employees who have given years of
valuable service to the City. It also creates extra room in City

departments for qualified individuals who otherwise might not get
a chance to serve the city and county of San Francisco.-

. Prop. D 'makes especially good sense for San Francisco’s fire
‘fighters, who often put in more than a “full day” or “full career,”

and truly deserve early retirement if they so desire it. Vote “yes”

.on Prop. D..

James T. Ferguson, President
SAN FRANCISCO FIRE FIGHTERS

S S

Citizens for a Better San Francisco urge you to vote yes on
Proposition D, an economy measure (o allow the City to more ef-

fectively deal with its financial crisis.

Citizens for a Better San Francisco is a broad-based coalition of
Republicans determined to build a better San Francisco by reviv-
ing an effective two party system. :

We are Republican Jeaders from all parts of the city and all walks
of life. We are the volunteers who have walked the precincts for
the Party’s candidates. We are the donors who have contributed
thousands of dollars to fund Republican campaigns. We are the

loyal Republican voters who support our candidates for national, ’

" state and local office.

We appreciate your support for a better San Francisco.

James Gilleran
Chairman, Citizens for a Better San Francisco

President, Commonwealth Group
Retired Managing Partner, Accounting Firm of
Peat, Marwick & Main

e

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP D — EARLY RETIREMENT

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION “D”
STOP. LOOK. LISTEN. Vote “NO” on Proposition “D.”

This would permit some very good professional city employées
to get out NOW and could leave the City at a loss for continued
adequate leadership personnel to help bring this City back to what

it was.

Not cost effective for what it would do to San Francisco; now or

later.
Vote NO on PROPOSITION “D”

Marguerite Warren

[~ - ]

Firs(, we vote?
Then, Controller determines whether it’ll actually save??
Elect different Supervisors!

Vote no.

GRASSROOTS

NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE MAY HAVE CHANGED.
PLEASE REFER TO MAILING LABEL ON BACK COVER.

\

Arguments printed on this

page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any oﬂlcla‘l; agency.
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NO PAID ARGUMENTS WEHESBBMITTED
IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROP G — RETIREMENT BOARD COMPOSITION

one of the most powerful and influential bodies in city government.
Indeed, Proposition G would enable the lowest supervisorial vote-
getter to help set policy for the city’s vast, multi- bllhon dollar

As a result of the initiative Charter amendment the voters ap-
proved in June, 1982, the top vote-getter in each supervisorial elec-
tion assumes the office of President of the Board of Supervisors for

the next two years. retirement system.
One of the duties of that office is to snt as the Board of As the old saying goes, “if it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”
Supervisors’ representative on the City Retirement Board. VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION G

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION G

Proposition G would allow the Board President to appoint any
member of the Board of Supervisors to serve on the City Retire-
ment Board. There’s no good reason to deviate from the well-es-
tablished tradition of the top supervisorial vote-getter serving on

Quentin L. Kopp
State Senator

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

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION J (Continued)

and who have been permanently appointed to
their respective positions in conformity with the
civil-service provisions of this charter, shall
except as otherwise provided by this charter be-
come employees of the public utilities commis-
sion under the classification held by each such
employee at such time.

(h) Any employee who was a permanent civil

service appointee assigned to the airport depart-

ment under the public utilities commission im-
mediately prior to the effective date of this
section, shall be continued without loss in civil
service rights as an appointee of the airport
department, provided that civil service rights as
they relate to layoff in'the event of lack of work
or lack of funds of all permanent employees of
the public utilities commission, including the
airport department, immediately prior to the ef-
fective 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 appointee assigned to an exposition
auditorium and whose job function is placed
under the Convention Facilities Management
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 chief ad-
ministrative officer, and shall not lose those
civil service rights which relate to layoff froma
permanent civil'service position in the event of
lack of work or lack of funds.

(j) Any employee of the Asian Art Museum
Foundation whose position is transferred to
the city and county and who has been
employed in said position for at least 3 years
immediately preceding said transfer shall be
continued in an appropriate civil service
classification as determined by the civil ser-
vice commission and shall be deemed ap-
pointed under, subject to and entitled to all

of the rights of the civil service and salary
provisions of this charter applicable to that
exempt or non-exempt classification. The
employee’s starting date as a permanent
employee of the Asian Art Museum Founda-
tion must be prior to January 1, 1988 and
shall be used for computing vacation
benefits, sick leave benefits and salary step
increments with city and county. For layoff
purposes, the seniority date shall be the date
of transfer to the city and county. Sick leave
and vacation benefits accumulated during
employment with the Asian Art Museum
Foundation shall not carry over to the city
and county. The employee shall not acquire
any rights under the retirement system by

" reason of employment with the Asian Art

Museum Foundation. This subsection shall
apply to any otherwise qualified Asian Art
Museum Foundation employee whose posi-
tion is transferred to the city and county on
or after October 1, 1987. |, O

LEGAL TEXT OF PROPOSITION L (Continued)

months for sale at approximately $120,000 to
first-time homebuyers earning as a family from
$34,000 to $51,000 per year, as adjusted under
applicable law; -

(4) In order to ensure the continued afford-
ability of the homes reserved for persons or
families with incomes as a family of up to

. $51,000 per year, as adjusted under apphcable
law, these purchnscrs shall execute a promis-
-~ sory note to the City in an amount representing
the difference between the market value of the
home at the time of sale and the actual sales
price; the note shall be secured by adeed of trust
_subordinate only to the first mortgage deed of
trust, and the obligation created by the note and
deed of trust shall become duc and payable only

if the home is re-sold to a person or family out-
side of this income range as adjusted pursuant
to applicable law, according to the original
reservation;

(5) To preserve affordability, all purchasers
of homes reserved for those with income as a
family of up to $51,000 per year, as adjusted
under npphcable law, shall grant the City aright
of first refusal upon the re-sale of .the home;

(6) The developer shall pay the cost of
developing as a public park-the property to be
transferred to the jurisdiction of the Recreation
and Parks Departmentreferred toin Section 3(c)
above, which property shall be maintained as
open space by the Recreation and Parks De-
partment; ‘

(7) Construction of the development shall be
secured by a completion bond, letter of credit or
equivalent security in a form and amount to be
determined by the City; :

(8) Completion of all phases of the develop-
ment shall be in accordance with all applicable
State and Local laws.

SEC. 6. FURTHER IMPLEMENTATION

It is the policy of the People of the City and
County of San Francisco that the boards, com-
missions, departments and agencies of the City
and County shall cooperate with public and

privateentities, consistent with the obligationof

law, to carry into effect the policies stated
above, v : O
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP H — CONDUCT SPECIAL ELECTIONS BY MAIL

To spend over $500,000 to get the voter’s opinion ona SPECIAL
ELECTION ISSUE is pure damn-foolishness! If “mailed in” Ab-
sentee Ballots are legal, and they are, then EVERYONE should be
able to INEXPENSIVELY vote by mail and save the taxpayers a

“bundle”! Vote YES!

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
W. F. O'Keeffe, Sr., President

S

Vote for fair and efficient elections. VOTE YES ON PROP. H

Tony Kilroy, Member, Democratic County Central Committee

ST

Vote-By-Mail is the only measure aimed at reducing costs.

The Charter Amendments to reduce payroll would save money
for government, but at the expense of people. They’d reduc
spending, but won’t reduce real costs at all. :

The other propositions generally plan to increase city spending.

The Olympics and Alcatraz measures propose to spend money
to make money, but neither can assure results. '

L-as-in-“Landscam” would give away City College’s West Cam-
pus for private development.

Why give land more-or-less free to developers sure to make a
multi-million profit? :

Subsidized housing makes sense, but not subsidized developer
profitst . .

Let's cut costs by passing Vote-By-Mail. The first time it saves
$300,000, let’s give the money to City College as an installment
on rebuilding West Campus.

And vote for politicians who won’t turn our town into “DEFI-

CITY!”

Arlo Hale Smith, BART Director
GRASSROOTS/Election Action

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP H — SPECIAL ELECTIONS BY MAIL

Proposition H is bad legislation based on a good idea. Until its

flaws are corrected, voters should vote “NO.” The specific lan-
guage of this Charter Amendment fails to outline verification tech-
niques to prevent fraud and ballot stuffing. ,

Mail voting is a procedure which is more susceptible to abuse

than voting in person at a polling place because forgery is always
easier than impersonation. The potential for abuse is a real one.

With adequate safeguards, mail voting could save San Francis-
co substantial amounts of money. At the Board of Supervisors hear-
ing on this issue, the Board’s analyst provided information on
verification procedures used in other communities, but the final
legislation failed to include protections against fraud.

Our Charter should specify the percentage of voter signatures to
be verified, the manner in which signatures are compared, the
protections against poll workers’ learning how an individual
citizen voted, etc. This proposal does not contain such protections.

By voting “No” you will tell our Board of Supervisors that before
we have mail voting, they will have to write into the law adequate
safeguards against forgery and fraudulent voting by mail. Until
they do, we cannot afford to take a chance with our most precious
democratic right. Vote NO. | |

Peter G. Hanson
Attorney at Law

C S

The most hallowed exercise in our democracy is going to the
polls to vote on election day. ,

Over the years, necessary exceptions to this fundamental rule—
like the absentee ballot—have been developed for voters who have
difficulty reaching the polls on election day.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION H

Proposition H would change all that. This ill-advised and un-
necessary Charter amendment would enable the Board of Super-
visors to direct the Registrar to conduct an entire special election
by mail ballot only. -

The proponents of Proposition H claim that elections by mail may
cost less money. I doubt that, but even so our franchise rights should

nét be tampered with to save a few bucks. The ends do not justify
the means.

What’s more, elections by mail would open the door to all sorts
of fraud and abuse. We must preserve the integrity of our electoral

process. o A

To paraphrase Winston Churchill, democracy may be the most
inefficient form of government, but it’s better than all the rest!
I respectfully urge your NO vote on Proposition H.

Quentin L. Kopp
State Senator

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not Beon checked for acéuracy by any official agency.
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" PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP | — PURCHASING PROCEDURES

Part of the American dream is owning a small business and some-
day doing business with government agencies. Part of being suc-
cessful in business is having good customers who pay promptly for
services rendered. Sometimes the City of San Francisco is not a

““good pay.” .
Unreasonable delays in payment can bankrupt a struggling small

business. Proposition I will reform the City’s procedure to speed
payment to its vendors and contractors. PLEASE VOTE YES ON

PROPOSITION 1.

Supervisor Jim Gonzalez

San Francisco has a well deserved reputation for being “lousy
" pay!” This proposal eliminates a lot of time-consuming, unneces-
sary “red-tape,” pays the City’s bills promptly, and will thereby
result in lower quotations on the city’s needs. Vote YES!

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
W. F. O’ Keeffee, Sr., President

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE

SUBMITTED AGAINST PROPOSITION |

NO PAID ARGUMENTS WERE “
SUBMITTED IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

PAID ARGUMENT AGAINST
PROP J — ART MUSEUM POSITIONS

This is not an Asian Art Museum problem. Revisions and
proposed revisions of Charter 8.300 have given to elected City
politicians and bureaucrats total spoils patronage control over City
employments everywhere. Don’t Chicago-ize San Francisco. No

on J. Prop. J adds people to the City payroll at a time when layoffs |

are contemplated. Noon J. Prbp. J sets a precedent which legalizes
past, present and future spoils patronage employments. No on J.

