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HOW TO VOTE ON THE VOTOMA!IC VOTE RECORDER

S]] 4 TR A

SPECIAL NOTE:
A RN TE 8

IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, RETURN
YOUR CARD AND GET ANOTHER.

step( ]

Nota: Si hace algun error, devuelva
su tarjeta de votar y obtenga ofra.

VUSING BOTH HANDS
INSERT THE BALLOT CARD ALL THE
WAY INTO THE VOTOMATIC.

Usando las dos manos, meta la
tarjeta de votar completomente
dontro del "Votomatic.”

B ify—1
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STEP

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

Paso 2. Asegirese de que los dos
orificios que hay al final de la tarjeta
coinciden con las dos cabecitas rojas.

CyW
IR 2 SO 6 ZAL > 2

(Y e L v

il INSERT SARD \%jms 108 uP

PUT RO PinS
0«—- 1M AR —-»0

TURN OVER FOR NEXT PASL
VOTE ALL PAGES

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

Para votar, sostenga el instrumento
de votar y pertore con ¢l la 1arjeta de
vatar en el lugar de los candidatos de

. su preferencia. No use pluma nl In’ph.

nay b
AR SIURET > MU itE A
FILAE .

STEP

AFTER YOTING, WITHDRAW THE BALLOT CARD AND PLACE IT INSIDE THE

ENVELOPE POCKET, WITH THE STUB SHOWING.

STEP

Despues de votar, soquo la tarjeta del “"Votomatic”

/ H v .
y pongala bojo =! cierro del sobre.

eV
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l Governor Gobernador i Vote for One  Vote por Uno ATt — 4%

0

i LINDA iRENE PARNELL 1
: Family Coordinator, Counselor
Coordinadora de Familia, Asesora (Consejera) % 57 il Wil
-

TOM BRADLEY 3

Mayor, Los Angeles L
Alcalde, Los Angeles o1t bbb e

£
— NS ANE

HUGH G. BAGLEY 5

Businessman | A
Comerciante Il

R

JULES KIMMETT 7

Custodian oy
Portera bl N

BEN “GOLF” TREVINO 9

Automobite Fleet Manager , I" oy
Gerente de Flota de Automoviles LR

. FRANK L. THOMAS 11

Farmer-Cattleman

’ll| ] i
Granjero-Ganadero 2N K

MARIO OBLEDO 13

Altorney/Pharmacist/Administrator
Abogado/Farmaceutico/Admimistrador (|l )i et

GENEVIEVE GRAFE MARCUS 15

Writer, Consultant, Executive .
Escrtora, Consultora, Ejecutiva 11 Y., anb

ESTADO

ALLEN LEE SEAMAN 17

Actor. Teacher, Businessman .
" Actor, Maestio, Comerciante v, b,

ELECCION PRIMARIA
8 DE JUNIO DE 1982

RN

JOHN GARAMENDI 19

Senate Majonty Leader ' o o
Lidet de la Mayona an el Senado rafe LI

JOSEPH S. RAMOS 21

Retired Packer o l
Enlatador Empacador Jubiado g {RTT4E T A

JOHN HANCOCK ABBOTT 23

Poltical Scientist-Teacher

RIS v '.A.'r:u
Cientifico Poliico-Maastio & i BT i

RAYMOND V. LIEBENBERG 25

Tree Surgeon-Chiropractor
Cirvjano de tos Arholes-Quuopractico ki (00 Jeid F0 g, e
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G — =
I Lieutenant Governor
WK Vicegoberiador
i Wil b Vote tor One
l {1 )
J Vote por Uno
<
T’ ul‘llifp 1”1
CHARLES “CHUCK"” PINEDA JR. 32 e—
g President, Correctional Association ‘ .
Presidente. Asociacign Correccioral  FLFN ¥ LI,
LEO T. McCARTHY 34 wm—
. Assemblyman, Cahfornia Legislature ,
Asambleista, de la Legislatura de Cahfornia D 0 5 S 0
ROBERT LEE (BOB) SMITH 35—
Writer, Consultant, Executive N o
Escrtor. Consultor, Ejacutvo (15735, filu),  Z4#0it
BILL WATKINS G ——
=< g Businessman/Ministet N )
=2 Comerciante/Pastor Protestante i A 1% fil
4
s | £ f st
== | = | Secretary of State
8w w | Secretario de Estado
= oo T Vote for One
Vote por Uno
> ul'l ) 1’,1
= ALICE KEYSER 15 ->
< Businesswoman o
(- Mujer Comerciante VRN
() MARCH FONG EU 4] —
S— Secratary of State, State of Califormia
: s Secrotana de Estado. Estado de Cabforna TS R
=
e | S, KENNETH R. SMITH 49 ——
C.J m g Sotar/ Piumbiung Contractor i o
— > Sotar Fontaneto (Plomerol Contratista b IR
c = R e  Rmam e —_
= =0 | E HELEN HOWARD 5]  we——p
— o= g [ Comnussionet
= = “ Conmisionada Lo

—
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T CONTROLLER —
et tlé Contralor Yote por Uno
“ﬁl l‘l’ i""'; - : '
) o R 4
3
Businessman-Educator " .
Comerciante-Educador M A — F{11'K
L
s KENNETH CORY 59 =3
Caiifornia State Controller eme bl
Contralor del Estado de Calitornia M a T
< Treasurer
== Tesorero Vote for One
== Gl Yole gnr Uno
- o
S= -
8. | 2 JESSE M. UNRUH B e
Hea & Staie Treasurer ’
S s © ha Tesorero Estatal M) i
— "
=
= Attorney General
Fiscal General Vote for One
e RIS GRS Vate por Uno
—_ | = P AR
L~ 2
[~ e OMER L. RAINS 71—
D pur g Senator/Prosecuting Attorney
e w3 Senador/Abegado Fiscal  #h () RgsR Y
Do
® o "
= |7 = JOHN VAN DE KAMP 13 =5
e az g ';, District Attorney, Los Angeles County ‘ o
&= &= Procurador del Distrito del Cendado de Los Angeles ;7 fmb BRI ffe o1y
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0

ESTADO

STATE

Member State Board of Equalization — 1 st District
Miembro, Consejo Estatal de Igualameinto — Distrito #1

””,“! T‘ ‘{,' ’u IJ 7[ ". ‘| :{", 'l';l' ln'u'u

Vote for One

Vote por Uno
anfad— 7,

JULIAN GOLDSTEIN

Public Accountant o
Contador Publico 7 1 TiH

84

WILLIAM BROWN JR.

Public Affairs Counselor -
Consejero de Asuntos Publicos  7v )3 £ 80

86

QUENTIN KOPP

Couinty Supervisor/Lawyer . )
Supervisor del Condado/Abogado  BRER %11 (I

88

LEONEL MONTEREY

Consultant "
Consultor i}

90

WAYNE SCOTT

Board Certified Appraiser ,
Tasador-Valuador Certiticado del Consejo {4 g {ilifii il

92

" A. JOHN SHIMMON

Board Equahzation Deputy _ . '
Diputado, Consejo de Igualamiento F- 4T Ll

94

WARREN CHURCH

Retred Counly Supervisor ' o
Jubiado Supervisor del Condado L { KIS 00

96

CONWAY COLLIS

US Senator's Deputy

[P )
Diputado de Congresistas de los E U A W L

98

VWAL
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#| 2 | s= |United States Senator
2 | K | @ | Senador de Estados unidos
Jin \ I dos Un g g, Norefor One
Y _ KB i FE— A vore por Uno
S |
=
| EDMUND G. BROWN JR. - 109 _')\
Governor ot Calitornia .
g Gobernador de California M
: WALTER F. BUCHANAN 11] e
General Contractor 3
Contratista General  Z/X{u
TOM METZGER 113 m——dp
U.S. Worker . . ‘
Trabajador Estadounidense ‘< PPk i
=
=2 | = RICHARD MORGAN 11§ =
x = : Anti-Busing Advocate/Clergyman ’
E =) Proponente contra el Transporte de Alumnos por Medio de autobuses/Clidngo % # o0 3 h L  w
S5 | S PAUL B. CARPENTER 117 =—2
3;;4 ; Senator, State of California o
E: & Senador, Estado de California  JIlH =i
RAY CAPLETTE 119 ==
General Machinis!
Maquinista Generat AR 1A
MAY DUBINSKY-CHOTE 12] o=
Constitutional Student @ ‘f e
t Estudiante Constitucional A5 »/4 - 1T
= DANIEL K. WHITEHURST 123 ey
- o Mayor ol Fresno .
(- -« Aicatde de Fresno  JUHTNGE b |
= -
o = WILLIAM F. WERTZ JR. 125 ——>
— ov] Politicat Consultant -~
«C = 3 Consultor Politico FLiRn s
AR GORE VIDAL 127 —
-4 G0 P
[ I e
= | 2« | B
W | Ex | = BOB HAMPTON 129 ===
[ e | E ‘:’g = Admunistrator N
Administrador 1A :
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Representative in Congress — 5th District ote for 0
Diputado al Congress — Distrito #5 v(::: pz: u:z
W Bl ;%,% H— 4

PHILLIP BURTON 143 —

Member of the United States Congress e e
Miembro del Congreso Estado Unidense /% WIS #7255 L

UNITED STATES
REPRESENTATIVE

ELECCION PRIMARIA
8 DE JUNIO DE 1982

>

-

o=

<K

a.

2 = | Member of the Assembly ~

— = emoer o1 the Assembiy

| = zd . 4.

=& |25 19th Assembly District Vote for One

e | == | 22 | Miembro de la Asamblea ~ Distrito # 19 Vote por Uno

S ;2 éz e b i —

E Ew | 523 LOUIS J. PAPAN 155~
== il Member of the Assembly )

= - rx Miembro de la Asamblea I HSafe i
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o @ | g MEMBER, COUNTY CENTRAL COMMITTEE
11431 < I 19TH DISTAICT
,r‘;, Tg v MIEMBRO, COMITE CENTRAL PEL CONDADO - DISTRITO #19
R I ICAMMUE R LA L, s Vote for no mare than four
1 Yote por no mas de cuatro
2 i 5 IR %,
| AIRL(B §MITH 161 =
g En:l!"gseesi()n del Cargo AT
BOB GEARY 163 ==
I!:p:l;’n;::;ton del Cargo AT
J%ANN HENDRICKS 165 e
Edszgzﬁ)’ra ) SRS
BRIAN LANTZ 167 o=
3| 2 Conacioro. Bl
F EVELYN K. LANTZ 169 —
g5 | w ROBERT L. BURTON 17] —
wo = Incumbent .
. repy S En Posesion del Cargo BT
-
= SUSAN E. KILBER 173 ——p
= Orgameaders Pomica ECHHALELY
P XY SUSAN KELLY KENNEDY 175 sy
: = v Ié\r(\:l;’rggg;tOH del Cargo 3T
= £ | E ROBERT D. INGRAHAM 177 —
(- ) wa =
e | 22| 8
= | o = JOAN TWOMEY 179 wm——p-
(W8 E: = Incumbent
[— £=2 S En Posesion del Cargo IR (T
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NONPARTISAN NO PARTIDO AR "
PAIMARY ELECTION ELECCION PRIMARIA HRAT
JUNE 8, 1982 8 de JUNID de 1982 TR —AN\ZESANE

Judge of the Superior Court, Office #9 .
Juez de la Corte Superior, Oficina #9 w52 isperkrr Lk Se—#

Vote for One

Vote por Uno

DANIEL H. WEINSTEIN AL S b B s
Judge of the Superior Court/Juez de la Corte Superior 5% 1AL

185 -

Vote for One

= Judge of the Municipal Court, Office #1
g{_:g Juez de 1a Corte Municipal, Oficina #1  swikpeiin i H-—# Vote por Uno
3 Au:\gsglaer{t%';‘slt‘r\i?lTAEt:-(}rlney/Asislente de Fiscal MUy 824y’ 188 _)
P lormeyiAbogads il 189 ===
mcggiggrﬁ'caosuﬁ%ommissioner/Asistente del Comisario de Cortes [)Sifife 4511 190 =3
e mc(;‘eApﬂg'I\ltjtlc;t'r:gy General/Abogado General Suplente {i]i7] TS 8 4é 191 _-)
g Superintendent of Public Instruction Vote for One
< Superintendente de Instruccion Publica  hJH4CTY Fode —7¢: Vote por Uno
@ w'%.?.?s';f.pﬁfkﬁimm of Public Instiuction/Supenntondente estatal do Instrucaibn Pabtica N CTY s 194 -»
E JAr‘éEiIclﬁ'lgr-LBLuEs?nesswoman/Educador-Mujer Comerciante  FL1Y% /4 i 195 -_’
Fz:? = g: DAE&EIEa?oli,Sr\BAﬁsL:g?an/Eddcador-M(nsico B VAE & 196 mandp-
: % E Bl%i-srn(c):tNéghool Superintendent/Superintendente de Distrito Escolar f&[;ﬁ(‘;!'}l.',-?{{ ] 97 _-*
Q. i ‘% MYSchc%lLé%ggnngynalor/Negociador de Consejo Escolar £ f'”ujﬁb‘i FILY ] 98 -»
g GEPrrchld’:f:tﬁJEduc:mon Adwison Asesor dol Prosidente para Asuntos Educatvos JOMUEGTRA 199 e—
- JEécl;‘uEsngr?::r‘groject Advisor/Asesora para Proyectos Educativos ‘2%( ﬁ C:J% :_gI\J L 1’/1 200 -»
SEgRa MATSIALL 201 —>
Rlirﬁ:?f)l%; xs\ﬁﬁ.ﬁ%’:& of Education/ Miembro, consejo de Educacion de Los Angeles i £ RN Jo) & L4 202 —*
o | Assessor Vote for One
= 12| psesor v - % Vote por Uno
=
§ § SAﬂ\gllrjﬁ)‘f\rnVEn Posesion del Cargo JWI{T 205 q
=
= S| Public Defender | g e or On
S w | Defensor Publico 2 1At it i1 Vote por Uno
- .
8 JE'l:nFcErﬁt?:xlr?En Posesion del Cargo AT 208 -»
8/19

ON YOUR VOTING MACHINE
THIS PAGE WILL BE GREEN.



CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 8, 1982

MEASURES SUBMITTED TO VOTE OF VOTERS
STATE PROPOSITIONS

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT. Provides $495,000,000 R 212 ey
bond issue to be used for the construction of the state prisons.
AGAINST 213 mummcdp

PRESIDENT OF SENATE. Repeals Constitutional provision that Licu- YES 215 mmunspp
tenant Govenor is President of Senate, Fiscal impact: Nodirectstate or local

impact. NO 21 ) -')

TAXATION. REAL PROPERTY VALUATION. Amends **change in

ownership™ definition to exclude replacement of property taken by eminent
domain type proceedings. Fiscal impact: Significant loss of property tax YES 219 —)
revenues and increase in administrative costs to local governments. Increased
state costs to provide offsetting aid to local school and community college NO 220 w—

districts. Increase in state income tax revenues due to lower property tax

deductions.

BAIL. Prohibits release on bail where court makes findings regarding

likelihood of released person causing great bodily harm to others. Fiscal YES 223 weeip
impact: Increase jail and bail hearing costs of local governments. Cou!d be NO 224 a

offsetting savings if person later sentenced to jail or prison.

GIFT AND INHERITANCE TAXES (Proponent Miller). Repeals
existing taxes. Reenacts state ** pickup' estate tax equal to specified federal
tax credit. Fiscal impact: Reduce state revenues by about $130 million in

1982-83, $365 million in 1983-84, and higher amounts thercafter. Save YES 228 ——
state about $6 million annually in administrative costs. State revenue E
reductions would result in corresponding reductions in state payments to NO 229 —

local governments and schools.

GIFT AND INHERITANCE TAXES (Proponent Rogers). Repeals
existing taxcs. Reenacts state “* pickup’ estate tax equalto federal tax credit.

Fiscal impact: Reduce state revenues by about $130 million in 1982-83, YES 232 memaedp
$365 millionin 1983-84, and higher amounts thereafter, Save state about $6
million annually in administrative costs. State revenue reductions would NO 233 —

result in corresponding reductions in state payments to local governments
and schools.

ON YOUR VOTING MACHINE
THIS PAGE WILL BE GREEN.



CIUDADYCONDADO DE SAN Fl"CANCISCO
ELECCION PRIMARIA -8 DE JUNIO DE 1982

= MR
R —HN\ZERANE 9

PROPOSICIONES ESTATALES

UGS

<€ 212 ravor 11K 1

€ 213 corrmn Lt

ACTA OE DONOS PAAA LA CONSTAUCCION DE NUEVAS PRISIONES DE
1981, Dispane emisien da banes per $485,000,000 para ser nsades anly
comstrucclen de prisienes estatelon.

PO AR
114 $495,000, 000, YRR
TR N,

€215 S| 1k
<€— 216 NO sz

PAESIDENTE DEL SENADO. Raveca la dispesicidn Constitucional dequeel

Yicergabaraader aea Providenta dol Sanado. Impacttiscal: Ninginimpacts
dracte astalal o lecel.

ARkl WS T M N 1R 2R IR
itk o

WAy b (AR SEE I it o5 T I e 65
m )

Yo

<219 S| X
<€— 220 NO et

FIIACIGN DE IMPUESTOS. YALUACION DE PROPIEDAD INMUEBLE.
Enmionda 1a dofiniclén da “camble do dvame” pars excluir resmplaze do
privdod tomade por pracadiniontes 2o ll‘pn dodominte sminania. Impacte
scal: Sigaflicativa pardida da rédites dol Impuaste a [ propleded y
smantes an los costes admintstratives para pablernea lecalss. Iacroments
o los cestes aatatalan 2l preparcienar salstencis compensativa a Ins
datrites eaceleras lecaies y do colagies de o comunidad Aumonte on los
rditzs astatoles dol Impuaate & Ia ronta dedidonideduccionua mas bejas del
impueate 1 1o propledat.

Bl UCHGIEA T 55T A NIE
By IS0 R TR FE (AN AR, IR
e, PRI STUA,  SITCHD TTHO
PO ECER 48, IV A3 B A, AR St
WA, JERSHYIRITN, IR TESREAR AT

_ AL, g Ure B A 6 .

<223 SI ik
<€ 224 NO bt

FIANZA. Prohids dar libertad baje fianza cuonds la corta tians rasultades de
Wvaatigaciés comcarniontes o fa probabilidad de quo (o persend puests sn
idertad pueda causar grave dans fisice o otres, Impacte flacal: Anaente ol
ceate a los goblarnna lecaies da ancarcelamionte y andioncias judiclales para
flanza. Pedrion habder aharres compansativas 3 la parsena fuara mis tarde
saatanciada 8 [a carcel & o la prisisn.

