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WHAT IT'S ALL:ABOUT : _
People vote to decide how their city will be run and who will run it. Your
vote is just as important as anyone else’s. This book will help you to under-
stand what voting is all about, '

, INDEX

Voting Instructions .......... B P TR PR PR TII 4
Sample Ballot .......... e reeses e ie e e et b-6
Map ............ TR TR TR T R TR [ .
Words You Need to Know ......ovvviiniiiiniiiiiieiiinninn, e 10
Your Rights as a Voter ..... T T e 11-12
Voter Selection Card .........ovvvvvviiiiiiirenene., e, 24
Absentee Ballot Application (Coupon) ........ovvivinveivinnans .95
Location.of Your Polling Place ..... F I |

. CANDIDATES FOR SUPERVISOR DIST. .1
Ronald W. Anderson .............. P e e e 15
Thomas H. Bomar . ...l iiviiieririniiiirereiinnesiveeiess 1B
Bernard Finn Brady ...............0000. e e 16
Bill Eisen .....vvvunn.. S e e e - 16
Roger Grimes...........oocovvviiiinn e Wreaseies 17
T ¢ 11 P 17
Gordon J. LAl .. uiuit ittt it e e e e - 18
Edward Lawson ..........cc0vv0us, e e e e 18
John Maloney ........... P T 19
Athanagius (Lou) Maunupan .....vvvviiivenrereeeernnnraennis 19
. CANDIDATES FOR CITY ATTORNEY
George Agnost ........ e st e i et e P 20
GIlGraham . ...t i it i i e e s 20
JmReilly ...oooviiiii i, e e e 21
' CANDIDATES FOR TREASURER

Kay Pachtner ....... T 22
Thomas C. Scanlon .....covvvriiiniiinne, N 22



INDEX .‘(Cé.ntinued)

BALLOT PROPOSITIONS

A — Park Irrigation Bonds ........... e e . 23
B — Fire Department Bonds ......oveuveriiiiviiineiiaiiinieiis 26
C — Airport Revenue Bonds ..... vt e e e 28
'D — Airport Revenue Bond Procedure .......coviiviniiriineniin. 32
E — Duties of~theMayor..........; ........................... 35
F — Term of Chief Administrative Officer ............ e 38
G — Budget Reductions ...... ,: e 40
H—Dental Plan ........c.ovveveeerarnnn, TR 42
I — Pension Increase .....:..... e e 45
J — Disability Hearing Officers ..... IERIERTRTERIRRRRRS T 47
K — Supervisors’ Administrative Assistant ................. . .0 b1
L — C.A.0.s Executive Asgistant /.. ..cooviviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin 53
M — Fire Dept. Promotional Exams ..........ocivviiiiiiiiiiin, 56
N —= Public Works Contract..........ovvuveirieenueenninn. R 58
O — Progressive Payments ......... ..... PR T 60
P —Official Advertising .....covviviinii it 62
Q — Electricians Sﬁlar’y Demands ....vivviviiviieeiinciisinnnss 65
R — Plumbers Salary Demands ....o.vvvvirevrinerinensn s 68
S — Sheetmetal Workers Salai'y Demands .....ooovvvvvieenin, T (1
(T) _(Proposition T has been officially withdrawn)

U — Declaration of Policy: International Hotel ... ... SRR 72
V — Declaration of Policy: 'Fleishhacker Pool ........... N e, 76
W— Dec]a.r'ation of Policy: Billboard Removal .................... 79

At this election we will be using a new type of voting system.
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STEP1

\Vote only one ballot card at a
time. Slip ballot all the way into
tray, UNDER clear plastic cover
from left side of machine.

STEP 2

Move the chrome punch taver with

. its-red pointer to the right of the
candidate or measure of your

choice and completely depress

> the lever, which will punch out

the cross +. Repeat the process
until you have voted for afl candi-

dates or measures of your choice..

STEP 3

Turn the card over and vote the

" other side in the same ‘manner.

Repeat this process with: each

, .- remaining ballot card. You may

write-in a candidate in the blank

--8pace -provided, but you must

punch out the cross + after your

. write-in. If you punch out the

wrong cross +, or accidentally
tear a balilot card, return all cards

, in the envelope for another set,

STEP 4

After you have completed voting,
return the chrome punch lever to

- the top position. Place your baliot
~ cards with the stubs at the top, In
. the ballot envelope and hand it to -

the Inspector,

Ir STUBS AT

YoP. .

T e FOLLOWING IS NOT A PORTION OF YOUR SAMPLE BALLOT R

i

HOW TO VOTE YOUR BALLOT CARDS, |
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" OFFICIAL BALLOT -
GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCOD

Tuesday, November 8, 1977

This ballot stub shall be torn off by precinct bom"a
member and handed to the voler.

CARDA — SDE2 )

| HAVE VOTED-HAVE YOU?

Ne . .1977

1

Maember, Board of Supervisors o
B First District Vote for.One
~ ATHANASIUS (LOU) MAUNUPAU

Postal Employee (Labor. Official) . +
RONALD W, ANDERSON

Attorney +
THOMAS H. BOMAR .

Attorney
BERNARD FINN BRADY
" Financial Consultant
BILL EISEN

Certified Public Accountant
ROGER GRIMES

Stationary Engincer
DON HILL

Systems Analyst -
GORDON J. LAU

Member, Board of Supervisors
EDWARD LAWSON
Urban Planner

JOHN MALONEY
General Contractor

RIGATION SYSTEM OF THE REC-
REATION AND PARK DEPART-
MENT IMPROVEMENT BONDS, | ygg | 4
1977. To incur a bonded indebtedness of
$9,270,000 for the purpose of improvement
of the irrigation system of. the Recreation
and Park Department of the City and [gm
County of San Francisco, i

_FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM IM- i
PROVEMENT BONDS, 1977, To incur
a bonded indebtedness of $6,000,000 for YES
B‘ the purpose of improvements of the fire

rotection facilities of the San Francisco
fire Department, including the purchase .NO
of 4 new firchont, ‘ R

City Attorney .
, JIM REILLY i

vbtg for One

Attorney-at-Law + ]
GIl. GRAHAM:. .. : P . ‘
Public Interest. Attornéy AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS, Shall R3S
GEORGE AGNOST ~ P 21;- Alrpmi‘lquoml‘mlssI(I)n oflthe City and
el Tebal-- i W i |t ounty of San -Francisco issue revenue
Chief lrialf,At(orney. City Attorney's Ofﬂcf. bondeiy in the principal amount of (ML
e ‘ + $90,000,000 pursuant to the Revenue Bond
Law of 1941 to provide funds for acquiring, [§
constructing, improving and developing
Treasurer, - Vote for One c nilrpoil f‘uid ities ulr S|m:’ {"rulwlsv:‘o !.nlen:ui
e tional Airport, including an industria
K’\.Y PACHTNER + waste lrcurmem pant, ulc‘.ldllllmn to ter-
Consumer_Economist minals, remodeling nnd modifications of |
THOMAS €, SCANLON + terminals, baggage handling facilities, [
Incumbent . hoarding arens, aircraft aprons, pedes- BN
] trian access facilities, parking facilities, |H
+ eagineering and planning expense, and

other works, properties or strisctures
necessary or convenient for San Fran- [
cisco Internationnl Airport?

I
i
L)

~ TURN CARD OVER
TO CONTINUE VOTING

Ak
T

i
il
i
| 1

. Shall issunnce of nirport revenue bonds be
it subject to Board of Supervisors approval

D and shall said Booard be required to de-
termine that projected revenues will be
sufficient to retire said bonds?

ol i
| il

| '”ii" il .m:lf'!w
%101 VOTE BOTH SIDES = A ¥ VOTE BOTH SIDES A |
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SIDE 1

® B

OFFICIAL BALLOT

cIty AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO -
Tuesday, November 8, 1977

" This ballot stub shall be torn off by precinct board
member and handed to the voter.

GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION

»

MEASURES SUBMITTED TO VOTE OF VOTERS

CITY AND COUNTY PROPOSITIONS -

Shall the Mayor of the City and County |

powered to increase the monetary limits
N within which public works projects may

be performed by City and County depart-
ments from $5,000 to $10,000?

Shall the Boird of Supervisors be em- §B

be expressly required to devote his entire [YES| +
time and attention to the duties of his . : i \
office? ‘ -[NOY + Shail.a contracting officer be empowered, |} 1
, 0 upon l:n‘lklngcc‘:ertnh‘:’ t(ljetermlrintlons with [~
. respect to & City and County contract, to | Y 4
?',"?:‘I' ‘khﬁ:ﬁm‘:ﬂ:gﬂlé’:’oggcﬁx%'g; YES) + authorize an increase in the alg)ounl of pro-
ten years? . : no| + ‘ gressive paymenty lhereundgr. ) NO +
Shall the Mayor and the Board of Super- Shall official City and County advertlsing | ygs |
visors be empowered to decrease amounts be published in uny newspaper which is L
requested by City and County departments P printed on three or more days per week "y [
for employces’ compensation without speci- and has a weekly circulation of 50,000 or
fying the positions to be affected by such more? S
decrease? i ‘ Shall a schedule of compensation based
Sl he Clt and Comty. he U | ( Lot ek demand ol enplres e, v | 4
School District and the Community Col- W of Electrical Workers, Local No. 6, he
lege District contribute to an employees® approved? * t NO | 4.
dental plan, the contribution per cmgloyeo PP .
to be cqual to the average- contribution Shall a schedule of compensation based | ygs| .
r‘::"em ull‘;g::nmm:::nyl ‘:";t‘ "l‘;"l: I:W_S;“llf;'w; _upon the last demand of employees repre-
' R R sented by ‘the United Association of Jour-
plan? . - ‘ : neymen and Apprentices of the Plumbing | NO| +
- . - - and Plpemtolng Industry, Local No, 38,
Shall peastons of male employees retired be approved? ;
prior to July 1, 1977 be increased by re- Shall a schedule of compensation based |
computing said pensions on the basis of | YES| + upon the tast demand of employees repre-
- mortylity tables which will be applicable sented by. the Sheet Metal Workers Inter-
on Janiarcy 1, 19782 : I nO national Association, Local No, 104, be
G - : - . t approved? NO§ +
‘Slml‘l applications for dlsuhlllly leave, dis- VES| + - OFFICIALLY WWHDRAWN
ahility retirement or death allowances be S
heard by independont hearing officers? NO |+ . .
: _ ! DECLARATION OF POLICY: Shall
Shalt each member of the Board of Super- :hi,,(. l'yh:nl n“.?.:',:: ol ﬁo‘:r‘";ﬁf:;pm;
visors he empowered to appoint his or her | YES | - bullding up to code and transfer same to | YES| -+
administrative assistant who shall: serve the San b‘:anclsco Housing Authority to
at the pleasure of sald member? . NO | + be used for low~rent housing? NO| +
- o E i 3 H
Shall the Chief Administrative Officer be | YES| + Ine Cliy i c?,.‘?...y".?r St Francisce vos | YES| +
empowered to appoint his executive assls- ' store, renovate and place into use Fleishs
{5','.';“.}",'\‘:, :'mn'l‘t :lr«;r:ﬁeﬂ:) lfl'lfcgrl};usure of the | NO | + hacker Pool and its facilities? NO! +
: : ‘ ‘. DECLARATION OF POLICY: Should | yEs| +
Shull _the promotional procedure in the the Board of Supervisors ennct |t‘ﬂ"‘|““0"
Fire Department be changed o0 as to re- | yes| 4 w which would phasc out those billboards +
duce senlority credits and providing addi- containing off-site advertising over u peri
tional credits for educational and profes- N gglgzt):l‘fz%nﬁmnlll‘l‘l;})"‘"lll(|0n of costs to , : ;
: o bt bl

sionmal courses? - :

NO

.30 VOTE BOTH SIDES

--#201 VOTE BOTHSIDES
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W - bellot from the

’

' WORDS YOU NEED TO KNOW

Here are a few of the words that you will need
know: . , v

) +BALLOT—A list of candidates and propositions,

_ABSENTEE BALLOT—If you are going to be
away on élection day, or if .you cannot get to the
blace where you vote because you are physically
disabled, you can get a 8pecial ballot to fill out. This
ballot is “called an absentee ballot, Yoy get this
Registrar of Voters at City Hall,

See page 95 ,

POLL—The place whére you go to vote,

. CHARTER AMENDMENT—The charter is the
basic set of laws for the city government, A charter

e &mendment changes one of those basic laws, It takes

8 vote of the people to change the charter, It can-

not be changed again without another vote of,the.

people. .
: CHALLENGE—-Any citizen can ask an officer at

the polls to challenge any voter if the citizen thinks
the voter does not live at the address.given on the

 registration form.

10

‘vote o,

PROPOSITION—This means anything that yoy
except candidates, All the propositions on
this ballot deal with city government, and have a
letter~—such as Proposition A, ' o

DECLARATION OF POLICY—A déclaration of
with a certain idea? If a majority of the voters
&pprove of a declaration of policy, the supervisors
must carry out the policy. v

BONDS—If the city needs money to pay for &
certain thing such as an airport, a sewer line or a
school, it borrows the money by selling bonds. It
then pays back thig debt with interest, There are
two kinds of bonds, '

GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS—The money.
to pay back these bonds comes from property taxes,

majority of the voters must approve the. is.
suing of general obligation bonds,

" REVENUE BONDS-—The money to pay back
these bonds comes from the new facility itself (such

" a8 income from the airport or charges to' users of

the water system). All revenue bonds must be ap-
proved byamgjority of thevoters, . .

2 e o



1

YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER

by the Bullot Slmpllflcuﬁon Committee

d4Wh6 can vote?
A—-Anyone who:

*is 18 years or older by election day;
.*is @ citizen of the United States;

* has lived in San Francisco for 29 days

just before the election. (Even if you-

have moved within the 29 days, you can
still vote by using what is called an “ab-

gentee ballot.” There is an application

for one sent with this book ( (on page 95°

of this book)). If you lose this one, call'

5568-3417.)

Q—What do I have to do to vote?
‘A—Sign up with the registrar. You can do this any-
. time, But you must sign up more than 28
. days before an election to vote in that elec-
tion, If you need help to do this, call 58~
. 3417, When you sign up, they will ask you:
. * your name.;
* Where ‘you were born;
* where you live.

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

A~Only if you want to. If you don’t want to teil
what political party you consider yours, you
' calrlx say, “Independent” or “I don't want to

te

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

~ A—Yes, The only thing you cannot vote on is which

candidate will be a political party’s choice in
a Primary election,

Example: Only people who sign up as Demo-
crats can vote in the Primary election for
who will be the Democratic candidate. Pri-
mary elections are held .in June of even-
numbered years.

Q—1If I have picked a party, can I change it later?
A~-Yes, but you must go and sign up again.

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

A~—Yes, if:
* you have moved;
* changed your name;

or ,

* you did not vote in the last General elec-
tion, (The last General election was on
November 2, 1976.)

‘Q—1If T have been convicted.of a crime, can I sign

up to vote?

A—Yes, le you have served your sentence and pa-
role

Q—What candidates wm voters be choosing at this
election?
A—All voters will choose a candidate for:
* Supervisor
* City Attorney
* Treasurer.

Q—What districts are there in San Francisco?
A—San Francisco has eleven Supervisorial districts,

Q-—Where do I go tovote?