R.B. Case, Retired City Worker

m

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
" PROP K — GANN LIMIT OVERRIDE

Our state and local governments are victims of the harsh Gann
spending limit. Last year the state had a billion dollar surplus. Yet
the Governor did not want to invest that money on our children and
our schools. He said spending this surplus on education would vio-
late the Gann spending limit. On the local level this ceiling must
be lifted to allow us to resolve our own fiscal crisis.

The Gann limit is the product of those who wish to manage the
state and city into a slow decline. We need vision. We need to use
all of our available resources to build our community to be the best
of tomorrow. PLEASE VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION K.

Supervisor Jim Gonzalez

Vote for fair and equitable taxation. VOTE YES ON PROP. K

Tony Kilroy, Member, Democratic County Central Committee

Arg'umems‘prllnted on‘thls page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP K — GANN LIMIT OVERRIDE

The Gann limit was passed to establish a limit on the percentage
of society’s income that the government takes. It is a flexible limit
which allows for adjustment based on cost of living and populatlon
increases.

If we do raise the tax limit, fee and Muni increases will go up by
as much as $100 million in the next two years. That is unfair. The
government should live within its means just as all of us do.

The implicit logic of raising the Gann limit is that as times change
and new services are needed we will never ever cut back on exist-
ing programs — the only absolute cap on government spending is
when it has taken the last dime of your money in taxes and fees.

Supervisor Bill Maher

Once again the City of San Francisco faces a budget crisis.
Spending is rising faster than revenues. In the past eight years the
City’s budget has more than doubled. The Board of Supervisors,
however, says that the crisis is caused by a “shortfall” in revenues
and has proposed Proposition K as the “solution” to the crisis.

The California State Constitution sets a limit, adjusted for
population growth and inflation, on how much money a city may
spend each year. If a city takes in more taxes in a year than the limit
allows, it must return the extra money to the taxpayers within two
years by reducing or refunding taxes. San Francisco should observe
this spending limitation. |

The problem in the current financial crisis is not a revenue
“shortfall,” it is a spending overrun! Proposition K provides no
solution to the real problem — fiscal irresponsibility. In recent
years, the City has added 3,600 new employees and has increased
its outside contracts threefold, costing millions of dollars. In two
years, we have gone from an $80 million budget surplus to a $172
million budget deficit.

City government needs to goona diet. It is bloated and ineffi-
cient. The long term answer is streamlining Cxty government and
rethinking its municipal mission.

Vote NO on Proposmon K! Now is the time for City Hall fo ad-
dress the reality of the City’s fiscal crisis and face the hard

decisions.

Executive and Public Affairs Committees
Citizens for a Better San Francisco
Robert Bacci

Kenneth Blumenthal

Christopher Bowman

Honor Bulkley

- Theresa Claasen

J. Bingham Dean
Millie Danch

Terry Francois
James Gilleran
Anna Guth

William Grayson
Hans Hansson

Sam Harper

K. Martin Keller
Marina Lavagnino
Tom Mastoris
Brian Mavrogeorge
Grace Norton-Fitzpatrick
Bruce O’ Neill
Harriet Ross
William Steinmetz
Alexandra Vuksich
George Yates

! S R

Vote NO on Proposition K. California voters in 1979 approved'

an amendment to the State Constitution known as the Gann Initia-
tive designed to limit the expenditure of public funds by elected of-
ficials.

The initiative imposed spending limits on California cities to stop
the all too familiar “tax and spend” philosophy that resulted in our
present $180 million deficit. Proposition K will remove those limits
entirely for the next four years. The city does not need relief from

the Gann Initiative to extricate itself from the present deficit so it

must be the intention of the Board of Supervisors to impose new

~ taxes and fees on the citizens of San Francisco some time in the

next four years. In other words, you are bemg asked to give your
Board of Supervisors a blank check and a new pen to take as much
of your money as they may desire. Vote NO on this open door to
fiscal irresponsibility. Vote NO tothe back door raid on your pock-
etbook.

"~ John H. Jacobs

Executive Director
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

‘Arguments prlnted on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

For many years -our neighborhoods including the Sunnyside,
Westwood Park, the Ingleside, Ocean Avenue and Merced have
worked toward a sensible compromise plan for the north and south
Balboa Reservoirs. The result is Proposition L, which we believe
deserves your vote. Proposition L addresses the planning issues and
concerns of our entire community. It provides an appropriate blend
of family housing, childcare, public open space, parking and
playground areas, yet all the while maintaining the north reservoir
for City College’s future parking planning needs.

For the sake of our neighborhoods, Vote “Yes” on Proposition L.

Robert Meuhlbauer, Balboa Neighborhood Committee
John Lane, OMI Community

Lucio Raymundo, Filipino Cultural & Community Center
Rev. Lewis Allen, Southwestern Neighborhood Improvement
Thomas Marchand, Ingleside Homes Assn.

Stanley Bergman, Ingleside

Marjorie Buckner, Ingleside

Jurline Lawson, Ingleside

Betty Okuwa, Ingleside

Sunday Okuwa, Ingleside

. Corrine Lawson, Ingleside

Issac Lawson, Ingleside

George Buckner, Ingleside

Gilbert Sams, HCDC Board

Frank Noto, Greater Ingleside Community Action
Charlotte Burchard, Amancio Ergina Village Inc., Pres.
‘Gayle Walton, Holloway Terrace

Barbara Dobrinen, Sunnyside

Beverly Karnatz, Sunnyside

Norman Yee, Westwood Park

Irene Thompson, Bernal Heights

Patricia Bartlett, Bernal Democratic Club
Barbara Bagot, Bernal Democratic Club
E. Jerry Powell, Bernal Heights

Michael Hirai, Japantown

Kayren Hudiburgh, Potrero Hill

Lester Zeidman, Potrero Hill

Judy Baston, Potrero Hill

. Rich Hayes, Inner Sunset

Marie Jobling

Dorothy Moore

James Moore

Diana Jaicks

Bridger Carter, Bayview

Clara Rogers, Bayview Hunters Point

Cheryl Towns, New Bayview Committee

Rory Anne Walsh, Richmond

Robert Barnes, Golden Gate Business Assn.

Alan Raznick, San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth, President
Robert Zydonis, Miraloma Park '
Lucille Zydonis, Miraloma Park

Andrew Nash

Miriam Blaustein, Noe Valley Resident

Ira Kurlander

John Bardis, Inner Sunset Resident

Norman Rolfe

Jack Morrison, Social Services Commission .

Tony Kilroy, Richmond

i

B

Affordable single-family homes are an endangered species in
San Francisco. Some say that they are already extinct. If this is true,
then the quality of life in our city is threatened. When middle-
income homeowners, once the backbone of our neighborhoods, can
no longer afford to live here, San Francisco will become an artifi-
cial island of the very rich and the very poor.

The Balboa Reservoir housing development is a new neighbor-
hood for middle-income homeowners. On twelve acres of unused
asphalt, 203 households can grow. Seniors can stroll on the grass

.of anew 2 1/2 acre park. Parents can come home from work in time
~to play with their children.
Few parccls of vacant, bmldable land of this size exist in San

Francisco. We have a precious chance to enrich our city’s life with
a tasteful, carefully planned new neighborhood. Vote Yes on
Measure L.

Rev. Paul Theiss, Our Savior Lutheran Church

Rev. Jack Smith, Pilgrim Community UCC

Rev. Paul Sweet _

Rev. Cornelius O’ Reilly, St. Emydius Church

Rev. C.E. Scott

Rev. Mario P. Farana, St. Michael’s Church

Rev. Lewis Allen, Southwestern Neighborhood Improvement
Group ’

Arguments printed on this page are the oplnlo'n of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

A yes vote on Proposition “L” will set the wheels rolling on a
comprehensive plan for the Balboa Reservoir City owned proper-
ty. This plan meets the needs of City College, the neighborhoods
around the site, and first-time homebuyers who want to continue
working and living in San Francisco. '

We must seize this opportunity to create single family homes af-
fordable to working people of San Francisco. The 2 and 3 bedroom
homes, designed for growing families, have fenced backyards and
garages. There will be 2-1/2 parking spaces for every house built.

We must act now. Unless construction starts immediately after
the election, we’ll lose the low-interest mortgages that make these

' family homes affordable. Your yes vote on Proposition “L” will

mean that almost two-thirds of the 203 homes will be set aside for
families with household incomes of between $22,000 and $51,000.
Through this comprehensive plan we can serve all community
needs: City College gets assurances of continued parking and first
consideration for future growth, and we all get affordable housing,
a public park, a childcare center and about $400,000 in additional
property taxes now. Vote Yes on Proposition L. '

Dianne Feinstein

SRR

Home ownership has always been the American dream. After
World War II, our parents were able to purchase homes for $10,000 .

at 4% on a GI Loan. Now, their children have to move away to raise
their families, instead of being able to stay in the City with their
families. We went to school in San Francisco, we work in San Fran-
cisco, but instead of becoming a second generation of taxpayers

and PTA parents, we must now buy in Contra Costa County and .

become the dreaded “commuters” who clog the freeways or over-
load BART. Help us to stay in San Francisco, so that another
generation of City residents can share the dream.

Stephanie Mischak, Holloway Terrace Homeowners’ Assn.
Patricia Dreher, Potrero Hill Resident

E.D. Marchand, Ingleside Terrace Resident

Angela Palmer, Noe Valley Resident

Ronald Colthirst, Bayview Hunters Point

Carol Neyer, Potrero Hill Resident

Paul Korry, Hopeful Homeowners

Lillian Jackson, Hopeful Homeowners

R

Prop “L” will assure continued use of 16 acres of City-owned
land for City College parking and give City College first considera-
tion for the property if it becomes surplus in the future.

At the same time, Prop “L” allows for affordable housing,
childcare, and a public park — at no cost to the City.

This is a reasonable, well-balanced plan for the needs of the en-

tire community.
Vote yes on Prop “L”

Lonnie Lawson, President, Balaboa Neighborhood Committee -

Donneter Lane, City College Parent
Rev. Paul Theiss, Chair, San Franciscans for a New Neighborhood

Beverly Karnatz, Sunnyside

Barbara Dobrinen, Sunnyside

Norman Yee, Westwood Park

Lucille Zydonis, Miraloma Park Homeowner

Robert Landis, Teacher and City College Parent
Robert McCarthy, St. Francis Wood Homeowner
Matthew Rothschild, Western Addition- c
Jodi Reid ‘ '

Charles Starbuck I11, Telegraph Hill Dwellers

Ralph Nieder-Westermann, Nob Hill

Allen White, Castro District
Jim Mayo, OMI

Arthur McGee, OMI
Steven Guttman, OMI

NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE MAY HAVE CHANGED.
PLEASE REFER TO MAILING LABEL ON BACK COVER.
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PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

While a recent San Francisco housing study indicates the new

housing picture for the City has improved, it also notes, “San Fran-

cisco still faces a very serious affordability problem.” The Balboa
Reservoir Community Plan will help solve that problem by provid-
ing 203 affordable and moderately priced single family homes in
the City. ‘

A cooperative venture of City housing specialists, involved resi-
dents and private industry, the Plan is strongly supported by repre-
sentatives from neighborhood, housing, environmental, business,
education and community organizations throughout San Francis-
co. The elements, which include day care, open space, and two and
three bedroom homes with room for expansion, constitutes an in-
tegrated planning approach for the Balboa Reservoir and surround-
ing' neighborhoods. The Balboa Reservoir Community Plan
addresses the future of San Francisco.