(88 TR BRI AU NI R, RTREEBIA
() P HOSERITSN Y, AU ANDHRANOR R, WIR -
Etafere IO RBLA R AR S A,
W AFGE AR, ol —eft gk, FRLIA
i,

<228 S| 1K
<€ 229 NO bt

IMPUESTOS A DONACIONES Y HERENCIAS (Progonsata Miller). Reveca
is impuostes vigenten. Vualve o dacratar of [mpueste satatal “recabrar” ai
coudal eraditaio [qual al cradfle da Impuoste [uderal sspacificade. Impact
fiscal: Reduce les redites ostatales sn unas 8130 millenss ¢a 1982-33, o0
anes 3365 millenss on 1993-84 y en caslidedss mayeres do alif an
séelonte. Aberra of oalade unes 36 milanes sawalon an costes adminiatratvad
Lareduccion do los réditen astatales rosaltarfa on reducciones corruapondt
onlos on os pages extalates o los gebiornas lecales y & Ian sacusion

WM B ¢ LR A K¥) Bk 5t it
meit. 3 G [V IMERUROERY © R A
foo JCpe A HIS WIS RN F B, R
(A MIHHROE (6 — W\ T — A SRR
UG U SRR oF STEEY WAGEEEVAN L S 7
6T TG, By,
R S ol i e T TS S T ML, S
EOE ek, UMD LS A0 1Y
i Wik gL,

<232 S| 1K
<€— 233 NO bt

6

IMPUESTOS A LAS OONACIONES Y HEAENCIAS (Pugmm Regary.
Aevecs [os [mpuesten vigantes. Vuslve o promuigar o impuesle estatal
“recobrar” ol candal hereditarle Igual al credite dol impuuste fedenal
impacte liacal: Muduce lss rédites santaies tn unes $130 mijlenes ¢n
1982-83, anumas $365 millonss on 1983-84 y ancontidadas mas altas de
alif on adelante. ANorra al astade uees S8 millenss anuales on cestes
Mminisirativen Lag reducclonns an los rediton ostateles rasaitarfan on
reducclonss corraspendientes an les pagos dol astade o los goblornes y
sicuelne lecalus.

WA C LA A AN BB T
WL, TG e RO T, 3T
A PT I B IO s, e RN I
HUFC RO — AT =AM — 1D
TG LN = AR A AT
W00 PUHEAREPE LU By MBSy
U AR A SN T TR BT DTS O T
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CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 8, 1982

SRR

INCOME TAX INDEXING. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Provides
continuing personal income tax brackets adjustments by using full Consumer
Price Index percentage changes. Fiscal impact: Reduce state revenues by
about $230 million in 1982-83, $445 million in 1983-84, and increasing
amounts thereafter. State revenue reductions would result in corresponding
reductions in state payments to local governments and schools.

YES 237 mmmep-

NO 238 el

CRIMINAL JUSTICE. Amends Constitution and enacts statutes concerning
procedures, sentencing, and release of accused and convicted persons and
regarding victims. Fiscalimpact: Major state and local costs which cannot be
predicted with any degree of certainty.

YES 241 mdp

NO 242 emmd»

WATER FACILITIES INCLUDING PERIPHERAL CANAL. “Yes”
vote approves, “No” vote rejects, a law designating additional Central
Valley Project water facilities. Fiscal impact: Under present policies, no
increase in state taxes or reduction in funds for other state programs required.
Potential construction costs at 1981 prices are in excess of $3.1 billion plus
unknown additional costs to be financed by increased user charges.

YES 246 wmedp

NO 247 mm=d

10

REAPPORTIONMENT. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. ““ Yes” vote
approves, “No” vote rejects, statute enacted by 1981 Legislature adopting
boundaries for 45 Congressional districts. Fiscal impact: If approved, no

state or local costs. If rejected, state costs of $250,000 and county costs of
$350,000.

YES 250 meeedp-

NO 25| wmdp

11

REAPPORTIONMENT. SENATE DISTRICTS. ** Yes” vote approves,
“No” vote rejects, statute enacted by 1981 Legislature revising boundaries
of 40 Senate districts, Fiscal impact: If approved, no state or local costs. If
rejected, state costs of $370,000 and county costs of $500,000.

YES 254 mmeep-

NO 255 e

12

REAPPORTIONMENT. ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS. “ Yes” vote approves,
“No” vote rejects, statute enacted by 1981 Legislature revising boundaries
of 80 Assembly districts. Fiscal impact: If approved, no state or local costs.
If rejected, state costs of $400,000 and county costs of $650,000.

YES 258 meed-

NO 259 ~md

10E
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REAOJUSTE DEL IMPUESTO A LA RENTA. ESTATUTO DE INICIATIVA.
Estipuls wn raadjuste contlnus do les mirgenas def Impuasto o o renta
porsonal nsande (oa cambles do percontajo complates dol (ndice do Praciss
o Consumidor, Efocte tiscal: Raducir ios rddites estatales an unes $230
millones an 1932-83, on unes $445 millones en 1083-64 y on cantidades
scenduntes do alll on adotante. Reduccionns sn fes rédites astatales
resultarfan an reducciones corraapendiontes on les pages astatalis 2 Ins
pebiernan y escuslas locales.
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JUSTICIA PENAL. Enmionda la Constitucién y promulp sstatulos con
respecte a{os pracedimientos, santancias y liberacien de personas acusades
y condenadas y an 1o que cenclerns 7. Ins v/climas. Impacle flscal: Costos
satatales y lacales mayeras que no puaden ser pravistos con ningtn grado de
carleza
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<€— 247 NO »ct

iNSTALACIONES HIORAULICAS INCLUYERDO EL CANAL PERIFERICO. Un
wio "SI lrrum. un vale “Mo™ rechaza, uma ley que designa Instalaclonss
de suministro da agua adiclenalss dal Proyacto del Yalle Central Impaclo
fiscal: Baje los nermas presentas, no sa requiere aumento en los impuesios
sstatales ni caducclones de les fondos destinades a otros programos
sstatalas. Los posibles costes de construccidn en precios da 1981, gue son
en oxcesa de $3,100,000.000 mfs los costos adiclonales que se
desconocen, saran financiades per e! incramanto del coste a los cansumidores.
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REDISTRIBUCIGN. DISTAITOS CONGRESIONALES. Unvota™SI* agrueba,
un vato “No" rachaza, sstatuto promuigado por la Leglsiatra de 1981 que
adoptatoa limites para 1os 45 distritos Congrasionales. Impacta fiscal: Sies
aprobade, ningin costo ostatal o local. Sl es rechazado, castos al estado de
$250,000 y a lss condados da $350,000.
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REDISTRIBUCION, DISTRITOS SENATORIALES. Unvat“SI* aprueba, un
wlo "No" rachaza, extatuto promulgada por la Leglsiatura en 1981 que
revisa log I(mites de los 40 diatrilos Senatoriales, Impacto fiscal: S) es
aprobadn, ningin coslo estatal o local. Sl es rechazado, costos al estado de
$370,000 y costos a los condados de $500,000.
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AEDISTRIBUCION. D1STRITOS DE LA ASAMBLEA. Un voto "SI aprusta,
un voto “No~ rechaza, aatatuto promulgado por ls Laglshalura de 1981 que
revisa los Ifmites da los 80 distritos da le Asambloa Elacto liscal: Sies
aprebado, ningdn costo estatal o local. S} s rachazads, costos ol estado de
$400,000 y costos a los condados da 3650.000.
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'CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
" PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 8, 1982

CITY & COUNTY PROPOSITIONS

Shall the Board of Supervisors have the power to borrow money by the

issuance of tax anticipation notes inthe manner provided by state law or
pursuant to ordinance of the Board of Supervisors?

-
rm
(4]

—
—

=
Q
N | ro
-2
& leo

Shall the Board of Supervisors be allowed to direct the Registrar to conduct
by mail any general, runoff or special municipal election?

YES 267 =
NO 268 ——>

. Shall the city contribute to a dental plaﬁ for city employees which would be

the average contribution of the ten counties in the state having the largest
population? . ‘ ‘

YES 271 s
NO 272 memedy

Shall the city subsidize the suwiviﬁg spouse of active and retired employees
onthe same basis that the city subsidizes the active or retired employee in the
Health Service System? ‘

YES 274 mump
NO 275 sl

Shall the surviving spouse of a member of the Retirement System who is
receiving a retirement allowance be allowed to continue to receive the
allowance upon remarriage after age 60?

YES 278 s
NO 279

Shall actuarial and experience investigation of the Retirement system be
made as determined by the Retirement Board with the actuarial evaluation
being made not less than every two years and certain expenses be paid from
contributions of the city?

YES 28] memedp-
NO 282 ==

Shall the Retirement Board have exclusive authority to administer pension
monies for investments subject to the Controller’s auditing powers?

YES 280 mesp-
NO 286 =

11E
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w_ahari Ia Junta de Supervisoras tener ol poder de prestardineros travds de
lasmision de pagaras sobre impuestos a recaudar en I manera establecida
oar {a ley estatal o sequin ol decreto de Ia Junta de Supervisores?

2R IEEANIEK, IR IR

B I TRy

<€ 267 S| % B
<€— 268 NO =¥t

(Se debera pormilir 2 fa Junta de Supanlsnreé ordanar al Registro ﬁu

Electares que Jleva a cabo cuzlquier eleccidn municipal general, deciziva o -

especial por medio del correo?
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<— 212 NO &t

¢ Deberd | cludad contribufr a un plan dental para los empleados de la ciudad

e seria una contribucidn promedio de fos dlez condadus del estado que -

tengan la poblacidn mas grande?
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<274 S| ¥
<€— 275 NO st

D

iDoberd Ia ciudad subvencionar a los cényuges sobrevivientos de los
empleados activos o jubllados en ia misma forma en que la ciudid
subvenciona a los nmglaaﬂos activos o jubilados pertenecientes al Sistema
de Servicio de Salud

THI e R — 2588 b e e i R T fn
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<218 81 % E

¢ Se deberd parmitir al cényuge sobreviviente de un miembro dei Sistema de
Jubllaclones que esta reciblendo una pensidn er jubilacion continuar
recibiendo dicha pension al casarse de nuevo despues de fos 60 afios de edad?
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<€— 279 NO =

<281 SI %
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¢ Deberdn llevarse a tabo investigaciones de actuario y de experiencia det
sistema de Jubllaciones como ha sido delerminado por {a Junta de
Jubilaciones can el avaluo del actuario llevado a cabo por lo menos cada dos
angs y que cierfos gastos sean pagados con las contribuclones de Ia ciudad?
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¢ Deberd la Junta de Jubilaciones tener 12 autoridad exclusiva de administrar
los dlnar?; de pensiones para inversiones sujela alos poderes de revisidn del
Contralo
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CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
PRIMARY ELECTION - JUNE 8, 1982

Shall the composition of the Health Service Board be changed by adding two
members, one to be appointed by the Mayor and one retired employee
elected by the retired members and the supervisors’ member to be appointed
by the Board of Supervisors?

\

!

YES 288 m—=d>

NO 289 ===

Shall the composition of the Retirement Board be changed by adding two
members, one to be appointed by the Mayor and one retired employee
elected by retired members and the supervisors’ member be changed from
President to a member appointed by the Board of Supervisors and the civil
service appointment of the Secretary-General Manager be deleted?

YES 292 mumdp

NO 293 ===

Shall the Secretary-General Manager of the Retirement System be appointed

by the Retirement Board and be exempt from civil service and said Manager
be allowed to appoint an executive secretary to serve at his pleasure?

YES 296 m==d-

NG 297 —>

Shall each member of the Board of Supervisors appoint one legxslatlve aide
who shall serve at the member’s pleasure?

'YES 300. ==

NO 301 mmmdp

Shall the supervisor who received the most votes in the November 1980
supervisorial election assume the office of President of the Board and on
January 8, 1983 and every second year thereafter the candidate receivingthe
most votes at the last preceding supervisorial electlon assume the office of
President of the Board?

YES 303 ==

NO 304 w==

Declaration of Policy: Shall the City and County of San Francisco, during '
the fiscal year of 1982-83, acquire a fingerprint computer for use by San
Francisco Law Enforcement personnel?

YES 307 meip

NO 308 ==

Declaration of Policy: Shall the people of San Francisco oppose recent
Pacific Gas and Electric rate increases and urge the State Public Utilities
Commission to roll back rates to December 1, 1981 and call for other
remedial actions?

YES 310 wedy

NO 311 ey

12E
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" miemires, uns o ser dosi

< Daberd cambiar Is astructura do |s Junte del Service de Salnd Piblica
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supervizoras » sar dusignade por [ Junta do Superviseres?
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< Dehard ser designade of Sucratarie Ganeral Administrador del Sistema do

JuMlaclanas por [n Junta de Jubilacienes y sstar exnte del Servich Civily
permitirselo & dicke Adminisirador dusignar a un secratarie ejecutiva pars -

gesampenar lal carge o) antojs del administrader?
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& Daberd of superviser 1“ recibic la mayer cantidad de votos anla elaccidn
# suporviseres do neviemhre de 1980 temar ol carge de Prosidents feh
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< Baclaraclén de Politica: ¢ Dobard In Cludad y Condado do San Francisce,
durante el affo fiscal de 1982-1983, adquirir una computadara para husllas

digitales para el uso del parsenal encargado de hacer umplir fa Loy da San

Franclsco?
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Daclaracidn de Polltica: ¢ Se opondrd fa gente de San Francisco 1 las

reslentes alzas de precies do la CompaRia de Gasy Electricidad del Pacifico!
recomendars eniéticaments que ls Comisién Estatal de Serviclo Pablicos
reduzga los precios b como eetaban ¢f 1° de diciombre de 1981 y ademis
pedira otros ramedios? .
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YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER

By Ballot Simplification Committee

Q— Who can vote? - B .
A—You can vote at this election only if you are regis-
tered to vote by May 10, 1982.

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

Q—How do I register? |
A~ Phone the Registrar of Voters at 558-3417.

Q—If 1 have been comvicted of a crime, can I sign
up to vote? ‘ - o
A— Yes, if you have served your sentence and parole.

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
Callll say “Independent” or “I don’t want to
te .”

Q—If I don’t tell my political party when I sign up,
can I still vote in every election? '
A—Yes, The only thing you cannot vote on is which
candidate will be a political party’s choice in a
Erimary election.
xample: Only people who sign up as Demo-
crats can vote in the primary election for who
will be the Democratic candidate. Primary elec-

tions are held in June of even-numbered years. -

Q—If I have picked a party, can I change it later?
A— Yes, but you must register again.

Q—If I have moved since I last voted, must 1 register «

~ again?
A—Yes.

Q—When do I vote?

A— The election will be Tuesday, June 8, 1982. Your
voting place is open from 7 AM. to 8 P.M.
that day.

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

primary election?

A— All voters who are registered as members of a.

political party will choose a candidate for:
® State Assemblyman '
. ® United States Congressman

¢ United States Senator

® State Senator if you live in Senate Dis-
trict 8. ‘

® Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Secretary
of State, Controller, Treasurer, Attorney
General, Member of Board of Equaliza-
tion, Superintendent of Public Instruction,
Judges, Assessor and Public Defender.

®and you will choose members of County
Central Committees,

20

Q- What districts are lthere in San Francisco?

' A= San Francisco has:

® three State Assembly Districts (AD 16, 17, 19)
® two State Senate Districts (SD 5,6) .
® two U.S. Congressional Districts (CD 8,3)

(See map on the cover of this pamphlet) .

Q—What about the United Staté Senator? Is there a

district for this position? - _
A—No. California has two United States Senators.
Each Senator represents the entire state.

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

Q-—Why is there nothing in the San Francisco Voters’
Information Handbook about the people who
are state candidates in this primary election?

A—This handbook deals only with City candidates
and issues. Information on State candidates and
propositions is in the State voters’ handbook.

Q—Are there any candidates for non-partisan office?
A—Yes, there are candidates for Assessor, Public
Defender, State Superintendent of Public In-

struction and for offices of municipal and

superior court judges.

Q—Can I vote if 1 know I will be away from San

Francisco on election day?
A— Yes. You can vote early by:

® Going to the Registrar of Voters office in City

Hall ‘and voting “there anytime from May 10
through June 8 this year .
or .

® mailing in the application sent with this voters’
pamphlet requesting an absentee ballot.

Q—What can I do if 1 do not have an application _

form? o
A—You can send a letter or postcard asking for an
absentee ballot. This letter or postcard should
be sent to the Registrar of Voters, City Hall,
+ . San Francisco 941(%2. It must be received in
the Registrar’s Office at least by June 1 this
year. . _

Q—What do I say when I ask for an absentee ballot?-
A— You must write:
® That you need to vote early
® your registered voting address
® the address where you want the ballot mailed
® then sign your name, and also print your name
underneath. '

Q—When do I mail my absentee baliot back te the
_ Registrar of Voters? ’
A—You can mail your absenteec ballot back to, the
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day,

June 8§, 1982.



Q—Can 1 take time off from my job to go vote on
election day? ‘ _

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

Q— Where do I go to vote?

A—Your voting place is printed next to your name
and address sent with this Voters’ Pamphlet
(back cover). '

Q—What do I do if my voting place is not open?
A— Call 558-3061 or 558-3417.

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

Q—If I don’t know what to do when I get to my vot-

. ing place, is there someone there to help me?

A— Yes. The election workers at the voting place will
help you. If they can’t help you, call 558-3061.

. Q—Can I have someone help me in the voting booth

~ if I need help?
. A—Yes.
Q—What do I do if I cannot work the voting ma-
chine?
A— Ask one of the election workers and they will
help you. :

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

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 vote will be counted only if
the candidate has signed up with the Registrar
of Voters at least fourteen days before the

. election as a write-in candidate.

Q—What do I do if I am sick on election day?
A— Call 558-3061 for information.

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

RIGHTS OF THE PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED VOTER
(Election Code Section 14234)

14234. Assistance to voter.

When a voter declares under oath, administered by
any member of the precinct board at the time of the
voter appears at the polling place to vote, that the
voter is then unable to mark a ballot, the voter shall
receive the assistance of not more than two persons
selected by the voter.

"No person assisting a voter shall divulge any infor-
mation regarding the marking of the ballot.

In those polling places which do not meet the
requirements’ specified by the State Architect for
accessibility by the physically handicapped, a physical-
ly handicapped person may appear outside the polling
place and vote a regular ballot. Such person may vote
the ballot in a place which is as near as possible to

the polling place and which is accessible to the phy-
sically handicapped. A precinct board member shall
take a regular ballot to such person, qualify such per-
son to vote, and return the voted ballot to the polling
place. In those precincts in which it is impractical to
vote a regular ballot outside the polling place, absen-
tee ballots shall be provided in sufficient numbers to

accommodate physically handicapped persons who. pre- -

sent themselves on election day. The absentee ballot
shall be presented to and voted by a physically han-
dicapped person in the same manner as a regular bal-
lot may be voted by such person outside the polling
place.

You must reregister whenever you move




~ WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW

Here are a few of the words that you will need to
know: )

PRIMARY ELECTION — This is an election to
decide who will be a political party’s candidate for
the general election the following November. There
may be two or more people wanting.to be a party’s
candidate in November. The one who gets the highest
vote in ‘the primary election will be this candidate.

- Because the purpose of a primary election is to
choose a POLITICAL PARTY’S CANDIDATE you
will vote for candidates in the party in which you are
registered. A voter who has registered as an indepen-

- dent and has not chosen a political party will receive
a primary ballot that lists ONLY ballot measures and
non-partisan candidates.

BALLOT — A list of candidates and propositions. |

ABSENTEE BALLOT — If you are going to be
away on' election day, or if you cannot get to the
place where you vote because you are physically dis-
abled, you can get a special ballot to fill out. This
ballot is called an absentee ballot. You get this ballot

from the Registrar of Voters at City Hall. See page
00, .

POLLING PLACE — The place where you go to
" vote. : . '

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

PROPOSITION — This means anything that you
vote on, except candidates. If it deals with the state
governmént, then it will have a number — such as
Proposition 2. If it deals with the city government, it
will have a letter — such as Proposition A. ' :

CHARTER — The Charter is the basic set of laws
for the city government. :

4

TAX ANTICIPATION NOTE — A method by
which the City borrows money from private lenders to
pay expeneses before taxes are collected. The Tax An-
ticipation Note is paid back with interest from tax
money that is collected the same year the note s is-
sued.