A~—Your voting place is printed next to your name
and address sent with this Voters Handbook,

Q-—If I don’t know what to do when I get to my
votmg place, is there someone there to help
me? ,

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

Q—When do I vote? v

A—This election will be Tuesday, November 8, 1977.
Your voting place is open from 7 AM. to
8 P.M. that day.

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

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

A—Yes.

Q—What do I do if I cannot work the ‘voting ma-
chine?
A—Ask the workers and they will help you,

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

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

A-Yes, if you don’t have sufficient time outside of
your working hours to vote, and if you tell
your employer by Friday, November 4, 1977
that you need time off to vote, Your employer
must give you enough time, up to two hours,
when added to the voting time available out-
side of working hours to vote,

11



YOUR RIGHTS AS A VOTER (Continued)

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

Francisco on election day?

‘ A—Yes You can vote early by:

* going to the Registrar of Voters office in
City Hall and voting there;
or

* mailing in the apphcatlon for an absen-
tee ballot sent with this Voters Hand-

book ((on page 95 of this Voters Hand- '

Q—What can I do it I do not have an application
orm

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

Q-—-What do I say when I'ask for an absentee ballot?

[

A-—You must write:

* that you need to vote early :
* your address when you signed up to vote'
* the address where you want the ballot
maxled
' *then sngn your name, and also print your
name underneath, -

Q-—When do I mail my absentee ballot beck to the
‘ Registrar of Voters? -

A——You can mail your absentee ballot back to the
Registrar of Voters as soon as you want. You
must be sure your absentee ballot gets to the
Registrar of Voters by 8 P.M. on election day,
November 8, 1977.

“Q—What do I do if I am sick on election day?

A——Call 568-6161 for information.

IF - YOU HAVE OTHER QUESTIONS ON VOT-
ING CALL THE REGISTRAR OF VOTERS AT
5568-3417 OR 5568-3061.

OFFICES TO BE VOTED ‘ON AT THIS ELECTION

A Supervisor holds office for four years. A Super-
visor is paid $9,600 a year. This is $184.62 a week.

The Board of Supervisors makes the laws for San
Francisco, and approves all money spent by the city
government. The Board of Supervisors adopts the
city budget and sets the city tax rate. The Supervis-
ora do not control the budgets of the Community
College or the School District. The Supervisors can

The City Attorney holds office for four years. The
City Attorney is paid $49 734 a yenr This is $956.28
& 'week:

- The City Attorney represents the city and county
in all civil legal actions. The City. Attorney serves
as legal advisor to the Mayor, Board of Supervisors

The Treasurer holds office for four years. The
Treasurer is paid $33,683 a year. This is $645.76 a
week,

The Treasurer receives deposits, invests, and pays

12

SUPERVISOR

put propositions on the ballot for people to vote on.
There are 11 people on the Board of Supervisors. In
this election, all 11 Supervisors will be elected, One
will be elected from each of the 11 districts in the
city, by the people who live in that district. After
this electlon, it will be decided which supervisors will
serve for two years and which supervisors will sex ve
for four years, .

CITY ATTORNEY

and to all city departments and commissions. The
City Attorney prepares or approves the form of all
city laws, contracts; bonds and any other legal doc-
uments the city is concerned with, The deputy city
attorneys are appointed by the City Attorney.

TREASURER

-out money which belongs to the city and county, The

‘ Treasurer has custody of all public funds, and makes

payments as authouzed by the City Controller

et i i PRSI g

it




MAP OF SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS
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WANTED'

sv THE REGISTRAR OF voms OF | |
SAN FRANCISCO ‘

MEN AND WOMEN TO PARTICIPATE IN
GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY BY WORKING |
ON ELECTION DAY, TUESDAY:; -

NOVEMBER 8, 1977
IN NEIGHBORHOOD POLLING PLACES,

$32.sd T0 $42.50
= REWARD. ekt

HERE IS A CHANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN THE
WORK OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT.

Quallﬁcahom You Must Be A Regmerod
Voter of San Francisco.

: Abpw 'ROOM 155, CITY HALL

BB T A B
- ERBANHERE
- FBE SRR L
;4-"mwmmuﬁéﬁﬁﬁg¢ﬁ
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* CANDIDATES

. FOR SUPERVISOR
District Number 1

~ RONALD W. ANDERSON

My name is Ronald W. Anderson.

My residence address is at No, 4628 Geary Blvd,,
San Franeisco. .

My business or occupation is Attorney at Law.

My qualifications for said office are as follows: 20
years of business and legal experience. The last B
years in my own law office. '

Ballot Designation: Attorney.
Signature of Candidate,
RONALD W. ANDERSON

The sponsors for Ronald W. Anderson are:

Jack Anderson, 263 - Tth Ave,

Dolly T. Bajalia, 234 - 22nd Ave.

Judy Bajalia, 234 - 22nd Ave, . :

‘Susan J .Cariﬂon, 442 Cabrillo, Real Estate Agent
Dorothy 1. Carrillo, 829 -~ 48rd Ave,, Telephone Sales Person
John W, Case, 4620 Geary Blvd., Apt, No, 1, Law Clerk
Burton 8. Cazden, 0.D., 763 Clement St., Optometriat
Richard H, Dausman, 700 - 43rd Ave,, Payroll Supervisor
Fred C. Espey, 470 - 36th Ave,, Attorney at Law

Jean C., Eapey, 470 - 36th Ave., Housewife -

Robert Gomes, 455 - 21st Ave, No. 38, Bartender

Albertina Harrison, 854 - 43rd Ave., Housewife :
Carlos Harriaon, 864 - 43rd Ave,, Retired Tool Maker
Lorraine A. Heneberry, 824 - 43rd Ave,, Retired Office

orker .
Gladys Johnaon, 829 - 48rd Ave,, Retired Bakery Clerk
William J. Madfey, 260 Point Lobos Ave, No, 501, Bank

Officer . K '
Ludmilla A. Mirskoft, 16056 Cabrillo St,, Nurae Companion
Malcolm J. Starling, 540 - 43rd Ave,, Warehouseman

Star Starling, 702 - 43rd Ave., Secretary

Sandra Verdier, 3601 Anza St,, Waitress

Charles Ward, 2618 McAllister, Paperhanger

~ FOR SUPERVISOR
. District Number 1

THOMAS H. BOMAR

. My name is Thomas H. Bomar. A
My residence address is at No, 480 Eighth Avenue

No. 8, San Francisco. ‘ , :
My business or occupation is Attorney.

My qualifications for said office are as follows:
Chief Prosecutor, United States Department of
Justice Juvenile Delinquency Program, Defenge At-
torney United States Bureau of Prisons and United
States Board of Parole. Worked for and obtained
gignificant reforms from within the system, Faculty
Member, Golden Gate University School of Taxa-
tion, Tax Law Instructor. Project Leader, Office of
the Chief of Staff, U.S. Army, the Pentagon. M.B.A.
(Tax) and Law Degree (J.D.) with Honors, Golden
Gate University.

Ballot Designation: Attorney.
Signature of Candidate: THOMAS H. BOMAR

The sponsors for Thomas H..Bomar are:

Brent 8. Andrew, 846 - 27th Ave., Student

Stelios Mitchell Andrew, 846 - 27th Ave., Manager Economiea
& Statistics :

Jeffrey M, Aron, M.D,, 125 - 25th Ave,, Physician

N. Arden Danekas, 1327 Cabrillo, Businessman

Peter J. Drachsler, 480 - 8th Ave., Real Estate Salesman

Harriette Ecker-Aron, 125 - 26th Ave,, Homemaker

Steven Healey, 239 - 26th Ave., Draftsman

Sidney J. Hymes, 480 - 8th Ave,, Attorney at law

Dimitri K. Ilyin, 78 - 6th Ave,, Lawyer

Sandra J. Ketchum, 226 El Camino Del Mar, Housewife

Alex P, Laskoff, 122 - 26th Ave,, Sales Representative

Richard H, Moss, 111 - 17th Ave,, Attorney

Hiroshi Nagura, 636 ~ 26th Ave,, Domestic Work

Cella Sasson, 480 - 8th Ave,, Medical Counselor

Antoinetta M, Saulen, 14 Presidio Terrace, Babysitter

Pamela Schneider, 782 - 80th Ave., Teacher :

Ronald P, Schneider, 782 - 80th Ave., Attorney

Arlene H, Smart, 163 - 26th Ave,, Secretary

Marcus W, Turk, 80 Rossi, Merchant

John C. Williams, 17 - 17th Ave., Certified Public
Accountant
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FOR SUPERVISOR 3

District Number 1

BERNARD FINN BRADY

My name is Bernard Finn Brady. .
-#My residence address is at No, 4120 Fulton Street
No. 8, San Francisco, , :

My business or occupation is financial and pension

plahning consultant, X

.My qualifications for said office are as follows:
+:The people of the Richmond have spoken and de-

mand. a District Supervisor, My family has been .
- active in San Francisco public affairg for four gen-

erations. I will represent the District in working

for the. social and -economic development of the .

Richmond and for the benefit of all San Franciscans.
My, education and experience in financia)l services
and industrial development will provide the Board
with its first member capable of correlating taxes,
spending and level of services. I have the knowledge

to develop new sources of public and private fund- '

ing to offset increasing costs and stabilize the tax-
payer’s burden,

Ballot Designation : Financial Consultant,
Signature of Candidate:

The sponsors for Bernard Finn Biady are:

* John O'Shea, 749 - 8rd Ave., Tavern Owner .

Eleni M, Tourlos, 515 - 47th Ave,, Student

George A, Schmitt, 541 Thirty-ninth Ave., Warm Air
Heating Contractor . :

Morris R, Evenson, 583 - 10th Ave,, Business Representative

Pauline Berry, 2528 Fulton, Public Health Nurse

Harry Marks, 547 - 25th Ave,, District Merchant

Peter Sitov, 545- 17th Ave,, Retired .

Lenore A, Macaleso, 312 - 18th Ave,, Toy Store Manager

. Vasailiki M. Hountalas, 618 - 48th Ave.,, Homemaker
G. Kaplanis, 600 - 18th Ave,, Newspaper Columnist

Theodore
Mary A, Zappia, 326 - 23rd Ave,, Homemaker
‘Margaret L. Brady, 535.- 39th Ave., Public Relations Counsgel
Geo. R, Rosenquist, 670 - 28rd Ave,, Shipping Foreman
Maryann J, Hedden, 550 - 10th Ave, Nurse - .
ngnikiant Thakorbnni Desai, 155 - 16th Ave,, Structural
ngineer : :
Madelon F. Purtill, 530 - 48th Ave,, Homemnker
Bernard R. Brady, 535 - 30th Ave., Retired
Anna Alexis Sitov, 545 - 17th Ave,, Homemaker
Elizabeth M, Bain, 774 - 10th Ave,, Secretm'y
John W, Hedden, 560 - 10th Ave,, Entrepencur
Lenore C, Fineman, 274 - 6th Ave, Dance Instructor -
Thomas R. Purtill, 530 - 48th Ave,, Communications
Executive . : '
Michael M. Hountalas, 518 - 48th Ave., Restauranteur
Mor,ﬂs2 {‘éess, 142 - 9th Ave,, Secretary Trensurer, Teamsters
0

Odessa W. Reed, 2626 Fulton, Linen Buyer

Joseph Macaluso, 312 - 18th Ave,, Life Insurance
Representative .

Irene B, Anderson, 120 - 7th Ave,, Doll Hospital Owner

George Nazzal, 4037 Balboa, Grocery Store Owner .
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FOR SUPERVISOR
District Number 1

* BILL EISEN”

My name is Bill Eisen,

My residence address is at No, 280 12th Avenue,
San Francisco, . ’ ’ '
' My business or occupation is Certified Public
Accountant, : '

' My qualifications for said office are as follows: I
am a fifth generation San Franciscan and practic-:
ing Certified Public Accountant in the Richmond. 1

*-have devoted considerable time representing neigh-

borhood interests, and I realize the need for a more
responsive and accountable government. As your
representative, I will fight to reduce wastefursp\end,-
ing and unfair taxation. I promise to support an
equitable distribution of the tax burden, and I will
work to create jobs, to reduce crime, to improve
Muni and transportation for senior citizens, to pre-
serve the family and individual character of our
neighborhoods, and to provide a cleaner, safer en-
vironment, ' '

Ballot Designation: Certified Public Accountant, .
Signature of Candidate: BILL EISEN

The sponsors for Bill Eisen are:

Gregory Bartle, 245 Stanyan St., Clerk

Emma Baylacq, 433 - 34th Ave, ’Retired

Trudi Boesl, 566 - 37th Ave., Store Manager

Belle Brown, 135 - 28th Ave., Housewife

Steven Bruce, 635 - 4th Ava,, Attorney

Josephine S, Bruguiere, 159~ 5th Ave,, Retired
Floyd L. Edwards, Jr., 7627 Geary Blvd,, Realtor
Lucie J, Fisher, 221 - 7th Ave,, Retired Beautician
Elton Orval Healy, 776 - 15th Ave., Optometrist
Sushil Kakar, 5616 Anza, Chef

CuarlKulper, 614 - 40th Ave,, Furniture Dealer
Steve Ladwiniec, 441 -~ 2nd Ave,, Rea! Estate Broker
Leon Lassale, 800 - 26th Ave,, Retired Maitre d’Hotel
Vera Lee, 364 - 3rd Ave., Teacher . o

Keith Lummis, 5607 Anza St., Writer.

Martin D, MacClain, 530 Third Ave,, Journalist
Harriet E. Miller, 659 - 26th Ave,, Office Manager
Clayton T. Morrow, 723 - 17th Ave,, Retirved Accountant
Francis R. Nichols, 590 - 35th Ave,, Retired .
Ethel A. Oda, 300 Cabrillo, Teacher

Richard L. Pursley, 318 - 12th Ave., District Manager .
Guerino Ricei, 2 Alta Mar Way, Retired

Gundula Schmidt, 4950 California St., YMCA Director
John F. Sellai, 206 - 32nd Ave., Florist

Dr, Lloyd A. Shinkaj, 873 - 35th Ave., Optometrist
Laurel Sprige, 7629 Geary, Savings Counselop

Daniel Sui, b3 - 5th Ave., Insurnnce Agent

Charles W. Turner, 245 - 8th Ave., Investigator

Anna Voloshin, 464 - 46th Ave., Retired

Julius I", Young, 276 - 65th Ave,, Storekeeper

i

(.




FOR SUPERVISOR
' District Number 1

~ 'ROGER GRIMES

‘My name is Roger Grimes.

My residence address is at No, 2433 Lake Street,
San Francisco,
- My business or occupation is Stationary Engineer.