Vote Yes onL.
Buck Bagot, Bernal Demo Club
Al Borvice, Housing Development & Neighborhood Preservation
David Brigode, SF Housing & Tenants Council '
Rene Cazenave, CCHO .
Gordon Chin, Executive Director, Chinese Community Housing
Corporation
Benjamin Golvin
Joseph Lacey, SF Housing & Tenants Council
Mitchell Omerberg, SF Tenants & Housing Council
Ben Martinez, Mission Housing Development Corp
Donald Terner, President, BRIDGE Housing
Calvin Welch, CCHO |
James Fussell, Jr., San Francisco Housing Authority
Mitchell Omerberg, Director, Affordable Housing Alliance

Neighbors north of Ocean have pleaded for a park for years.
Children need a playground nearby, rather than having to cross
busy streets. This plan provides 2 tot lots, a 2 acre park, and a
childcare center which will benefit all the adjacent neighborhoods.

Vote yes on “L”

Keith Eickman, President, Recreation and Park Commission
Francis McAteer, Recreation and Park Commission

Amy Meyer, Recreation and Park Commission

Jeff Mori, Recreation and Park Commission

Fred Rodriguez, Recreation and Park Commission

We childcare advocates urge you to'vote yes on Prop “L.” This
measure will protect City College parking, allow construction of
203 affordable homes for first-time homebuyers, provide public
park and most importantly include an on-site Childcare Center to
serve San Francisco working families.

- This sets a precedent for inclusion of on-site childcare facilities
paid by a housing developer.

i
\

Affordable housing is San Francisco’s biggest problem.l Support
Proposition “L” for affordable housing on-Balboa Reservoir.
Families are being forced out of San Francisco because of high

housing costs. Help save our City for all of these people. Vote yes

on “L 13

Joseph Lacey, San Francisco Housing and Tenants Council
Katherine Faye Lacey, Old Saint Mary’s Housing Committee
Landis Whistler, Stonestown Tenant Association

~ B. Weste, Golden Gateway Tenants Association

Don Hesse

Paul Wartelle

Maureen O'Rorke, Co-Chair,

SF Open Space Advisory Committee

Ina Dearman, S.F. Open Space Advisory Committee

Lonnie Lawson, S.F. Open Space Advisory Committee

Jeffrey Henne, San Francisco Open Space Advisory Committee
Midge Wilson, SF Open Space Advisory Committee

Bette Landis, Past Member, SF Open Space Advisory Committee
Bruce Raful, SF Open Space Committee

Jeffrey Henne, San Francisco League of Conservation Voters
John Holtzclaw '

Terry Ow-Wing, Committee for Better Parks and Rec Chinatown

Careth Reid, Director of Whitney Young Child Development
Center* : ' ,
Carol Stevenson, Staff Attorney, Child Care Law Center*
Sharon Meadows, President, Coleman Advocates for Children*
Patricia Siegel, California Child Care Resource and Referral ;
Network* -

*for identification purposes only

Ruth Miller
Clara Greeman
Charles Gale
Tom Curtain
Emma Lee ,
Katherine Bell
Hiram Bell
Sandy Grotzman
Jack Judkins
Maggie Donahue

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

67



Ll R

PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

Vote YES ON Proposition L

San Francisco needs housing. We most need housing that is af-
fordable to low and middle income people and young families. The
development proposed on the long vacant, terribly underused Bal-
boa Reservoir will give us a reasonable mix of badly needed affor-
dable and market rate housing.

I encourage you to go out to Phelan at Ocean Ave. and see this-

site for yourself. There are two reservoirs, North and South. In this
measure we are talking about the South Reservoir. City College
may in fact need to expand at some point in the future. Construct-
ing housing on the South Reservoir will not inhibit City College

expansion. In fact, I would argue that when City College expands
it should do so through the Community College system at cam-
puses located throughout the City and not massed in one already
over-burdened site. We need to improve and increase our educa-
tional resources and we need to increase our supply of available
housing. I believe the Balboa Reservoir development should be al-
lowed to proceed and that City College can and should grow. Most
importantly, I believe that these are not competmg interests.
Iurge you to vote YES on Proposition L

Nancy G. Walker, President, San Francisco Board of Supervisors

The Balboa Reservoir housing project is a winner for affordable
family housing, City College, child care, open space and city
revenues. VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L. |

Your Yes vote will provide 203 affordable single family home
ownership opportunities. These housing opportunities will make a
contribution to maintaining a sound city economy.

Other public benefits include a public park, a new child care
facility, and relief of neighborhood. parking congestion by con-
structing additional parking.

As with all commercial and residential development, the city’s

treasury will be enriched annually by $400,000 in property taxes.
Should the city decide to dispose of the remainder of the Balboa
Reservoir site, City College will have the first opportunity to ob-
tain it for expanded educational facilities.
In all respects, the Balboa Reservoir housing project is a wmner
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION L.

John H. Jacobs, Executive Director

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

CITY COLLEGE DOESN’T NEED THE RESERVOIR

AND WE DON'T NEED CITY COLLEGE

In the old days, people used to struggle to go to college, struggle
to find a job, and struggle to buy a house. City College was set up
in the old days when the old liberals thought that poor people
should be allowed to struggle along with the middle class and rich.

Now days, we have television so people don’t need to read. Even
the teachers make videos of their texts. And housing is a recog-

nized human right so people don’t have to struggle.

There is a lot of space on campus that could be better used for
housing than such things as playing fields.

I not only urge you to vote YES, T urge the City to sell a good
deal of the rest of the campus for affor.dable housmg

Lewis Epstein

Humanitarian

Additional affordable single family housing is undeniably San
Francisco’s most acute social need. These ACRES of UNUSED
City owned land haven’t generated a dime in taxes for over thirty

rolls as quickly as possible. The City desperately needs these extra

revenues.

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION

years! Let’s add 203 NEW homeowner-taxpayers to the City’s tax . ..W. F.O'Keeffe, Sr., President

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Early

Application must reach the Registrar at least 1 week before election.

""jf | | Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been qhecked for.accuracy by any officlal agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

Support neighborhood self-determination! The neighborhoods
surrounding CCSF voted twice against this project. We need affor-
dable housing—but not at the expense of affordable education.

Kezar-Poly Neighborhood Association

CiTY HALL VS. CITY COLLEGE — A HISTORY

Until 1952, this land was City College’s “West Campus.” Then,’
City politicians decided we need reservoirs. They bulldozed class--

rooms, student housing, an auditorium and alibrary. The intent was
to build reservoirs UNDER the West Campus.

So now, a new generation of City Hall politicians decide to
declare one of the reservoirs “surplus,” and give the land to a
private developer, to make some unstated profit while paymg the
city little or nothing.

Lewis Conlan, President of City College when the bulldozers
came said then that if the land isn’t needed for water storage, it
should be given back to City College. He still says the same thmg
today. Read his argument.

Former Chancellor Lou Batmale agrees. So does the faculty and
its union, American Federation of Teachers local 2121, AFL-CIO.
So does the great majority of students and people living in the
neighborhood. And so did a large majority of the voters when we
rejected this same plan last June.

Building the reservoirs would prove to be a waste of money if
they are never used. |

It may be too late to undo that waste, but it’s not too late to save
the West Campus!

We shouldn’t be rezoning this land to give it away to a private
developer, we should give it back to City College — With our
apologies!

Give West Campus back —don’t give it away! Vote NO!

SNaP! (Sensible Neighborhood Planning)

J.D. Wall, President

Sid Kass

CCFRD (City College for Responsible Development)
Madeline Mueller, President

Julia Scholand, Treasurer

Ken Crizer

Lene Johnson

11.4 acres of public land worth millions is about to be turned over

for oniy $36,900 to a developer planning to build 122 subsidized
and 81 market rate homes across from City College. The school
serves 25,000 students with less room per student than any other
California community college! The school needs this land for ex-
- pansion if it is to keep pace with the educational demands of San
Franciscans.

Public land should be used for the greatest public good. We need
affordable housing—but not at the expense of young people train-

ing for careers, immigrants improving language skills, and increas-
ing numbers of women returning to education after raising

families.
This is the third year in a row that we’ve voted on the Balboa

Reservoir issue.
Vote NO — Again! !

Wendy Nelder

While San Francisco needs more affordable housing, it is essen-
tial that new housing be sensitively planned and have the support
of its neighbors.

The Balboa Reservoir project is opposed by local neighborhood
organizations. In both recent elections on this issue, the project was
turned down by most of the precincts around it. In the last election,

nearby neighborhoods were 80% and 90% opposed to the project.
Support good planning and nelghborhood self-determination. '{:

Vote NOon L.

Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods
Joel Ventresca, President

Prop, L-as-in-Landscam is a blank check, asking us to rub-
berstamp whatever deal the Mayor works out with whatever

developer.

* :Sorry, Mr. Mayor, but we can’t sign anything until the blanks

are filled in.

Our lawyer insists.
VYote no.

Arlo Hale Smith, BART Director

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

Architectural Competition

City College and the San Francisco Community College District
have initiated a professional architectural/planning competition to
update the City College Master Plan including use of the Balboa
Reservoir sites. The SFCCD Govemning Board is on record as
giving their wholehearted support to this competition. As reported
in the Board’s official minutes, “. . . all feel the competition would
establish a legacy from the Board.”

This updating of the Master Plan will finally lead to the comple-
tion of a comprehensive campus. |

College needs can only be met when the College obtains the right

to use the reservoir sites. According to the Department of City Plan-
ning in 1969, “. . . to insure the success of this plan, . . . it is recom-
mended that the College assure itself of the future use of the
currently used reservoir site.” The Governing Board has recently
unanimously supported the need of the College for the reservoir
site, stating that the reservoir “. . . shall be used exclusively and en-
tirely without stint for College purposes.”

College DlStl‘lCt Govemmg Board
Hon. John Riordan
Hon. Ernest “Chuck” Ayala -

Having been responsible for providing leadership at City College

~ for most of its history, we cannot stand by and see part of what was

once our West Campus converted to housing.
We must speak out. '
The sale of this land into private ownership would preclude

~ forever the logical and much needed return to campus use of this

valuable public resource. We left that site reluctantly to make way
for water storage. If it is no longer required for that purpose, let us
return it to City College.

Thousands of San Franciscans — high school graduates,
dropouts, veterans, re-entering women — representing all of the
city’s diverse ethnic groups, have been prepared for transfer to
four-year colieges, profitable careers, and have had their lives en-

riched at the City College of San Francisco. Without City College’s
open door and easy access, ma’ny would have been deprived of
these opportunities.