FISCAL YEAR — A twelve-month period for which
the City plans the use of its funds. The City’s fiscal
year runs from July 1 through June 30. - '

CHARTER AMENDMENT — A charter amend-

 ment changes one of the basic laws contained' in the

Charter. It takes a vote of the people to change the
charter. It cannot be changed again without another
vote of the people.

ORDINANCE — A law of the city and county,

which is passed by the Board of Supervisors or ap-

proved by the voters.

DECLARATION OF POLICY — A declaration of
policy asks a question: Do you agree or disagree with
a certain idea? If a majority of the voters approve of
a declaration of ‘policy, it is the duty of the supervi-
sors to carry out the policy.

INITIATIVE — This is a way for voters to put a
proposition on the ballot for people to vote on. An
initiative is put on the ballot by getting a certain
number of voters to sign a petition. Propositions
passed by initiative can be changed only by another
vote of the people.

PETITION — A statement signed by voters who

agree that a certain idea or question should be on the
ballot. ' :

SUPERVISORS — The Board of Supervisors makes
the laws for San Francisco, and approves all money
spent by the city government. The Board of Supervi-

sors adopts the city budget but does ‘not control the -

budgets of the Community College or the School Dis-
trict. The Supervisors can put propositions on the bal-
lot for people to vote on.. Supervisors are paid $9,600
per year. o :

Polls are open from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m.
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CANDIDATE FOR
ASSESSOR

CANDIDATE FOR

" PUBLIC DEFENDER

- SAM DUCA
My address is 16 Wawona Street
My occupation is Assessor, City & County of San
Francisco ,
My qualifications for office are: Elected your Assessor
in 1978. Served in a professional administrative
capacity in Assessor’s Office for 27 years. I have two
University degrees and the coveted MAI designation.
Served in advisory capacity both nationally and inter-
nationally on property tax administration problems.
Urged state laws to continue fair and equal treatment
for all. Will ‘continue to seek tax relief for
homeowners, renters and senior citizens. Member of
Community Board of St. Mary’s Hospital, Operating
Board. of the USO, Director of Villa Carina Home for
the Aged, President of the Bay Area Assessors’ As-
sociation.

The Sponsors for Sam Duca are: -

Cyril 1. Magnin, 994 California St., Merchant

‘Henry E. Berman, 483 Euclid Ave., Merchant ’ .

George R. Reilly, 2774-34th Ave., Member Board of Equalization

Stan Smith, 411 Felton, Union Official

Arthur H. Coleman, MD, 11 Hinkley Walk, Physician

Constance O’Connor, 30 Chicago Way, Deputy Sheriff

Williain J. Chow, 373 Marina Blvd., Attorney '

Jane McCaskle Murphy, 2255 Washington St., Retired, Social
Worker

Lee Vavuris, 91 Cameo, Retired Judge, Superior Court

Ernest C. Ayala, 4402-20th St., Youth Director

Jess T. Esteva, 5285 Diamond Hgts. Blvd., Newspaper Publisher

Bob Ross, 4200-20th St., Newspaper Publisher

Joe Ling Jung, 1269 Hyde St., Restaurant Owner

Erma W. Louie, 1257 Jackson, Housewife

Salvatore Reina, 1150 Union St., Public Relations

" H. Welton Flynn, 76 Venus, Public Accounting

Morris Bernstein, 1740 Broadway, Investor :

Reverend John LoSchiavo, Golden Gate & Parker Sts., Pres.
Univ. S.F.

Walter H. Shorenstein, 740 El Camino Del Mar, Real
Estate Executive

James J. Rudden, 140 Chenery, Corp. Exec.

Thomas J. Mellon, 310 Arballo, Exec. V.P. S.F. Exec. Park

William K. Coblentz, 10 Fifth Ave., Attorney

William T. Reed, 2151 18th Ave., Retired City Employee

Sally B. Famarin, 2207 28th Ave., Real Estate

Lucio Raymundo, 706 Faxon Ave., Civil Engincer

William Moskovitz, 1177 California St., Retired

Eugene L. Friend, 2910 Lake St., Merchant

Ed Turner, 440 Gellert Dr., Labor Official.

James A. Scatena, 101 St. Elmo Way, Refrigeration Contr.

Elizabeth Duca, 16 Wawona St., Housewife

JEFF BROWN
My address is 850 - 40th Avenue
My occupation is Public” Defender, City and County
of San Francisco
My age is 38
My qualifications for office are: The Public Defender
provides legal representation to people accused of
crime who have no money to hire a private lawyer.
Our Constitution requires that the defense be zealous
and competent.

As your Public Defender I have selected a staff of
talented, hard-working lawyers. I have insisted on the
highest professional standards. These efforts have
made equal justice under the law more of a reality in
San Frandisco than ever before.

I seek re-election to continue the work which will
make our Public Defender’s Office a model of serious,
responsible and effective legal representation.

. The Sponsors for Jeff Brown are:

Ernest C. Ayala, 4402 20th St., Youth Director
Buck Bagot, 439 Holly Park Circle, Organizer
Henry E. Berman, 483 Euclid Ave., Consultant
Wai Yung Brown, 850 40th Ave., Housewife
Wilson Chang, 820 Filbert, Business Consultant
William J. Chow, 373 Marina Blvd., Attorney
Gwen Craig, 493 Haight, Deputy Sheriff ‘
Carlota Texidor Del Portillo, 84 Berkeley Way, Civil Service

Commissioner
Jess T. Esteva, 5285 Diamond Hits. Blvd., Businessman
Diane Feinstein, 2030 Lyon St., Mayor City & County

of San Francisco
Wayne Friday, 1095 14th St., Businessman/Writer
Linda T. Fries, 830 35th Ave,, Communitg Organizer
Ricardo Hernandez, 40 Harper St., Exec. Secty, Rent Control Board
Mattie J. Jackson, 524 Belvedere St., Business Manager
Andrea I. Jepson, 1334 Masonic, Director of DeveloBment
Leroy King, 75 Zampa Ln., Regional Director, ILW
‘CE‘)fril Magnin, 999 California, Retailer

dward T. Mancuso, 520 Crestlake Dr., Retired Public Defender
Ephraim Margolin, 60 Scenic Way, Attorney
John D. Monaghan, 31 Grandview Ave., Retired
Robert Nicco, 74 Cervantes Blvd., Retired Pulbic Defender
Bernard A. Orsi, 500 Magellan, Businessman
M. Lester O°Shea, 2863 Pacific Ave., Managing Partner
Bob Ross, 4200 20th St., Newspaper Publisher
Hadie Redd, 476 Joost Ave., Investigator
Stanley L. Smith, 411 Felton St., Labor Union Official
Tito Torres, 3921 19th, Attorne :
Yori Wada, 565 4th Ave., YMCA Executive Director

- Timothy R. Wolfred, 91 Sanchez, Community Colle%‘e Board

George Wong, 120 Ellis St., Chair, Commission On The Aging

' Statements are volunteered by the candidates and have not beon checked for accuracy.
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CANDIDATES FOR JUDGE

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
~ Office Number 1 :
PATRICIA (PAT) LUCEY .
" My age is 57 ' S
My occupation is Lawyer
My education and qualifications are: Brown Universi-

ty; San Francisco State; Hastings Law; Experience:on
bench, at trial, in life. .

-Assistant Commissioner, judge pro tempore, San .

~Francisco Superior Court; Referee San Francisco
Juvenile Court; Deputy District Attorney, Contra Cos-
ta County. Teacher, Galileo High and Galileo Adult
Schools, newspaper- reporter, PBX operator, waitress,
- clerical, factory worker.

Wife of Paul Lucey: Assistant Principal Lowell High
School, mother of Gloria, violinist, and Paul, plan-
etary geologist, grandmother of - Julia. Volunteer:
Board of Directors, San Francisco League of Women
Voters. ' '

My sponsors are deliberately limited to San Franciscans
with personal knowledge of my work in Court: former

Executive Officer, San Francisco Superior Court; Juvenile’

Justice Commissioners; a Governor of the State Bar; former
Juvenile Court Referee; courtroom clerks, reporters, bailiffs;
and those San Franciscans who "have had knowledge of my
character for 15 to 30 years: Elsie Allen, Robert Anino,
Robert Buckley, Samuel Carpenter, Christine Cassidy, Joan
Catelli, Marjorie Childs, Daniel Flanagan, Kathleen Gargano,
"Zora Cheever Gross; Ruth Church Gupta, Michael Hallinan,
Frances Hancock, Ed Heiser, Janet Karesh, James Kearney,
Beatrice Laws, Gloria Lee, "Caroline Moran, Cornelius
McCarthy. Myrl Northway, Anna Payne, Jasper Perino,
James Purcell, Jose Reinosa, Paula Schmidt, Betty Tanzey,
Frances Verducci, John Wahl, Bernard Ward, Felton Wil-
liams, Bernard Wolf, Shirley Yawitz.

FOﬁ MUNICIPAI. COURT JUDGE
. Office Number 1

RICHARD TULLIS

My occupation is Depﬁty Attorney General of
California. - :

My education and. qualifications are: Honors graduate
from San Francisco State and University of San Fran-
ciscp Law School. For nine years, I have handled
criminal and civil cases at all levels of both state and
federal courts. 1 have been a criminal prosecutor for
the past six years. This experience gives me the

knowledge and perspective to be a strong and effec-:

tive judge.

Our court system too often ignores the rights of
crime victims and operates as a revolving door for
repeat offenders. I support measures to:

¢ Guarantee victims a voice at sentencing.

® Require that convicted criminals take

responsibility for their crimes by restoring losses
to victims. -
¢ Tighten bail and sentencing for serious offenders.

As judge. I will protect the rights of victims and

. the public while ensuring speedy and fair trials.

Supporters: Seven past Presidents, San Francisco Bar As-
sociation; Judge Ina Levin Gyemant; former Assessor Joseph
Tinney; former Supervisor Peter Tamaras; Commissioners

Melvin Lee, Sally Famarin and Walter Jebe; Attorneys .

Catherine  Duggan, Robert Granucci, Fred Furth, Joseph
Martin, Benjamin James, Eulalio Frausto, Edward Jew . and
Arlo Hale Smith; Mark Forrester, Mervyn Silberberg, Al
Giannini, Mike Garza, Roger Miles, Henry Schindel, Sam
Jordan, Jeanne Schmidt, Jack Tufts, Wady Ayoob, Ray
Leavitt, John Behanna, Patrick Fitzgerald.

Statements are volknteered by the condidates and have not beon checked for accuracy.
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' CANDIDATES FOR JUDGE

-

FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
Office Number 1

RICHARD E. BEST

My age is 39 years
My occupation is Assistant Superior Court
Commissioner _ ' ‘
My education and qualifications are: Columbia Uni-
versity School of Law, '1968; five years private law
practice; eight ycars judicial experience; married, two
children, residing at 142 Cervantes. |

As commissioner and Temporary Judge of the
Superior Court for eight years, I've handled complex
civil litigation and Juvenile Court matters. I've lec-
" tured at law schools including U.S.F.. authored legal
publications, and taughit legal seminars for attorneys.
In 1980, I received the San Francisco Barristers Club
award for exemplary contribution to legal education.

The public deserves firm.. impartial. and consistent
application of law, protection of the innocent, and
punishment of the guilty. We must be safe and secure
at home and in public, be vigilant in the protection
-of individual rights and liberties, and receive equal
justice under law.

My supporters include John A. Sutro, Putnam Livermore,
Harold Dobbs, George J. Moscone, Assemblyman Art Ag-
nos, Tina Burgess Coan, Ed Turner, %ius Lee, Rita Alviar,
Lorraine Wiles, Sheriff Michael Hennessy, Thomas A. Reed,
S.F., John E. Sullivan, Jane McKaskle Murphy, Morris
Bernstein, George Evankovich, George Wong, Mrs. Alessan-
dro Baccari, Sr., Marguerite Warren, William T. Reed,
Graciela Cashion, Ina Dearman, Libby Denebeim, Jesse
Feldman, Walter S. Newman, Duane Cimino, Jim Foster,
Judith Brecka, Terry Francois,, Melvin Belli, Charles Ren-
frew, Edward 1. Reidy. :

" FOR MUNICIPAL COURT JUDGE
Office Number 1

ALFRED G. CHIANTELLI

My age is 42
My occupation is Assistant District Attorney

My education and qualifications are: A native San
Franciscan. I graduated from St. Ignatius in 1957 and
USF in 1961. Receiving my law degree from Lincoln
University Law School, 1 was admitted to the bar in
1967. 1 practiced general law, civil litigation and
criminal defense, with extensive trial experience. 1 was
appointed Deputy District Attorney in 1970 and
taught at local law schools. Having served under three
District Attorneys, 1 am presently Assistant Chief. My
court experience includes more than 125 jury trials
and over 1000 Municipal Court preliminary hearings,
appearances in every Municipal and Superior Court
and before nearly every judge. I am supported by the
last two elected Public Defenders, criminal defense at-
torneys, members of law enforcement and a broad
cross section of San Franciscans. I am active in sever-
al civic organizations.

Sponsors:  William Moskovitz, Vincent Hallinan, Thomas
Mellon, Jeff Brown, Thomas J. Cahill, Ephraim Margolin,
John F. Henning, Jr. John J. Moylan, Gordon Armstrong,
Dorothy Casper, Eduardo Sandoval, J.A. Scatena, Stephen L.
Swig, Gordon Lau, Henry E. Berman, Ernest C. Ayala,
Thomas E. Horn, Roger S. Lalane, Dorothy Stern; Judges
John B. Molinari, Francis McCarty, Mary Moran Pajalich,
Samuel E. Yee, Raymond Reynolds, Albert A. Axlerod.

!

Stetements are volunteered by the candidates ond have not been checked for accuracy.




Tax Anticipation Notes

-

PROPOSITION A

Shall the Board of Superviscrs have the power to borrow money by the is-
‘suance of tax anticipation notes in the manner provided by state law or
pursuant to ordinance of the Board of Supervisors? |

“Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: When funds need-
ed for authorized expenses are not availa-
ble from the City’s cash reserve or other
city departments, the City has the power
to issue Tax Anticipation Notes. These
notes may be issued in an amount up to
25% of the taxes due that year. They are
paid from taxes received that fiscal year.
Notes are issued to the lowest bidder, and
the interest shall not be more than 6%.

L4

" THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A no longer

. requires the City to borrow first from the

cash reserve and then from other city

funds before issuing Tax Anticipation
\

Notes. The Board of Supervisors would is-
sue Tax Anticipation Notes under State
law or City ordinance. =

‘A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
.want the Board of Supervisors to have the
power to borrow money by issuing Tax
Anticipation MNotes without having to bor-
row first from the cash reserve or other
city departments.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want the Board of Supervisors to issue Tax
Anticipation Notes only if money is not
available from the cash reserve or other
* city departments.

Controller’s Statement on "‘A”

City Controller John C. Farrell ‘has issued
the following statement on the fiscal impact
of Proposition A: |

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
be adopted, in my opinion, in and of itself, it
would not affect the cost of government.
However, the difference between the cost of
borrowing and interest earned through tax an-
ticipation note proceeds could result in net
revenues to the City and County of San
Francisco, the amount of which, being depen-
dent on future interest rates and legislative
action, cannot be determined at this time.”

26

How Supervisors Voted on “A”

~ On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-
0 on the question of placing Proposition B on the
ballot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, Quentin Kopp, John.
Molinari, Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Carol
" Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

None of the Supervisors present voted “No.”

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT
OF PROP. A BEGINS
ON PAGE 28.



- Tax Anticipation Notes

- . o

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

A “YES” vote will allow San Francisco to raise a
minimum of $5,000,000. annually, without raising
taxes. :

Tax anticipation notes allow California Counties to
issue to investors short-term notes, which carry low
interest, but interest exempt from income tax. The
notes are issued against anticipated tax revenue, and
must be paid off within the year, as taxes are paid.
The County can then invest the money received in
high interest Treasury and bank accounts. The County
keeps the difference between the two interest rates.
The investor benefits because the interest on the notes
is tax exempt. (Essentially this is a tax shift from the
federal government to local government).

Other counties in California and several States
(Montana, New York) have been issuing these notes

for several years. San Francisco’s charter permits tax
anticipation notes but only as a way to solve cash
flow problems. San Francisco cannot, without the
minor Charter amendment in Proposition “A”, use tax
anticipation notes to earn revenue for the City. -

A “YES” vote on Proposition “A” means money to
permit San Francisco to continue to provide quality
services to all of its citizens. ' -

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION “A”.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Harry G. Britt
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

Vote Yes on Proposition “A”.

Proposition “A” is designed to save money for the
City. “A” involves no new taxes, it increases no fees,
costs none of us a penny.

What Proposition “A” does is to allow the Board of
Supervisors to arrange for public short-term financing
in order to equalize the City’s cash flows, rather than
to borrow from other funds which are more prudently
invested elsewhere. The net effect will be to make our
cash flow better balanced and to increase our General
Fund interest income and/or reduce our General
Fund interest costs. ’

A Yes on Proposition “A” would allow us to join
many cities such as San Jose, San Diego, Berkeley,
Richmond, Sacramento, Oakland and many counties
such as Los Angeles, Solano, Santa Clara, Fresno,
Contra Costa and Orange in using short-term financ-
ing to balance their interest costs and revenues.

Yes on Proposition “A” is recommended by a unan-
imous vote of the Board of Supervisors and I join
them in asking you to vote Yes on Proposition “A”.

Dianne Feinstein, Mayor

\ ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

This permits the City to sell income tax free, vir-
‘tually risk free, TAX ANTICIPATION NOTES to
wealthy investors, then loan this money out to others
at much higher interest rates and thereby generate ad-
ditional municipal revenue.

It's an outrageous “rip off” of the Federal govern-

ment, nevertheless, until Congress “wises up” and

repeals this ludicrous law, San Francisco may as well

take advantage of it. Reluctantly, a YES recommenda-
tion. -

SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION

W. F. O’Keeffe, Sr., President

NO ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION A WAS SUBMITTED

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
- PROPOSITION A

NOTE Additions or Su])stitidns are indicated by bold
. face type; deletions are indicated by ((double

parenthesis)).

6.304 Disbursements in Advance of Revenues

The board of supervisors, by annual tax levy, may
gradually build up the cash reserve fund autzorized
and created by the provisions of section 6.306 of this
charter. Said fund shall be used exclusively (1) for the
payment in any fiscal year of legally budgeted expen-
ditures for such-year in anticipation of the collection,
after the close of such fiscal year, of legally collectible
taxes and other revenues, as” set forth in the budget
and the appropriation ordinance for such fiscal year,
and (2) for paying that portion of the authorized ex-
penses of the city and county for any fiscal year,
which, as certified to said board by the controller,
becomes due and payable and must be paid prior to
the receipt of tax payments for such fiscal year;
provided, that such cash reserve fund shall not af any
time exceed the estimated expenditures for the first
five months of the then current fiscal year, less the
amount - of estimated- revenues and feceipts from
sources other than tax rate revenues.