My qualifications for said office are as follows: As

a San Franciscan, father of three, and a stationary
engineer employed by the city and county of San
Francisco, in the Departments of Water, Airport,
Public Works, and Port Commission, I have gained
invaluable experience in city operation. I believe
my technical and educational background will assist
me in improving city service and in conserving our
resources. Over the years, I have been meaningfully
involved with many effective community action

projects. As supervisor, I would pledge to bring a.

fair and honest approach to city government, and
to work for improvement in the quality of life for
" all citizens,

Ballot Designation: Stationary Engineer,
Signature of Candidate: ROGER GRIMES

The sponsors for Roger Gritnes are:

Helen Grimes, 2433 Lake St., Soclal Worker
William D. Frey, 6318 Geary, Restaurant Owner
Lesley [, Czechowicz, 466 - 23rd Ave,, School Director
“Agnes Kafaflan, 662 - 30th Ave,, Housewife -
George Murphy, 839 - 24th Ave,, Law Student
Charles Leston, 142 Seal Rock Dr., Shoemaker
. Frank J. Grupico, 393 - 30th Ave., Retired Newspaperman
- Dorthy Seidl, 106 - 21st Ave., Secretary :
Patrick Lynch, 2026 Cabrillo, Construction Worker
Allen Berman, 103 - 8th Ave., Businessman
Susan Dorger, 146 Funston Ave., Teacher
- Rebecca Boyd, 464 - 43rd Ave., Social Worker
Manuel 8., Martinez, 690 - 24th ‘Ave,, Retired Auto Mechanic
Anton A, Schumacher, 425 ~ 22nd Ave,, Retired Cook
Lenore Spagnully, 436 Funston Ave., Housewife and Studen
Roger de Borhon, 419 - 38th Ave,, Clerk '
Jane E, Jens, 310 - 3rd Ave,, Secretari
James M, Roi)ertaon. 256 - 26th Ave., Retired Manager
Winifred T. André, 2427 Lake, Teacher - S.F.U.D,
Edythe Snow, 406-32nd Ave,, Retired Secretary
. Doris E. Joffroy, 233 - 11th Ave,, Real Estate Salesperson
Jeanne Strauss, 22566 Lake St., Teacher
Barbara A, Francis, 481 - 31st Ave,, Teacher
Mildred T, Mager, 267 - 26th Ave., Retired Secretary
Mable R. Wallace, 692 - 16th Ave., Retired
James F. Wright, Jr., 369 Arguello Blvd,, Retired
Edward 0'Toole, 5632 Geary Blvd,, Retired
Virginia Butler, 600 - 16th Ave., Retired
Dewey V. Fischer, 491 - 315t Ave,, Retired .

CANDIDATES

FOR SUPERVISOR
District Number 1

DON HILL

My name is Don Hill. . . o

My residence address is at No. 496 - 26th Avenue,
San Francisco, v

My business or occupation is Systems Analyst.:

My qualifications for said office are as follows:

There is only so much that city governments can
do. Many problems can be dealt with only by the
state and federal governments, San Francisco’s local
officials have tried hopelessly to deal with problems
beyond their contro], while doing little to provide ua
with safe and clean streets, dependable public trans-
portation, and affordable housing for the middle
class.. I know and understand the problems facing
San Francisco. I have the common sense necessary
to solve those problems. ‘

Ballot Designation: Systems Analyst:
Signature of Candidate: DON HILL

The sponsors for Don Hill are:

James E, Butler, 523 - 27th Ave,, Public Housing Manager

Marcia P. Hill, 6816 Geary St., Systems Analyst

Stanjey Hasegawa, 645 - 9th Ave,, Project Supervisor.

Carol Lynne Hasegawa, 64b - Oth Ave., Systems Analyst

Maria L. Lardman, 473 - 2nd Ave,, Businesswoman

Violet Hanada, 381 - 10th Ave., Intravenous Technician

Louise H. Jones, 568 - 20th Ave,, Teacher

Fredrick D. Jones, 346 Funston Ave,, Systems Analyst

Wen Xian Li, 463 - 16th Ave,, Senior Systems Analyst .

Kristina Morley, 615 - 26th Ave,, Sales Rep,

Kathleen C. McConnell, 1751 Cabrillo, Mail Carrier

Norman J. Meshriy, 601 Lake St., Project Manager
(Systems) ) C

Mary Ellen Noland, 2212 Clement St., Sr. Systems Analyat -

Suzanne Poyourow, 2306 Cabrillo, Auto Leasing :

- Edward K. Pond, 5049 Anza St., Insurance & Real Estate

Broker
Carolyn Perlstein, 767 - 20th Ave., Teacher
Tatiana Rodionoff, 229 - 21st Ave,, Student X-Ray
Techniclan i
Susan E, Ryan, 463 - 26th Ave., Accountant
Elma C. Sweeney, 534 - 27th Ave., Homemaker
John M, Sweeney, 534 - 27th Ave,, Retired
Chan Der Sun, 5564 - 26th Ave,, Reproduction Technician -
David W, Sims, 748 - 47th Ave,, Retired
Beatrice A, Sims, 748 - 47th Ave,, Housewife
James D, Williams, 864 - 48th Ave., Retired
Vineent Zacatias, 627 - 30th Ave., Business Man

~
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 CANDIDATES

o FOR SUPERVISOR
E : District Number 1 ‘

.+ GORDON J. LAU
{- . My name is Gordon J. Lau.
{ . . My residence address is at No. 866 Funston Ave-
i nue, San Francisco, o .
" My business or occupation is Member, Board of
Supervisors. '

. i .My qualifications for said office are as follows:

= I will continue to work for fairer taxation of resi-
dential property, fair distribution of city services to
- all-districts, eradicate unemployment/underemploy-

tion for adults and children, needs of seniors, public
- transportation, adequate fire and police protection,
. - I-will work to insure the continuation of the resi-
. dential/small community oriented business charac-
» ter of our district. Work to bring programs for our
. senior - citizens, bi-lingual services, health services
-to the Richmond. S
. -1 will meet with residents in the Richmond on
weekends and at night to resolve these issues.
v ) '

Ballot Designation: ':'Memb'ei', Board of Super-
‘visors. ‘ o
Signature of Candidate: GORDQN.J. LAU

The sponsors for Gordon J. Lau are:

Mary D. Lay, 866 Funston, Téacher :

Walter Ballin, 447 - 15¢h Ave,, Merchant .

" Lynne JoAnne Beeson, 787 - 80th Ave,, Contract Monitor
Roger'ﬂ. Bernhardt, 662 - 8th Ave., Professor of Law
Anthony J. Campilongo, 890 - 28th Ave,, Teacher

- Henry Der, 489 - 46th Ave,, Executive Director
Betty J. B‘omi; 641 - 86th Ave,, Legal Secretary

. Nobusuke Fukuda, 130 - 22nd Ave,, Social Worker
. Robert O, Guillot, 211 - 14th Ave,, Attorney

J. Rodney Johnson, 576 - 9th Ave,, Community Planner :

" Robert E, Kiyota, '558% ~ 8th Ave,, Congressional Assistant

' Bonnie Ladin, 681 ~ 16th Ave,, Organizer

Carole Jan Lee, 156 - 20th Ave., Homemaker

. Melvin D, Lee, 450 - 22nd Ave,, Engineer - Contractor
Michael G, W, Lee, 486 - 44th Ave,, Attorney-at-law
Barbara Levy, 1824 Lake St., Housewife

. Jeffrey Ken Mori, 6565 - 218t Ave,, Youth Program

. Administrator . oo .

Catherine W, O'Neill, 560 - 7th Ave,, Retired Teacher
Bob Price, 168 - 18th Ave., Job Developer

Jack T, Quan, 427 - 20th Ave., Engineer o
Roland Quan, 2382 Anza, Certified Public Accountant
Paul Rosenberg, 565 - 40th Ave., Member Democratic
+ County Central Comm,

. Terrence Ryan, 220 - 17th Ave,, Business Manager .
Sid O. Valledor, Sr,, 138 - 11th Ave., Records Administrator
_Yoﬁii W&:ga. 566 -4th Ave,, Buchanan YMCA Executive

. Director
Danjel H, Weinatein, 42 - 6th Ave,, Attorney at law
Mlﬁ'ilm;, K.tWeisberg, 845 El Camino del Mar, District
erchan
Raymond L, Weisberg, M.D,, 8456 El Camino del Mar,
Physician
Margaret O, Yu, 106 - 2nd Ave., Head Teacher -
Administrative

18
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 FOR SUPIRVISOR
| .' . District Number1
~ EDWARD LAWSON
' My name is Edward Lawson.
- "My residence address is at No, 469 - 14th Avenue,

My busineas or occupation is Urban Planner.

My qualifications for said office are as follows: As
a longtime resident of the Richmond, 1 organized
the successful fight to remove the trafiic barriers.
We must stop the practice of allowing a handful of
self-appointed people to dictate what will be done in

" our neighborhood and in our city. I will take some

of the money we're spending on police-community
relations and spend it on catching criminals. I'll -
fight against higher taxes the way I fought against
the barriers. In education, I believe in getting back
to fundamentals. Muni service must be improved. I
promise to fight for you and the city.

Ballot Deéignution: Urban Planner.

Signature of Candidate: - ‘
EDWARD H. LAWSON

The sponsors for Edward Lawson are:

Al}))ert‘ L. Boucher, 109 Seal Rock Dr.,' Senior Engineering. T
eaigner . .
'l‘homng 0. Caylor, 6352 California St., Real Estate Sales
Michael F. Cetinich, 601 - 20th Ave,, Student

Sung Huen Cheng, 458 - 16th Ave., Businessman

. Charlotte J. Elam, 1029 Anza St., Customer Services

Representative : :
Fredric 8. Freund, 80 West Clay Park, Real Estate Sales
and Management : .
Louise J, Frischknecht, 789 - 16th Ave,, Retired
Elizabeth A, Fuller, 447 - 14th Ave,, Job Counselor
Beverl;lr‘Ann Grove, 647 - 2nd Ave., Secretary
Marie T. Hong, 560 - 11th Ave,, Grocery Store Owner
Loa Jensen, 799 - 16th Ave,, Counselor
Beverley J, Johnson, 486 - 14th Ave,, Meat Wrapper -
Safeway Stores ‘ .
Wallace Lee, 314 - 22nd Ave., Merchant
Donald Magnin, 86 Presidio 'l‘er.. Importer

- Luigl Martinelli, 481 - 14th Ave,, Merchant

Donald C. McNear, 11'- 17th Ave,, Advertising E

Otto E. Meyer, 88 West Clay Parﬁ, Vintner & Executive
Massao Mikamf, 563 - 40th Ave,, Investor

Albert Nalbandian, 164 - 17th Ave,, Florist

"Robert G. Nelson, 527 - 20th Ave,, Insurance Broker

Frank P. Noto, 6841 Geary Blvd., U.8. Army O
Ronald K, Omor, 651 - 12th Ave,, Electrical Contractor

“Julia G, Porter, 142 - 27th Ave,, Civic Leader

Carlos Poza, 477 - 14th Ave., Mechanical Engi
Valerie Rodétsky, 166 Stnny;m St., Homema etlx‘eer
Herbert M. Rosenthal, 476 - 14th Ave,, Attorney

Barbara Schneider, 530 - 10th Ave., Bookk
William P. Sino, 715 - 11th Ave, Businessmon.

Louis Stein, 485 - 37th Ave., Non-Profit Corp. E :
Patrick J. Walsh, 624 - dth Ava, Rotired Oity Emplogse




CANDIDATES

- FOR SUPERVISOR
District Number 1

" JOHN MALONEY -

My name is John Maloney.

My residence address is at No_; 711 Twelfth Ave- '

nue, San Francisco.

My business or occupation is General Contractor.
My qﬁaiiﬁcations for said office are as follows: A
{amily man, I have been 2 resident and homeowner
of. this. district for twenty-three years. 1 opposed

the Pan-handle Freeway and collected over 3,000

gignatures to remove the traffic barricades, I am a

member of the Planning Association for the Rich-

mond, Richmond District Council and was recently
elected to the Inner Richmond Citizens Action Com-

mittee. I.am chairman of the Public Improvement

Committee which is planning a community center in
and for.the Richmond District. :

Ballot Designation: General Contractor.
Signature of Candidate: JOHN MALONEY

_The sponsors for J ohn Maloney are:

‘Eustatheos Argyres, 326 - 26th Ave., Retired Businessman
Alexis ViriPneﬁ‘. 512 - 10th Ave,, Insurance Broker.
Olga Golovin, 715 - 12th Ave.; Nurses Aide
Eileen 0'Kane, 727 - 12th Ave,, Retired SF School Teacher
Adeline Attwood, 960 Cabrillo St., Retired
Margot Ury, 746 - 12th Ave,, Housewife ..
Oskar Ury, 746 - 12th Ave,, Physician and Surgeon
Efethia Argyres, 826 - 26th Ave,, Teacher
Acrivoula Argyres, 326 - 26th Ave., Data Processor
‘Irene Koupas, 6316 California St., Retired N
. James Koupas, 6316 California St, Retired
Bernice R. Bowen, 743 - 12th Ave,, Housewife -
Robert McGuire, 467 - 28th Ave,, Gas Station Owner &

0¥erator
wallace S. Towle, 767 - 12th Ave,, Retired Lumberman
John Lyons, 681 - 11th Ave,, Restaurant Owner
Nicholas A. Evans, 734 - 11th Ave,, Retired .
Claudine A, Buchholz, 1045 Cabrillo 8t., Retired
Arthur Hofmayer, 676 - 11th Ave, Copywriter
Joan Mitchel}, 755 - 11th Ave,, Teacher ]
Thomas J. Keaveney, 727 - 12th Ave,, Accountant
. Mary Constantine, 6924 Fulton St., Retired
Stamo D. Thomas, 319 - 26th Ave,, Government
Peter Georgeades, 718 - 81st Ave,, Bartender

. John Jaskiewiez, 3414 Fulton, Posta

FOR SUPERVISOR
District Number1 :

ATHANASIUS (LOU) MAUNUPAU

My name is Athanasius (Lou) Maunupau. -
My residence address is at No. 829 Arguello Blvd.,

 San Francisco.

My business. or occupation is Postal Clerk.

My qualifications for said office are as followa:

For 20 years I have been a resident of District
One. During those years I have witnessed the
changes, some good, some bad, that have taken
place within the district, and the City of San Fran-
cisco; . Spiraling property taxes, unemployment,
crime, transportation, commuter traffic, unchecked
utility increases commands my immediate attention.
My family consist of myself, my wife Ilze and Son-
Louis. My family is of the Roman Catholic faith.
For the last 2 years I have attended San Francisco
State University seeking a B.A. in Labor Studies.
Presently I am 7 units short of meeting B.A. re-
quirements. ' :

Ballot Designation: Postal Employee ~(Labor”0.m-

. cial); B

Signature of Candidate:
ATHANASIUS LOU MAUNUPAU

The sponsors for Athanasius Maunupau are:

Rudolfo Austrih, 4038 Cabrillo Clerk
Blizabetn Austrih, 4038 Cabrillo, Clerk
Danny Balancio, 3305 Balboa, Watch Repair
Nadine Barkus, 3126 Turk Blvd., Postal Clerk
Genevieve A. Bocar, 376 Arguello, Postal Clerk
Alice E. Burgest, 370 - 3rd Ave,, Postal Clerk
‘Amade T. Demander, 796 - 87th Ave., Retired .
Timothy H. Devault, 427 - 18th Ave.i %?stﬁl Clerk
er

Richard F. Lane, 561 - 20th Ave, Property Tax .