Its 56 acre campus originally housed 3,000 students. Now i it ser-
ves over 25,000. This campus, compared to other community col-
leges, can best be described as cramped, inadequate, and second
rate. The condition of the campus is to be contrasted with the ex-
cellence of its programs — which are recognized as among the best
in the nation.

Lou Batmale, Chancellor 1970-1977
Louis G. Conlan, President 1947-1970

The following retired City College administrators are adamant-
ly opposed to Proposition L and urge you to join us in voting NO
in order to reserve the site for the completion of our campus.

Jack Brady Kenneth Castellino

lole Matteucig

Jules Fraden
Harry Frustuck Manfred Mueller
Ralph Hillsman Warren White

This is the same old public land give-away you turned down last
year. The minipark and tiny daycare center are but coatings on a
bitter pill. Ignore also claims of “affordable” housing. As a realtor
and retired Supervisor, I advise you it’s all hogwash.

And, 70% of the hogs will have MORE THAN THE AVERAGE
INCOME for San Francisco. '

‘Don’t let greedy developers take a big chunk of valuable City

College campus.
Vote L NO!

John Barbagelata

“WHITE MAN SPEAK WITH FORKED TONGUE”
Palefaces are still stealing land.
It’s comparable to a “purchase” with trinkets.
Proposition Landscam is a blank check authorizing transfer of
city land to a private developer
After all this time, with so many Great White Fathers corrupted,

we must recogmze the temptation to use public land to repay cam-
. paign donations and political debts. :
Experience says we must vote NO!

GRASSROOTS

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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Imagine that, when you try to park near your house, you have to
compete with traffic caused by 25,000 students attending one of
the world’s most crowded community colleges just down the street.
You also have to compete with commuters who want to park near
a BART station also just down the street. Within four blocks of this
college and BART station are three high schools, six bus lines, two
streetcar lines, a freeway entrance and exit, and a neighborhood
shopping center. Traffic is a mess and parking is impossible.

Now imagine that the entire city block across the street from that
overcrowded college has been declared surplus by the Water
Department. City Hall decides to sell that land, for a ridiculously
“low price, to a developer who is going to plop down two hundred
wall-to-wall houses. The City ignores the traffic problems, ignores
the wishes of nearby residents, ignores the needs of tens of

. Edna Tooker

thousands of students, all to provide subsidized housing for a
couple hundred middle and upper income people.
Then imagine that the voters actually say NO to this ridiculous

- scheme and City Hall turns around and comes back a year later

with exactly the same plan, adding only a policy statement that they
shouldn’t do in the future what they shouldn’t do this time.

You'd probably be upset. We certainly are. Please just say L. NO
to this development in our neighborhood.

Robert and Pauline Armstrong
Richard and Lisa Patterson
Esma Manus

Norm Nagao

Neighbors:

Ellen & David Wall
Donna Nicoletti

Funding for community college facilities comes from a variety
of sources. -

A recent site visit by representatives of the Legislative Analyst’s

and State Chancellor Offices to the City College campus resulted
in a recommendation to the Legislative Budget Committee that
funding for preliminary plans for a library be approved.

The California Community College Governing Board is prepar-
ing new priorities for capital outlay for facilities that will favor
completion of existing campuses.

In November of this year California voters will be asked to sup-
port a $600 million college facilities construction bond.

Under recent legislation, community college students now have
the ability to raise considerable funds through self imposed assess-

ment fees for Associated Student facilities.

City College also has acquired property, facilities, and buildings
in the past through private donations, and has yet to tap con-
siderable mortgage and leasing potential that exists within the cur-
rent District.

Our fiscal record has been sound and our future is solid.

College and Centers Admnmstratms
Larry Broussal

Vester Flanagan

Mamie How

William Valiente

In this time of financial difficulty for the city, the college is an
excellent financial investment.

Approximately 80% of the Community College District’s budget
is financed by State taxes, nearly $76 million.

Most of that money goes for salaries for faculty and ad-
ministrators, technicians, secretaries, clerks, janitors, gardeners,
plumbers, painters and other workers. The great majority of these
people live in San Francisco. -

Allowing the College to complete its plans for the Balboa Reser-
voir would bring even more money into the city in the form of con-
struction funds, construction jobs, and permanent jobs.

The 203 houses proposed for the site, however, would cost the

city a great deal of money: $790,000 per year over the amount the
residents would pay in property taxes. No matter how wealthy, city
funds would continue to support them.

Besides its obvious contributions to the city’s intellectual and
cultural life, the college benefits the city financially.

College and Centers Administrators:
Steve Herman

Paul Tang

Bernard Foston

Robert Balestreri

Sarah Kan

City College contributes to the economic well-being of San Fran-
cisco by providing an affordable stepping stone to higher educa-
tion, professional and vocational programs, opportunities to update
and learn new skills, and a general educational program to improve
academic skills,

Proposition L ignores the immediate facility needs of City Col- ,

lege as well as the long-range educational needs of San Francisco.

The Foundation of City College is dedicated to supporting the mis-
sion of City College through fund ralsmg efforts and urges a NO
VOTE ON L. ' ,

Board of Trustees
The Foundation of City College of San ancnsco

Robert P. Varni, President

Atguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. |
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The issue is simple: do the developers build more housing for an
already overcrowded San Francisco, or do we provide better educa-
tion for our children? The choice is yours!

‘Why would anyone build more houses in a City .. .

« that is currently overpopulated,

« that has overcrowded buses,

« that has streets teeming with cars,

« that lacks adequate parking spaces

when: we are unable to provide adequate education for our
children.

We must reserve the property adjacent to City College of San
Francisco for the purpose of educating future generations.
. If education prevails, we all win. If the developers prevail, only
they win. Vote No on Proposition L. '

Robert and Sharon Varni
Parents of four children
(all college graduates)

City College provides nearly free higher education to students
from all ethnic and cultural groups. For most of us, it is our only
chance to work for a better future. City College helps us get train-
ing for jobs, prepares us for transfer to a university, and generally
enriches our lives and the lives of those close to us.

Vote NO on Prop. L.

Rey Serrano, President, United Filipino-American Students
Association :

Louie Gutierrez, President, La Raza

Green Student Union of City College

Weldon James, President, Black Student Union

Dan Breitbach, Gay and Lesbian Alliance

Jai Yong Chang, President, Korean Student Association - -

For some time now I have been aware of the continuing con-
troversy surrounding the South Balboa Reservoir and the needs of
City College of San Francisco. While a student at City College, |
became in succession Miss San Francisco, Miss California and
Miss America. My interest in the needs of City College has
remained strong throughout the years. City College needs the

Reservoir space to construct a new auditorium, library and class-
room fdcilities. Therefore I urge all my San Francisco friends to
vote ‘no’ on Proposition ‘L.’

Lee Meriwether

Our neighborhood of Westwood Park deserves the same respect
and attention from City officials as other more politically and
economically powerful areas.

Our community is opposed to this proposed development of 203
mini-homes. It will add hundreds of people and autos to an area

. where City officials have been unable to solve EXISTING

PROBLEMS of parking congestion, traffic g g,ndlocl\ and over-

crowded schools.

The City has net provided a sensible long-range plan to meet the
needs of our nerghborhood and the needs of City College.
Vote NOonL. |

Barbara Holman
Member, Board of Directors
Westwood Park Association

Please help us preserve the quality of our neighborhood, as'well
as the quality of education at City College.

The enroliment at the college, located just outside the boundaries
of Miraloma Park, has grown so much that there is no room for stu-

dent parking on campus. The result is the eyesore of student cars
filling every parking space for more than half a mile from the cam-
pus every school day. We would like to have City College get the

land for campus, and include one or more levels of parking under-
neath each new building,

We also think it would be a boost for educatron in our city to help
the college get room for its much needed new facilities, such as a
library and especially an auditorium open for community events!

Vote NO on L. Hold the land for our community college. -

Active members of Miraloma Park Improvement Club:

David F. Bisho, Vice-President, Miraloma Park Improvement
Club

Frank Mastro, Former Presndent Miraloma Park Improvement
Club

Marie Kearny Susan Piscatelli
Michelle Bisho Susie Langdon Kass
Vicki Oppenheim - Sid Kass
Henry Taylor Debra Stein

Ming Suen

Bernardine Washburn

Argumenls printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.

72



PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

Voters defeated essentially this same proposal last year. The
give-away of 11.4 acres valued at millions of dollars when the city
faces record deficits is incredible. For these millions, only 61 units
will be sold to families with incomes under $34,000 per year.

Our neighborhood is totally opposed to this high density hous-
ing. We believe that it conflicts with long term City College needs

and that City College is the only affordable education for
thousands. 4

Support sensible housing and affordable education.

Vote NO!

Sunnyside Neighborhood Association

SOME SIMPLE ARITHMETIC:

Let’s figure out what Prop. L means in practice. The following
is based entirely on the numbers given in the proposition itself:

61 houses times $85,000 makes $5,185,000. Another 61 at
$120,000 adds another $7,320,000. And 81 houses sold at the-
sky’ s-the-limit adds another $12,150,000 (if sold at $150,000 each)
to $20,250,000 (if sold at $250,000). So the developer receives a
total of around $25 million to $30 million or more.

How much is profit? Millions, surely; but Prop. L doesn’t men-
tion this unmentionable subject. It also doesn’t say how this
profit gets divided, but apparently the developer gets it all,

Prop. L doesn’t say how much gets spent on construction, so we
can’t calculate profit with certainty.

Suppose he spends $50,000 building each $85,000 house
(making $35,000 profit; times 61 equals $2,135,000). Suppose he
spends $75,000 per $120,000 house (making $45,000 profit; times
61 equals $2,745,000). And suppose he spends $100,000 on 81
houses at $175,000 (making $75,000; times 81 equals $6,075,000).

This totals almost $11 million in profit, of which the developer
gets approximately 100%, and the city gets around 0%.

But it’s probably worse. He’s likely to be a greedy cheapskate,
and spend more like $30,000 building the $85,000 homes; $50,000
per $120,000 home; and $75,000 on &1 homes sold at $200,000 or
more.

This totals a profit of fifteen to twenty million. ‘

This profit comes mainly from the value of the land belonging
to the taxpayer. So why should the developer get all that, while the
city gets little or nothing?

Let’s “PUT TWO AND TWO TOGETHER”

If we solve this equation for the “unknown factor ,” the most like-
ly answer is that Prop. L is a payback for some developer’s cam-
paign “donations.”

There’s too many negative variables. Vote No!

Guy DePrimo, Mathematics Faculty

SOME MORE SIMPLE ARITHMETIC

The five other nearby community colleges — Qakland’s Laney,
Hayward’s Chabot, and the Colleges of San Mateo, Marin and Con-
tra Costa — have a total of about 57,000 students ori a total of about
520 acres. That’s 110 students per acre.

8.F. City College has about 26,000 students on a campus of about
56 acres. That’s about 465 students per acre.