In the event that funds are not available in such a

cash reserve fund t0 meet authorized expenditures of .

any fiscal year, the board of supervisors, on the
recommendation. of the controller and the mayor, and
the written ag roval .of the officer, board or commis-
sion responsible for the management and control of
the fund from which it is proposed that the temporar-
ily idle balances be transferreg or loaned may, by or-
dinance, authorize the treasurer to make temporary
transfers or loans for specified periods of idle- unen-
cumbered balances 1n any fund i his custody, except
a pension fund, at not less than the then current rate
of interest J)aid by the banks to the city and county
on city and counfy funds deposited with such banks.
Such “approval by the officer, board or commission
concerned shall specify that the amount proposed to
be transferred or loaned from such fund will not be
needed for the purpose of such fund prior to the date
specified for its return. The fund from which such
transfer or loan is made shall be charged or encum-
bered with the amount of such transfer or loan and
such amount shall not be considered as available in
such fund for any other appropriation or encumbrance
for which any ‘expenditures or payments must be
made prior to the date on which the transfer or loan
is repaid. Any transfer or loan of a temporarily idle
balance made as ((herein)) hereinabove authorized dur-
ing the first half of any fiscal year shall be repaid

. prior to the 1st day of January of said year, and an

transfer or loan made during”the remaining one-half
of said fiscal year shall be repaid prior to the 15th
day of May of said year. Such loans shall be secured
by and made solely in anticipation of the collection
of taxes levied or to be levied for the current fiscal
year, and such loans shall constitute the first demand
on and shall be repaid fromn the first tax collections
for such current fiscal year; provided, however, that
tax anticipation loans made as hereinafter in this sec-

. tion authorized, shall constitute a prior lien on said

taxes levied or to be levied or collected,
((When funds shall be needed for the immediate
requirements of the city and county in any fiscal year
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ble for t

in accordance with- appropriations made as authorized

by this charter for such fiscal year, which payments

may- be made in advance .of the receipts of income

- from such fiscal year, and when funds therefor cannot

be made available as hereinbefore in this section
authorized, the board of supervisors on the recom-
mendation of the controller and the approval of such
recommendation by the mayor, shall have power to
borrow money on notes or other evidences of indeb-
tedness on behalf of the city and county. Said power

-shall be exercised by ordinance or ordinances author-

izing the borrowing of said money and the execution
of said notes or other evidences of indebtedness. The
aggregate .amount of such notes or other evidences of
indebtedness outstanding and unpaid at any one time
during any part of the fiscal year in which said bor-
rowing is made. shall not be in excess of 25 per cent
of the estimated aggregate amount of all taxes actual-

ly levied for such fiscal year. All such notes or other.
~evidences of indebtedness shall be offered at public

sale by the board of supervisors after not less than

- two days of advertising, not less than three days after

the last day on which such advertising is published.
Each such sale shall be made to the %i

the lowest rate of interest or whose bid represents the
lowest net cost to the city and county; provided, how-
ever, that the rate of interest to be paid shall not ex-
ceed the sum of six (6) per centum per annum, and
full authority is hereby given to said board of super-
visors to fix, by resolution, the rate of interest on said
notes or other evidences of indebtedness and the
times and places where the principal sum of said
notes or other evidences of indebtedness shall be paid.
The principal amount of said notes or other evidence
of indebtedness together with the interest thereon, is-

sued and delivered under authorit‘y of this section’

shall be payable exclusively out of the taxes levied
and collected by said city and county for the fiscal
year during which the same are issued, and shall con-
stitute a first lien and charge against the taxes collect-
ed during the half of the fiscal year in which said
money shall be borrowed and shall be repaid from
the first moneys received from said taxes; and the

-amount of taxes so levied and collected shall be ap-

plied to the payment of said notes or other evidences
of indebtedness before any part thereof is used for
any other purpose; provided, however, that taxes
levied for the gagmem of rincipal of, or interest on,
any bonded indebtedness of said city and county now
outstanding or hereafter created shall be applied to
the purpose for which such evidences of indggtedness
issued against such tax levies is in fact applied to the
ayment of the principal and interest of such bonded
indebtedness. If at the time said notes or other
evidences of indebtedness, or any of them, become
due and anable the funds in the city treasury availa-

¢ payment thereof shall be insufficient for
the paymeént in full of all of said notes or other
evidences of indebtedness than outstanding such funds
shall be applied pro rata to the payment of the prin-
cipal and interest of all of the notes or other
evidences of indebtedness then issued and outstanding
without preference or priority of any one note over
any other by reason of prior issuance, or otherwise.
Any of said notes or other evidences of indebtedness

(Continued on page 57)

dder offering .




[A] Tax Anticipation Notes

PROPOSITION A

.Shall the Board of Supervisors have the power to borrow money by the Is-
suance of tax anticipation notes in the manner provided by state law or
pursuant to ordlnance of the Board of Supervlsors" |

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: When funds need-
ed for authorized expenses are not availa-
ble from the City’s cash reserve or other
city . departments, the City has the power
to .issue Tax Anticipation Notes. These

. notes may-be issued in an amount up to

25% of the taxes due that year. They are
paid from taxes received . that fiscal year.
Notes are issued to the lowest bidder, and
the interest shall not be more than 6%.

THE PROPOSAL Proposition A no longer
requires the City to borrow first from the

cash reserve and then from other city -

funds before issuing Tax Anticipation

Notes. The Board of Supervisors would is-.
sue Tax Anticipation Notes under State
law or City ordinance.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the Board of Supervisors to have the
power to borrow money by ‘issuing Tax’
Anticipation Notes without having to bor-
row first from the cash reserve or other
city departments.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want the Board of Supervisors to issue Tax
Anticipation Notes only if money is not
available from the cash reserve or. other
city departments.

Controller’s Statement on “A”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal 1mpact
of Proposition A:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment -

be adopted, in my opinion, in and of itself, it
would not affect the cost of government.
However, the difference between the cost of
borrowing and interest earned through tax an-
ticipation note proceeds could result in net
revenues to the City and County of San
Francisco, the amount of which, being depen-
dent on future interest rates and legislative
action, cannot be determined at this time.”
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‘How Supervisors Voted on “A”’

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 11-
0 on the question of placing Propositon B on the
ballot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, Quentin Kopp, John
Molinari, Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Carol
Ruth Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

None of the Supervisors present voted “No.”

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT
OF PROP. A BEGINS
ON PAGE 28.



‘Tax Anticipation Notes |

-
o

. ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

A “YES” vote will alldw San Francisco to raise a
minimum of $5,000,000. annually, without raising
taxes.

Tax anticipation notes allow California Counties to
issue to investors short-term notes, which carry low
interest, but interest exempt from income tax. The
notes are issued against anticipated tax revenue, and
must be paid off within the year, as taxes are paid.
The County can then invest the money received in
high interest Treasury and bank accounts. The County
keeps the difference between the two interest rates.
The investor benefits because the interest on the notes
is tax exempt. (Essentially this is a tax shift from the
federal government to local government).

Other counties in California and several States
(Montana, New York) have been issuing these notes

for several years. San Francisco’s charter permits tax
anticipation notes but only as a way to solve cash
flow problems. San Francisco cannot, without the
minor Charter amendment in Proposition “A”, use tax
anticipation notes to earn revenue for the City.

A “YES” vote on Proposition “A” means money to
permit San Francisco to continue to provide quality
services to all of its citizens.

VOTE “YESf" ON PROPOSITION “A”.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Harry G. Britt
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION A

Vote Yes on Proposition “A”.

Proposition “A” is designed to save money for the
City. “A” involves no new taxes, it increases no fees,
costs none of us a penny.

What Proposition “A” does is to allow the Board of
Supervisors to arrange for public short-term financing
in order to equalize the City’s cash flows, rather than
to borrow from other funds which are more prudently
invested elsewhere. The net effect will be to make our
cash flow better balanced and to increase our General
Fund interest income and/or reduce our General
Fund interest costs.

A Yes on Proposition “A” would allow us to join
many cities such as San Jose, San Diego, Berkeley,
Richmond, Sacramento, Oakland and many counties
such as Los Angeles, Solano, Santa Clara, Fresno,
Contra Costa and Orange in using short-term financ-
ing to balance their interest costs and revenues.

Yes on Proposition “A” is recommended by a unan-
imous vote of the Board of Supervisors and I join
them in asking you to vote Yes on Proposition “A”. -

Dianne Feinstein, Mayor

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOS“‘ION A

This permits the City to sell income tax free, vir-
tually - risk - free, 'TAX ANTICIPATION NOTES to
wealthy investors, then loan this money out to others
at much higher interest rates and thereby generate ad-
ditional municipal revenue.

- It's an outrageous “rip off” of the Federal govern-

ment, nevertheless, until Congress “wises up” and
repeals this ludicrous law, San Francisco may as well
take advantage of it. Reluctantly, a YES recommenda-
tion.

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

NO ARGUMENTS AGAINST PROPOSITION A WAS SUBMITTED

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

~ The board of supervisors, by annual tax levy, may |

gradually build up the cash reserve fund authorized
and created by the provisions of section 6.306 of this
charter. Said’' fund shall be used exclusively (1) for the
payment in any fiscal year of legally budgeted expen-

-ditures for suc ryear in anticipation of the collection,

after the close of such fiscal year, of legally collectible
taxes and other revenues, as set forth in the budget
and the appropriation ordinance for such fiscal year,
and (2) for paying that portion of the authorized ex-
penses of the city and county for any fiscal year,
which, as certiﬁeg to said board by the controller,
becomes due and payable and must be paid prior to
the receipt of tax payments for such fiscal year;
provided, that such cash reserve fund shall not at any
time exceed the estimated expenditures for the first
five months of the then current fiscal year, less the
amount of estimated revenues and receipts from
sources other than tax rate revenues.

In the event that funds are not available in such a
cash .reserve fund to meet authorized expenditures of
any fiscal year, the board of supervisors, on the
recommendation of the controller and the mayor, and

~ the written approval of the officer, board or ‘commis-

sion responsible for the management and control of
the fund from which it is progosed that the temporar-
ily idle balances be transferred or loaned may, by or-

~ dinance, authorize the treasurer to make temporary

transfers or loans for specified periods of idle unen-
cumbered balances in any fund in his custody, except
a pension fund, at not less than-the then current rate
of interest paid by the banks to the city and county
county funds deposited with such banks.
Such apgroval by the officer, board or commission
concerned shall specify that the amount proposed to
be transferred or loaned from such fund will not be
needed for the purpose of such fund prior to the date

specified for its return. The fund from which such

transfer or loan is made shall be charged or encum-
bered with the amount of such transfer or loan and
such amount shall not be considered as available in
such fund for any other appropriation or encumbrance
for which any expenditures or payments must be
made prior to the date on which the transfer or loan
is repaid. Any transfer or loan of a temporarily idle
balance made as ((herein)) hereinabove authorized. dur-
ing the first half of amy fiscal year shall be repaid
prior to the st day of January of said year, and any
transfer or loan made during the remaining one-half
of said fiscal ryear shall be repaid prior to the 15th
day of May of said year. Such loans shall be secured
by and made solely in anticipation of the collection
of taxes levied or to be levied for the current fiscal

. year, and such loans shall constitute the first demand

on and shall be repaid from the first tax collections
for such current fiscal year; provided, however, that
tax anticipation loans made as hereinafter in this sec-
tion authorized, shall constitute -a' prior lien on said
taxes levied or to be levied or collected.

(When funds shall be needed for the immediate
requirements. of the city and county in any fiscal year
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" from such fiscal

in accordance with appropriations made as authorized

by this charter for such fiscal year, which payments

may be made in advance of the receipts of income
ear, and when funds therefor cannot
be made available as herecinbefore in this section
authorized, the board of supervisors on the recom-
mendation of the controller and the approval of such

-recommendation by the mayor, shall have power to

borrow money on notes or other evidences of indeb-
tedness on behalf of the city- and county. Said power
shall be exercised by ordinance or ordinances author-
izing the borrowing of said money and the execution
of said notes or other evidences of indebtedness. The
aggregate amount of such notes or other evidences of
indebtedness outstanding and unpaid at any one time
during any part of the fiscal year in which said bor-
rowing is made shall not be in excess of 25 per cent
of the estimated aggregate amount of all taxes actual-
ly levied for such fiscal year. All such notes or other
evidences of indebtedness shall be offered at public
sale by the board of supervisors after not less than
two days of advertising, not -less than three days after
the last day on which such advertising is published.
Each such sale shall be made to the iidder offering
the lowest rate of interest or whose bid represents the
lowest net cost to the city and county; provided, how-
ever, that the rate of interest to be paid shall not ex-
ceed the sum of six (6) per centum per annum, and
full authority is hereby given to said board of super-
visors to fix, by resolution, the rate of interest on said
notes or other evidences of indebtedness and the
times. and places where the principal sum of said
notes or other evidences of indebtedness shall be paid.
The principal amount of said notes or other. evidence
of indebtedness together with the interest thereon, is-
sued and delivered under "authority of this section
shall be payable exclusively out of the taxes levied
and collected by said city and county for the fiscal
year during which the same are issued, and shall con-
stitute a first lien and charge against the taxes collect-
ed during the half of the fiscal year in which said
money shall be borrowed and shall be repaid from
the first moneys received from said taxes; and the
amount of taxes so levied and collected shall be ap- -
plied to the payment of said notes or other evidences
of indebtedness before any part thereof is used for
any other purpose; provided, however, that taxes
levied for the gag'ment of principal of, or interest on,
any bonded indebtedness oF said city and county now
outstanding or hereafter created shall be applied to
the purpose for which such evidences of indebtedness
issued against such tax levies is in fact applied to the
payment of the principal and interest of such bonded
indebtedness. If at the time said notes or other
evidences of indebtedness, or any of them, become
due and payable the funds in the city treasury availa-
ble for the payment thereof shall be insufficient for
the payment in full of all of said notes or other
evidences of indebtedness than outstanding such funds
shall be applied pro rata to the payment of the prin-’
cipal and interest of all of the notes or other
evidences of indebtedness then issued and outstanding
without preference or priority of any one note over
any other by reason of prior issuance, or otherwise.
Any of said notes or other évidences of indebtedness

(Continuéd on page 57)



Mail Ballot Elections [ B

'PROPOSITION B

- Shall the Board of Supervisors be allowed to direct the Registrar to conduct
by mail any general, runoff or special municipal election?

Anélysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Registrar of
Voters conducts general, runoff and special
municipal elections by establishing precincts
.throughout the city. Each precinct has a
polling place. The voter either votes at a
polling place or by absentee ballot. Mun-
icipal elections involve only local issues or
local candidates. '

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition B gives the
Board of Supervisors the choice of direct-
ing the Registrar of Voters to hold a mun-
icipal -election by mail. It requires the
Board to set rules for holding municipal
elections by mail. '

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the Board of Supervisors to have the
choice of directing the Registrar of Voters
to conduct municipal elections by mail.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want municipal elections to be conducted
as they are now, by voters going to polling
places on election day or voting by absen-
tee ballot. |

Controller’s Statement on “B”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal impact
of Proposition B:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
e adopted, in my opinion, there would be a
1et decrease in the cost of government by ap-
sroximately $200,000 per election.” |

THE FULL LEGAL
TEXT OF PROP B
APPEARS ON
PAGE 57

How Supervisors Voted on “B”

On February 1 the Board of Supervisors voted 6-4
on the question of placing Proposition B on the bal-

ot

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Richard Hongisto, Willie
Kennedy, John Molinari, Carol Ruth Silver, and
- Nancy Walker.

NO: Supervisors Lee Dolson, Quentin Kopp, Wendy
Nelder and Louise Renne.

NOTE

Your polling place location appears on
the back cover of this pamphlet (see
“arrow”).
29



lMall Ballot Electlons

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION B

In 1979, San Francisco taxpayers were forced to
spend almost $500,000 for a special electlon that very
few people bothered to vote in.

" Proposition “B” will prevent tlns waste of taxpayers
dollars.

‘Voting by mail — successfully tested in other Cali-
fornia cities — will not only save money but will also
make voting more convenient and increase voter turn-
out. \

Proposition “B” will save San Francisco $200,000 —
half the current cost of City elections every time it is
used. This figure was determined in studies by the
‘Chief Administrative Officer and Registrar of Voters.

Voting by mail has worked in three major elections

in California cities, each time with significant cost

. savings. In San Diego, mail-in voting cut the cost of

an election by 36% when compared to the cost of
voting at polling places.

A “YES” vote for Proposition “B” will make it
more convenient for San Franciscans to vote. Voting

materials and ballots will be mailed at one time to -
voters, and completed ballots will be mailed free, in,

pre-stamped envelopes provided with the ballot. This

means voters won’t have to stand in lines or rush
through the day to vote. This is especially important
for people who have to get to work, with busy sched-
ules or transportation problems.

Voting “YES” for Proposition “B” will also increase
the number of people who vote in San Francisco

~ elections. The Registrar of Voters estimates that turn-

out will increase from the cufrent range of 25 to 35
percent in polling places to 55 or 65 percent in mail-
in balloting.

In San Diego, turnout was almost double that in
previous elections, increasing from 33 to 61 percent.
In special district elections in California, turnout has
nearly doubled using mail-in balloting. '

City officials, voters and observers of the San Diego
mail-in election agreed that it worked and that it
should be used again.

San Francisco’s taxpayers and voters deserve a
break. Vote “YES” on Proposition “B”.

Submitted by:  Supervisor Harry G. Britt
: " Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

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

OOPS!

Sometimes we make mistakes but when we do, we admit it:

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

JUNES5, 6 &7

S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Pregre_ss

(Look under “Official Advertising”
or ‘‘Legal Notices'’)



Mail Ballot Elections

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION. B

Vote “No” on Proposition B, which would trade the
ballot box for a mail box. Proposition B would enable
the Board of Supervisors, in City elections, to over-
turn our traditional method of balloting and call for
elections by mail. Specifically,.it says the Board “may,
by resolution, direct the registrar to conduct by mail
any general, runoff or special municipal election.”

Ballots simply would be mailed citywide, and, in
elections crucial to the well being of each and every
San Franciscan, the way would be open to fraud.
Gone would be the strict checks and balances of the
precinct polling place — usually a neighborhood gar-
age or. a school. There, in a calm setting, each voter
must sign in and then be checked off the voting lists
by poll-watchers.

Election by mail discards these historic safeguards.
~ Thefts from mail boxes are common enough to raise
concerns about unscrupulous agents stealing ballots.
The greater danger is that mail-in ballots lessen in-
dividual responsibility for exercising, in private, behind
the drawn curtains of a voting booth, the right to

vote. Instead, mail-in ballots can give inordinate ad-
vantage to well-organized special interests. The disci-
plined political action groups can line-up their fol-
lowers to vote in unison.

Ballot-by-mail supposedly would make voting easier
and, therefore, increase the number of voters. How-
ever, this did not happen in Berkeley which, in its
last municipal election, experimented with mail-in vot-
ing, and the turnout fell far below normal.

Balloting-by-mail abandons the protection of the
neighborhood polling place. It forsakes the purpose of |
the voting booth where each vote is equal. And it can
be abused in the hands of political manipulators.

Voting is a personal matter, to be exercised freely
in the privacy of the voting booth. The secret ballot
cast makes secure the constitutional principle of one
person — one vote. Voting is a right, not a conven-
ience to be sacrificed by trading the ballot box for a
mail box. Vote “No” on Proposition B.

Dianne Feinstein, Mayor

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B

Don’t be misled by visions of sugarplum savings for
taxpayers touted by the proponents of Proposition B.
Registration requirements in California are so lax that
there are thousands of fictitious, deceased and non-
resident names on the San Francisco voters’ rolls. Our
Registrar of Voters has estimated there are 50,000 or
more ineligible names on the San Francisco roll. This
proposal would open the door to pervasive fraud. Can

you imagine how easy it would be for corrupt, un- .

scrupulous power brokers to manipulate ballots mailed
to ineligible names and false addresses? San Francisco

had one major disclosed voting scandal in 1975. Let’s
not be fooled into providing opportunity for another
one.