Representative .
Hnnﬁum, 457 Second Ave,, Fireman
Tize Maunupauy, 820 Arguello, Housewife
Louis A. Maunupau, 829 Arguello, Student
Joseph Melovich, 169 - Tth Ave,, Mail Carrier
Verniss Morrison, 810 Arguello Retired
Barbara L. Nareau, 2760 McAlfiater, Sales Assistont
Valentina Post, 188 - 16th Ave., Postal Clerk ’
Lonnie F, Robbins, 831 Arguello, Tencher
Lillian Sanderson, 821 Arguello, Housewife
Moses Shepherd, 586 - 16th Ave,, Postal Clerk
Beverly Strickling, 833 Arguello, Housewife ‘
James A. Strickling, Jr., 833 Arguello, Educator
Henry Wong, 470 - 156th Ave,, Postal Clerk '
Kenneth J. Zane, Jr., 865 Arguello, Postal Worker: - .
Marie K. Zane, 866 Arguello, Unemployed
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|l CANDIDATES
a FOR CIFY ATTORNEY |

~ GEORGE AGNOST

My name is George Agnost,

-, My residénce address is at No, 124 San Pablo Ave-’

nue, San Francisco,

My husiness or occupation is Chief Trial Attorney, -

Cjty Attorney's Oﬁice. |
My quaiiﬁcations for said office are as follows:

Having served for twenty-five years in the City
Attorney’s Office and presently as Chief Trial Dep-
uty in charge of all litigation involving the City, I

submit my candidacy on a record of experience and

accomplishment in this vital office. The ever increas-
ing complexity of City government requires- éxpe-
rience and expert services in the transaction of the

City's extensive legal business and court represen-

' . tation, I pledge to totally dedicate my extensive ex-

- perience and knowledge of municipal law to an
excellence of leadership and to afford the highest
quality. of legal representation on behalf of all cit-

. [ o

. fzens of our City,

Ballot Designation: Chief Trial Attorney, City At-

- torney’s Office, . o .
‘Signature of Candidate: GEORGE AGNOST

The sponéors for George Agnost are:

. George Christopher, 1170 Sacramento St., Former Mayor of
~-San Francisco
" ‘Thomas M, 0’Connor, 260 Magellan Ave, City Attorney
A..Marquez Bautista, 2424 Jones St., Attorney at Law
Thomasg J. Cahill, 248-17th Ave,, Retired Chief of Police,
San Francisco ' ‘
Francea M. McAteer, 130 Santa Ana Ave,, Housewife
H. K, Wong, 28 Bernard- St., Businessman ) :
Cyril Magnin, 999 Californin 8t., Merchant
Vincent Hallinan, 1080 Chestnut St., Attorney at Low

. Thomas J, Mellon, 310 Arballo Drive, Executive Vice

Preaident, Property Development Firm .
Masao Ashizawa, 1662 Post St., Merchant and Contractor
H. Welton Flynn, 76 Venus St., Public Accountant
Grace Duhagon, 1682-30th Ave,, Travel Agency Owner
John A, Sutro .‘5598 Jackson St., Attorney at Law
John Francis iﬁlenning'. Jr., 450 hiveru. Attorney
Francis C, Miralda, 65 Aptos Ave., Salesman
Willlam Moskovitz, 1177 California St,, No, 1501, Retired
Walter A. Haas, 2100 Pacifc Ave,, ﬁonorary Chairman,
_ Garment Manufacturing Company : '
Elmer E. Robinson, 1200 California St. Apt No, 8-4,
Attorney at Law; Judge of Superior Caurt, Retived
Margaret Cruz, 259 Monterey Blvd,, Political Consultant
“- Burnham Enersen, 40 Arguello Boulevard, Attorney at Law
dames J, Rudden, 148 Chenery St., Corporation Executive
Willlam T. Reed, 2151-18th Ave, Retired City Employea
Ruth 8. Kadish, 145 Delmar 8t., Airports Commissioner
Ezio M. Paolini, 538 Molimo Drive, Attorney at Law
Stephen Walter, 2504 Leavenworth St., Manufacturer
Samuel B. Stewart, 2288 Broadway St., Lawyer
Harold 8. Dobbs, 1000 Mason, Attorney at Law :
Benjamin H. Swig, 950 Muson St., Hotel Owner and Operator
Morris Bernstein, 1740, Broadway St., Merchant
Thomas E, Feeney, 126 Miraloma, Attorney

20.

FOR CITY ‘ATTORNEY

 GIL GRAHAM

' My name is Gil Graham, ; o
My residence address is at No. 17 Macondray Lane,

San Franeisco.. : < ,
My ‘business of occupation is Public Interest At-

torney,

My qualifications for said office are ag follows:

The office must: change.
' I would provide a new spirit of leadership in the
City Attorney’s Office, making it more visible, re-
sponsive and helpful to the public. .

My active record of representing community
groups in public interest cases, my education at Hap-
vard Law School and London School of Economies,
and my administrative experience as Deputy Coor-

dinator of Neighborhood Legal Assistance and Di-

rector of Lawyers Committee for Urban Aﬁairs,
makes me the best candidate for City Attorney.
"' Group endorsements include Chinese-Americén,

‘Alice B. Toklas and Young Democratic clubs; La
Raza Lawyers Association; Campaign for Economie -

Democracy; and Filipino Organizing Committee,
Gil Graham—the only candidate who will make a
difference, - :

Ballot Designatipn: Public ,Inferest Attorney,
Signature of Candidate: GIL GRAHAM : »
The sponsors for Gil Graham are: :

Agar Jaicks, 82 Woodland Ave., Television Director/Chr, SF
em. County Central Committee _

John Riordon, 150 Commonwealth Ave,, Attorney, Board of -
Governors, S.F, Community College District = -

Lillian K. Sing, 3006 Jackson, Attorney, Commissioner,
Human Rights Comm., i

Luisa Ezquerro, 212 Fair Oaks, Teacher :

Gordon S, Brownell, 1801 Hyde St., Coordinator, NORML

Jean F. McClatchy, 8371 Jackson, Public Relations

Joletha Head,.114 Colby St., Staff Aide

Del Martin, 651 Duncan St., Author/Lecturer, Pres., Comm,
on Status of Women - ‘ : .

Antonio A, Grafilo, 768 Natoma St., Counselor/Dh'ector, -
Filipino Org, Comm, .

L. Ling-chi Wang, 2479 Post St.,- University Professor

Polly B. Arzaga; 126-15th Ave, Pres, Fili})ino-Amer. Council

Eugene Coleman, 239 Ramsel] ét., Administrator

Juanita Del Carlo, 1390 Hampshire, Project Director, Fire .

Douaman msion 408 St St, M
ouglas J. Engmann, anyan St., Management Cong,

Ephrain Margolin, 60 Scenic Way, Attox'neyg :

A. Cecil Willlams, 50 Parker, Minister-Glide Memorial Ch,

Sue Cnrol Hestor, 45636-20th St., Attorney

‘Frank Fitchi)2347A Market, Diversion Service Representative

Idaree Westbrook; 780 Cla ton, Edueation, R&D
Yori Wada, 565-4th Ave., Buchanan YMCA Exccutive Diy,
Terrance Ryan, 229-17th Ave,, Business Manager '
Daniel d. Silva, 3656-23rd St., Director Community Program
Benjamin Tom, 1717 Jones 8t., Transportation Analyst
Sue Bierman, 1529 Shrader, Conservationiat, Planning Comm.
Howard M, Wexler, 2625 Sncramento, Attorney; Pres. of
Redeve)&)’)ment Agency.
Henry R. 1lson, 378 Waller, Teacher .
Alvin H, Baum, Jr,, 2009 Green'St., Attorney and City
Hiram & Snionunt s | '
ram C, Smith, “ulton 8t., Attorne
Nancy W. Katz, 2 Whiting St., Photom‘x}l’pher
Naney Walker, 875 Highland, Diversion Service Rep.
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CANDIDATES

FOR CITY ATTORNEY

© " JIM REILLY
My name is Jim Reilly, .
My residence address is at No. 1800 Franklin St,,

No. 506, San Francisco. K
"My business or occ'upation is Attorney-at-Law.

. My qualifications for said office are as follows:

My purpose in running is to eliminate the stag-

' nancy, insensitivity and inefficiency that have been
the hallmark of the City Attorney’s office under the
present 40-year legal dynasty. . .

San Francisco cannot afford a City Attorney's of-
fice where conflicts of interest, political favoritism
and discriminatory practices take precedence over
the needs and concerns of the publie.
~ As a private attorney, I have devoted my 2b6-year
legal career to the practice of criminal, civil and
administrative law. I believe this experience and my
commitment to protecting the public—not the of-
fice—make me well qualified to serve ag City At-
‘torney. '

Ballot Designation: Attorney-at-Law.
Signature of Candidate: JIM REILLY

The sponsors for Jim Reilly are: .

George R. Reilly, 2774-34th Ave., Member, State Board of
Equalization .
Kathryn P. Reilly, 1200 Ortega St., Homemaker
“Frank N, Alioto, 2808 Vallejo, Restaurant Owner
Ann Eligser, 3074 Pacifiec Ave,, Consultant o
Robert A, Ross, 4200-20th St., Newspaper Publisher
Chadwick Clurk Ertola, 658 Greenwich St., Garage Attendant
William Jack Chow, 620 Grant Ave,, Attorney at Law
Thomas F, Hayes, 120 Stonecrest Drive, Contractor
Willinm M. Plath, 814 Grove 8t., Chef
Mattie J. Jackson, 524 Belvedere Int'l Vice Pres. Ladies
. Garment Workers Union
Patrick Sarsfield Hallinan, 117-27th Ave., Attorney st Law
Agpripino R, Cerbatos, 142 Amber Drive, Elect. Engincer
M%‘;r. .C‘.‘J . McKenna, 756 Mission 8t., Pustor, St, Patricks
aris! . :
Angle Alarcon, 240 San Carlos St., Legislative Consultant
Wayne Friday, 1096-14th St., Business Pevson
Sam Jordan, 4006-3rd St., Catever .
Rev. Jun Hatoyama, 1621 Shrader, Church Minister
Timothy J. Twomey, 2026 Lawton St,, Labor Union Repr;
Int't Vice Pres S.EIU. -
Philip J, Siggins, 200. Avila St., Executive Director
George Wah Ong, 52 Almaden Court, Insurance Agent
ReéhJOh{: C. Bee, 1411 Shafter Ave, Pastor St. Stephen
ure
Nicerita D. Revelo, 37 Sheldon Court, Investigator
John J, Lyons, 681-11th" Ave., Retived
Claire C, Wiles, 2201 Broadway St., Film Producer
Stanley L. Basterash, 565 Corbett Ave,, Architectural
Representative : .
Ted Frazier, 2370 Filbert St. No, 104, Community Worker
Morry Stein, 1060 North Point, Apt No. 1507, Retired
Furniture Dealer
Derrald Etheley, 2424-16th 8t., Community Worker
Jose Leone) Uriarte, 206 Jersey, Insurance Underwriter
Joseph B, Zaarour, 330 Country Club Drive, Business Tax
Consultant
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CANDIDATES

FOR TREASURER -

= KAY PACHTNER
_My name is Kay Pachtner.
My residence address is at No. 1656 Vicksburg

Street, San Francisco.v : .
My business or occupation is Consumer Econo-

mist. o o .

" My qualifications for said office are as follows:

San Franciscans have a right to know the truth
about what's happening to their money.,

' The taxpayers are facing their first billion dollar

budget. Property taxes have risen 30 to 36% in the

- Iast two -years. The economic.health of our City

depends on public officials who speak out, As a con-

Sumer. economist who founded the most effective

consumer protection organization in America, I have
helped: return $1.4 million to thousands of individ-
uals, watchdogged financial institutions—published

nationally acclaimed consumer guides—exposed mas-

sive governmental waste and 'inefficiencies. I will be
a tough guardian of public money. : ‘

N ﬁzﬂlot Desigriafiori: Consumer Economist.

S’ignature of Cundidate: KAY PACHTNER

- The sponéors for Kay Pachtnér are:

Art Agnos, 637 Connecticut, State Legislator

Angie Alarcon, 240 San Carlos, Legislative Consultant
Rdsario Anaya, 240 Dolores, School Director

Roll;e’rt‘H.' Bahmer, 1538 Vicksburg, Retired Archivist of the

William K. Coblentz, 10-5th Ave,, Attorney
Ansr;‘e Bi&]isle Daley, 795 Geary St., Confidential Sec't to
1

eriff .
. Del Martin, 651 Duncan, Author-Lecturer

Ina F. Dearman, 217 Upper errace, Home Executive/Home
Executive/Planning Commiss. :

Joan S, Dillon, 50 Gardenside, Librarian )

Ann Eliaser, 3074 Pacific Ave., Conimunity Consultant

John P, Figone, Jr.,'1046 Union St., Pres, SF Pire
Commission ’ )

Frank Fitch, 2347A Market, Diversion Service Re;s)resentative

James M. Foster, 67 Waller St., Crimina] Justice pecialist

Joseph Freitas, Jr., 2 Belmont Ave,, District Attorney

Herman Gallegos, 149 Ripley St., Police Commissioner

Zuretti L. Goosby, 299 Maywood Dr., Dentist .

James R, Herman, 635 Connecticut, President ILWIJ

Richard D. Hongisto, 65 Wood, Sheriff, C&C of San F'ranecisco

Agar Jaicks, 62 Woodland, TV Director/Chairman SF Dem,

< Central Comm. -

Ruth 8. Kadish, 145 Delmar St., Alrports Commissioner

" Rlinore E. Lurie, Ph.D., 21-21st Ave,, Sociologist

George R, Moscone, 45 St, Francis Blvd,, Mayor of
.. San Francisco
‘Joan McKaskle Murphy, 2265 Washington, Police

. Commissioner

‘William M, Roth, 2721 Pacific Ave., Businessman
‘Lillian' K, Sing, 8005 Jackson, Attorney-at-Law

Ben{%nin Tom, 1717 Jones St., Transportation Analyst-State

Yori Wada, 566-4th Ave,, Buchanan St., YMCA Direstor
Naney G. Walker, 376 Highland, Diversion Service
Representative -

‘Idaree Westbrook, 780 Clayton, Education for Research &

Development

{ | 22 | L o | |
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FOR TREASURER .

- THOMAS C. SCANLON
. My name is Thomas C. Scanlon. ' ,
" . My residence address is at No. 631 Vicente Street,
San Francisco. . L
My business or occupation is Treasurer, City and
County of San Francfsco, ' '

:My qualifications for said office are as follows:
A native San Franciscan with twenty-nine years
of dedicated service to the taxpayers of San Fran-
-cisco. As your Treasurer for these last six years, I
‘have through careful, prudent management of your
tax dollars, generated interest income in excess of
-$125 million. Computerized cash management which
I instituted, helped produce interest earnings last
fiscal year alone of $24.5 million. This income rep-
resents a tax reduction of $76.00 for each and every
‘homeowner in San Francisco! I seek to be returned
to office by you on the basis of proven competence,
experience, innovative, and aggressive performarice.

Bailot Designation: Incumbent,
Signature of Candidate:
THOMAS C SCANLON'

The sponsors for Thomas C. Scanlon are:

Margaret M. Scanlon, 631 Vicente St., Registrar-Mercy
High School, Housewife .

Ernest C. Aynin,~4402-20th St., Youth Director

Louis F. Batmile, 444 Yerba Buena -Ave,, Retired

. Chancellor-S.F, Community College District

ngiar(n‘lﬂ. Chester, 432 Gold Mine Drive, Retired Union

cla . i

John Yehall Chin, 3146 Lyon St., Public Accountant :
George T. Choppelas, 311-26th Avenue, Attorney at Law -
William P. Clecak, 139 Lake Merced Hill South, Lawyer
Eleanor R, Crabtree, 1000 Gough Street, Housewife.
Armond De Martini, 110-32nd Ave.; Retired Educator
Jess T', l})%ti;tevn, 696-12th Ave., Publisher-The Mabuhay

epublic :

. John F, Foran, 900 Rockdalé Drive, State Senator

Virginia Fusco, 34 Cervantes Blvd,, Sec., Marina Civie Impr,
& Property Owners Assn., Inc, . .