That means that CCSF is four times as crowded as the other
comparable schools,

This is partly the result of the loss of the West Campus, which
Prop. L would make permanent. Return of the south reservoir
would add 25% to the size of the campus, so the college could
re-build the student housing, classrooms, library and auditorium

that were destroyed to make room for the never-used reservoirs.
Give the land back, don’t give it away. The public school s5ys-
tem is vital to our future,

CCSF Mathematics Faculty
Dennis Pointkowski

Mary Allen

Keith McAllister

Cindy Moody

Frank Cerrato

Theodore B. Lee

San Franciscans will vote NO on L because it fails to provide
housing affordable to students and low-income workers. At the
same time it ruins the chances of improving quality of community
college education for these same people.

A NO vote, on the other hand, will allow housing and college

- needs to be addressed. The College District has recently announced

a statewide professional architectural planning competition which

will update the City College Master Plan to include the land that.

the proposition would take away. Low income affordable housing

is included in the College District’s plan for the competition.
High quality community college education must be given top

priority along with housing. College education will enable citizens

to earn the money needed to afford housing.
Let’s plan for the future,
VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION L.

Eleanor Sams

George Crippen
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WELCOME TO “DEFI-CITY”

How'’s this for economic “planning?”

You start with the West Campus of City College. You demolish
campus facilities. You dig two large craters, pave them, and call
them reservoirs. But you never put water in them.

Then, 36 years later, you declare one crater “surplus” so you can

sell it to a developer. The profit is divided so that the developer gets

approximately all of it while the city gets approxlmately nothing.
Say L NO to Proposition Landscam! :

Forrest Martin

" Terence Faulkner

How can a bank get half interest in public property"

This is a SCANDAL!

Developer, Bernard Hagan, joins in partnership with Southern
California bank, First Nationwide, exclusive lender for tax sub-
sidized mortgage revenue bonds in San Francisco.

The partnership buys 11.4 acres of public land for $36,900. The
bank then loans its partnership money to build 203 tiny houses.
Hagan and First Nationwide get full market price on each unit. Tax-

Nearly half the units are sold to people making more than
$51,000 per year. Hagan and First Nationwide net an estimated $10
Million to $20 Million in profit, the new buyers get a wonderful

. tax break, while City College and the surrounding nelghborhood

get araw deal.
- Please say L NO!

William Marquardt

payers bond money makes up the difference for 122 subsidized
units which go to “poor” people making $34,000 to $51,000 per
year. . , '
_
| phatically that their land will never be surplus.

Proposition L would be a disaster for Clty College and its neigh-
bors. Vote NO. :

Proposition L holds nothing for the college.

It promises that the North reservoir will be available to the col-
lege if and when it’s declared “surplus.”

But that can never happen, so the promise is meaningless. The

Water Department has stated repeatedly and emphatically thatthey ~ Margaret Brickner
need to use the North reservoir for water. When thlS happens, City  Richard R. Reineccius, Director, The Julian Theatre
College will lose its main parking lot. - John Bischoff
If the South reservoir has been given away, there will be no al-  PatriciaJ. Davis
ternative. The college will be worse off than it is now, and will  Susan Brennan
have no further hope of getting the various facilities it so badly ~ Ava J. Smith
needs. | _ Eva Ng-Chin .
Proposition L also speaks of the much smaller MUNI turnaround, ~ Michael Legut, Family Therapxst
which would be separated from the campus by the very land Prop.  Joy Fudem

L would rezone as private. MUNI also says repeatedly and em-  Porter J. Davis

NO TAXATION FOR SEGREGATION!
The Balboa project is planned basically for whites.
It’s not the color of your skin that decides where you live, it’s
just the color of your money. o
- Ifyour money contains a ot of “green,” “silver” and “gold,” you

segregatnon " It's the worst possible way to design housing

projects.
Public funds and property should not be used to subsidize
segregation, whether racial or economic. Vote No.

get to buy a house at Balboa. Ira F mley
But if your money consists mostly of “the blues,” youlive else-  Arlo Hale Smith
where. GRASSROOTS

This is known as “economic segregatlon, or “de facto racial

Argul‘n‘ents prlmed on this bage are the oplnlo,n' of the authors and have not been checked for'accuracy by any official adéncy.-
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IF OUR SCHOOLS NEED TO BORROW,

WHY ARE WE GIVING AWAY THEIR LAND?

Proposition A allows the public school system to borrow a much-
needed $90 million for the good of our children.

The school system obviously doesn’t have the money to go into
the business of subsidized housing. They shouldn’t be forced into
the position of subsidizing middle and upper-class townhouses.

“Affordable” housing should not be at the expense of affordable
education, |

James Rustigan Hollis C. Stewart
Valerie Berger Rose Casserly

N. Roger Lindgren Linda Conley”
David W. Lubkert Nilda Constantino

Peggy McCarthy

R

WE NEED AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

This is the third year in a row that we've voted on this project,
and they still haven’t given us an Environmental Impact Report.

All they have done is a “Negative Declaration,” claiming there
is no environmental impact. .

People living in the neighborhood know better.

Developers don’t like to do these reports, because they make a
business of obtaining monetary profits in exchange for environ-
mental losses. They would prefer that we not know too many
details. , : .

Prop. L asks for a blank-check approval. Read it and you’'ll see
that we’re being forced to guess what we're approving.” -

Without an Environmental Impact Report, we can’t be confident
that the impact will be acceptable. Neighborhood folks believe the
environmental impact is unacceptable. This is the only environ-
ment we’ve got; we can’t afford to risk unknown or unstated con-
sequences. :

VOTE NO.

Ronald Schultz, Calif. College of Podiatric Medicine
Ruby Bailey

Bernhard Scholand

Barrell N. Young, Jr.

S R

WHY THEY CALL IT “SON-OF-B”
Like Prop. 69, “Son-of-LaRouche,” Proposition L is a repeat.
Like LaRouchies, the proponents are trying again with the same
basic proposal. S '

Prop. L-as-in-Landscam is a virtual clone of Prop. B-as-in-Bal- |

boa rejected last June.

“CONSTRUCTION MUST BEGIN BY JUNE”

Unless construction can begin by June, they’ll lose the mortgage
financing, '

That’s what they’re saying AGAIN this year.

Last year, they spent an extra $128,000 of tax funds to hold a spe-
cial ballot in June because they “were going to lose the mortgage
financing” if they waited until November. ,

They’ve been saying this since the end of 1984, °

We propose a different deadline. |

HOW JAPAN “WON THE PEACE”

* Until mid-century, America’s economy was ahead of Japan's,

They drove American-made cars and listened to American-made
radios. | o \ , -
Now Japan produces the world’s greatest students, the world’s
greatest transistors and the world’s greatest gas mileage.
Japan may have lost the war, but they’re winning the peace.
They must be doing something right. Let's learn from their
success.

A

Like LaRouchies, proponents have changed their position very
little; they want us to do all the changing,
Stop “Son-of-B” and “Son-of-LaRouche!”

Larry M. Gale | : ;

Give the West Campus back to City College by this November :
or we’re voting for Supervisors who will.

Kathleen Stewart Martin \ |
Elsa C. Atkinson | |
Karen Young Simmons , :
Eleanor Diane Young ‘ |
Nanda Cerrato

Let’s stop education cutbacks! |

City College prepares young people for high-productivity jobs,
If students are trying to climb out of poverty the same way the
Japanese did, they deserve our support. g

We.should give them back their West Campus,

Keith Mucller, USF Engineering Student

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agéncy.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP L — BALBOA RESERVOIR

Vote “NO"’ on Proposition L.

Robert Silvestri, Repubiican State Assembly Candidate

'ﬂ

'JUST ASK YOURSELF WHY???
Why does Louise Renne spend taxpayers dollars by going to
court to censor truthful ballot arguments about B and P Develop-
ment Company? '

Why did Louise Renne approve of the sale of 12 acres of land,

known as the Balboa Reservoir, to B and P Development Company
for only $36,900 — when it may be worthasmuchas $15,000,000?
Why does Louise Renne not want you and me to know the real
truth behind B and P Development Company and the proposed
development at Balboa Reservoir? :
Why, you ask yourself? Why would she do all these things —
because they seem to make no sense? ‘

Well, it all makes sense if you understand that Ms. Renne’s own
Deputy City Attorney is Paula Hagan. (You see?: The “B” stands
for Bernard Hagan, while the “P” stands for Paula Hagan.)

“Conflict-of-interest,” “immoral activities,” you might say?

Perhaps for others — perhaps for you and me — but not for
Louise Renne or Paula Hagan. :

Vote “NO” on making our rich City Hall officials richer.

Vote “NQO” on Proposition L. :

Robert Silvestri, Republican State AsSemBly Candidate
Terence Faulkner, County Chairman
San Francisco Republican Party

#‘

BALBOA RESERVOIR HOUSING PROJECT DEVELOPER
SUED FOR EVICTING SENIOR CITIZENS FROM FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT-FINANCED HOUSING

Should developers who evict senior citizens from government-
financed housing again be allowed to enrich themselves at public
expenseé??? S

Here is what the San Mateo Times newspaper has to say about
the business tactics of proposed Balboa Reservoir Housing Project
- developer Bernard Hagan:

“City staff members are scheduled to meet today to work out a

plan for protecting residents from eviction at a low income senior

citizens’ housing project. ,

“City attorney (of South San Francisco) Bob Rogers said Mon-
day that the government has not been able to work out an agree-
ment so far with Bernard Hagan, the developer of the 75-unit senior
complex at 416 Alida Way. .

“Hagan has begun leasing 29 of the apartments to non seniors at

market rate levels. Under the federal program (through which
Hagan got his construction loan) the rent charges were restricted
and only seniors were eligible. .

“The Legal Aid Society filed a lawsuit in Superior Court on be-
half of several tenants in order to stop the seniors from losing their
apartments.”

San Mateo Times, August 28, 1984, page D1.

Send Bernard Hagan a message from the South San Francisco

senior citizens: Vote “NO” on Proposition L.

Terence Faulkner, County Chairman

San Francisco Republican Party

Robert Silvestri, Republican State Assembly Candidate
Josephine Silvestri, Republican County Committee Candidate
Dennis J. Mark, Republican State' Assembly Candidate
Treasurer, San Francisco Republican Party

SPECIAL NOTICE TO ABSENTEE VOTERS:

It is no longer legal to have someone else deliver your absentee

baliot to the Registrar.

(Except for certain last-minute emergency ballots which are issued in specially-marked envelopes.)

1

. Arguments printed on this page are the o'plnlon of the’authors and have not been checked for 'accuracy by any official agpncy.
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“THE TYPE OF HOUSING WE SO
DESPERATELY NEED???”
They are planning suburban-type “tract” houses, many blocks of
houses that are extremely alike.
This is housing for middle-class to upper middle class people
only. MUNI drivers need not apply.

San Francisco is a diverse city. Only the developer desperately
needs this type of housing.

Lourdes Manterola
Anne L. Atkinson
Olga Basil

OVER 9% OF THE LOCAL COMMUNITY IS OPPOSED!

Prop. L is basically a repeat of last June’s Prop. B (Balboa
Referendum). At that time, the City voted 55%-t0-45% to reject
this plan. But in the neighborhoods involved, the plan was rejected
by a landslide of around 80%-to-20%.