VOTENOONB
Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp
Endorsed by:

Supervisor Wendy Nelder
alter J. O’Donnell

Patrick J. Brady

John J. Barbagelata

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B

phone “call in” next! At any cost, protect the con-
fidentiality of your SECRET BALLOT! Vote NO!

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

This proposal is a superbly engineered blueprint for
citywide -voter fraud! Supervisor Britt and his radical,
leftist, Santa Monica based “Committee for Economic
Democracy” will likely suggest that we vote by tele-

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION B

What a beautiful device for stuifing the ballot box, terest groupé that will love it. Vote no!

thereby diluting your vote. 1 can think some selfish in- Darrell J. Salomon,

Civil Service Commissioner

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

‘PROPOSITION C

Shall the city contribute to a dental plan for city employees which would be
the average contribution of the ten countles in the state having the Iargest

populatlon"

Analysis

:By:B'a‘llot Sim,pl‘ificetion Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City does not
now contribute to a dental plan for all of
its employees.

‘'THE PROPOSAL: Proposmon C requires the
City to contribute toward a dental plan for
city employees who are mnot already
covered. The amount the City contributes

- would be the average contribution the ten
most populated California counties make
to thelr dental plans.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes; you
want the City to contribute to a dental
plan for city employees who. are not al-
ready covered.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
do not want.the City to contribute to a
dental plan for city employees not now
covered.

Controller's Statement on “C”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal impact |

of Proposition C:

“Should the proposed .Charter amendment

be adopted, in my opinion, it would increase
the cost of government by approximately
$3,207,000.”

NOTE

Your precinct location may be different
than at previous elections. Please refer to the
location ol your poiling place on the back
cover.
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How Supervisors Voted on “C”

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 8.3
on the question of placing Proposition C on the bal-

lot.
‘The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy,” John Molinari,
‘Wendy Nelder, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp, Louise Renne and
Carol Ruth Silver.

THE FULL LEGAL
TEXT OF PROP C
BEGINS ON PAGE 57



. - Employee Dental Plan

" ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION C

Fifty-two out of fifty-eight counties in California
provide dental care for their employees. So does the
State of California and all other major California ci-
ties. Eight thousand San Francisco public employees
are already provided with a dental plan. Proposition
“C” would extend this benefit to employees currently
denied dental care.

To attract and retain qualified, dedicated workers,
the City must improve substandard benefits. '

Vote “YES” on Proposition “C”. A healthy work
force is cost effective.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Harry G. Britt
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker

Supervisor Doris M. Ward
Supervisor Wendy Nelder
Supervisor Willie B. Kennedy

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION C

Proposition “C” was placed on the ballot by the
Board of Supervisors because dental care benefits are
not provided to a vast number of our employees,
while some eight-thousand employees currently receive
some dental care.

Fifty-two of the fifty-eight counties in California, as
well as the State of California provide some dental
care benefits to their employees. Under the guidelines
* of Proposition “C”, there is no reason why the city
and county of San Francisco should not participate in
this low cost benefit program. Proposition “C% will
correct this very large inequity. It establishes a dental

program whereby the City and the employees par-
ticipate in paying the cost of the program.

In order to recruit and retain qualified employees,
the City must be competitive with other jurisdictions
by providing at least partial coverage for dental care.
Otherwise, the City will continue as a training ground
for other municipal governments at a cost far in
excess of this dental care program.

Voie yes on Proposition “C”, as the cost of the

‘program will be a reasonable one for both the tax-

payer and the employees.

SAN FRANCISCO POLICE OFFICERS ASSOCIATION
Bob Barry
President

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION C

There is no doubt that San Francisco should pro-
vide some level of dental coverage for its City em-
ployees to remain competitive with other cities for top
quality public servants.

But what’s important is that the dental plan be
provided at the lowest possible cost to the City and
the taxpayer.

- Proposition C is the perfect solution. It creates a
plan which provides an attractive and fair level of

coverage at a very low cost to the City. This is ac-
complished by providing partial coverage for the em-
ployee and exempting the employee’s family from the .

‘program.

It's a workable and fair solution favored by our
City officials, taxpayers, and public employees.

Vote for the best solution. Vote YES on Proposition
C.

SAN FRANCISCO FIRE FIGHTERS #798
James T. Ferguson, President

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C

After the huge salary increases (40 million, plus)
just awarded, it will be like “PULLING TEETH” to

get this one past'the taxpayers!

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

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

PROPOSITION D

Shall the city subsidize the surviving spouse of active and retired employees
on the same basis that the city subsidizes the active or retired employees in

the Health Service System?

~ Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City con-
tributes to a Health Service System fund
for active and retired city employees. The
City does not contribute anything for
dependents of active or retired employees.

~ The City’s contribution equals the average
amount contributed to health service plans
for each employee of the ten most popu-
lated California counties except San Fran-
cisco.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D provides
that the City contribute to the Health Ser-
vice System fund for the surviving spouse
of an active or retired city employee. The
surviving spouse must have been married

to the employee for at least one year prior
to the employee’s death. The amount of
the contribution would be the same as that
made by the City to the Health Service
System fund for active and retired em-
ployees. |

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the City to contribute to the Health
Service System for the surviving spouse of
an active or retired city employee.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

do not want the City to contribute to the
Health Service System for the surviving
spouse of an employee. |

‘Controller’s Statement on “D”

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

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
be adopted, in my opinion, it would increase

the cost of government by approximately.

$579,000.”

NOTE

Be sure to check the location of your
polling place on the back cover of this
pamphlet.
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How SUpervisors thed on “D”

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3
on the question of placing Proposition D on the bal-
lot. ,

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, John Molinari,
Wendy Nelder, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp, Louise Renne and
Carol Ruth Silver.

THE FULL LEGAL
- TEXT OF PROP D
BEGINS N PAGE 58




Surviving Spouse Health Benefits

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D

The change that this Charter Amendment will bring
about should have been made years ago. There are
1,179 individuals in the Health Service System in the
category “Surviving Spouse” and they are not sub-
sidized in any way by the City and County of San
Francisco.

The first restriction on a surviving spouse is that he
or she, as the dependent of the working member,
receives only 50% of the worker’s retirément benefit,
if the worker was qualified at the date of -death; oth-
erwise, only what the worker has contributed to the
System. Yet these people must carry on, continuing
the rearing of a family or attempting to survive them-

selves in this prohibitively costly economic environ-
ment.

Taxpayers in San Francisco have always been com-
passionate for the needy, at the polls. The cost of
keeping this small group is insignificant. We urge you
to give this amendment your full support.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Harry G. Britt

Supervisor Doris M. Ward
Supervisor Wendy Nelder
Supervisor Lee S. Dolson

* Endorsed by:

Philip J. Kearney, Former Executive Director, Health Service System
Jaykee Ford, President, Retired Employees of the City and County
of San Francisco

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION D

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION D

The Retired Employees of the City and County of
San Francisco strongly endorse and support Proposi-
tion “D” subsidizing the surviving spouse of active
and retired persons in the Health Service System.

The Health Service Board which administers rates
and benefits for active and retired members fully rec-
ognizes the financial problem imposed on the spouse
of the deceased retired employee, due to run away in-
flation, and the constant upward trend of the cost-of-
living. S
When a retired city employee dies, his or her pen-
sion is reduced by 50%. This makes it difficult for the
beneficiary to pay a high health insurance rate, along
with inflated rates for rent, food, heat and other utili-
ty expenses.

As a matter of equity and fairness the Retired Em-
ployees of the City and County of San Francisco
urges the voters of San Francisco to vote “YES” on
Proposition “D”.

Jaykee M. Ford, President
Frank Lucibello, Chrm.
Health Service Comm.

Endorsed by: Nancy G. Walker, Board of Supervisors
Harry G. Britt, Board of Supervisors
John L. Molinari, Board of Supervisors -
Willie B. Kennedy, Board of Supervisors
Richard Hongisto, Board of Supervisors
Joseph A. Gaggero, Jr., Community Health
ervice Board
Harry Paritchan, Community Health Service Board
F. W{;lter.lohnson, Community Health Service Board
James R. Wacheb, President, District # 8
Democratic Club
James L. Ferguson, President, Fircfighters® Local #798
Doris M. Ward, Board of Supervisors
Lee S. Dolson, Board of Supervisors

Polls are open from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m.

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D WAS SUBMITTED

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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0 ‘Surwvmg Spouse Retlrement Beneflts

PROPOSITION E

- Shall the surviving spouse of a member of the Retirement System who Is
receiving a retirement allowance be allowed to continue to receive the allow—

ance upon remarrlage after age 60?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Retirement
System provides for retirement benefits to
be paid to the surviving spouse of a
member of the System. This retirement al-
lowance stops upon the remarriage of the
surviving spouse.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition E provides

that any city employee’s surviving spouse
aged 60 or older and who remarries would
continue to receive retirement benefits, -un-
less the surviving spouse marries an active
or retired city employee. Any benefits that

were stopped because a surviving spouse’

aged 60 or older remarried will be paid

from the date they were stopped. These

benefits will be reﬁgured to include in-
. CTeases.

A YES YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the retirement benefits to continue
for a city employee’s spouse who remarries
after reaching age 60.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want the retirement benefit paid to a sur-
viving spouse stopped upon remarriage.

Controller’s "Statemerllt' on “E”

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

“Based on the information from the Retire-
ment System, the potential cost of this
proposed Charter amendment cannot be ac-
curately determined, but should be substan-
tial.”

\

/

How Supervisors Voted on “E”

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3
on the question of placing Proposition E on the bal-
lot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors. Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, . Richard |
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, John Molinari,
Wendy Nelder, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp, Louise Renne and
Carol Ruth Silver.

NOTE
Your polling place location may have -
changed. Please refer to the arrow on the
back cover of this pamphlet.
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OF PROP E APPEARS
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‘Surviving Spouse Retliremen‘t Benefits

——

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION E

At issue in this Charter Amendment is whether the |

surviving spouse of a retired City employee can re-
marry at or after 60 years of age without losing the
retirement allowance which he or she has been receiv-
ing as the benefit-sharing spouse of a retired City em-
ployee. -

The organization of Retired City Employees of the
City and County of San Francisco has sponsored Pro-
position “E” in order to abolish a discriminatory
regulation relating to the continuation of retirement

benefits for surviving spouses. This rule places a cruel -

restriction on elderly people of limited means who
would hope to rebuild their lives after bereavement.

Governmental jurisdictions formerly deemed it
necessary to terminate retirement allowances for sur-
viving spouses on their remarriage. However, the
Social Security; and Federal Retirement Systems have
now established that surviving spouses may remarry at
. age 60 and not lose the benefits as provided by law,
More recently, a bill has been passed in Congress

that will allow the surviving spouse of a benefit-shar-

-ing Railroad Employee retire to remarry after age 60

without losing any dependency and indemnity pay-
ments.

- It is time for San Francisco to follow suit and al-
low some financial security to surviving spouses of re-
tired City employees should they desire to remarry
following the death of their loved one.

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION “E”,

Submitted by:  Supervisor Willie B. Kennedy
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Harry G. Britt
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Wendy Nelder
Supervisor Lee S. Dolson
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

Endorsed by: . Jaykee N. Ford, President
John J. Simpson, Chairman, Retirement Committee
William T. Reed, Coordinator
Retired Employees of the City and
County of San Francisco

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION E WAS SUBMITTEb.

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

OOPS!

Sometimes wé make mistakes but when we do, we admit it: |

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

JUNES5, 6 &7

S.F. Chronicle, Examiner & Progress

(Look under ‘‘Official Advertising
or ‘‘Legal Notices’’)
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;' 0 Retlrement Admmlstratlve Costs

PROPOSITION F

Shall actuarIaI and experlence Investlgatlon of the Retlrement system be
made as determined by the the Retirement Board with the actuarial evalua-
tion being made not less than every two years and certain expenses be paid

- from cuui‘nbutlons of the clty‘?

Analysis

By Ballot Slmplmcatlon Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Studies are con-

ducted to see how much money must be
paid into the City Retirement Fund by the
city and by city employees to pay the pen-
sions established for |
These studies are called  actuarial valua-
tions. They cover such factors as average
length of service, retirement age, and
length of life. Such a study
required in every even-numbered year. A
second study is made, in every odd-num-
bered year, to see if the system performed
~ as expected. This is called an investigation
of the experience of the fund. The ex-
penses of the Retirement Fund are paid
~ from the city’s general fund.

“THE PROPOSAL: Proposition F requlres an
actuarial valuation not less than once every
two years. An investigation of the exper-
ience of the fund would be conducted only

retired employees. |

is now

when the Retirement Board decides it is
-needed. The expenses of the Retirement
Fund would be charged to each city
department and included in its contribu-
tions to the fund.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want an actuarial valuation of the Retire-
ment Fund at least every two years. You
want an investigation of the experience of
the fund only when it is needed. You
want each city department to pay its share
of the expenses of the Retirement Fund
through its contributions to the fund.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want an actuarial valuation of the Retire-
ment Fund every even-numbered year and
an investigation of the experience of the
fund in every odd-numbered year. You
want the expenses of the Retirement Fund
to be paid from the city’s general fund.

" Controller's Statement on “F”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued

- the following statement on the fiscal impact
- of Proposition F:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
‘be adopted; in my opinion, in and of itself, it
would have no effect on the cost of govern-
ment.”

L

How Supervisors Voted on “F”

On February 1 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-0
on the question of placing Proposition F on the bal-
lot. '

The Supervisors voted as follows

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
| Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, Quentin Kopp, John
Molinari, Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Carol
Ruth Silver and Nancy Walker. :

None of the Supervisors present voted “No.”
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\ Retirement'Adrﬁinistrative Costs

e

ARCUMENT iN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION F

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION F

Proposition “F” is desngned to correct an outmoded,

inefficient method involved in Retirement System ac-
tuarial valuation studies and investigations into the ex-
perience of the various pension plans under the juris-
diction of the Retirement Board.

Under the current Charter provisions, the Retire-
ment Board is compelled to make an actuarial valua-
tion study every even-numbered year and an investi-
gation into the experience of the system every odd-
numbered year. The Retirement Board’s Consulting
Actuary advises that this method is- cumbersome and
costly, and is not necessary in order for the Board to
make proper judgments and decisions relative to the
costs of pension benefits.

Proposition “F” will give the Retirement Board, on
-the advice of. its Consulting Actuary, flexibility in
schedulmg and conducting actuarial valuations studies

and investigations into the experience of the various
pension plans. It will provide a more efficient and a.
less costly method utilized in the making of actuarial
determinations and related pension plan costs.

Proposition “F” will preserve the fiscal integrity of
the Retirement System while, at the same time,
streamlining an outmoded and inefficient actuarial
process. Proposition "“F” is a “no-cost;” Charter
Amendment.

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION “F”,

Submitted by:  Supervizor John L. Molinari
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto -
Supervisor Lee S. Dolson
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

Endorsed by:  Retirement Board of City and

County of San Francisco
Peter D. Ashe, President ‘

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION F WAS SUBMITTED

A:>guments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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@ ' Retirement Board I'nvestment Powers

| ~_ PROPOSITION G |
Shall the Retirement Board have exclusive authority to administer pension

~monies for Investments subject to the Controller’s auditing powers?

- Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City Controller
sets up a system of controls for the City
‘Retirement System for the investment. of
pension money. The Controller also audits

~ the investment records of the retirement

~ system.

PROPOSAL: Proposition G gives the City
Retirement Board independent control to
administer the investment of pension mon-
ey. The City Controller would no longer
supervise that function but would continue
to audit the investment accounts of the
Retirement System.

!

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the Retirement Board to have in-
dependent control over the investment of
‘pension money. You want the City Con-
troller to continue to audit 'the investment
accounts,

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want the Controller to continue to set up
a system of controls for the investment of
pension money and to audit the investment
accounts. |

Controller’s Statement on “G”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal impact
of Proposition G: |

“Should the proposed. Charter "amendment
be adopted, in my opinion, in and of itself, it
would have no effect on the cost of govern-
ment.” | '

NOTE

Your precinct location may be difterent
than at previous elections. Please refer to the
location of your polling place on the back
cover. '

‘How Supervisors Voted on el

On February 16 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, Lee Dolson, Richard
‘Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, Quentin Kopp, John
Molinari, Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Nancy
Walker and Doris Ward.

None of the Supervisors present voted “No.”

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT
OF PROPOSITION G
APPEARS ON PAGE 41



- Retirement Board Investment Powers

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION G

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION G

On November 6, 1979, the -voters, by an over-

whelming margin, authorized the Retirement System
to deposit securities and monies with a major finan-
cial institution, the purpose being two-fold: to bring

about a significant reduction in paperwork and to

realize substantial increased interest earnings. Although
substantial increased interest earnings have been real-
"ized, a corresponding reduction in paperwork and
duplication of work activities has not.

Currently, the Retirement System must request the
Controller’s Office to draw a warrant for the purchase
of a stock or bond. The warrant is not put into the
banking system to pay for the security purchase. In
fact, the warrant never leaves City offices but is
“deposited” with ‘the City Treasurer. Payment for pur-
chases is actually made by drawing on the money
market (short-term) balances maintained by the Re-
tirement System at its Custodian of funds.

The intent of Proposition “G” is to eliminate the
excessive amount of paperwork involved in the receipt
and deposit of investment income and in the purchase
and sale of securities, as well as to streamline and

make more efficient the transaction process involved
in the management of the System’s investment port-
folio.

A “YES” vote on Proposition “G” will provide the
Retirement System opportunity to eliminate wasteful
administrative and clerical tasks and will relieve the
Controller’s Office, the Treasurer’s Office and the Re-
tirement System of unproductive work time. At the

. same time, however, Proposition “G” retains the Con-

troller’s unquestioned authority to audit all of the Sys-
tem’s accounts and records and the assets of the Sys-
tem on deposit.

Proposition “G” is a “no-cost” Charter Amendment.
VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION “G”.

Submitted by: ~ Supervisor John L. Molinari
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Lee S. Dolson
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

Endorsed by: - Retirement Board of City and
‘ County of San Francisco
Peter D. Ashe, President

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION G WAS SUBMITTED

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

TEXT OF PRdPOSED CHAIiTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION G

NOTE: Additions are in bold-face type; all sections

are entirely additional.

6.314 Investment of Pension Monies

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter,
except for those contained in Section 3.303, the retir-
ement board shall have the exclusive authority to ad-
minister, receive, hold and disburse pension monies for
the making of legal investiaents. (end)



m Health Serwce Board Composmon

PROPOSITION H.

Shail the composltlon of ihe Health Service Board be changed by adding two
members, one to be appointed by the Mayor and one retired employee elect-
ed by the retired members and the supervisors’ member to be appointed by

the Board of Supervlsors"

A alysis

By Ballot Slmplmcatlon Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There are seven

members on the Health Service Board. The

members are chairman of the finance com- -

mittee of the Board of Supervisors, the
City Attorney, two persons -appointéd by
the mayor and three members of the

~ Health Service System elected by the ac-
tive members of that system.

THE. PROPOSAL Proposition H increases
the' Health “Service Board from seven to
nine members. The Board of Supervisors
member would be appointed by the Board.
The City Attorney would remain a
member. The Mayor would appoint three

members instead of two. Three active
members of the Health Service System .
would still be elected by the active
members. The retired members of the
Health Service System would elect a new
member from the retlred members of that
system

A YES YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want to increase the Healith Service Board
from seven to nine members.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want to keep a seven member Health Ser-
- vice Board as it is now.