Franz'E, Glen, 50 Crestline, Electrician

Ruth Church Gupta, 1910-dreen Street, Attorney at Law

Thomas I, Hayes, 120 Stoncerest Dr., Contractor

Louis T, Kruger, 23 Miguel, Attorney at Law

Bernice M. Lanigan, 1638-23rd Ave., Office Manager,
Teamster Pension Trust

Leo T. McCarthy, 400 Magellan Ave,, Legislator

Mortimer F\ McInerney, 120 Vale Avenue, Lawyer

William Moskovitz, 1177 California 8t,, Retire

Eugene J, Muscat, 315 San Leandro Way, Educator

William T. Reed, 2161-18th Avenue, Retired City Employee

Paul Rosenberg, 555-40th Avenue, Member, Democratic

Michaol 5 Shlamo, Do Btet e Dr. B
chael 8. Salarno, restlake Dr., Business Man owner
Radio & TV Shop . '

Edward E, Serres, 132 Ewing Terrace, Attorney at Law

Benjamin H. Swig, 950 Mason St., Hotel Owner & Operator

John I, Troxel, 30 Linares Ave., Attorney -

Rose M. White, 306 Delano Ave., Business Rep. Industrial
Carpenters No. 2665

H, P, Wright, 2820 Judah, Insurance Edueation

Thomas W. S, Wu, D,D.S,, 598-38th Avenue, Dentistry




PARK. IRRIGATION BONDS

Ballat Title

IRRIGAT'ON SYSTEM OF THE RECREATION AND PARK DEPARTMENT IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 1977.
~ To incur a honded indebtedness of $9,270,000 for the purpose of impravement of the irrigatien sys-
. tem of ihe Recreation and Park Department of. Qhe City and County of San Francisco.

Analysis

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Since 1971, the Recrea-
tion and Park Department has been carrying out a
plan to improve its facilities. Now it wants to in.
stall automatic irrigation equipment at many of
its parks and recreation areas, Right now, gardeners
do: most of th’g watering by hand, during the day.
This is believed to waste water, prevent daytime
use of recreational areas and lower water pressure
to residential neighborhoods.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition A would let San
Francisco borrow $9,270,000 by issuing general ch-
ligation bonds. The money would be used to install
automatic irrigation equipment in Golden.Gate Park;

25 neighborhood parks and recreation areas; por-

By Ballot Simplification Committee

tions of John McLaren and Crocker Amazon play-
grounds ; and four city golf courses. This equipment,
used at night, would save an estimated 300 million
gallons of water a year and free gardeners for other
duties. The interest and principal on general obli-
gation bonds are paid out of tax revenues.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
San Francisco to issue general obligation bonds to-
talling 99,270,000 to install automatic irrigation
equipment in city parks and recreation areas,

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not
want San Francisco to issue these bonds for that
purpose, '

Controller's Statement on "A”

City Controller John C, Farrell has issued the fol-

lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition
A:
" Should the proposed bond issue be authorized and
when all bonds shall have been issued on a nineteen
year basis and after consideration of the interest
rates related to current municipal bond sales, in my
opinion, it is estimated that approximate costs
would be as follows:

~

‘Bond Redemption ........... $ 9,270,000
Bond Interest ...........c..0 4,049,925
. Debt Service ....oovvivniin $18,319,926

Based on a five year construction program, the
average annual debt requirement for nineteen years
would be approximately $701,000 which is equiva-
lent to one and ninety hundredths ($0.0190) cent
in the tax rate.

The following statement is made pursnant to the
provision of the San Francisco Administrative Code,
‘ Section 2.37.

The average dollar amount of the increase in the

tax rate would cost the owners of real property as--

sessed at $5,000, $8,750, and $12,500 is estimated

as followa:

Assessed Value Assessed Value
Reduced by $1,750 Not Reduced by

Homeowner’s Homeowner's
Assessed Value Exemption Exemption
$ 5,000 $0.62 $0.95
8,760 1.33 1.66
12,600 2,04 2.38

The following statement is submitted pursuant to
the provisions of the State of California Election
Code, Section 5301, '

Based on consideration of interest rates related
to current municipal bond sales and using the
1977-1978 assessment roll, it is estimated that the
tax rate required to be levied to fund the proposed
bond issue during the first fiscal year after the sale
of bonds would be forty-two hundredths (§0.0042)
of one cent. Based on five sales to complete the is-
sue, it is estimated that two and ninety-one hun-
dredths ($0.0291) cents would be the highest rate
required during the nineteen year redemption pe-
riod to fund the proposed bond issue, which rate
is estimated to occur during the fiscal year 1982-
1983. '

Supervisors’ Vote on A’ Appears on Page 86. 23



| a'";i,pARK IRRIGATION BONDS

Vote Yos On “A"
Suve Water and Monoy

Proposition “A” i the $9,270,000 Water Conser-

. vation—Automatic Irrigation Recreation and Park

: “Bond. Vote yes on “A” because it.will save the City
o .water and save you, the taxpayer, money.

) Gardening experts estimate that a change from

.. grounds to .automatic irrigation systems will save
between 46% and 65% of water now being used.
‘Hand watering is wasteful. Automatic irrigation
: systems will reduce evaporation, distribute water
" - evenly, and.control the amount of water used, Pass-
age of Proposition “A”, based on present water
usage, will save 800,000,000 gallons yearly.

Yes On “/A"—Better Park Use

ble to water the City’s athletic fields, parks, golf
courses, and playgrounds at night. This will permit
‘us fuller daytime use of our parks and discourage
nighttime vandalism. It will result in stronger

watered during periods of low consumer demand.

Vote Yes On "A”:
"CITYWIDE BENEFITS

i Every neighborhood and district in San Fran-
B ."eisco will benefit from Proposition “A”. In addition
to this bond money, the Recreation and Park De-

from approved State bonds for this project. This
State money, coupled with Proposition “A”, will
allow all major parks, playfields, golf courses, and
large green spaces to be converted to efficient auto-
- . matic watering systems within five years.

.Yes On A’ —A Vote for the Future

Proposition “A” will enable the Recreation and
Park Department to utilize in Golden Gate Park
. water reclaimed from the City’s new Wastewater
Management Program. This is sound ecology. Prop-
osition “A” will make it possible to save tremendous

hand watering of parks, athletic fields, and play-'

Automatic irrigation systems will make it possi-

neighborhood water pressure since parks will be '

partment has allocated an additional $1.6 million

Arguments printed on this page are the oninions of .
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION A

Yes On “A”—Better Park Maintenance'

.Most of Golden Gate Park and the City's 120
neighborhood parks, squares, and athletic fields are
hand watered. Most other U. S. cities use automatic
irrigation systems because of their efficiency and
cost savings, Automatic irrigation will free our

_ skilled gardeners to spend their time planting and

trimming our City’s green spaces, thereby improv-
ing the appearance of San Francisco’s parks and
making the City a more pleasant place to live, No

‘presently employed garderiers will lose their jobs,

Endorsed by:

Mayor George R. Moscone City Planning Commission:

. Supervisor John L, Molinari Ina F, Dearman

Supervisor Terry A. Francols  Toby Rosenblatt

Supervisor-Alfred J. Nelder Charles Starbuck, IIT

Supervisor Susan J, Bierman i
orothy von Beroldingen Gordon J. Lau

Public Utilities Commission = Franco Mancini

Recreation and Park Rudolph Kesenheimer

Commission: Susan Kesenheimer
Bugene L. Friend William D. Evers
Loris DiGrazia - Margot Patterson Doss

Msgr. Peter Armstrong  ~ Walter A, Haag
Tommy Harris Daniel E, Koshland

Lidia M. La Garda Kevin and Sheila Starr

Amy Me er Claire C. Pilcher
Kelt.h Eickmnn Marron Kendrick
. Esther Marks

John H, Kirkwood
John H. Jacobs

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION A

amounts of water which we now know is a hmited
resource., As an efficient maintenance téol, it will
save you, the taxpayer, money by saving the City
water. Finally, it will give the gardeners more time

to cultivate and beautlfy our City parks,

Yes On ”A’?—Golf Fund

The golf courses will pay their own way. Any golf
revenues above those annually allocated to the City’s
General Fund are used for golf course improve-
ments. The Controller’s Office estimates that over'
$2,000,000 will be available from green fees over
the life of the bond, which will be used to pay for
automatic irrigation of the golf courses. Therefore,
money for golf course improvements will not come
from property taxes.

Diane Hunter

Anne Halsted
~ Co-Chairpersons

(Continued)

~24 ‘ ' ' _ by any official agency.




“ " PARKIRRIGATION BONDS

i

' (Argument fof ‘*A” continued)
Members Open Space/Park Renovation Citizens

' Advisory Committee

~ Donna Yick
Claire Pilcher

- Anita Patton
Kirby Ortiz de Montellano
Rosemary Menninger

Hervy Luster

Stanley Herzstein
George Duesdieker
Howard A. Chickering
Phoebe Brown

- Alex Angelo Anne Halsted
Diane Hunter Dorothy Erskine
Madeline Pring Marvin Edwards
Stuart Wein Mary B.-Connolly
Betty Landis “Alan Wendroff

Eugene Coleman Rodrigo Reyes

. Marjorie Stern
- N. Arden Danekas

Additional Endorsements

Phillip Burton, Congressman Rose Sarac

Frances McAteer upervisor Robert Gonzules
James Fussell Jr, Mary Margaret Casey
Supervisor Ronald Pelosi Supervisor Dianne Feinstein
Steve Rubisa

Lilia Medina '
Senator Milton Marks
Supervisor Robert Mendelsohn
Betty Parshall

Len Heinz

Richard K. Miller

Ann Fogelberg

Julia Porter

Supervisor Peter Tamaras
Supervisor John Barbagelata

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION A

Contmumg its dehberately subverswe pohcles of
mismanaging publicly entrusted REC/PARK prop-
erty by benefiting things rather than people, the

Commissioners propose public funds be used to

advantage adjacent landlords with green views. In-
stead of maintaining REC/PARK facilities to' bene-
fit' people, irresponsible and unresponsive Commis-
" sioners want automatic sprinklers at taxpayers’

expense, thus eliminating jobs for gardeners, while

recreational facilities for people deteriorate into
urban slums. Then, as they sold out Fleishhacker
pool for commercial parking lots and captive feline
compounds, they will declare more depressed recre-
ational areas surplus, unusable by people for public

" recreational purposes. No more public funding for

REC/PARK projects until Commissioners start act-
ing to benefit people! Vote NO on A!
Kamini K Gupta

Ordinance authorizing Propositions A & B appears on page 84

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency. . 25
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FIREDEPARTMENT BONDS

R o ; B""Qn"'m" s
" _FIRE PROTECTION ‘SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT BONDS, 1977,

To incvi . béndefl‘- indebtedness of

$6,000,000 for the purpose of improvements of the fire protection facilities of the Sap_Fraﬁcisggi i

B -Fire_Department, including the purchase of a new fireboat.” - -

oy RN
RS

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Com'miﬁ:e'ev" o

. THEWAYIT IS NOW: Since the 1906 earthquake
- and fire, San Francisco has had programs to improve
-its fire protection system. A bond issue in 1971 paid

.. for thé most recent improvements, including an ex-
-7, tension of the-high pressure fire fighting  water
- 8ystem which operates independently from the city’s

I

B cent in the tax, rate. :

~domestic water supply. However, there are still parts

of the city which are not served by that- high

. pressure system.

_~THE PROPOSAL: Proposition. B would let San -
. Francisco borrow $6,000,000 by issuing general ob-

ligation bonds. This money would -pay for the next

c series of improvement projects in San Francisco’s
-master plan to-improve fire protection facilities.

These would include éxtending the high pressure

.. water- system, buying a new and faster fire boat;

building more underground water cisterns and com-
pleting various other modernization and improve-

-ment projects. The interest and principal on general

obligation f_b,on_ds are'paid out of tax revenues, .

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want -
San Francisco to issue general obligation bonds to-
talling '$6,000,000 to complete certain 1mprqve‘r’nentg

- in the city fire protection system. .

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not
want San Francisco to issue these bonds for that -
purpose. - e e

o thfrollér"s' Sifjéf;fér'neht' on"B" .

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued thé fol- =
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition '
.- . Should the proposed bond issue be authorized and -
. when all bonds shall have been issued on a seventeen
- 'year basis and after congideration of the interest
-rates related to current municipal bond sales, in my
. -opinion, it is -estimated that approximate costs
-+ would be as follows: ‘

~ Bond Redemption ...........$ 6,000,000
- Bond Interest ...... Cereees 2,640,000

" Debt Service Requirement ....$ 8,640,000
- Based on' a three year: construction program, the

“ average annual debt requirement for seventeen
" 'years would- be approximately $508,000 which

amount is equivalent to one and thirty-eight hun-

dredths . ($0.0188) cent in the tax rate. Upon com--
_Pletion of the construction program, a decrease in
" operation and  maintenance’ expenses is expected,
This is estimated to save $400,000 which amount is

equivalent to one and nine hundredths ($0.0109)

The following statement.is made pursuant to the

. _provisions of the ‘San Francisco Administrative

Code, Section 2.37. o
The average dollar amount. of the increase in the

tae

tax rate would cost the owners of real -property

assessed at $5,000, $8,750 and $12,500 is estimated v

... a8 follows: ~

Assgessed Value Assessed Value
Reduced by $1,750 Not Reduced by

. ) Homeowner’s Homeowner’s
.Assesded Value Exemption Exemption
$ 5,000 $0.45 - $0.69
: 8,750 097 121

12,600 148 1.73

The following statement is submitted' pursuant
to the provisions of the State of California Elec--

- tion Code, Section 5301.

Based on consideration of interest. rates related
to current municipal bond sales and using the 1977-

1978 assessment roll, it is estimated that the tax

rate required to be levied to fund the proposed bond

- issue during the first year after the sale of

bonds would be ninety-nine hundredths ($0.0099)
of one cent. Based on three sales to complete the

~ issue, it is' estimated that one and ninety-one hun-

dredths ($0.0191) cent would be the highest rate
required during the seventeen year redemption pe-
riod to fund the proposed bond issue, which rates
is-estimated to occur during the fiscal year 1980-

- 1981,

26. - L .Supervisors’ Vote on “B” Appears on Page 86




FIRE DEPARTMENT BONDS

| ARGUMEN'I' FOR PROPOSITION B

The San Francisco Fire Department ‘is interna-
tionally recognized for its fire-fighting ability, its,

efficiency and its modern approach to its assigned'
task of -protecting the llves and property of those
wholive and work in our city. As a result, fire in-. -
surance rates have been unusually low for a densely' o
built. city consisting mostly of wood frame struc- \

tures. i

In 1971, the Fxre Department commenced upon'a. '

multx-stage program to reduce operating costs while
‘improving - fire. protection. The first two stages were
‘approved by the voters m 1971 and 1974 respec-
tively.