And inthe precincts immediately surrounding the site, there were
majorities of over 90% against this.

The City College/Balboa community is obviously very opposed

to this plan. You may or may not agree. But it clearly would be
wrong to shove this project down the community’s throat.

We should respect the overwhelming majority viewpoint
among the thousands of people who know the facts most directly
— and who have the most at stake.

Arlo Hale Smith

WHY LOCAL BLACKS OPPOSE THIS PROJECT

The last time this proposal was on the ballot, the largely-black
Inglesnde community, right across Ocean Avenue from the site,
VOTED AGAINST IT by 54% to 46%. -

The S. F. INDEPENDENT (3/16/88) noted widespread agree-
ment with a grocery clerk who said:

“IT IS UNTHINKABLE TO USE PUBLIC LAND FOR A
PRIVATE PROJECT WHEN SO MANY PEOPLE ARE HOME-
LESS, and these will be HIGH PRICED HOUSES.”

PEACE AND FREEDOM PARTY

THERE’S NO SUCH THING AS THE BALBOA RESERVOIR.
Not since 1952, anyway.
Until then it was in very productive use as City College’s West
Campus. Since then it’s been the “reservoirs that never were.”
So don’t call it Balboa Reservoir.
Call it WEST CAMPUS!

And give it back—don’t give it away.

Yote No.
Franklin G. Creese Alice Ng
Brian S. Fergus Carol M. Olivier
John Konigsmark Carol Rockwell

[}

Prop. L is a blank check authorizing the Mayor to give this land
to a private developer who will make a multi-million-dollar profit.

This deal is going to B.-and-P.-Hagan, Inc., a City Hall “insider”
if ever there was one.

The owner is millionaire Bernard Hagan.

Last time this was on the ballot we tried to tell you about Hagan’s

background. City Attorney Renne, a recipient of Hagan campaign
“donations,” obtained acourt order censoring our ballot arguments.
For more mformauan phone 863-8263.
Yote L no.

GRASSROOTS

Polls are open until 8:00 p.m.

Arguhents printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have notbeen checked for acchracy by any officlal agency.
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Preserve our educatronal environment. Vote no on L

Gerald DeGirolamo - -
City College Campus Police Service Organization
Community College District Police Department

The Student Council of City College urges a NO vote on the give-
away of what should be campus land. City College is by far the
most crowded community college in the Bay Area.

This proposition would give one basin to a private developer and -

pretends to give the other basin back to City College. In fact, it only
continues our use of the North Basin as our main student parking
lot until the Water Department puts water in it — and they WILL
put water in it. So this proposition gives everything to a private
developer and nothing to City College.

If there were 11.4 acres of public land across the street from the
main U.C. Berkeley Campus, could you imagine that it would be
sold to a private developer for $36,900? Why would San Francis-

co treat it’s community college this way? We find it hard to believe
that it is even considered. :
Please say L NO! to this private developer.

Jack Schendorf, Presiderrt, Associated Student Council
William Wierenga, Past President

~ Chancellor Hilary Hsu’s opening statement in the SFCCD An-
nual Report for 1986/1987 reflects and reaffirms the commitment
to our students and institution: “. . . we prepare our students for a
better future. They come from all walks of life, including the so-

_cially and economically disadvantaged, immigrants, re-entry
women, gays and lesbians, minorities, transfer students and those
currently employed seeking advancement. Through our education-
al programs and services, we pave the way to the twenty-first cen-
tury for all.”

In the same report, City College President Carlos Brazil Ramirez
correctly concludes that “the bottom line is that CCSF is a place
where people help other people turn dreams into reality.”

The faculty and staff of City College urge you to vote NO on
PROP. L. !

Barbara Bell Marjorie Dewey
Berty Biles Lee Dolson
Robert Bozina Joan Duffy
Richard Brongel Donald Dugre
Phillip Brown Eugene Duncan
Miyo Burton Thomas Doyle
June Caines Beverly Eigner
Don Cate Larry Ernst

Kurt Common Jack Essex

James Conley - Richard Esterman
Frances Connick - Diane Fairchild
Mack Crooks John Few
Daniel Curzon-Brown KueyFong
Kwaku Daddy.  Gerald Frattali

Students:
Linda Robinson
Jason Espada
Gerald Oborn
George Hearn
Kieu-Huong Chu
Marian Gallerani Bob Manlove
Mark Gold Elaine Mannon
William Grothkopp Carmen Marshall
- Cecil Hale Tillie McCullough
Robert Hamilton Marion McManus
Howard Hamman Valerie Meehan
David Hardiman Deanne Milan
J. Hartman Kathleen Mitchell
Willie Hector William Neff
Peter Hoch Herbert Naylor
- Veronica Hunnicutt Roderich Padgett
Jose Icasiano Wilma Pang
Shirley llick Maureen Pool
Frank Ingersoll Rebecca Reilly
Sieglinde Isham Earl Scribner
Rita Jomes Agnes Szombathy
Thomas Kawakami Marvin Tartak
Keith Kerr Barbara Thomas
Terry Kilpatrick Joe Thorn
Ed Kloster Melvia Toler
MaryJane Kobayashi James Truither
Mercedes Kow Wallace Wells
Jim Lallas John Whitney
Enrique Limosner Rosalie Wolf
Steven Lopez Raymond Wong
Patricia Madigan - Annie Young |
Frank Maestas Masha Zakheim
Con Maloney ~ Elna Abbott-Zuffi
Lucy Mancuso » ‘

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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AFFORDABLE EDUCATION
VS. “AFFORDABLE” HOUSING

What’s “affordable?” That’s relative. What some consider affor-
dable would not seem affordable to others.

City College provides the most affordable education; it’s as
cheap as you can get. It’s where you go if you want to escape from
poverty but haven’t done so yet. Since the programs are excellent,
you find yourself working shoulder to shoulder with moderate and
high income students. That’s what City Hall cut back on when they
tore down West Campus for reservoirs.

Proposition L would give this land to a corporate developer to
build 203 houses, 142 of which will be sold to people making more
than the average income. |

Even the bottom 81 houses will be sold to people making more
than $30,000. |

Prop. L would allow a handful of the most prosperous renters to
become buyers. But for most of us-—especially those most in need
of subsidized housing — this is not affordable.

So who says this is “affordable?”’

Most of Prop. L’s supporters aren’t millionaires. But its many
prominent names are mostly politicians, lawyers, bureaucrats and
other white-collar professionals. For them, these are indeed
affordable. ‘ _

Prop. L means subsidized, middle-to-upper-class housing.

And it takes land away from truly affordable education.

Help poor kids be good students; vote no!

Paul Kangas, Member, Peace and Freedom Party

Progressive San Franciscans will not allow so-called “affor-
dable” housing to be played off against legitimately affordable
education.

The costs of a college education are skyrocketing. Many more
San Francisco students will be attending City College in the future,
because it is excellent and affordable. But there are 25,000 students
at crowded City College now, will there be facilities for them in
the future?

Not if the reservoir land (West Campus) is sold to a developer.

Labor says NO on L. \
The future education of thousands of San Franciscans is at stake!

American Federation of Teachers - Local 2121
Committee on Political Education
Mike Hulbert, V. President

We are politically strong, unafraid of a threat.
We won’t back down, for land we should get.
We’re mustering our forces, we’re ready to fight,
To back up the college, we know we are right.
The college needs space, the reservoir is there,
Vote college facilities, if you honestly care,
Students will benefit, in the years to come,
Benefitting thousands, not only some,

In the year 2000, we’ll look back and say,

“L NO!” said San Francisco and saved the day.

William Felzer, Retired Engineering Faculty (

Arguments prlntéd on this page are the opinicn of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS ‘I“ FAVOR OF
| PROP M — OLYMPICS

According to Economics Research Associates, a nationally
respected firm of economists, the 1984 Olympic Summer Games

- generated a $2,300,000,000 long-term economic impact in Los An-

geles, including over $40,000,000 in new local tax revenues. For
many years to come, the Los Angeles Olympic Foundation will dis-
burse $50,000,000 in surplus funds from the Olympic Games to
benefit youth-oriented sports programs in Los Angeles and
throughout southern California.

And remember: the 1984 Olympic Games were staged at no cost
to local taxpayers, The Bay Area Sports Organizing Committee’s
bid proposal to host the 1996 Olympic Summer Games and its let-
ter of commitment to the City likewise guarantee no taxpayer sup-
port.

Preliminary reports pubhshed by the Canadian govemment indi-
cate that the 1988 Olympic Winter Games in Calgary will generate

along-term economic impact of over $1,000,000,000. The Calgary
Olympic Organizing Committee is expected to announce a surplus
of approximately $30,000,000.
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M

With this kind of track record at the last two Olympic Games, is -
it any wonder that cities throughout the country and the world are
clamoring to host the 1996 Olympic Summer Games and sub-
sequent Olympics as well?

San Francisco cannot afford to let this tremendous opportunity
pass us by. Your vote will help bring the Olympic Games to San
Francisco and the Bay Area. Vote YES on M.

Quentin L. Kopp
State Senator

Imagine the thrill of havmg the Olympic Flame burning bright-
ly in our midst, with thousands of the world’s greatest athletes com-
peting in our own backyard! In spite of overwhelming public
support, the Board of Supervisors has killed that opportunity, at
least for 1996. Your YES VOTE ON PROPOSITION M will
reverse this misguided policy and permit future bids to have a
chance for acceptance.

San Francisco is an Event City, and no single spectacle can match
the Olympics. The Games symbolize world peace and under-
standing. During the Games the City and region would be show-
cased, and the great diversity, warmth and hospitality of the Bay
Area would be displayed worldwide.

Staging the Games would create thousands of jobs and pump mil-
lions of dollars into the economy. According to the Board of
Supervisor’s Budget Analyst, the Games would have a $700 mil-

lion impact for the Bay Area.

Most importantly, the Olympic Games will be sponsored by a
Bay Area citizens committee which would raise the funds private-
ly to run the Games. No responsibility is placed on the taxpayers.

Your YES VOTE FOR PROPOSITION M will rescind the
resolution that extended a conditional invitation to the Olympic
Games — conditions that ended our chances to bring the 1996
Games and set a dangerous precedent for all major events and con-

~ ventions in San Francisco — and invite the Games no strings at-

tached. :
It is up to you, the voter, to correct this misguided policy and
reestablish our traditional Open Welcome to all.

Vote YES ON PROPOSITION M, and brmg the Olymplcs to the

Bay Area.

Dianne Feinstein

The basic issue in this debate is whether San Francisco should
bid to host the Olympic Games. The answer is clear for all of us
who believe that the Olympics further world peace and under-
standing - YES!

Istrongly support the Gay commumty s desire to end discrimina® |

tion — I do not believe that preventing the Olympics from coming
to the Bay Area s the way to achieve that goal. The Olympic Games
represent a world desire for brotherhood and better communication

~ between nations.
This Board has supported the gay community on every substan-

tive issue that has come before us. The rejection of the Olympics

was a mistake. It was ill-conceived and deeply divisive to our com-
munity as a whole. We should encourage the Olympic Committee
to bring their Games to the Bay Area while continuing to express
our support for and pride in our Gay community by continuing to
advocate legislation to allow the use of the word ‘Olympics’ in
connection with the Gay Games.