‘Controller’s Statement on “H”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued

the following statement on the fiscal impact

~ of Proposition “H”:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment .

be adopted, in my opinion, it would increase
the cost of government by approximately
$8,000 each time an élection is held to select
a Retired Employee Representatlve to the
Health Service Board.”

How Supervisors Voted on “H”’

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 9- 2
on the question of placing Proposition H on the bal-
lot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, John Molinari,
Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Nancy Walker
and Doris Ward. :

NO: Supervisors - Quentin Kopp and Carol Ruth
Silver.

e

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT OF PROP H BEGINS ON PAGE 60
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Health Service Board Composition

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION H

Of the 70,000 members being serviced by the
Health Service Board, appproximately 15,600 are retir-
ees and their dependents, and we believe that this
~ substantial number of people should have a represen-
tative on the Health Service Board to monitor its ac-
tions and become involved in its deliberations.

We feel that the rates and policies adopted by the
board affect the lives and health of the retirees and
their families just as much, if not more so, than the
"active employees, so it would be only fair and equita-

“ble that a retirees’ representative be allowed to sit on

the Health Service Board.

As a matter of equity and fairness, the Board of
Supervisors urges the voters of San Francisco to vote
“YES” on Proposition “H”.

Submitted by:  Supervisor Lee S. Dolson :
Supervisor Richard D. Hengisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Doris M. Ward

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H WAS SUBMITTED

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

" PROPOSITION |

Shall the composition of the Retirement Board be changed by adding two
members, one to be appointed by the Mayor and one retired employee elect-
ed by retired members and the supervisors’ member be changed from Presi-
dent to a member appointed by the Board of Supérvisors and the civil ser-
vice appointment of the Secretary-General Manager be deleted? |

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee .

THE WAY IT IS NOW: There are seven
members on the Retirement Board. The
members are the president of the Board of

~ Supervisors, three persons appointed by the
mayor and three persons elected by the
active members of the Retirement System
from that system. The Secretary-General
Manager, who manages the system, is
hired under the Civil Service System.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition I increases
the Retirement Board from seven to nine
members. The Board of Supervisors
member would be appointed by the Board.
The mayor would appoint four persons in-
stead of three. Three active members of
the Retirement System would still be elect-

" ed by the active members. One new

member who is retired would be elected

by retired employees. The position of Se-

cretary-General Manager would no longer
be subject to Civil Service. Procedures for
filling the mayor’s appointments would be
changed. -

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want to increase the Retirement Board
from seven to nine members and remove
the position of Secretary-General Manager
from Civil Service. '

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
want to keep a. seven member Retirement
Board and keep the position of Secretary-
General Manager under Civil Service.

'Contrdller’s Statement on

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued

the following statement on the fiscal impact
of Proposition I:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment

“be adopted, in my opinion, it would increase

the cost of government by approximately
$8,000 each time an election is held to select

a Retired Employee Representative to the Re-

tirement Board.”

How Supervisors Voted on Ik

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2
on the question of placing Proposition I on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry  Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, John Molinari,
Wendy Nelder, Carol Ruth Silver, Nancy
Walker and Doris Ward.

- NO: Supervieors Quentin Kopp and Louise Renne.
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Retirement Board Composition

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSI'I'ION i

The latest Annual Report (1980 81) of the Retire-
ment System indicates that there are 12,681 retirees
and survivors being. serviced by the System: In the in-
terests of fairness, we believe a representative of the
retired employees should be a member of the Retire-
ment Board.

A retiree on the Board would help to assure that
~ the pension fund is properly administered and that
sound investment policy decisions are made.

Several other retirement systems in
California have a retiree representati
boards. In the interest of equal repre.
San Francisco Retirement Board should
retiree member.

Submitted by:  Supervisor Lee S. Dolson
: Supervisor Richard D. Hony
Supervisor Nancy G. Walke

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION |

Why bother?

That’s right. -Why bother to change a system that
works?

At present, the Retlrement Board is run by 3 city
employees elected by their peers, 3 qualified citizens
appointed by the Mayor and represented by the Presi-
dent of the Board of Supervisors The daily adminis-
tration of the system is performed by a Secretary-
General Manager who is in the Civil Service System

This unnecessary Proposition adds two ‘positions to
the Board, increasing the bureaucracy needlessly, and

removes the Secretary-General Manag
ranks of Civil Service, the very service
minister for retirement purposes. Furth
politics into the system by allowing anc
appointment.

“ Let’s not add more Weight to an
government bureaucracy.

Vote NO on PROPOSITION “I”

COMMITTEE FOR A SOUNDR
Jami

-

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any o
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‘Retirem ent'Adm inistrators Exemption

-PROPOSITION J°

Shall the Secretary-General Manager of the Retirement System be appointed
by the Retirement Board and be exempt from civil service and said Manager
be allowed to appolnt an executive secretary to serve at his pleasure"

Analysns

- By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Secretary-Gen-

eral Manager, who is the chief executive
officer of the Retirement System, is ap-
pomted under Civil Service.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J allows the
Retirement Board to appoint the Secretary-
General Manager. The Secretary-General
Manager may appoint an Executive Secre-

tary. Both positions: would be exempt from
Civil Servwe

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want the Retirement Board to appoint its
Secretary-General Manager. You want the
Secretary-General Manager to be able to
appoint an Executive Secretary. You want
both of these positions to be exempt from
Civil Service.

‘A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want the Secretary-General Manager of the
- Retirement System to remain under C1v1l
Service.

~ Controller’s'Statement on “J”’

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued

-the following statement on the fiscal impact

of Proposition J:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
be adopted, in my opinion, in and of itself, it
would have no effect on the cost of govern-
ment.”

" How Supervisors Voted on “*J”

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 10-
1 on the question of placing Proposition J on the bal-

" lot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

~ YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard

Hongisto, * Willie Kennedy, John Molinari,
Wendy Nelder, Louise Renne, Carol Ruth
Silver, Nancy Walker and Doris Ward.

NO: Supervisor Quentin Kopp.

NOTE

Your polling place location may have
changed. Please refer to the arrow on the
back cover of this pamphlet.
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Retirement Administrators Exem ption

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION J

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION J

The Retirement Board currently administers an in-

vestment portfolio in excess of one billion dollars. In
‘addition, the Board administers plan benefits whose
costs exceed $125 million annually, plus administration
of worker compensation benefits exceeding $10 million
annually. The Board’s financial and f(iduciary respon-
sibilities make it imperative that the Board’s chief
executive officer be responsible to the Board to effec-
tively carry out Board policy.

Proposition “J” will give the Retirement Board
authority to appoint a chief executive officer and, in
turn, make it permissive for the chief executiveoffice
'to appoint an executive secretary. Both positions, how-
ever, shall remain subject to the salary standardization
provisions of the Charter.

Proposition “J” is neither precedent-setting nor does
it reflect adversely on the Civil Service System. Con-
sider the following: ‘

1. The chief executive officer of the Retirement Sys-
tem, including the current incumbent, has always
been appointive. o

2. With the rare exception of the Retirement Board,

the Charter allows all mayoral boards and com-
missions, including the Civil Service Commission
and the Health Service Board, to appoint their
chief executive officer.

3. The Charter currently allows the Retirement
Board to appoint the Actuary and a Consulting
Actuary. .

The principal intent of Proposition *J” is to give
the Retirement Board the same authority enjoyed by
all boards and commissions — the right to appoint a
chief executive officer who shall serve at the pleasure -
of the Board. The nature and scope of the fiscal re-
sponsibilties inherent in the activities of the Retir-
ement Board requires careful and judicious selection
of a chief executive officer, a person who will effec-
tively administer and implement board policy.

Finally, Proposition “J”'is a “no-cost” proposal and
will not add to the cost of government.

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION “J”.
Submitted by: Supervisor John L. Molinari
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Endorsed by:  Retirement Board of City
, and County of San Francisco
Peter D. Ashe, President

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION J WAS SUBMITTED

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION J

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

3.671 Functions, Powers and Duties

The retirement board shall be the sole authority
and judge, under such general ordinances as may be
adopted by the supervisors, as to the conditions under
which members may receive and may continue to
receive ‘benefits ‘of any sort under the retirement sys-
‘tem, and shall have exclusive control of the adminis-
tration of the system and the investment of such fund
or funds as may be established, provided that all in-
vestments shall ge of the character legal for insurance
companies of California. \

3.672 Secretary-General Manager and Actuary

- The retirement board shall appoint a secretary-gen-
eral manager and an actuary, who shall hold office at
its pleasure, and the board shall employ a consulting

“actuary. The secretary-general manager or ((actuary))

any other persen designated by the secretary-general
manager shall have the power to administer oaths and
affirmations in all matters pertaining to the business
of the retirement system.

The secretary-general manager may appoint an
executive secretary who shall serve at the pleasure of
the secretary-general manager.

The secretary-general manager, actuary and executive
secretary positions shall not be subject to the civil ser-
vice provisions of the charter, except that the compen-
sation of the positions shall be as provided by the
salary standardization provisions of the charter. '
~ The provisions of this section shall be deemed to be
amendatory of charter section 3.670 relating to the ap-
pointment of the secretary-general manager whether
heretofore existing or contained in section 3.670
amended in other respects concurrently with the adop-
tion of this amendment. (end)
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. Supervusors Aldes Exem ptlon

PROPOSITION K.

Shall each member of the Board of Supervisors appomt one legisiative aide
who shall serve at the member’s pleasure?

Anal ysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Each member of
the Board of Supervxsors has one adminis-
trative assistant who is appointed by the

Supervisor and one legislative aide who is
hired under Civil Service.

THE PROPOSAL Proposmon K allows each
~ member of the' Board of Supervisors' to
appoint the legislative aide. The legislative
aide would no longer be under Civil Ser-
vice.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you
want each member of the Board of Super-
visors to be able to appoint a legislative
aide.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
‘want the legislative aides to the Supervi-
sors to continue to be hired under Civil
Service. '

Controller’s Statement on “K”’

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal impact

~of Proposition K:

“Should the proposed Charter amendment
be adopted, in my oplmon it would no affect
the cost of government.”

NOTE
Be sure to check the location of your
polling place on the back cover of this
pamphiet.

How Supervisors Voted on “K”

On February 16 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-2
on the question of placing Proposition K on the bal-
lot.

The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Harry Britt, Lee Dolson, Richard
Hongisto, Willie Kennedy, John Molinari, Louise
Renne, Carol Ruth Sllver Nancy Walker and
Doris Ward.

NO: Supervisors Quentin Kopp and Wendy Nelder.

- THE FULL LEGAL TEXT
OF PROP K APPEARS
' ON PAGE 49



- Supervisors’ Aides Exemption 0

— .

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K

Each member of the Board of Supervisors has a Because of the nature of the position, there is a
taff of two: an Administrative Aide and a Legislative . tremendous turnover. An examination, which would be
A\ide. The Charter currently provides for an. Adminis- ~ expensive to design, would also be costly to adminis-
rative Aide to be appointed by each member of the ter so frequently.
doard and to serve at his or her pleasure. Legislative In the interest of economy and efficiency, vote
Aides are to be hired from Civil Service lists. “YES” on this proposal. -

The Civil Service Commission, however, has never
leveloped nor administered an examination for the
osition, and Legislative Aides are appointed to tem-
orary status by the Supervisor for whom they work.
>roposition “K” would not change this procedure. It
vould simply change the Charter to reflect the actual

Submitted by: Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Harry G. Britt

ppointment procedure.
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION K
This just formalizes the existing situation, and adds SAN FRANCISCO TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION
10thing to the City’s costs. Vote YES! W. F. O’Keeffe, Sr., President

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION .K WAS SUBMITTED

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

-

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION K

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by one (1) administrative assistant and one (1) legislative
' bold-face type; deletions are indicated. by aide for each member of the board of supervisors,
((double parentheses)). each of ((who)) whom shall be appointed by the

' e ; i dlative Aid member and shall serve at the member’s pleasure.
.203-3 Administrative Assistants and Legislative Aides These individuals shall be responsible for such duties

o Members of the Board of Supervisors. and responsibilities as the member shall prescribe.
Notwithstanding any other provision or limitations (end)

f this charter, specifically section 8.300, there may be

i
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Board oflsupervisors PresidenCY

PROPOSITION L

Shall the supervisor who received the most votes in the November 1980
supervisorial election assume the office of President of the Board and on
January 8, 1983 and every second year thereafter the candidate receiving
the most votes at the last preceding supervisorial election assume the office

of President of the Board?

Analysns

By Ballot Simplification Commlttee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: In 1980 the voters

changed the election of the Board of
Supervisors from odd-numbered vyears to

~ even-numbered years. The Board elects one

of its members president every two years

‘in January of even-numbered years or 14

months after the election.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L provides

that the Supervisor who received the high- -

est number of votes in the November 4,
1980 election, becomes president of the
Board. After that, on January 8, 1983 and
every second year thereafter the Supervisor
who receives -the highest number of votes

in the last election would automatically
become president of the Board.

A YES YOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you' |

want the candidate who gets the highest
number of votes in the supervisorial elec-

~tion to become president of the Board of

Supervisors in January following the elec-
tion.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

want the Board of Supervisors to elect a
president from among its members one (1)
year after newly elected members of 'the
Board take office.

Controller’s Statement on “L”

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued

the following statement on the fiscal 1mpact
of Proposition L:

“Should the initiative “petition be adopted,

in my opmlon it would not affect the cost of
government.”
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Polls are open from 7 a.m. to § p.m.




Board of Superwsors Premdencyﬂ

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L

. We expected when we went to the polls to elect
members of the Board of Supervisors that the top
votegetter, whoever that was, would be president of
the Board. That healthy tradition was flouted. Thats
Why we must write it into the law

VOTE YES ON L

Submitted by:

Bob Guichard

George Rehmet, :

Concerned Voters of San Francisco

Bob Guichard , Hermine Johnson

George Rehmet, Concerned Voters of San Francisco Olga Johnson

Endorsed by: Frances Keegan

Judge Byron Arnold (ret.) g’ ”"0"{7[”

Melba Ahlstrom e PZ:I"'lfk lg elly

Fran ol

Robert Arenson g’m KtIlJers!:n

Duke Armstrong D‘:‘{’;Z"L ?)’:s

Alfred Baylacq . John' Mgck

Robert Batchelor ‘Neva Madison
 Joseph Bell - Wallace Marenko-

Adeline Borgelt

Mary Anne Brennan Patricia Montana

Irene Moresko

Joyce Brown
arion Calhoun
Donald Casper
Gino Cecchi
Elizabeth Concklin
Margarete Connoly
Ervin Delman
Ora Dennett
Melba Dent
Anne Deutschman
Pamck Dowling
rygrace Dunn
Rlc hard Dunn
Thomas Dunne
Ethel Fash
Peter Fatooh
Martin Fellhauer
Elizabeth Fellhauer
Christopher Fleming
Thomas Flynn
Fern Gladden
Thomas Glynn
Paul Grell
Victoria Grell
Alma Gumbinger
Daniel Hayes
Joanne Hayes
Patricia Hayes
Nancy Hsu

Ethel Martin
Joe McDonald
Anne McGarvey
Nancy McGarvey
Thomas McGarvey
Mildred Morlenson
Chris Mur,
Walter O’ onnell
W.F. O’Keeffe, Sr.
Lester O’Shea
Charles Owens
éomse 11’)(;lrk

tefani Phipps
Al {Rnoenschpp
Martin Ruane
Harriet Salarno
Nicholas A. Sapunar
Richard Schindler
Dale Seesee
Hazel Smith
Christopher Sullivan
Clarice Svoboda

, Richard Szeto
 James Timossi

Fritz Totah

John Van Heusden
Alexandra Vuksich
Dorothy Vuksich
Raymond Vuksich
Richard Wall

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION L

Since World War II the top votegetter in the elec-
tion for supervisors has been named president of the
Board of Supervisors. Over the years, hundreds of
thousands of -votes have been cast with the expecta-
tion that this practice would be followed. So consis-
tent has been the respect paid to this tradition that
many San Franciscans believed it to be part of City
law.

Last year, however, certain supervisors chose to ig-
nore this tradition thereby evidencing the need to pro-
tect the top votegetter tradition from future infringe-
ment. To this end, thousands of San Franciscans
signed petitions to place on the ballot this charter
amendment so as to write this tradition into perma-
nent law.

VOTE YESONL

The top votegetter tradition, like all traditions, was
instituted and honored because it proved to serve a
real need. It has:

® Lent predictability and stability to our system of

local government;

¢ Avoided the kind of backroom political wheeling
and dealing, and corrosive bickering that prompt-
ed the custom in the first place (just note the
1980 Speakership battle in the California Assem-
bly to apprecnate the contribution of the top vote-
getter tradition in assuring a smooth and contin-
uous operation of legislative government);

® Given the people a direct say in the pollcy direc-
tion they want the Board to take;

® Inhibited any ‘one member from monopolizing
power for extended periods by requiring election
of a new Board president every two years; and

® Allowed a popular vote to determine who stands
next in the Charter’s designated line of succession
for Mayor in the event the latter is unable to
complete the prescribed term of office.

DON'T LET THEM ROB YOU OF YOUR POWER
TO DECIDE WHO SHOULD BE PRESIDENT OF
THE BOARD

VOTE YESON L

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp

Endorsed by:

Joseph Allen

Angela Barbagelata

Al Borvice

George Evankovich, Union official
Marsha Fontes, Lake Merced Independent
Terry Francois, Former Supervisor

Paul Hardman, The Voice

Tom Hayes

Joseph Hurley, Union official

Mortimer McInerney, Retired Deputy Police Chief
John Moylan, Union official

Supervisor Wendy Nelder

Bernie Orsi

Lester O'Shea

Stan Smith, Union official

Jos;'cph Tinmg, Former Assessor

Jack Webb, Charter Commissioner

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. ‘
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- AL Board of Supervisors Presidency

ARGUMENT AGAINST OF PROPOSITION L

VOTE “NO” ON PROPOSITIONL

Every County Board of Supervisors in California

elects its own president — every City Council in

- California without an elected Mayor also elects its

own chair. The California Assembly elects its own
speaker. ‘

If the truth is to be told, it was not until the
1940’s that the top vote-getter was elected president of
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors. Before then,
the President of the Board was chosen by his peers,

and was a member with many years of service on the

Board. ' , .
In 1940, Supervisor Shannon was elected President
of the Board — he had been the top vote-getter in
1936, but was not elected president until 1940. Super-
visor Gallagher was the top vote-getter in 1942, but it

-was not until 1946 that he was elected President of

the Board. ‘

VOTE “NO” ON PROPOSITION “L”, -

In the 136 years that San Francisco has had an
elected body — either the Ayuntamiento, the Council,
or the Board of Supervisors — for only 38 years has
the top vote-getter been elected president. In 98 of
those 'years, the Board has elected one of its own,
with seniority on the Board, as the president. But the
person has seldlom been the top vote-getter.

Should the people of San Francisco preserve tradi-
tion? There is nothing inherently wrong with tradition.
Let us preserve the tradition of allowing the Supervi-
sors to choose the best of their number to preside at
their meetings. , '

VOTE “NO” ON PROPOSITION “L”.