The 1977 Fxre Protectxon Bond Iesue constntutes
the necessary next step in this program and is the
first effort in many decades to extend the Fire De-
partment’s outstanding “Hig‘h Pressure” water sys-
tem, a system especially designed for earthquake

resistance, Proposition “B” will replace our 1954 -
vintage fireboat with a more modern, faster boat . -

b ' “that will be cheapei’ to operate Proposltlon “B” will

“reduce personnel costs by automating the Ashbury
" Water Control Center. Propositlon “B" will recon.

" struct fire protection facilities that have become

unreliable due to age.
Proposition “B” means better protection for lives

and property.

Proposition “B” means continued low fire insur-

ance rates. ‘
Proposition “B” means reduced operating costs,

Proposition “B” means modern, effective fire pro-

tection, ‘
Protect Your Pockeibook and Your Cny—
Vote Yes On "B

Endorsed by:
Supervisor Dorothy von Beroldmgen

Andrew C. Casper, Chief, Fire Department

No argument against Proposition B was submitted.

‘Olv'dinnnce'aut_horizin_g Propositions A & B appears on page 84

Arguments printcd on this page are the opimons of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
. by any official agency. _ . 27
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7 issue revenue bonds in the principal amount of

BN

" THRE
i voters created-

B

D e

- of 1941 to provide fun Juiri
. "at San Franclsco International Airport,

1

" AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS. Shall the Airports Commission of the City and County of San Francisco
| $90,000,000 pursuant to the Revenue Bond Law
ds for acquiring, constructing, improving. and developing dirport facilities
including an industrial ‘waste treatment: plant, additions to

Ao v sows

T

—

. terminals, remedeling and modifications of-terminals, baggage handling facilities, boarding ‘areas,

. - aireraft aprons, pedestrian access facilities, parking engineer d, pl panse,
" “and other werks, pro'p‘orﬁqs‘o’r.v‘sfru‘;fyrgs necessary or convenient.for. San, Francisco Infgl:nafpoqal

v
.

facilities, engineering and planning. expense,

-

"

the Airports ‘Commission and gave it
power to issue revenue bonds to finance airport de-
velopment, In 1976, the airport sold $148,000,000 in
:those bonds to begin its Present expansion program.

That expansion. program is now either completed or -

-, under construction. The next, step in the ‘develop-

~ proximate costs would be as follows:

ment program is to modernize or replace old facilities,

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition C would let San
“. .Francisco borrow $90,000,000 to continue airport .
" development by issuing revenue bonds. The money *

would be used to build a new industrial wakte treat.
ment plant t6 meet State water bollution standards;
to replace concourses and loading piers which- are

Rt .. By Ballot Simp
WAY IT IS NOW: In 1970, San Franeisco

lification Commmee S R et

- will also he smaller A
-~ will be paid for out of money taken in by the airport, -

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

'obsbleté and "do -no‘c".-meét' fbdei‘y"s‘ﬁr'e and safety

i codes; to replace inadequate -customs facilities for

‘overseas passengers; and to modernize the 23-year-
‘old Central terminal and the links between the ‘pres-
ent terminals and the garage, If costs permit, there

projects. The revenue honds

San Francisco to issue revenue bonds. totalling
$90,000,000-to replace and modernize the older parts

©* .. of San Francisco airport,

A NO VOTE MEANS: If ybu vote no, you do not
want San Francisco to issue bonds for that purpose,

_Co.nf-fq"e'r's_Sfat.e,menf,ori e

City Controller John C. Farrell has issucd the fol.
Jowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition

- Should the proposed revenue bond issug be author-

“ized ‘and when all bonds shall have been issued on
and after consideration of the -
interest rates related to current municipal revenue

a thirty year basis;

bond sales, in my opinion, it is estimated that ap-

e $ 90,000,000

Bond Redemption
‘Bond Interest ., ..;..... R . 83,700,000 -

estimated average .amount req'uired\ to pay the in-
terest thereon and the redemption thereof, would
be ap"proximately;$5,603,000 annually for thirty-one
years, . R

The revenue bonds are payable from and are se-
cured by a charge on the net revenues of the San’
Francisco International Airport, and such net rev-

 enues are pledged to the security and: payment of

the bonds. The Airports Commission is not obligated
to pay the principal of or.interest on the . bonds
except from net revenues, and neither the credit
nor the taxing power of the City and County of San
Francisco is pledged for the payment of the prin-
cipal of or interest on the bonds, ' ‘

How Supervisors Voted On e

On Jhlly,»E_.’B tf)e.Boéyd of Supervisors voted 8-2 on
the question of placing Proposition C on the ballot,
he Supervisors voted as follows: "

YES: Supervisors Barbagelata, Francois, Kopp;

28

Mendelsohn, Nelder, ‘Pelosi, Tafnaras[von Berold-

ingen, o o : -

NO: Supervisors Feinstein and Molinari, :
 The rgsolutlon was signed by Mayor Moscone on

August 4,

~




 AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS

A

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION C

San Franclscans deserve an airport that is un-
cluttered, efficiént, safe, and environmentally sound.

‘Propositlon “C” will help accomplish those goals at'

NO.COST TO THE CITY’S TAXPAYERS,

Proposztwn “C” will:

- ® Construct a waste treatment plant that will
ﬁnally stop the dumping of Airport pollutants into
San Francisco, Bay.

L] Reconstruct and repair many old and deterio-

rating p;ers that are unsafe and inefficient.
® Rebuild portions of the Customs Area of the

Airport which, because of their inadequacy, have .

caused hours of delay for hundreds-of~thousands of
travelers.

Proposition “C” wzll not:
® Mean mote noise pollution. Proposition “C” is
not.an expansion program but merely a 1econstruc-

tion and remodelmg of unsafe and inefficient struc-
tures,

¢ Cost the taxpayers a dime, By State law, the

. only people obhgated to pay the cost of Proposition

“C” are the various tenants of the Airport—the

4 mrlmes, restaurants, ete.

- @ Add to our bonded indebtedness. These are reve-
nue bonds, secured by the income of the Airport,
and under no circumstances can the homeowners
and renters of the City be held responsible for pay-
ing their costs. . .

To help complete the Airport. To make necessary
safety and environmental repairs. WE URGE A

“YES” VOTE ON PROPOSITION “C".

Terry A. Francois

Member, Board of Slipel v1sors
Bob Mendelsohn

. Member, Board of Supervnsors

Peter Tamaras

Member, Board of Supervisors
Dorothy von Beroldingen
Member, Board of Supervisors

* ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION: C

"~ As this City’s chief executive, San Francisco’s
Airport means more to me than a departure and

arrival point for approximately 20 million people a’

year..lt is a large enterprise that must be run effi-
ciently, economically, and safely for not only the

tourists-—our largest industry—but also for the tax- - |

payers of San Francisco, That's the primary reason
why I strongly urge a YES vote on Proposition “C",

Proposition “C” provides funds for building a
modern sewage plant that will finally stop the dump-
ing of inadequately treated waste into San Fran-
cisco Bay. Using the force of law, a State agency
requires that the City build this badly needed plant.
Our own concerns for environmental quality of the
Bay also require its construction.

Proposition “C” will tear down and replace aging

and unsafe portions of the Central Terminal which
are einking into the ground and literally falling
apart.
- All reconstructmn will bring the Airport up to
current earthquake, fire, safety, and environmental
codes. There will also be special emphasis on using
materials and equipment that will result in substan-
tial savings of energy,

And Proposition “C” will reconstruct and rebuild
the woefully inadequate Customs section of the
overcrowded South Terminal—a facility that han-
dles the bulk of international flights. Passengers,
airlines, and even Time Magazine have singled out
this facility as totally inadequate,

Most important of all, this necessary remodeling

and refurbishing will cost the property taxpayers
of this City nothing. All costs of this $90 million
bond ssue will be repaid out of Airport revenues—
the fees and rents of the airlines, restaurants and
other tenants of the facility.
, As Mayor, I'm sure you share my interest in hav-
ing an environmentally sound, structurally safe,
energy and economically efficient Airport—an Air-
port that is not only self-sufficient, but actually con-
tributes millions of dollars each year to the City's
general fund.

Those reasons mandate a “YDS" vote on Propo-
gition “C".

George R. Moscone, Mayor

~ 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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AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION C

s Vote “Yes” On Proposition “ge
PROPOSITION “C” IS FREE!!

‘The proposed Airport Revenue Bonds will be paid
solely from the rents and fees collécted from airlines
and tenants of the Airport. THIS BOND ISSUE
COSTS YOU, THE TAXPAYER, NOTHING. State
law prohibits property taxpayers from being re-
* sponsible for retiring ‘these honds. ‘

. PROPOSITIO.N,r“C” FOR SAFETY o :

. AND FOR IMPROVING OUR ENVIRONMENT.

Proposition “C” is needed to replace and strength-
en facilities, some of which date back to the piston-
engine aircraft era. A portion of these bonds will be
earmarked for the necessary State-mandated con-
struction of a sewage treatment plant that® will
* finally stop inadequately treated: pollutants from

' flowing into San Francisco Bay. -
PROPOSITION “C” 1S NOT EXPANS)ON.

Proposition “C”. will not finance any Airport

expansion but, instead, will be used for essential
environmental, safety, energy, and convenience im-
- provements to the facility. :

- John F. Crowley -

PROPOSITIOI_V “C” FOR
AN EFFICIENT AIRPORT

San Franecisco's Airport is sélf—sufﬂcient, All costs
of operating and .maintaining the facility (fifth

- busiest in the U.S.) are paid by the tenants of the
“Airport. Even the original 1954 construction bond

issue, approved by two-thirds of the City’s. voters,
is being retired by Airport revenues-and not proper-
ty taxes. Over $5 million a year—about .15¢ on the

tax rate—is added to the City’s general fund from -

the interest earned on Airport revenues.
Stanley M. Smith

Secretary-Treasurer Secretary
San Francisco Labor Building and Constructfon
Couneil Trades Council .
Agar Jaicks Rev. Vietor L, Medearia
Chairman, 8.F, Democratic Pastor, Double Rock .
County Central Committee Baptist Church

Juanita De] Carlo

Thomas J. Mellon
Benjamin Tom

Chief Administrative Oficer

Board of Education Retired) .
Jess T, Esteva ° ity of San Francisco
William Dauer . Jane McKaskle Murphy

Executive Vice President Gary Near
..“Chamber of Commerce Alessandro Baceari -

Aileen C. Hernandez James Herman

President, ILWU

ARGIJMENT FOR PﬁOPOSITION c

Vote ““Yes‘’ On Proposition */C"
San Francisco Intei'national Airport accommo-

dates millions of passengers every year from over-

seas, The customs area, however, is a tiny set of
cubicles and very small baggage room which is so
cramped, hot, and antiquated that it reminds one of

Ellis Island during the early years of this century. _

It needs rebuilding so badly that U.S8. Customs has

threatened to close it down unless we correct such -

degradiglg conditions, So, too, do we need a sewage
treatment plant to stop the dumping of Airport

waste into the Bay, Finally,{ Proposition C will pro- .

vide' money to repair old, dilapidated piers which
are unsafe, C : '

' Vote “Yes' On "C"
This is a revenue bond issue. The bonds will be

'pm'd by Airport revenues, NOT by property taxes.

The City is not liable on the bonds. We need these’
repairs and reconstruction work. Please join me in
voting “Yes"” on Proposition C. )

Quentin L. Kopp

President, Board of Supervisors

Argixments printed on this page are the opinioﬁs of
the authors and. have not been checked for accuracy
30 , ' ' by any official agency.
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AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION C

" THE CITY CANNOT AFFORD Gdl

e San Francisco has one of the hlghest per caplta
_ bonded indebtedness of American cities.
® The City's top financial advisors (which in-

clude the Chief Administrative Officer and Control-

ler) have said this bond is INADVISABLE.
® Not one cent of our Airport’s income goes to
the City to reduce taxes, yet San Francisco tax-

payers would be at risk on these bonds for 80 years,

THIS BOND IS ONLY HALF THE PLAN!!

~ @ The Airport Commission has approved $170
MILLION—Proposition C is just the beginning! If
these bonds pass, the Airport bond debt alone will
‘approach ONE BILLION DOLLARS, including in-
terest (or TWICE the public investment in the
much larger LA Airport).

® THIS WILL TOTAL $3220 PDR SAN FRAN-
CISCO FAMILY.

WHEN WILL IT STOP?

® We allowed them $98 MILLION in 1968,

‘® The Supervisors allowed them $143 MILLION
in 1976,

@ The new North Terminal will DOUBLE Au--
. port capacity next year!
ISN'T THIS ENOUGH?

DON'T BE FOOLED!!

@ This bond includes $3 million for the INDUS-
TRIAL WASTE TREATMENT PLANT, however
Airport officials admit Airport income could finance
it. .

EPA TERMED THE EXPANSION
“ENVIRONMENTALLY UNSATISFACTORY”

@ Air pollution

® Excessive noise

e Congested freeways
® Tripled energy use.

VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION C

Signatures against Proposition C

Robert Bahmer Tony Kilroy
Susan Bierman Gordon Lau
Charles Bolton Jerry Levine
Dian Blomquist David Looman -
Gary. Borvice : Bill Maher
Gerald Cauthen Ken McEldowney
Rene Cazenave Mary McMahon
Marie Cleasby ’ Harvey Milk

Daniel Clinton John Molinari
‘Ralph Coffman Lewis Porter
Eleanor Coffman Richmond Environmental
George Colbert Action
Elizabeth Colton Norman Rolfe
Robert Covington . Paul and Prentice Sack
Arden Danckas San Francisco Black
Douglas Engmann Politieal Caucus
Dorthy Erskine San Francisco Federated
David Finn Young Demoerats
Ann Fogelberg San Franciscans For
Peter Worney. San Francisco Tomorrow
Rita George John Sanger
Ron Green Bert Schwarzschild
Anne Halsted Carol Ruth Silver
Sylvester Herring Ron Smith

Haight Ashbury Commumty Sue Smith
* Develo 11_9[ment; Corporation  Charles Starbuck
Terence Hallinan Zack Stewart

William Hanekamp Arnold Townsend
Sue Hestor Dick VanAggelen
Tip Hillan Kathleen VanVelsor
John Holtzclaw - Calvin Welch

Diane Hunter - Peter Witmer

Mark Kasky Michael Wong

Resolution authorizing Proposition C appears on page 86

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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 AIRPORT REVENUE BOND PROCEDURE

Ballot Title

shall'isiuéncq of airporf“r‘év'enue bonds be subject to Board of Supervisors approval and shall said
- 'Board be required to determine that projected.revenues will be sufficient to retire said bonds?

o Analysis
Co - By Ballot fSimpIiﬁ_cqﬁon‘Commiﬁee ) : 3
-THE WAY IT IS NOW: -The City Charter now - The -Supervisors could also cbange the size of the
' 8ays that the Board of Supervisors must submit © bond issue. - ' '

" to the voters any recommendation by the Airports A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote ye 8, you waht

.Commission for a revenue hond issue to acquire,

~ -build, improve or develop airports-or airport facil. the Board of Sup_ervigt‘)rsv'to have the power to decide
I ities. The Supervisors cannot reject the recommen- g’lheghﬁ” tor.\go_t anhaéxpozt b_tc;md measure will go on
-,'_‘ dation or change it. it . e e ballot and in what amount, | |
! || - _ THE PROPOSAL: Proposition D would give the - . ANO VOTE MEANS: If you vote 1o, you want to
" I~ Board of Supervisors the power to decide whether keep the present system where the Board of Super-

1 : : ; . visors must submit bond issues recommended by the
‘ or not 9n anrp_o.rt bond issue should go on the ballot. Airports Commission to the voters, = ¥

ol A City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol.
[ : ‘ lowing statement on the fiseal impact of Proposi-
: tion D: :

5I Should the proposed Charter amendment be
] adopted, in my opinion, it would not, of itself, affect
’?, ‘ . - the cost of ‘government, -

Irff S Controller's Statement on "D”

“How Supervisors Voted on "D"

| ' .On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 6-2
‘ " on the question of placing Proposition D on the.
+ ballot. The Supervisors voted as follows: .