Supervisor Bill Maher

I urge your support of Proposition M. Your vote will confirm San

~ Francisco’s unconditional welcome for the Olympic Games.
. LET’S JOIN TOGETHER TO KEEP THE FLAME ALIVE!

Supervisor Tom Hsich

‘.Akr.g‘um.enté prlnted on this page are the opinion of the authors 'and have ‘nOt been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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San Francisco’s Gay Community offers much for which we all
can be justly proud; from the Name’s Project, emergency services,
youth and education projects, food banks, senior services and many
unselfish individuals who volunteer for the benefit of others, to the
quiet dignity of the many who are sure to die but choose to remain
active, participative and sharing. It appears, however, an impres-
- sion has been created that the Gay Community is selfish and out to
benefit no one but itself; and that we are against, and will protest,
efforts such as bringing the Olympics to San Francisco. We, the
undersxgned choose to differ with the vocal and “politically cor-
rect” few. We believe that having the Olympics in San Francisco
will be beneficial for the Bay Area, our City and ALL our citizens.
We believe it a mistake to assume that the situation existing in 1988
will exist in 1996. We believe it a mistake to dictate a future for
our athletes who are now practicing for the 1996 Olympics and who

are not yet in their teens. We believe it to be far more practical and
beneficial to bring the Olympics into an environment where they
might learn and benefit from our unique experience. And we
believe that, should the Olympic Committee choose our City of
San Francisco, the opportunity to communicate by action and deed
our ability and desire to participate positively in the general com-
munity will do far more than any protest has ever done. And, final-
ly, we believe that should the Olympics agree to be hosted by the
City and County of San Francisco, what better an opportunity in
time to declare, by and on behalf of the people of our City, that the
Games be opened in memory of Tom Waddell.

Barry King
Kevin W. Wadsworth

C.______ ]

We support the argument stated above. Allan Johnson Lbrry Rohrer
Justin Alcantara | Daniel D. Dibble . Paul E. Johnson Wayne Savage
William E. Andrews Cathy DiNocco David Kapp Harlan A. See
Roy Atkinson Fred Dougherty Ron Kershaw R. Neal Skillman
Robert R. Bacci, Esq. Thomas Duncan Craig Knudsen H.D. Stanley
Don H. Banks, Esq. Robert Durino Ken Krings Donald R. Taylor
Doyle Barfield James J. Entz Gary Love James H. Teague
Stanley W. Boyd * Robert K. Fike Donald R. McDaniel Fern L. Way
Merrill Bransford James W. Haas Jesse James McNally Arthur Dunn White

Craig Giraudo
Dennis Hale
Frank W. James
Jeff Jensen

Bruce R. Castner
George R. Corona
Jo Daly

C. Davis

Carlos A. McNeil
Leonard J. Mollet
Mark Newman-Kuzel

Lawrence A. Wilson
Danny T. Wong

Dick Wright

The Olympic Games are an international celebration of athletics
— not a political forum. San Francisco’s refusal to host the games
has given us a black eye nationwide.

Only the voters can now redeem our city’s reputation damaged
by its elected officials. Vote YES ON PROPOSITION M. Save

us from one-issue politics, vote in favor of holding the Summer
Olympics in our city and region.

John H. Jacobs, Executive Director
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

~ We coach and support sports in San Francisco.

We know first-hand how important it is for our youth to par-
ticipate in sports and learn about fair play, team work, and each
other through athletic competition.

The ancient Greeks believed that education consmed of develop-
ing both a sound mind and a healthy body. The modern Olympic
Games exemplify that ideal.

For the sake of our city’s youth, we urge all San Franciscans to
vote YES on Proposition M. Bring the Olympics to San Francisco!

Ray Greggains, Lincoln High School
Ron Isola, Riordan High School

Jim Mazzaferro, Riordan

Pat McCluskey, Riordan

Ron Rosa, Riordan

Bob Dalton, Riordan

Rudy Zannini, Riordan

Peter Imperial, Riordan
Robert Bachechi, Riordan
Bruce Halverson, Riordan
Edward Bruno, Riordan
Michael Parodi, Riordan
Frank Oross, Riordan

Laim Watters, Riordan

Marc Christensen, McAteer High School
Michael Antonini, St. Brendans
Edward Mullins, St. Phillips
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We coach and support sports in San Francisco.

We know first-hand how important it is for our youth to par-
ticipate in sports and learn about fair play, team work, and each
other through athletic competition. |

The ancient Greeks believed that education consisted of develop-
ing both a sound mind and a healthy body. The modern Olympic
Games exemplify that ideal.

For the sake of our city’s youth, we urge all San Franciscans to
vote YES on Proposition M. Bring the Olympics to San Francisco!

'Rev. Robert Sunderland, Athletic Director,
University of San Francisco

Erik Visser, USF

David Lee, USF

John Cosentino, USF

Stephen Negoesco, USF

Louis Bevilacqur, USF

Peter Simon, USF

Bob Girow, USF

Walter Hayes, USF

Dino Nomicos, USF

George Rush, City College of San Francisco

Edward Bailey, City College
James Sheppard, City College
Aris Deleon, City College
Solomon Chang, City College
David Wong, City College
Huyn Thong, City College
Michael Gong, City College
Marvin Metoyck, City College
Manuel Santos, City College
Craig Gutelius, City College
Brian Cotter, City College
Jason Drake, City College
Ivan Parker, City College
Marc Rovetti, City College
Carl Pierce, City College
Johnny Stokes, City College
Delmne Johnson, City College
Erick Tanwosa, City College
Sergio Ceballos, City College
William Norris, City College
Robert Stone, City College

Your YES vote on Proposition M will do two things:

(1) Repeal the disastrous and short-sighted Board of Supervisors’
action which imposed irrelevant and harmful pre-conditions on San
Francisco’s bid to host the 1996 Olympic Summer Games.

(2) Instead declare as official city policy that we San Franciscans
welcome the Olympic Games unconditionally, whether in 1996 or
the years beyond. | o

It’s time to STAND UP FOR SAN FRANCISCO as a world
leader among cities. San Francisco is one city for all the people,

_not a political pawn to be played with by minority interest groups.

POLITICS, NO. OLYMPICS, YES!

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION M!

Nate Thurmond, Golden State Warriors

John Barbagelata

Terry Francois

Joe O’ Donoghue, President, Residential Builder’s Association

Robert Arenson
Cheryl Arenson
Dorothy Pattridge
Judith Thorson
Mary Mayer
Corrine Arenson
Judith Heuser
Dorothy Vuksich
Vincent Doherty
Monty Stickles
David Horning
Rich Nichols

John Toffoli

Erika Thorson |
Percy Chu, Chinese Basketball Team

" Frank Ng, Chinese Basketball Team

As San Francisco residents, supporters of the Olympic move-

ment, and employee/volunteers for the 1984 Los Angeles Olym-

pics, we strongly urge you to vote YES ON PROP M!

The 1984 Olympics were a glorious success, for the athletes and

spectators alike. We worked on the Games, and for us it was a

“privilege and honor to be a part of this historic event. We would

like all San Franciscans to someday be able to experience the thrill

of hosting an Olympics in our own backyard here in Northern -

California.

For our youth, and our community, please.voté YES ON PROP
M! '

George Broder

Wendy Soone-Broder
Paula A. Cabot

Sam Sargent
-~ Carolyn Ross

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the autho‘réﬁand have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. -
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| PAID‘ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF
PROP M — OLYMPICS

There’s no such thing as an ex-Olympian or a former Olympian.

You never forget the honor of participating in the Olympic
Games. It stays with you all the days of your life.

We are Olympians. We cherish the Olympic heritage and we are
proud of our place in the long tradition of pursuing athletic excel-
lence in Olympic competition.

We believe that San Francisco deserves its place in Olympic his-
tory. We believe that the Olympic Games transcend petty politics

and legal controversies.
We respectfully urge your YES vote on Proposition M.

Barbara Higgins, 1984 Olympics

Julian Munoz, 1988 Olympics

Louis Lindsey, 1960 Olympics

Countess de Morelos, 1940 & 1948 Olympics

CULTURAL CONFLICT
Tolstoi’s War and Peace is a great literary classic, but don’t for-
get the terrible cultural confrontation in it of Napoleon's French
Revolutionary Army with Field Marshal Kutuzov’s Tsarist
Legions. _
Today, Gay Revolutionary demands upon San Francisco invite
anew playing of the “1812 Overture:”

Supervisor Harry Britt — making a “gay cultural statement”—
has intimidated a majority of the Board of Supervisors into all-but-
wrecking San Francisco’s chance to host the 1996 Olympic Games.

Vote “YES" on Proposition M

Robert Silvestri, Republican State Assembly Candidate
Lake Merced Republican Club

TRADITIONAL REPUBLICANS VOTE “YES”

Vote “YES.” ‘

Just say “NO” to Supervisor Harry Britt and the misguided gay
political activists who would deny to ALL the people of San Fran-
cisco the 1996 Olympic Games.

I'love San Francisco. I am sorry to see its cultural conflicts.
Vote “YES” on Proposition M.

Terence Faulkner, County Chairman
San Francisco Republican Party

m

PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP M — OLYMPICS

We applaud certain of our elected officials in having the courage
and principles to object to the U.S. Olympic Committee's dis-
criminatory and unfair practices. Vote No on Proposition M.

Ina Dearman
Sue Bierman
Esther Marks

Esta Soler \ Jack Morrison
Dick Grosboll Rick Hauptman
.~

WHY NOT OUR OWN?. .. Every summer!

“Championships” of what the regular Olympics leave out . ..
skateboarding, juggling, slam-dunking, “double-dutch” jumprope
. .. lots more interesting! |

Permanent jobs. Permanent fun.
Let someone else have the Olympics. Vote no.

GRASSROOTS

. — m . | -‘-. .,. - '
NOTE: YOUR POLLING PLACE
MAY HAVE CHANGED.

PLEASE REFER TO MAILING
LABEL ON BACK COVER.

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP M — OLYMPICS

. Proposition M will not help bring the Olympics to San Francis-

co. :

It suggests San Francisco might have an Olympics if we dropped

human rights considerations. Nothing could be further from the

truth, ‘

The bid failed because it wasn’t the most professional proposal
that included the best of what we have. ‘

It also put San Francisco taxpayers at risk for millions of dollars
in increased city costs and liability without protection.

City Attorney Louise Renne advised that “the City would be
primarily liable under its agreements with the Olympic Commit-
tees.”

The City’s budget analyst Harvey Rose advised the Board of Su-
pervisors that “the City would appear to be incurring significant
potential liabilities and financial obligations, for which costs can-
not be estimated at this time, if selected to be the host City of some
future Olympic Games.”

The City’s controller John Farrell has advised that “there is some
risk of financial cost to the City and County of an indeterminate

 but possibly substantial amount.”

This bid was planned without the involvement of San Francisco’s
Mayor or Board of Supervisors yet the City is expected to sign a
contract accepting all responsibility.

Proposition M should be defeated.