Submitted by:

Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver
Supervisor Richard D. Hongisto
Supervisor Nancy G. Walker
Supervisor Doris M. Ward
Supervisor Louise H. Renne

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED INITIATIVE CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION L '

~ NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by

bold-face type; deletions are indicated by
((double parentheses)).

2.202 President and Committees of the Board

((The supervisors constituting the new board - shall
on January ‘8, 1932, and every second year thereafter,
elect one of their number as president of the board

for a two-year term.)) At 12:00 o’clock noon on Jan- |

uary 8, 1982, the term of office of the president of the
board of supervisors shall expire and said office shall
be assumed. by the member who received the highest

number of votes at the November 4, 1980 supervisorial
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election. Thereafter, at 12:00 o’clock noon on the 8th
day of January, 1983, and every second year thereafter,
the member receiving the highest number of votes at
the last preceding supervisorial election shall assume
the office of president of the board. When a vacancy
occurs in the office of the president of the board, the
supervisors shall elect one of their members as presi-
dent for the unexpired portion of the term. The pre-
sident shall (Freside at all meetings, shall appoint all
standing and special committees of the board and
shall have such other powers and duties as the super-
visors may provide.



Fingerprint Computer

- PROPOSITIONM
Declaration of Policy: Shall the City and County of San Francisco, during the

fiscal year of 1982-1983, acquire a fin

- cisco Law Enforcement personnel?

gerprint computer for use by San Fran-

“Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: San Francisco law
enforcemernit agencies do not have a com-
puter to identify fingerprints.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M directs the
City to acquire a fingerprint computer dur-
ing the 1982-1983 fiscal year for use by
the City’s law enforcement personnel.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want the City to acquire a fingerprint -

computer during the fiscal year 1982-1983.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you

do not want the City to be directed to ac-
quire a fingerprint computer during the

fiscal year 1982-1983.

Controller’s Statement on-“M”

| City Controller John C. Farrell has issued
the following statement on the fiscal -impact
of Proposition M:

- “Should the initiative Declaration of Policy
be adopted and implemented, in my opinion, .
it would increase the cost of government by
approximately - $2,200,000 to $3,600,000 de-
pending on the specific computer system ac-
quired. :

NOTE
Your polling place location appears on
the back cover of this pamphlet (see
“arrow”).
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GD Fingerprint Computer

' ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

SAVE THE CITY MONEY. MAKE THE CITY
SAFER. VOTE YES ON M. ' A

If a criminal leaves a single fingerprint at the scene
of a crime, it should be like signing his name. Police

~ should be able to identify him immediately. But San

‘Francisco Police can’t do it because .they don’t have
the tool for it. With a FINGERPRINT COMPUTER,
our police could identify a print left at a crime scene

~in 7 to 10 minutes.

© Currently, our police use a manual fingerprint iden-

+ - tification system developed in 1907. It simply doesn’t

work in 1982. There is too much crime. The police
won’t even take fingerprints now at most crime scenes
because there is no effective way to identify the
criminal through them without a FINGERPRINT
COMPUTER. |

-San Francisco has approximately 70,000 major
crimes in one year. Without a FINGERPRINT COM-
PUTER, many murderers, rapists, burglars and other
criminals — who could be identified through their
fingerprints and arrested — remain free, instead, to

attack agam and again.

-According to the Budget Analyst for the Board of
Supervisors, a2 FINGERPRINT COMPUTER will save
the City budget approximately $300,000 every year.
And it will free police personnel to fight crlme in

- other ways.

It is important that you tell city government that
you want a safer city — and you want our police to
have every modern tool. |

Say you want.a FINGERPRINT COMPUTER. Say
you don’t just want to hear that there is money set

" aside for its purchase someday — you want it bought -

right now. There is a three year statute of limitations
on virtually every crime but murder. That means that
every day our police don’t have a FINGERPRINT
COMPUTER, there are many criminals who are get-
ting away with their crimes even though there is a
way to identify them.

SAVE YOUR PROPERTY. SAVE YOUR NECK.
SAVE OUR CITY. VOTE YES ON M.

Submitted by:  Supervisor Wendy Nelder

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

Even though the Mayor says she has initiated an
appropriation to buy fingerprint computers, approval
of this policy declaration is needed to prevent a re-
neging. The Police Chief has stated it will still take

about 18 months to obtain a police computer. A lot

of things could happen in 18 months to prevent such
acquisition and operation. The adoption of this policy
declaration, initiated by Wendy Nelder and supported

J

by thousands of San Franciscans, will put backbone
into the professed intent of City officials to give
police an indispensible crime-fighting tool.

VOTE YESONM

Submitted by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

~ Ignoring other major crimes, just reducing burglary

- losses” will quickly pay for this fingerprint computer

many times over. Let’s give the police the ultra-
modern “tools” they need to promptly remove career

criminals from our streets! Vote YES! \

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

NO ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M WAS SUBMITTED

Arguments printed on this page are the apinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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P.G. & E. Rates [N}

PROPOSITION N
Declaration of Policy: Shall the people of San Francisco oppose recent Pacific Gas and
Electric rate increases and urge the State Public Utilities Commission to roll back rates to
December 1, 1981 and call for other remedial actions?

s

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Pacific Gas
and Electric Company (PG&E) must file
an application with the State Public Utili-
ties Commission (PUC) to request a rate
increase. The PUC holds public hearings
on the application. At the public hearings,
both the PG&E and the public can be
heard. After the evidence is heard, the
PUC decides if the rates should be in-
creased.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N is a
declaration of policy that present PG&E
~rates and proposed increases are unaccept-
able and unaffordable. This proposition
urges the State PUC to do the following;:

l. Return PG&E rates to what they were

on December 1, 1981, while a public in-
vestigation of fuel costs is being made;

2. Base future PG&E rate increases on the
purchase of fuels at the lowest available
rates and on a serious commitment by
PG&E to conservation and co-genera-
tion;

3.Hold. PG&E, rather than its customers,
responsible  for the financial con-
sequences of management errors.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

are declaring that PG&E rates are unac-
ceptable and unaffordable. You are urging
the State PUC to control PG&E rates as
stated in the proposal above.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you
do not want this declaration of policy on
PG&E rates. |

Controller’s Statement on “N”’

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

““Should the policy statement be approved,

it would neither increase nor decrease the -

cost of government. However, a loss of
revenue to the City and County of San
Francisco could result from decreased utility
users taxes levied on total PG&E billing in
an amount indeterminable at this time.” |

How Prop N Got On The Ballot

Proposition N was placed on the ballot by a City

- Charter - provision which allows four or more in-

dividual members of the Board of Supervisors to
place a Declaration of Policy on the ballot.

On March 22 the Registrar received a request from
5 supervisors asking that the policy question of oppos-

-ing recent PG&E rate increases be placed on the bal-

lot. The request was signed by Supervisors Harry
Britt, Nancy Walker, Willie Kennedy, Carol Ruth
Silver, and Doris M. Ward.

THE FULL LEGAL TEXT OF PROP. N APPEARS ON PAGE 56
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PG & E. Rates

ARGUMEN'I' IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION N

~ The PUC has granted PG&E raises beyond our
ability to pay. This policy statement will let the PUC
and PG&E know that we don’t want to pay for PG&
E’s bad management. PG&E must be responsible not

~only to their stockholders but to the public they serve.

Supervisor Harry Britt
- Supervisor Nancy Walker
Supervisor Carol Ruth Silver

ST

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION N

~ Proposition N to roll back electric rates to 1981
levels is designed only to fool us.

Why not also roll back the cost of food, clothing,
housing, medical care, transportation, the Muni, the
sewer programs and all of the rest of the things that
. go into the cost of living?

- If the sponsors of Proposition N want to be consis-
tent, everything should be rolled back to 1981 levels. -

But let’s be sensible.

“Take a look at the facts.

Seventy-six days of public hearings by the California
Public Utilities Commission. disclosed that over the
past 10 years electric rates in San Francisco have ri-
sen primarily because the prices PGandE has had to
pay for oil and gas have increased 1,310%!

Fuel bills account for 70% of your electric bill and -

the cost of that fuel cannot profit PGandE a penny
under CPUC rules. '

"Proposition N could cripple electric service.

It would have a deadening impact on the Bay Area -

economy.

Proposition N would result in reduced —employment
opportunities at a time of recession.

PGandE has no control over fuel prices which
means that only the wages of working people can be
cut and in the past year the company has already re-
duced its work force by 1,000 employees. '

A rate stahilization plan has been proposed by PG
andE to the California Public Utilities Commission
which would decrease residential electric rates to De-
cember, 1981 levels and hold them there for two years.

That is a realistic plan. It will work for San Fran-
cisco electric ratepayers.

Prop. N works against you.

Check the facts.

Vote NO on N.

Marguerite A. Warren, Taxpayer

Endorsed by:
Lawrence N. Foss, St. Assistant Business Mgr, Local
Union No. 1245, IBEW :

John N. Jacobs, Executlve Director, San Francisco

Chamber of Commerce
Herbert Suvaco, Secretary-treasurer, Teamsters,
Warehouse & Misc., Union #860

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

TEXT OF PROPOSED DECLARATION OF POI.ICY
PROPOSITION N

The people of San Francisco find that present
- PG&E rates and proposed increases are unacceptable
and unaffordable and hereby urge the California PUC
to: Roll back rates to December. 1, 1981 levels pend-
ing full public investigation of PG&E fuel costs; and

condition future increases on PG&E’s purchase of -
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fuels at the lowest available rates and on a serious
commitment by PG&E to equitable conservation and
co-generation programs; and hold PG&E, rather than
its customers, accountable for the financial con-
Sequences of management error. (end)



(Proposition A, Continued from pg. 28)

not Eaid prior to June 30 of the fiscal year durin

which the same are issued shall, nevertheless, be pai

" out of moneys received from the taxes of the said fis-
cal year, irrespective of the date of the receipt ther-
eof, it being the intent and purpose of this section to
provide for the payment of all notes or other
evidences of indebtedness issued under authority of
this section out of the taxes levied for the fiscal year
during which said notes or other evidences of indeb-
tedness are issued irrespective of the actual date of
the collection of said taxes.))

((The board of supervisors shall have full power
and authority to provide for the form of all notes or
other evidences of indebtedness issued by authority of
this section, as well as to fix the time and place for
the payment of both the principal amount of said
notes or other evidences of indebtedness and the in-
terest to become due thereon; provided that all notes

or other evidences of indebtedness issued for mone
borrowed during the first half of any fiscal year shall
be payable not later than December 31 of said year;
and all notes or other evidences of indebtedness is-
sued for money borrowed during the second half of
any fiscal year shall be payable not later thanMay
15 of such.year, it being the intent and purpose of
this section that the borrowing of money under auth-
ority hereof shall be solely for the purpose of an-
ticipating receipt of income. The mayor, in J)reparing
the consolidated budget estimate as provided by this
charter, shall include therein a separate amount suf-
ficient to meet the interest to be paid on any moneys
borrowed under authority of this section.)) ,

The board of supervisors shall have the power to
borrow money by the issuance of tax anticipation
notes, temporary notes, commercial paper, or any other
short-term debt instruments in the manner provided by
the statutes of the State of California or pursuant to
ordinance of the board of supervisors. (end)

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION B

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by
bold face; deletions are indicated by ((double
parenthesis)).

'9.103 Municipal Elections ,

On Tuesday after the- first Monday in November in
1931 and every second year thereafter, there shall be
held in the city and county an election to be known
as the general municipal election, at which the elec-
tors of the city and county shall choose such officers
or qualify such candidates 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 sections 9.100-1 or
9.100-5 of this charter, on the second Tuesday in
December in each year in which such a runoff elec-
tion is required to be held as aforesaid, there shall be
held an election to be known as the municipal runoff
election at which the electors of the city and county
shall elect 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 chapter on the filing
of appropriate initiative, referendum or recall petitions,

as provided by this charter, and may be called by the
supervisors for bond issues, declarations of policy, or
for the voting on candidates for city and county of-
fices not subject to elections at general municipal
elections or municipal runoff elections.

The board of supervisors may, by resolution, direct
the registrar to conduct by mail any general, runoff or
special municipal election. Said resolution must be
adopted no later than the 85th day before the date set
for the election. The registrar shall conduct the elec-
tion by mail when so directed. Within thirty (30) days
from the date this amendment takes effect, the board
shall adopt, by ordinance, procedures for the conduct
of municipal elections by mail. -

All provisions of the general laws of this state, in-

. cluding penal laws, respecting the registration of

voters, initiative, referendum and recall petitions, elec-
tions, canvass of returns and all matters pertinent to
any and all of these, shall be applicable to the cit
and county except as otherwise grovided by this
charter or by ordinance adopted by the -board of
supervisors as authorized by this charter relative to

- any r;ghts, powers or duties of the city and county or
1

its officers. When not prohibited by general law, the
supervisors by ordinance ma{ provide that the pub-
lication of precincts and polling places shall be by
posting only. (end) ‘

_ ——

L

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
PROPOSITION C

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by
bold-face type; deletions are indicated by

‘ ((Dpuble parentheses)).

8.423 Revision of Schedules and Compensation.

In January ‘of each year, at a public hearing, the
health servicé board shall review and determine the
adequacy of medical care provided for members of
the system and the adequacy of fee schedules and the
compensation paid for “all services rendered and it
may make such revisions therein as it deems equitable
but such revisions shall not become effective until ap-

proved by ordinance of the board of supervisors
adopted by three-fourths of its members.

Commencing in 1973, the health service board shall,
prior to the second Monday in January in each year,
conduct a survey of the 10 counties in the State of
California, other than the City and County of San
Francisco, having the largest populations to determine
the average contribution made by each such county
toward the providing of health care plans, ((exclusive
of dental or optical care)) including dental care, for

each employee of such county. In accordance with
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I (Proposition C, Continued) '

i said survey, the health service board shall determine
the average contribution made with respect to each
employee by said 10 counties toward the health care
plans provided for their employees and on or before
the second Monday in January of each year, the
“  health service board shall certify to the board of

- supervisors the amount of such average contribution.
* _ For the purposes of section 8428, the amount of such
:l_verz’a’ge contribution shall be “the averuge contribu-
ion,

‘The health service board shall have the responsibili-
ty to obtain and disseminate - information to its
members with regard to plan benefits and costs ther-
eof. ‘All expenses in connection with obtaining and
disseminating said information and the investment of
such fund or funds as may be established, including
travel and transportation costs, shall be borne by the
system from reservés in the health service fund but

.only upon adoption of a resolution by the health ser- .

vice board approving such expenses. -

8.428 Health Service System Fund. ‘

There is hereby created a health service system
fund. The costs of the health service system shall be
borne by the members of the system and retired per-
sons, the City and County of San Francisco because
of its members and retired persons and because of
the members and retired persons of the Parking Auth-

- ority of the City and County of San Francisco, the

San Francisco Unified School District because of its
members and retired persons and the San Francisco
Community College District because .of its members
and retired persons. A retired person as used in this
section means a former member of the health service
system retired under the San Francisco City and
ounty Employees’ Retirement System.

- The City and County, the school district and the'

community college district shall each contribute to the
health service fund amounts sufficient for the follow-
ing purposes, and subject to the following limitations:

(a) All funds necessary to efficiently administer the
health service system. C

(b) For the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1973,
the city and county, the school district and the com-
_ munity" college district shall contribute to the health
service system- fund with respect to each' of their
members an amount equal to one-half of “the average
contribution,” as certified by the health service board
in accordance with the provisions of section 8.423. For

the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1974, and each fis-

cal year thereafter, the city and county, the school
dgistrict, and the community college district shall con-
tribute to the health service system fund with respect
to each of their members an amount equal to “the
av,erage contribution,” as certified by the health ser-
vice board in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 8.423. |

. , ‘ ‘ o
(c) Monthly contributions required from retired per-
sons participating in the system shall be equal to the -

“monthly contributions required from members in the
system, except that the total contributions required

rom retired persons who are also’ covered under -
Medicare shall be reduced b{ an amount equal to the
amount contributed monthly by such persons to

Medicare; provided, however, for the fiscal year com-

mencing July 1, 1973, and for each fiscal year there-
after, tﬁe city and county, the school district and the
community college district shall contribute funds suf-

- ficient to defray the difference in cost to the system

in providing the same health coverage to retired per-
sons as is provided for active employee members.

(d). The City and' County, the San Francisco
Unified School District and the San Francisco Com-
munity College District shall not contribute to the
health service system fund any sums, except as here-
inbefore set forth, on account of participation in the
benefits of the system by members’ dependents, re-
tired persons’ dependents, persons who retired and
elected not to receive benefits from San Francisco
City and County Employees’ Retirement System and
resigned ' employees and teachers defined in section
8.425, and any employee whose compensation is fixed
in accordance with sections 8.401, 8.403, or 8.404 of
this charter and whose compensation therein includes
an additional amount for health and welfare benefits
or whose health service costs are reimbursed through
any fund established for said purpose by ordinance of
the board of supervisors((.)), and any employee whose
compensation provides for a dental benefit from any
source other than the health service system. ‘

It shall be the duty of the board of supervisors, the
board of education and the governing board of the
community college district annually to appropriate to
the health service system fund such amounts as are
necessary to cover' the respective obligations of the

city and county, the San Francisco Unified School

District and the San Francisco Community College
District hereby imposed. Contributions to the health
service system fund of the city and county, of the
school district and of the community college district
shall be charged against the general fund or the
school, utility, bond or other special fund concerned.

The amendments of this section contained in the
roposition therefor submitted to the electorate on
Klovember 7, 1972, shall be effective July 1, 1973.
The amendments of section 8423 and 8.428 contained
in the proposition therefor submitted to the electorate
on June 8, 1982, shall be effective July 1, 1983.

If in the election of June 8, 1982 two or more
propositions amending section 8428 of this charter
receive the number of votes necessary for their adop-
tion, notwithstanding any other provision of this
charter, the city attorney shall incorporate their provi-
sions into one section. (end)

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT

. PROPOSITION D

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

8.428 Health Service System Fund

There is hereby created a health service system
fund. The costs of the health service system shall be
borne by the members of the system and retired per-
- sons, the City and County of San Francisco because
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of its members and retired persons and because of the
members and retired persons of the Parking Author-
ity of the City and County of San Francisco, the San
rancisco . Unfied School District because of its
members and retired persons and the San Francisco
Community College District because of its members
and retired persons. A retired person as used in this
section means a former member of the health service
system retired under the San Francisco City and




(Proposition D, Continued)

County Employees’ Retirement ‘System ((.)), and the
surviving spouse of an active employee apd the surviv-
ing spouse of a retired employee, provided that the
surviving spouse and the active or retired employee

have been married for a period of at least one year.

prior to the death of the active or retired employee.

The city and county, the school district- and the
community college district shall each contribute to the
health service fund amounts sufficient for the follow-
ing purposes, and subject to the following limitations:

(ag- Il funds necessary to efficiently administer the
health service system. S _

(b) For the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1973,
the city and county, the school district and the com-
munity college district shall -contribute to the health
service system fund with respect to each of their
members an amount equal to one-half of “the average
contribution,” as certified by the health service board
in accordance with the provisions of section 8.423. For
the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1974, and each fis-
cal year -thereafter, the city and county, the school
district and the community ' college district shall con-
tribute to the health service system fund with respect
to each of their members an amount equal to “the
average contribution,” as certified by the health ser-
vice board in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 8.423. o

(c) Monthly contributions required from retired per-
sons and the surviving spouses of active employees and
retired persons participating in the system shall be
equal to -the monthly contributions required from
members in the system, except that the total contribu-
tions required from retired persons who are also
covered under Medicare shall be reduced by an
amount equal to the amount contributed monthly by
such persons to Medicare; provided, however, that for
thé fiscal year commencing July 1, 1973, and for each
fiscal year thereafter, the city and county, the school
district and the community college district shall con-
tribute funds sufficient to defray the difference in cost
to the system in providing the same health coverage
to retired persons and the surviving spouses of active
employees and retired persons as is provided for active

employee members.