"YES: Supervisors Gonzales, Kopp, . Molinari, Nel-
der, Pelosi, von Beroldingen, . N

NO: Supervisors Barbagelata and Francois,




- pursuant to the Revenue Bond Law of 1941, as it
.now, reads,or may . hereafter be amended, for the -

TEX'I‘ OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMEN‘I‘
' PROPOSITION D

~

NOTE Additions or substitutlons are indicated by - -

bold-face type; deletions are indicated by ‘

. ((double parentheses)).
7.806 A!rport Revenue Bonds :
(a) Upon the recommendation of the airports com-

- mission, the board of supervisors' ((shall)) may

by resolution submit to the qualified voters of the

City and County of San Francisco subject to the '

approval, amendment or rejection of -the board of

_supervisors in each instance, at an ‘election held -

for that purpose, the proposition of issuing bonds

purpose of acquiring, constructing, 1mproving or
developing airports or airport facilities under the
jurisdiction of the airports commission in accord-

ance with the terms and conditions recommended by .

the airports. commission. Prior to submitting the
proposition to the voters, the board of supervisors
shall make a determination that projected airport
revenues will be, sufficient to retire the proposed
revenue honds as they become due taking into con-
sideration anticipated interest rates. If the propo-
sition is approved by a majority of the voters voting
on the proposition, the airports commission may

‘from time to time authorize by appropriate reso-

lution the sale of bonds; provided, however, not-
withstanding any other provxsxons in this charter,

no election shall be required: -

N _
(1) for bonds approved in fact by the board of ,
supervisors prior to January 1, 1977; or. :
(2) for bonds necessary to fund airport capital
lmprovements approved in principle by a resolution
adopted by three-fourths .of the members of the
board of supervisors prior to April 1, 1977; or
(3) for bonds issued to refund an existlng indebt-
edness if the refunding bonds would result in lower
total bond payments,
(b) Revenue bonds issued pursuant to this sec-
tion shall bear a rate of interest not to exceed that
which may be fixed and prescribed by the airports
commigsion without regard ‘to the limitations con-
tained in the Revenue Bond Law of 1941, The bonds
issued by the commission pursuant to the provisions
of this section shall not constitute or evidence in-
debtedness of ‘the city and county.but shall con-

.stxtute and evidence only indebtedness of the said

commission payable golely out of revenues received
by the commission from airports or airport facilities
operated, leased.or controlled by it. .

(e) Airport revenue bonds issued ((for such pur-
poses)) pursuant to this section shall not be in-
cluded in the bonded debt limit provided for in sec-
tion 6.401 of this charter. Nothing in this section
shall prevent the city and county from issuing gen-
eral obligation bonds for the purpose of acquiring,
constructing, improving or ‘developing airports or

airport facilities under the commission’s jurisdiction, -

subject to the bond issue procedure provided for in
this charter, -

’

Abply for Your
Absentee Ballot
‘Before 5 p.m., Nov. 1st
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" Vote Yes on Proposition “D”—a measure to give

_port improvement projects, "'

that if the Airports' Commission decides to submit
an airport Revenue Bond Issue to the voters, the
City and County Board of Supervisors has no option
but must agree to put the question on the ballot at a
municipal election. " - o, _.
It appears-obvious that the decision in such cases

should be made by those who were. elected by the .
voters to represent them—the Board of Supervisors,
.rather than by the appointed officials of the Airports -
Commission. It is also logical that the Airports @ -
Commission should be responsible for planning and

recommending such -measures as Revenue Bond Is-

sues, as a part of its basic Charter-assigned roles of .
- airport possession, management, supervision, opera- .
. tion and control. :

At the present time, the Charter ’provides 'm effect -

- your elected officials a voice in deciding whether air- .
port Revenue Bonds are to be issued for future air- .

\

* the City.

| ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION D~ ',

" This measure would also allow the government to

.refund existing indebtedness if it would result in

l‘ower.total bond payments and resulting savings to

' T}\le budgetary and fiscal polici- questions involved’

-in deciding whether to add to the City’s indebted-

ness, whether funded by airport revenues or as &

- general obligation of the government, must be de-
* cided by those who are charged with ensuring the

City's fiscal soundness—the Board of Supervisors,

'Make sure that control of all aspects of bond issue
decision-making is-in those elected to make such
decisions, . .

Vote Yes on “D”, : L
Endorsed by: ‘
Supervisor John L. Molinari
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp .
* Thomas Scanlon

No aréumel‘\t" against Prbposition D was submitted.

o | Arguménts printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for aceuracy
34 Lo . by any official agency.




 DUTIES OF THE MAYOR

!

Bullof Tutle

Shull the Mcyor of tho City and County be exprossly required to devote his entire iime and umn- :

ﬁon to the duties of his oﬂlco?

Arialysis

By Ballot Simplif cation Committee

THE WAY l'l‘ IS NOW The C.ity Charter does not .

require the mayor to give up any outside occupation
or busmess activity. -

THE PROPOSAL Proposition E would amend the

charter to require the mayor to work full-time as
‘mayor and gwe up any-outside occupation or business
activity.

A YES VOTE MEANS: You want the mayor to
be required to devote his entn'e time and attention
to the duties of the office.

ANO VOTE MEANS You want to keep the char-
ter as it is and permit the mayor to have an outside
occupation or activity.

Contioller's Statement on “E”

. City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the ﬁscal ‘impact of Proposi-
tion B: '

Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, 1t would not affect the cost
of government. o .

How Su'pervis'or's Voted on "E"

"On July 5 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 on

the question of -placing Proposition E on the ballot.

_ The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Feinstein, Francois, Kopp, Men-
delsohn, Molinari, Nelder, Tamaras, von Beroldin-
gen, ‘

NO: Supervisors Barbagelata, Gonzales and Pelosi,
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' TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
T T PROPOSITION E

NOTE:, -Additions or substitutions are indicated by .

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

3.100 'Functions, Powers and ‘Duties

. The mayor shall be the 'chiéf executfve.omcer of
- the city and -county upon whom process issued by
- authority of law shall be served. He shall be an

elective officer and his compensation shall be fixed
- in accordance with the salary standardization pro-

visions of this charter. The mayor shall devote his -

entire time and attention to the duties of the office,
-and shall not devote time or attention to any other
occupation or business activity, . :

He shall furnish an official bond i

" twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000).
. He shall appoint, and at hisg pleasure may remove,

an executive secretary and one confidential secretary,

and one stenographer. The board of supervisors may
annually appropriate additional sums to be expended
by the mayor for purposes and duties incidential to

the administration of the office of mayor, which.

shall . be subject to the provisions of this charter
relative to appropriations and the payment of claims.

He 'shall, at the first meeting of the board of su-
message to the supervisors a general -statement of
the condition of the affairs of the city and county,
and recommend the adoption of such measures as he
may deem expedient and proper, :

The mayor shall be responsible for the enforce- ,
ment of all laws relating to the municipality and '

for the review and submission of the annual exect-
tive budget; he shall supervigse the administration
of all departments under’ boards and commissions
appointed by .him; he shall receive and examine,
- without delay, all complaints relating to the admin-~
* istration of the affairs of the city and county, and

immediately inform the complainant of findings -

and actions thereon; and he shall ((co-ordinate))
coordinate and enforce ((co-operation)) cooperation
between all departments of the city and county,
The mayor shall have the power to postpone fina)

‘action on any franchise that may be passed by the

supervisors until such proposed franchise shall have
been voted on at the next election, .

The mayor shall appoint such members of boards
or commissions and other officers as provided by
this charter, ' ‘

He shall appoint for the unexpired term of the

36 ' ‘ .

n the éum of'

pervisors in October of each year, communicate by =

6mce'vncated, a qu'aiiﬂed person to fill any -'vacancy
“occurring in any elective office. .

The mayor shall have a seat but no vote in the
board of supervisors and in .any board ( (of)) or
commission’ appointed by him,. with the right to
report on. or discuss any matter before such board

- Or _commission concerning the departments or af-

fairs in his charge, He shal) have power to desig-
nate a member of the board of supervisors to act as
mayor in his absence. Should he fail, neglect or
refuse so to do, the ‘supervigors shall elect one of
their number to act as mayor during his -absence.

hen a vacancy occurs in_the office of ‘mayor, it

‘ . shall be filled for the unexpired portion of the term

by the supervisors. In case of a disaster which causes
the mayor to be absent or unavailable and the super-
visors for any reason whatsoever are unable to elect

one of their number to act as-mayor or to fill any .

vacancy that might occur in the office of mayor,
the following persons shall act as mayor in the
order of succession hereinafter designated: (1) presi-

dent of the board of supervisors, (2) chairman of

the finance committee of the board of supervisors,

) senior member of the board of supervisors,
who is that member having the greatest number
of years of service as a member of the board, and
in the event that one or more members have equal

Senjority then by alphabetical order of surname
among such members, and (4) chief administrative

officer. Said'person so designated shall act as mayor
during such period of absence or unavailability of the

" mayor until such time as the supervisors can. take
- appropriate action either to elect an' acting mayor

or to fill the vacancy as the case may be. Every
person who has served as mayor of the ecity and
county, so long as he remains. a resident thereof,
shall have & geat in the board of supervisors and
may participate in its debates, but shall not be en-
titled to a vote or to compensation, :

- In case of public emergency involving or threaten-

- ing the lives, property or welfare of the ‘¢citizens, or

the property of the city and county, the mayor shall

‘have the power, and it shall be hig duty, to summon,
organize and direct the forces of any department

in the city and county in any needed service; to
Summon, marshal, deputize or otherwise employ
other persons, or to do whatever elge he may deem

‘necessary for the purpose of meeting the emergency,

he mayor may make such studies and surveys ag
he may deem advisable in anticipation of any such
emergency.
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DUTIES OF THE MAYOR.

- ke i

ARGUMEN'I‘ FOR PROPOSITION E

‘A ""Yes' Vote On Proposmon “E""~Full-Time
Commitment to the Office of the Mayoer.

A “Yes” vote on Propogition “E” means unequiv-
ocally that the Mayor of the City and County of San
Francisco shall hold one job—that of chief executive
of this one billion dollar municipal enterprise.

VOTE “YES"” ON PROPOSITION “E”.

" The current Mayor's salary is $54,946.00. Re-
markably, although there are conflict of interest
clauses, the Charter, as presently written, contains

no requirement that the Mayor direct his full time

and attention to the office. Therefore, it is conceiv-
able that the Mayor could continue to serve, for
example, as a partner in a law firm or other busi-

ness venture, With the extensive -responsibilities of
government management and the complexity of is-

sues in need of mayoral a;fention, it is imperative

that the Mayor serve solely in that capacity. This
would not only remove the hint of conflict of inter-
est but, more importantly, it would guarantee that
full time is spent on the business of providing effi-
cient and effective San Francisco Government with
no possible distractions. - ’
A “Yes” vote on Proposition “E” will specxfy in
the San Francisco Charter what San Franciscans
expect from their highest elected and highest paid
municipal official: full-time commltment to the job.
Endorsed by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp’

No argument against Proposition E wag 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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| LF 2 ream oF cer aommisraamvE ofricen

e B Ballot Title . -
. Shall ’l‘ho“maximum» term of office of the: Chief Admlnlslrcﬂvo_ Officer be v,_ﬂxo’d-_aﬂon years?.

- Analysis

< ' . o IR ‘
i ~ By Ballot Simplification Committee L
THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Chief Administrative _ timeinoffice to a maximum of 10 years,

Officer. s appointed by the Mayor and approved by A YES VOTE MEANS: Yoy o
‘Boa ‘ i . ! You want to limit the
th:‘ ;l:;;;‘:;:)i(s);l:;ﬂ;om to;,t;:er v; untillar etlrer:etr}l]t.l | term of the chief administrative officer to 10 years.
, 'to limit the ohict i oiid amend the' A NO VOTE MEANS: You do not want to limit
city: charter to limit the chief administrative officer’s. the term of the chief administrative officer, .

- Controller's Statement on “"F"
_ City Controller John C..Farrell has issued the fol-"
-lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-
tion F': - N :
Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, it would not affect the cost
. of government, - :

. How Supervisors Voted on "F"
- On August 8.the Board of Supervisors voted 7.1

on the question of placing Proposition F on the bal-
lot. The Supervisprg ‘voted as follows: : ’

YES:' Supervigors Francois, 'Conza‘les,-Kopp, Mo- ‘
linari, Nelder, Pelosi, von Beroldingen, ‘

N 0: Supervisor Barbagelata,
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~ TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
- " PROPOSITION F - -

!

et obmint i i e

\

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by

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

3,200 ~Appolntmeng'; Qualifications; Term of Office

.. 'The mayor shall appoint a qualified person as
chief administrative .officer, subject to confirmation
and approval by the board of supervisors. The ap-
pointee shall have been a resident of the State of
California for at least five years immediately pre-

ceding his appointment. The requisite qualifications.

of such appointee shall be administrative and execu-

‘tive ability and experience for the position to be
filled. No person appointed and qualified as chief -
- administrative officer shall servé a term of office.
‘longer than ten (10) years; provided, however, that

the term of the person so appointed shall not extend

beyond the ‘age of compulsory retirement as set

. forth in the retirement provisions of this charter.

"He shall be subject to suspension and removal in
the same manner as elective officers. He shall also
be subject to removal by a vote of not less than

- two-thirds of the board of supervisors, on the basis
" of written charges, and, if he so request, only after

a public hearing on such charges before the board -

“of supervisors not less than five days nor more than
. fifteen days after the filing thereof, and prior to
-the date on which ‘the supervisors shall vote on:

the question of his removal, but on the filing of writ-
ten charges, and pending and during such hearing,
the supervisors, by majority vote, may suspend him
from office. The written charges and any reply there-
to by the chief administrative officer shall be en-
tered at length in the journal of the board of super-
visors. The action of the board of supervisors in

~ removing the chief administrative officer shall be

final..

Argument

ARGUMENT, FOR PROPOSITION F o

" Vote “Yes" On Proposition o ,
A “Yes” vote on Proposition “F” will change the

. Charter provision which grants a life term to the

Chief Administrative Officer. Proposition “F”
changes the Chief Administrative Officer’s term to

‘ . ten (10) years.