Art Agnos, Mayor

Wendy Nelder -

Nancy G. Walker

Harry G. Britt

Richard Hongisto

Carol Ruth Silver

Bill Paul, President, Stonewall Gay Democratic Club ‘
Mathew J. Rothschild, Secretary, Raoul Wallenberg Jewish ~
Democratic Club | |

Robert Barnes, Director, Golden Gate Business Association
Ron Braithwaite, President, Alice B. Toklas Lesbian/Gay
Democratic Club :

Bob Ross

Hank Cook

Paula Lichtenberg, San Francnsco National Orgamzauon for
Women

Robert J. Munk

Kate Monico Klein

Jo Kuney

“Jean K. Harris

Rick Ruvolo

FREEDOM OF SPEECH .

The issue isn’t really whether it’s okay for the Olympics to dis-
criminate.

It's more fundamental.

The word “Olympics” is thousands of years old. What right does
anyone have to “own” that word?

The “Gay Olympics” always made clear they weren't affiliated.
Why was their freedom of speech taken away? |

We need to use free speech, to protest violations of free speech.
Otherwise, pretty soon we won’t have any free speech rights to
protest with.

Laurence Pitts, MD
PETCO
GRA_SSROOTS

.

WHAT MOLINARI USED TO SAY

At last June's Toklas/Milk/Stonewall mayoralty debate,
Molinari was asked about the Olympics. His answer:

. “IDON’T (FAVOR INVITING THE OLYMPICS)...

“I DON’T WANT ANY ORGANIZATION.. THAT DIS-

CRIMINATES...”
“SECONDLY, CAN YOU IMAGINE . ANEVENT LIKE
THAT IN A COMPACT PLACE LIKE THE BAY AREA?...

ABSOLUTE MADNESS...” |
“WE’VE GOT MORE lMPORTANT THINGS TO TAKE

"CARE OF...AIDS...VIOLENCE..
“I DON'T WANT THEM HERE .1 HOPE YOU...
OPPOSE IT.” |

GRASSRQOOTS

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS AGAINST
PROP M — OLYMPICS

“MORE IMPORTANT THINGS TO TAKE CARE OF”
Saving the ozone layer. Stopping the Hetch-Hetchy rip-off. At-
tracting permanent jobs.

fordable housing. Stopping LaRouche.
Why doesn’t Sen. Kopp do something about those?

~ Helping City College get West Campus back. Mass transit. Af-  GRASSROOTS
S
WHY THEY CALL IT “PROP. M-AS-IN-MONEY,- Like Jesus said:

HONEY” ‘
Let’s assume Kopp isn’t antigay.
He just considers money more important than principle.

“LOVE OF MONEY IS THE ROOT OF EVIL.”
What will we profit, if we gain the world but lose our soul?
Money’s over-rated.

We’d be better off with peace, than with profits from that bat- VOTE NO.
tleship; with racial equality, than with profits from Apartheid.
And better off upholding anti-discrimination principles, than  GRASSROOTS
chasing Olympic profits.
e

SCAPEGOATING
Instead of solutions, they find someone to blame.
There’s little chance we’d have gotten the Olympics, anyway.

same negativism,
We need positive solutions,
Not divisive attacks on minority groups.

The last one was in California. It’s someone else’s turn. Vote No.
But gays are being blamed.
Briggs ... LaRouche ... Now Quentin Kopp is showing the ~ GRASSROOTS
L ———— e

ONE-TIME PROFITS OR PERMANENT JOBS?
The Olympics would be a one-time thing.

1984, Los Angeles: Olympics. 1988, Los Angeles: poverty.
Kopp should campaign for permanent jobs: modern industry.

That’s an okay way to make profits. “NO.”

But a lousy way to make wages.

Japan’s surpassing us . . . from production. GRASSROOTS
“

OLYMPICS “AMATEURISM” EXPLOITS ATHLETES
~ Discrimination divides and weakens workers, resulting in lower
wages forall.

The Olympics fit that pattern.

8o many people making so much money off of so much hard

labor by athletes not even making minimum wage!
“No” to exploitation and discrimination.
“No” on M!

GRASSROOTS

L
t

4

Many countries have never had an Olympics.
To ask for another already, is selfish.

GRASSROOTS

L R

“THE COURT HAS RULED THAT USOC DID NOT DIS-

CRIMINATE”

They’re lying. No court ever ruled that USOC “did not dis-
criminate.,” :

USOC admits they discriminate. They’ve allowed numerous
groups to share the word “Olympics,” while picking “Gay Olym-
pics” out for discrimination. '

The Supreme Court only ruled that this discrimination was legal,
Whether or not the Court was right as to law (their only concern),
USOC’s discrimination is wrong,

Inviting them implies acceptance of discrimination: vote NO.,

GRASSROOTS

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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IIOW 10 VOTE ON THE VOTOMATIC VO'IE RE(ORDER

| IAL NOTE. e

IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN A TRAGBIIER
. YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER. - ior 11 nmmmw‘rx .

Nota: Si hace algun error, dcvuclvo - L
STEP su forjeta de votar y obtenga otra. | \‘ 3 = 7
INSERT THE BALLOT CARD ALL THE | ‘

WAY INTO THE YOTOMATIC. \ " m

Usando las dos manos, meta lo

tarjeta de votar completamente VOTOMATIC
dentro del "Votomatic.” ” m"‘,‘,.‘:fﬂ
: | — ‘,&“
l B ”—‘ﬁ e A :
. SRR AR R RRAUEA ¢ 2 ) |

STEP

o BE SURE THE TWO SLOTS IN THE
E STUB OF YOUR CARD FIT DOWN

OVER THE TWO IED PINS.
Paso 2. Ascgureso de que Ios dos

orificios que hay al final de la tarjeta
coinciden con las dos cabecitas rojas.

: o omzp
| | PO RIARS » BUR2 =1L B
: ' AN AT Lo

' ' STEP HOLD PUNCH VERTICAL (STRA\GHT
‘ UP).. PUNCH STRAIGHT DOWN
« ‘ THROUGH THE BALLOT CARD TO

| : _ "INDICATE YOUR CHOICE. DO NOT
4 - ‘ ' USE PEN OR PENCIL,

Para votar, sostengo el instrumento
de votar y perfore con élla tarjeta de
votar en el lugar de los’ condidotos de
su preferencio. No use plumo nl ldpiz.

DW=
M RAS! ) mummm
g ATHA . | -‘
;‘g . AFTER VOTING, WITHDRAW: THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE
]‘ ENVELOP& POCKIT WITH THE STUB SHOWING. ' B 55
!, ‘ : STEP Dospun de vomr. saque la tarjeta del "Votomatic": BECRRZ 1% ) ’fﬂ iﬂﬁmm ) 228
5 : ' Y p&nqplo bajo el cierre del sobre. ; N RN m:{rﬂ. °
| | | | AL ) AEERTIRRSRARA

|
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ABSENT VOTER BALLOT APPLICATION MAIL COMPLETED

- | OFFICIAL USE ONLY

FORM TO: |
Election Date June 7, 1988 | Registrar of Voters
o | Room 158 City Hall
PLEASE PRINT San Francisco, CA 94102
- REGISTERED NAME |
FIRST NAME | MIDDLE NAME ‘ TAST NAME DATEOFBIRTH
RESIDENCE ADDRESS (DO NOT USE P.O. BOX NUMBER)
NUMBER AND STREE’T l . ‘ Ty ZIP .
X .
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT (DO NOT PRINT) QATE {AREA CODE) DAYTIME TELEPHONE

| have not dnd will not apply for an ubsemee

bollot by any other means. [AREA CODE] RESIDENCE TELEPHONE

THIS APPLICATION WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED WITHOUT PROPER SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT

MAILING ADDRESS FOR BALLOT (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE)

STREET OR BOX

CIry, . STATE ZIiP

THIS FORM Was PROVIDED 8y the San Francisco Registrar of Voters

Application must be received by the county
registrar of voters no later than

5/31/88

Voters with specified disabilities may
qualify as PERMANENT ABSENT
VOTERS. Contact your registrar of
voters for further information.

The format used on this application must
be used by all individuals, organiza-
tions, and groups who distribute absen-
teo ballot applications. CA Elochons
Codo 1006.1

‘Voter Pamphlets for the Visually Impaired

‘Tape recordings (Talking Books) of the San Francisco Voter
Information Pamphlet are available from the San Francisco
Public Library’s branch for the blind at 3150 Sacramento

 Street. Copies of the tapes are free to voters who are visually
impaired or otherwise unable to read printed material.
Please inform any frlends or famlly members who might

| ’beneﬁt from thlS Service.
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REGISTRAR OF VOTERS
158 CITY HALL
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4691

" 554-4375

LOCATION OF YOUR
POLLING PLACE

PRI

MAILING
ADDRESS

BALLOT TYPE

A301 PRIMARY ELECTION
16th Assembly District
N601 8th State Senate District

5th Congressional District

L401

r——_————-------_~~--—_—- ————————— L]
]  VOTER SELECTION COUPON
I ‘ ~ STATE CITY
| CANDIDATES __PROPOSITIONS PROPOSITIONS
| | PRESIDENT YES | NO] | YES| NO
i S 66 | 190 | 191 ] A | 248 | 249
| | USSENATOR | ~ |.67-1193 [ 194] B | 252 | 253
| . ' 168 | 197 | 198 C | 255 | 256
I [UsRePRESENTATIVE 69 202 (203} D | 258 | 259
= ' | 70 | 206 | 207 ) G | 261 | 262
' 71 | 212 | 213 ] H | 264 | 265
: STATE SENATOR (if applicable) 72 1220 | 221 I 267 | 268
‘ ‘ 73 | 227 | 228.} J | 270 |-271
} | ASSEMBLYMAN |74 [ 232 233] K [273 | 274
| ‘ 75 | 236 | 237 | L | 277 | 278
{ |JupiciaL ‘ : 76 | 239 2490 ] M | 281 | 282
| R 77 | 243 | 244 ) N
| CENTRAL COMMITTEE" D
1 6 1 11
= 2 N - 12
j] 3 8 13
| 4 9 14
| 5 10
= * The number of Central Commmee candidates for which to vote varies by party and district.
|  Checkyour sample ballot to determine the number of candidates to select. -
I CUT OUT THIS COUPON AND TAKE IT WITH YOU TO THE POLLS.
| After reading the voter pamphlet write down the names of the candidates of
| your choice and circle the numbers corresponding to “YES" or “NO" on the
| propositions. These numbers will appear on the voting device.

hn——n——-_—--—--—--———--—n—-—n-—-—--.
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BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE
- PAID
San Francisco
Calif. -
Permit No. 4 .

~ Third Class

‘ ACCESSIBLE |
TO HANDICAPPED
'YES ORNO

'PRECINCTS
APPLICABLE:

1200’s,1400’s

“Application for
Absentee Ba||ot

is printed at the top
of the previous page..

WHEELCHAIR
ACCESSIBILITY:

The “yes” or “no” on the
upper right corner of your
address label indicates whether
or not your polling place’ns
wheelchair accessible,

‘This evaluation takes into
account architectural barriers

“only. Geographical barriers -
you may encounter enroute to.
the polls have not been
considered.
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