(d) The city and county, the San Francisco Unified
School District and the” San Francisco Community
College District shall not contribute to the health ser-
vice system fund any sums, except as hereinbefore set
forth, on account of participation in the benefits of
the' system by members’ dependents except surviving
spouses, retired persons’ ‘dependents except . surviving
spouses, persons who retired and elected not to
receive benefits from San Francisco City and County
Err(n{ployees’ Retirement System and resigned employees
and teachers defined in section 8425, and any em-
ployee whose compensation is fixed in accordance
with sections 8.401, 8.403, or 8.404 of this charter and
whose compensation therein includes an additional
amount for health. and welfare benefits or whose
health service costs are reimbursed through any fund
established for said purpose by ordinance of the
board of supervisors. '

It shall be the duty of the board of supervisors, the
board of education and the governing board of the
community college district annually to appropriate to
the health service system fund such amounts as are
necessary ' to cover the respective obligations of the
city and county, the San Francisco Unified School
District and San Francisco Community College Dis-
trict” hereby imposed. Contributions to the health ser-
vice system fund of the city and county, of the school

,district and of the community college district shall be

charged aﬁainst the general fund or the school, utility,
bond or other special fund concerned.

The amendments of this section contained in the
RJroposition therefor submitted to the electorate on -

ovember 7, 1972, shall be effective July 1, 1973.

The amendments of this section "contained in the
proposition therefor submitted to the electorate on
June 8, 1982, shall be effective July 1, 1983.

If in the election of June 8, 1982, two or more
propositions amending section 8.428 of this charter
receive the number of votes necessary for their adop-
tion, ' notwithstanding any other provision of this
charter, the city attorney shall incorporate their provi-
sions into one section. (end) '

BIG BROTHERS:
IT'S A LEARNING EXPERIENCE FOR TWO

¢ |f you are patient and understanding,
e [f your life is stable, .
e I{ you can be a friend to a child, and
- o |f you have a few hours a week to share (for at least a year);
Then you may be the perfect Big Brother.

Big Brothers is a non-profit youth service agency which matches male
volunteers to boys between the ages of 7and 17, from father-absent homes.

Being a Big Brother offers @ man the unique opportunity to contribute to his
community and himself, while providing friendship and guidance to a
young t_>oy.

6)' If you are over 18, and interested, call

BIG BROTHERS of San Francisco e 434-4860
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
- ~ PROPOSITIONE

NOTE: Additions are in bold face type; all sections
are entirely additional. '

8.519 Surviving Spouse Retirement Benefits |
‘Notwithstanding any other provisions of this charter,

except sections 8.559-14 and 8.585-14, or local ordin-
ance terminating a retirement benefit upon remarriage

to the contrary, any retirement allowance payable to
the surviving spouse of a member shall not be-termin-
-ated upon the remarriage of said surviving spouse,
provided that such remarriage occurs on or after said
surviving spouse attains the age of 60 years.

Any allowance which had been payable to the surviv-

ing spouse of a member but which heretofore had been

terminated by reason of the remarriage of said surviv-

ing spouse shall be recomputed to include all increases
that have accrued since said termination and the
recomputed allowance shall be payable to said surviv-
ing spouse, provided said remarriage, or the first of

said remarriages if more than one, occurred on or

after said surviving spouse attained the age of 60
years. . :

The terms of this section shall not apply to a sur-
viving spouse who remarries either an active or retired
member of the retirement system. ‘ '

This section does not give any person retired under
any provisions of this charter, or his successors in in-
terest, any claim against the city and county for any

. retirement allowance payable for time prior to the ef-

fective date of this section. (end)
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' TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
~  PROPOSITION F

NOTE: Additions or substitujtions are indicated by
bold face type; deletions are indicated by
((double parenthesis)).

8.510 Actuarial Tables, Ratés and Valuations

The morality, service and other tables and the rates
‘of contributions for members as recommended by the
actuary and the valuations determined by him and

approved by the retirement board shall be conclusive -

and final, and the retirement system shall be based
thereon. The total amount, as determined by the ac-
tuary and approved by the board, of the contributions
required during any fiscal year of the city and county
under the retirement system shall be paid into the re-

tirement system by ‘the city and county during such

Kear. Liabilities accruing under the retirement system
ecause of service rendered to the city and county by
gersons prior to the date their respective. classes

ecome eligible for membership in the system, and
administrative costs under the system, shall be met by
contributions - to the retirement system by the city and
county, in addition to any amounts contributed -to
meet liabilities accruin% because of service rendered
by such persons after becoming members of the sys-
~ tem, grovnd_ed‘ that such prior service liabilities may be
met by annual aEproprialions instead of b{' one ap-
propriation for the total amount of liabilities; and
provided further, that such appropriation for any one
vear shall not be less than the amount disbursed dur-
ing that year on account of prior service. All expenses
ir connection with the investment of such fund or
funds as may be established, including but not limited

W

to travel and transportation costs, investment seminar
expenses, postage, insurance, telephone, and subscrip-
tions to investment publications, shall be paid from
the accumulated COntrigutions of the city and county.

Not withstanding the provisions of section 8.509(h),
(5), said actuarial valuation and said investigation into -
the experience under the system shall be made as
determined by the retirement board; provided, however,
that said actuarial valuation shall be made not less
than once every two years. All expenses in connection
with said actuarial valuation and said investigation into
the experience under the system; all expenses incurred

by financial audits and accounting systems and

procedures; .and, all expenses of administration of plan
benefits, including legal expenses thereof, shall be paid
from the accumulated contributions of the city and
county. . 4 . :

Contributions to the retirement system required of
‘the city and county shall be charged by the controller
against the general fund or the school, utility, bond
or other special fund under which the service was
rendered, on account of which the contribution . is
required; "provided that contributions required on ac-
count of service rendered by any person prior to
becoming a member of the system, under a temporary
fund, such as bond or county roads funds, or a fund
then no longer existing, may be charged against the
general fund, and provided further, that any contribu-
tions required on account of persons receiving benefits

under subdivision (c) of section 8.507, shall be

charged against the general fund. (end)

TEST OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION H

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

3.680 Board Composition

The health service board shall consist of ((seven))
nine members as follows: ((the chairman of the fin-
ance. committee)) a member of the board of supervi-
sors: appointed by the board of supervisors for a two
year term; the city attorney; ((two)) three members
appointed by the mayor, one of whom shall be a re-
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expiring on May 15 of each year)). The term of
((one)) two of the elective members shall expire on
May 15 in 1984 and 1986 ((each of the followin
years)) and every five years thereafter; ((1959, 196%
and 1963)); the respective terms of two of the elective
members shall expire on May 15, 1988 and every five

'years thereafter. The term of one of the members

appointed by the mayor shall expire on May 15 in
(&ach of the following years)) 1985 and every five
years thereafter; ((1960 and 1962)) the respective terms
of two of the members appointed by the mayor shall
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sident official of an insurance company, ((and,)) one
of whom shall be experienced in medical insurance or
acturial science and the other a doctor of medicine;
((and,)) three members elected by the active members
of the system from among their number, and, one
member elected by the retired members of the system
from among their number. The city attorney may de-
signate, by written document filed "with the” board, an
assistant city attorney to attend board meetings and to
act for him in his place. Except as set forth herein,
the terms of office of the members, other than the
two ex-officio members, shall be five years ((one term
:fxtpire on May 15, 1987 and every five years there-

er. ' -

Each member of the health service board shall give
bond in the sum of* $10,000, the premium on which
shall be paid out of the funds of the system. A
- vacancy in the offices ap%ointive by the mayor shall
be filled by appointment by the mayor for the unex-
ired term. A vacancy in an elective office shall be
illed by a special election to be completed within 60
days after the vacancy occurs unless a regular election

is to be held and completed within six months after
such occurrence. Candidates for elective membership
on the health service board shall be nominated by a
written nomination of 20 members filed with the
registrar of voters not earlier-than April Ist nor later
than April 15th of each year in which a vacancy oc-
curs. Tﬁe registrar of voters shall prepare ballots and
shall furnish the same to all members of the system
between April 15th and April 25th and shall receive
the ballots between April 25th and May 7th and can-
vass and certify the results on May 8th. The registrar
of voters shall have the power to make such regula-
tions respecting the form, distribution and canvassing
of the ballots as may be necessary to secure secrecy
of the ballots and prevent fraud. The persons equal
in number to the number to be electedp who receive
the greatest number of votes shall be declared elected.
Not more than one employee of any one department
or office may be a member of the health service
board. Notwithstanding the provisions of this amend-
ment, the retired member position herein created shall
be filled concurrently with the next regular election for
an active member. (end) :

TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION |

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

3.670 Board Composition

The retirement system shall be managed by a re-
tirement board, which is hereby createg, anc{ which
shall be the successor and have the powers and the
duties of the board of administration, the board of
trustees of the police relief and pension fund, and the
board of fire pension fund commissioners. The retir-
ement board shall consist of ((the president)) a
member of the board of supervisors ((,)) appointed by
the board of supervisors for two year terms, ((three
- members)) four members to be appointed by the
mayor, ((and)) three members elected from the active
members from among their number and one member
elected by the' retired members of the retirement sys-
tem from among their number. ((who shall not include
retired persons of the retirement system.)) The
‘members appointed by the mayor shall ((either)) each
hold a degree of doctor of medicine, or shall be ex-
perienced 1n life insurance, actuarial science, employee
pension planning, or investment portfolio management,
and shafl) be appointed by the mayor from among
((three)) four persons whose names shall have been
submittéd to ((him)) the mayor for each such appoint-
ment by a committee consisting of two members each
of the San Francisco Medical Society, Bar Association
of San Francisco, San Francisco Real Estate Board
and the Greater San Francisco Chamber of Com-
merce; provided, however, that there shall not be, at
any one time, more than one appointed member who
holds a degree of doctor of medicine or is from the
same qualifying field of expertise. The term of office
of the ((six)) eight members, other than the ((pre-
sident)) member of the board of supervisors, shall be
five years, and the terms presently in effect for ap-
pointed and elected members shall continue to apply

(()); provided, however, that the term of office of the
elected members shall expire in February in each of
the following years and every five years thereafter:
1985, 1986, and 1987. The term of office of the
members appointed by the mayor shall expire in Fe-
bruary in each of the following years and every five
years thereafter: 1983, 1984, 1985 and 1988. Whenever
a term of office shall expire or whenever a vacancy
shall occur during a term of office of any member ap-
pointed by the mayor, the term of office or unex-
pired portion of the vacated term of office shall be
filled by appointment by the mayor no later than sixty
(60) days following the expiration of a term of office
or of a vacancy occurring during a term of office.
However, should the affirmation committee not submit
to the mayor the required name or names within 30
days of any vacancy, the mayor may fill said vacancy
with an individual who meets the qualifications
specified above without committee recommendation.
Whenever a vacancy shall occur involving the term of
an elected active member the vacancy shall be filled in
accordance with the provisions of section 16.551 of the
administrative code of the city and county of San
Francisco. Whenever a vacancy shall occur involving
the term of an elected retired member, the election of
a retired member shall be conducted by the registrar
of voters in accordance with provisions set forth by or-

~ dinance of the board of supervisors and said elected

retired member shall take office in February 1983 and
every five years thereafter. All expenses incurred in the
implementation of this section shall be paid from the
accumulated contributions of the city and county. The
members of the retirement board shall serve without
conpensation. ((Subject to the civil service provisions
of this charter the retirement board shall ai)point' a
secretary general manager)). Notwithstanding the provi-
sions of this amendment, the board positions created
hergin shall be filled concurrently in February 1983.
(end) '

61



62R

LR 2 2b 20 2B 20 2B 2B 2B 22 2B 2B S0 S 3B S5 N S SRR TR e

**‘*’*‘**‘*********‘*****************‘**‘**

 The REPUBLICAN PARTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
Invites you to participate In the
process of Good Government

You can participate in good government by becoming a Sustaining Member of the REPUBLICAN Party.
Dues are $10 per year. You will receive a membership card, our quarterly Newsletter and notice of upcom
ing events in this exciting election'year.

You can help in a variety of ways that will best utilize your important skllls You can participate in our
precinct organization, voter registration, and election get-out-the-vote activities. You may explore the
critical issues which face San Francisco now and in the future.

Please complete the coupon below and mail it. Why not do it today?

-

Cordially,
M. Lester O'Shea, Chairman
Republican County Committee

| i — o— —— —— —— — — — — — —— — —— - - —— - — — — — — —— ——— — - (— —— —— ——— ov— o — — i —

Please mail to: [0 Enclosed is my check in the amount of $

Republican Party of San Francisco - . for a Sustaining Membership

625 Market Street, Suite 211 [0 Please send me information on how | can become mvolved
San Francisco, California 94105 - in the Republican Party

Name : . ‘ Day Phone

Address » : Zip

3
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APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT
APLICACION PARA BALOTA DE VOTANTE AUSENTE

BRIFRE R

1. PRINTED NAME

LETRAS DE IMPRENTA appiication MUST ALSO BE SIGNED BELOW BY APPLICANT.
IEMR&Z Signature will be compared with zffidavit on flls in this office.

2. ELECTION DATE

-'| hereby apply for an Absent Voter's Ballot for the election
indicated above.

ﬁﬁ"‘%m;&%ﬁ* A ua Por la presente solicito una balota de
) Votante Ausente para la eleccion indicada
MERETRZ B arriba.

3. BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT:

FOR REQISTRAR'S USE ONLY
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR

BEREMEZH

Prec. No.
Pol. Afil.

Baliot No
Ballot Malled
Ballot Returned

Afl. Record

Inspector's Notice

Signature and Registration
Veritlad as Correct:

Date Deputy Registrar

ENVIEME LABALOTA A:
A B SO A T 2

_6:] (O | prefer election materials in English
O Pretiero matoriales electorales en eapafiol

O BERMAAZCERFS

AR ERE

Zip Code
AreaPostal .
DATE: T B Al
FECHA: » a.
A SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT IN FULL
5 FIRMA COMPLETA DEL SOLICITANTE
. 2 £
Registered San Francisco Address of Applicant HEH A 4
Direccién del solictante roglsrra_da on San Francisco
R NE 1 4 LI B3 B ek
IRRERT » BB AR AE

81 USTED SE HA CAMBIADO

Con‘vfloro esta seccién si usted se ha cambiado y
reside ahora en olra direccién distinta a la que
apargce en su declaracion jurada de registro.

Me cambie el de 19 .
Mi direccidn es

~ IF YOU HAVE MOVED
Complete this section if you have moved and
now reside at an address other than that
shown on your affidavit of registration.

| moved on B | J—
My residence address is
Zlp Code

NOTE: A voter moving within 29 days prior
to this election may obtain an ab-
sentee ballot. A voter moving. mare
than 29 days prior to this election
and who did not re-register prior to
the registration closing date for this
election is not eligible to vote.

Area Postal

NOTA: Un votante que se cambia dentro_de los 29
dias anteriores a esta eleccién puede
obtener halota ausente. Un voltante que
se cambia antes de los 29 dlas anteriores
de la elecci6n y que no se registro antes
de la fecha final para registrarse de esta
eleccibn no puede votar.

REVRSER BN b At » BRIk
o

REE—-HN_F___A___RAERE
BRIEM AR
R . R 1S

R BRERRREN =LA NEE
By AR — AR o HEAE
HXRERABEER A 2 T
£ FEIHIES B LRI A T Rt
W& » BATTARERH

MAIL TO: ABSENT VOTING SECTION
ENVIARA:  REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE
fiis5s5;  ROOM 158, GITY HALL

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED IN | LA SOLICITUD DEBE RECIBIRSE EN LA OFICINA
REGISTRAR'S OFFICE BY 5‘:)00 P.M., | DEL REGISTRAR ANTES DE LAS CINCO EN PUNTO
82

DE LA TARDE, MARTES, ,
TUESDAY, dune 1, EL SEPTIMO DIA Mf?lilo); ﬂ; %Agnf 1A
7 DAYS BEFORE ELECTION DAY. ELECCION.

E AT SR 0T S R L
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DO NOT WRITE IN THIS AREA




JAY PATTERSON

REGISTRAR OF VOTERS
155 CITY HALL :
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-4691
b " 558-3061
v 558-3417
.,:>:...zm
ADDRESS

<

CARRIER ROUTE PRESORT

LOCATION OF YOUR -
POLLING PLACE

YrEE I TS

BULK RATE
U.S. POSTAGE
PAID
San Francisco
Calif.
Permit No. 4

Third Class

>u__omo_o:.vmqm papeleta de votante mcmmam aparece en la Pagina 63
R RO o R TIHESS 63 R

VOTER mm_-mo._._OZ OOC_uOZ

1""""""!""""l'lllllllll'lllll

CUT OR TEAR ALONG DOTTED LINES

STATE — CimY
“ _____ CANDIDATES CANDIDATES PROPOSITIONS | PROPOSITIONS
I : County Central Committee® _YES | NO | YES | NO
| Govemor_. . 1.. {1 212 | 213 | A_.263 | 264
- ‘ 3 267 _ | 268
|| Lt Govemor - . . 2._ 2215 | 216 | B o T a75
| | Secretary of State_. S 3. 3 wdw wwm m‘ 374 | 275
|| Controtler - S oen | ase | E_278 | om0
|| Treasurer ... ... .. . .. 9. - o o33 | F——281 | 282
|| Atomey General. .. ... . 6. - 6- a7 | 238 | G= 285 | 286.
| | Board of Equalization - 7. 7. .| w_288 | o289
I US.Senateé..._.___.___~ 8. _ 8 241 | 242 |, 292 | 293
[ TR e o 9 _246. | 247 | 4 206 | 3do7__
|| U-S: Representative ._w. 10.250 | 251 | K._.300__] 301
) : S . ‘ ... 303 | 304
— g—:! an. e nmm*m.;oﬁzamman.mam:c:o_;_._m::3@32 11 .wm& 4= -Nmm —l ,wQN I wcw
County Central Comniittee Members to elected. e . —
| ..E._aa ms:uma P Central C Members obectected. | 12_258 | 259 | M_307 | 30%
| uperior Cou ) N __ T 311
| Judge, Municipal Oa:: 1. -
_ L Write the names m:a numbers of <o_.= choices on this coupon
i Public u&manm..f% e e o . and bring it with you into the voting booth. it will make voting ea-
| s . . _ . sier for you and i___ reduce the time oEmG have to wait.

- Republican Party

17th Assembly District
5th Congressional District

3rd Senatorial District

- >UD__om:o: for mcmmzﬁmm cm__oﬁ mn_umm..m on page 63

&
WHEELCHAIR ACCESSIBILITY:
The letter in parentheses on the
second line of your address label
indicates degree of wheelchair acces-
sibility at the precinct:

(A) Easily accessible

(B) Accessible with assistance

(C) Very difficult or impossible

These evaluations take into account
architectural barriers only: Geogra-

! mrmnm_ barriers you may encounter

enroute to the polls have not umm:
considered.

Your rights as a :m:&nmﬁvaa voter
appear elsewhere in this vmaﬁr_mp
see index.

e

R-17-5-3-64
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