Presently, retirement, resignation, or removal

from office for grossly negligent conduct are the only

possible ways of terminating the term of a Chief
Administrative Officer, The responsibilities and areas

of authority under the Chief Administrative Officer’s -
" jurisdiction are extensive. The administrative de-

partments under the. Chief Administrative Officer

, include: Finance and Records, Purchasing, Real Es-
‘tate, Public Works, Electricity, Public Health, Coun-

ty Agricultural Departments, Health Advisory
Board, and the Coroner’s Office. . :

VOTE “YES"’ ON “F.”
The position of Chief Administrative Officer, as
a Mayoral appointee subject to confirmation by the

Board of Supervisors, must remain independent to
carry out the responsibilities of his office with ag-

" gressive leadership, but with some restraint on ten-

ure, Therefore, it is logical to provide a ten (10)
year term of office so that a CAO may be held
accountable for continued, innovative performance
in office, but still not be beholden to any one appoint-
ing power. Reduction of the lifetime term to ten
(10) years would not politicize the office but would
serve to maintain a fresh, high quality of perform-
ance by the occupant of the office.

A “Yes” vote on Proposition “F” will make pos-

_ sible this goal.

Endorsed by:
Supervigor Quentin L. Kopp

" No argument against Proposition F was submitted. '

Argumelits printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency. 39
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A Ballot Title . | DR
_«"‘Sholl the 'Mbyar. and the Board of Supervisors be empowered to decrease. amounts requested. by

" City and County departments for employees’ cdmpe’nsaﬁqn without specifying lh'o\poslﬂpm fo be

. affected by such decroase? *

‘

e

amount to-be spent by departments’ wages and sal-

~ aries without actually specifying what item or items
- should be ¢irt out. It would then be up to individual

- Analysis

: By Ballot Simplification Committee
. THE WAY IT IS NOW: In preparing the City -
,budget, the Mayor and Board of Supervisors. may
... make cuts in. departments budgets only by listing

_ 'spe'ciﬁc items ‘tq_ be reduced or eliminatgd. R

*  THE PROPOSAL: Proposition G would allow the
Mayor or the Supervisors to decrease the total. -

Department 'Ijqads to make the specific cuts.

" A'YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want

to let the Mayor or the Supervisors cut proposed

- total spending on wages and salaries without having

to say exactly what should be reduced., = -

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, the Mayor
and ‘the Supervisors continue to specify exactly
what cuts they want made if they wish to reduce

spending on wages'and salaries,

Controller's Statement on "G

* City Controller John C. Fa
o -lowing statement on th
S 7 tinG: - '

rrell has. issued the foi-
fiscal impact of. Proposi-

Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in. -my opinion, it ‘would not increase the
: cost of government. It may decrease the cost of
. REE . government, the amount of whgch cannot be deter-
. . i

mined,
“on,

1

How Supervisors Voted on "G"

, - On August 1 the Board of Supervisors voted 10.0
: on the question of placing Proposition G on the bal-
SRRy ‘ lot. The Supervisors voted as follows: - ,

YES: Supervisors Barbngelata‘;" Feinstein, 'Fx;ancoié,
Gonzales, Kopp, Molinari,‘ Nelder, ‘Pelosi, Tamaras(

. von Beroldingen.

40

None of the Supervisors preéent vbted “NO.”
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TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
~ PROPOSITION 6 -

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by -

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

6,208 Powers and Duties of the Mayor
The mayor shall hold -such public hearings on
these budget estimates as he may deem necessary
and he may increase, decrease or reject any item
contained in the estimates, he may, without refer-
ence or amendment to the detail schedule of posi-
. tfons and compensations, decrease any total amount
for personal services contained in the estimates,
excepting that he shall not increase any amount nor
add any new item for personal services, materials,
supplies or contractual services, but may add to the
requested appropriations for-any public improvement
or capital expenditure; but he shall add to requested
_ appropriations for any public improvement or cap-
ital expenditure only after such items have first
been referred to the department of city planning
and a report has been rendered thereon regarding
conformity with the master plan. It shall be the
duty of the department of city planning to render
its reports in writing within thirty days after said
referral. Failure of the department of city pian-
ning to render any such report in such time shall
be deemed equivalent to a report. The budget esti-
mates of expenditures for any utility, within the
estimated revenues of such utility, shall not be in-
creased by the mayor. '

Not later than the 15th day of April in each year,

-the mayor shall transmit to the board of supervisors
the consolidated budget estimates for all depart-
ments and offices of, and the proposed budget for,
the city and county for the ensuing fiscal year, in-
cluding a detailed estimate of all revenues of each

department and an estimate of the amount required

to meet bond interest, redemption and other fixed
charges of the city and county, and the revenues ap-
plicable. thereto. He shall, by message accompanying
such ‘proposed budget, comment upon the financial
program incorporated therein, the important changes

as compared with the previous budget, and bond

issues, if any, as recommended by him.
- The mayor shall submit to the board of super-
- visors, at the time that he submits said budget esti-
mates and said proposed budget, a draft of the an-
nual appropriation ordinance for the ensuing fiscal
year, which shall be prepared by the controller. This
shall be based on the proposed budget and shall be
drafted to contain such provisions and detail as
to furnish an adequate basis for fiscal and account-
ing control by the controller of each revenue and
expenditure appropriation item for the ensuing fiscal
- year.
6.205 Powers and Duties of the Board of Supervisors
- The board of supervisors shall fix the date or
dates, not less than ten days after receipt from the
mayor, for congideration of and public hearings on
the proposed budget and proposed appropriation
ordinance, The board of supervisors may, by a two-
thirds vote of all members thereof, shorten, extend

or otherwise modify the time fixed in this. section
or 'in sections 6.200, 6.202, 6.203 or 6.206 of this

‘charter for the performance of any act by any officer

board or commission, . . :

The board of supervisors may decrease or reject
any item contained in ‘the proposed budget, and
may without reference or amendment to the detail
schedule of positions and compensations, decrease

- any total amount for personal services contained in

the proposed budget, but shall not increase any
amount or add any new item for personal services
or materials, supplies, or contractual services, for
any department, unless requested in writing so to
do by the mayor, on the recommendation of the
chief administrative officer, board, commission or
elective officer, in charge of such departmeént.

The board of supervisors may increase or insert
appropriations for capital expenditures and public
improvements, but shall do so only after such items
have first been referred to the department .of city
planning and a report has been rendered thereon

regarding conformity with the master plan, It shall

be the duty of the department of city planning to
render its reports in writing within thirty days
after said referral, Failure of the department of city
planning to render any such report in such time
shall he deemed equivalent to a report.

The budget estimates of expenditures for any
utility, within the estimated revenues of such utility,

vshall not be increased by the board of supervisors.

In the event the public- utilities commission and

| the mayor shall propose a budget for any utility

which will exceed the estimated revenue of such
utility, it shall require a vote of two-thirds of all

‘members of the board of supervisors to approve
such budget estimate and to appropriate the funds

necessary to provide for the deficiency, ,
Such budget of expenditures in excess of estimated

" revenues may be approved to provide for and include

proposed expenditures for additions, betterments,
extensions or other capital costs, in amount not to
exceed three-quarters of one cent ($.0075) on each
one hundred dollars ($100) valuation of property
assessed in and subject to taxation by the city and
county, provided that whenever tax support is re-
quired for additions, betterments, extensions or other
capital costs the total provision for such purposes
shall not exceed an amount equivalent to three-
quarters of one cent ($.0075) on each one hundred
dollars ($100) valuation of property subject to tax-
ation by the city and county and provided further
that proposed expenditures for additions, better-
ments, extensions or other capital costs in excess
thereof shall require financing by authorization and
sale of bonds. This section shall have precedence
over section 6.407 (a) of this charter and any other
section deemed in conflict herewith,

After public hearing, and not earlier than the
16th of May, nor later than the 1st day of June, the
board shall adopt the proposed budget as submitted
or as amended and shall pass the necessary appropri-
ation ordinance,. :

No argument for or against Proposition G was submitted. 41
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5a‘llol Title -

" Shall thé City and‘CounIy,‘ihé_ Unifled fchool District and the Cofﬁinunily College District contribute

to an employees’ dental plan, the contribution per employee to be equal to the average contribu-

tion per employee made by th ten most populous California counties having such o plan?

~ Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City provides health
care plans for its employees. In January of each
year the ten largest California’ counties are sur-
veyed to find out ‘the average contributions made

for their employees’ health plans. This information

is used to help decide how much San Francisco pays,
The City does not have a dental plan for its em-

", ployees.

THE PROPOSAIIJ: Proposition H would create a

| dental plan for City employees, July 1, 1978. Sur-

. veys of dental plans in.the ten largest counties

would be made to find out the average amount of
the costs being paid by those counties. The City
would then pay its share of the costs of the dental
plan, based on the average, - .

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vo‘te yeé, you want
City employees to have a dental plan. :

-A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not

-want City employees to have a dental plan. .

Controller's Statement on "H"

- City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-

lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-
tionH: - '

Should the proposed Charter vamendment be

adopted, it is estimated that, based upon an actuarial
report, the annual increase in the cost of govern-
ment would be approximately $2,600,000. Based
on the 1977-1978 assessment - roll, this estimated
increase is equivalent to seven and six hundredths
($0.0706) cents in the tax rate.

42

How Supervisors Voted on "H"

On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-1 on
the question of placing Proposition H on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows: - ,

YES: Supervisors Francois, Gonzales, Kof)'p, bMo-‘
linari, Ne]der, Pelosi, von Beroldingen. o

NO :.' Supervisor Barbagelata,



TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMEN
T PROPOSITION H :

NOTE: Additions‘or,substitutio'ns are indicated by

- bold-face type; deletions are indicated by -

((double parentheses)).

8.423 Revision of Schedules and Colﬁpensation '

" In January of each year, at a public hearing, the
health service 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 equit-

able but such revisions shall not become effective

until approved by ordinance of the board of super-

visors 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 ten counties in
the State of California, other than the City and
County of San Francisco, having the largest popu-
lations to determine the average contribution made
by each such county toward the providing of health
care plans, exclusive of dental or optical care, for
each employee of such county. In accordance with
said survey, the health service board shall determine

the average contribution made with respect to each-

employee by said ten 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 contribu-
tion. For the purposes of section 8428, the amount

‘of such average contribution shall be “the average

contribution.”

Commencing in 1978, the health service -hoard
shall, prior to the second Monday in January in
each year, conduct a survey of those counties sur-
veyed pursuant to the preceding paragraph which
have a dental plan for their members, to determine
the average contribution made by each such county
toward the providing of dental care plans for each
employee of .such county. In accordance with said
survey, the health service board shall determine the
average contribution made with respect to each
employee by said counties toward the dental 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 contribu-
tion, In the event that any of the counties surveyed
use a composite rate for a dental plan the health
service board shall determine the portion of the
composite rate used for the employee only and use
that portion in determining the average contribution.

Tor the purposes of section 8.428 the amount of such

average contribution shall be “the average contri-
bution.” ]

The health service board shall have the respon-
sibility to obtain and disseminate-information to its
members with regard to plan benefits and costs
thereof. All expenses in connection with obtaining
and disseminating said information and the invest-
ment of such fund or funds as may be established,

. including travel and transporté.tion costs, shall be

borne by the system from reserves in the health
service fund but only upon adoption of a resolution
by the health service 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

persons, the City and County of San Francisco be-
cause of its members and retired persons and be-
cause of the members and retired persons of the
Parking Authority 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 County 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
following purposes, and subject to the following
limitations:

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

(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 av-
erage contribution,” as certified by the health serv-
ice board in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 8.423. For the fiscal year commencing July 1,
1974, and each fiscal year thereafter, the city and
county, the school district and the community col-
lege district shall contribute 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 service board in accordance
with the provisions of section 8.423.

For the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1978, and
each fiscal year thereafter, the city and county, the
school district and the community college district
shall contribute 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 service board in accordance with the pro-
visions of section 8.423 respecting the survey of
dental plans, The amount so contributed pursuant
to this paragraph shall be used solely for the estab-
lishment and maintenance of a dental plan. |

(c) Monthly contributions required from retired
persons participating in the system shall be equal

" to the monthly contributions required from members

in the system, except that the total contributions re-

"quired from retired persons who are also covered

under Medicare shall be reduced by an amount equal
to the amount contributed monthly by such persons
(Continued on Page 89)
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' ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION H =~ S

. This measure would ‘provide dental coverage for
city employees at a cost of less’ than '$8.00 per
month. This is far less than what the average cost
. i8 for dental plans in other public Jjurisdictions, The
Board of Supervisors ‘placed this measure on the
ballot because a survey of the Civil Service Commis-
sion showed that most employees (80%) in the pub-

lic:and private Jjurisdictions surveyed already have '

this benefit, and because this was negotiated by city
employee unions without a strike, Even with this
dental, plan, city employees will remain far behind
. T 5 ! ‘,' Lt

- in overall health care benefits in relation to other

cities and counties throughout California., ‘

. The unions who negotiated this benefit are Service
Employees International unjons, and they represent
the lowest paid city employees. Despite this fact,
many of the employees they represent received little

. Or no wage increase this year, and need and deserve
this modest benefit,

Service Employees International
Unions Joint Council
Vince Courtney '

No argument agalinst Proposition H w.ns. submitted.

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




Ballot 'I'ltle ,

Shall pensions of male employees retired pnor fo' .Iuly 1, 1977 be increased by recomputmg said pen-
sions on. the basis of mortality tables which will be apphccble on January 1,1978?

Y
AN

'An;"alysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

T}lE WAY IT IS NOW: Pensxons for City em-
ployees who retired before July 1, 1977 were based
_on separate life ‘expectancy tables for men and

women. A single table is now being used for both

- male and female employees. However, it does not
i, apply to those who retxred before July 1, 1977,

THE PROPOSAL: Proposxtxon I would increase
pensions. for male employees who retired before

-July 1, 1977.. This mcrease would be based on a life

expectancy table which is. the same for malés and
females.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
to increase the pensions of retired male employees,

ANO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not.
-~ want to increase the pensions of retired male em-

ployees.

| Controllers Statement on

\\'N

" City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol- )
" lowing statement on thé fiscal impact of Proposi- .

tion I:

Should the ploposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, based on an actuarial re-
. port, the cost of government would be increased -
by $177,000, Based on the 1977-1978 assessment
roll, this is equivalent to forty-eight hundredths
($0.0048) of one cent in the tax rate.

How Supervisors Voted on

\tlll

On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-0 on
the question of placing Proposition I on the ballot,

"The Supervisors voted as follows:

. YES: Supervisors Barbugelata, Francois, Gonzales,

Kopp, Molinari, Nelder, Pelosi, von Beroldingen.

None of the Supervisors present vnted “NO.”

-
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TEX'I' OF PROPOSED CHAR‘I‘ER AMENDMEN'I'
coh PROPOSI'I'lON i "'._’, A

o 3NOTE The following section is proposed -to be L

- added to the Charter.

8,588 Increasing of Certain Retirement Allowances‘ j

in Effect Prior to July 1, 1977
Every retirement allowance payable toa male per-

.+ som, or to the beneficiary of a male person, retired
“prior to July 1, 1977, as a member under the provis- .

ions of sections 8.507, 8.509, 8.644 or 8.568 and

.- subject to an optional modification pursuant to an
" election exercised under section 16,76 of the San
. Francisco  Administrative Code is hereby increased -

for time commencing January 1, 1978, to the amount’
it would have been if such a lowance had been com-

- puted, on the date such allowance was first effective,

i

on the basis of the mortality tables applicable to the

i+ i retirement system on.January 1, 1978,
* ' This section does not give any person retired under

* the provisions of sections 8.607, 8,609, 8,644 or 8,568,

against the city and county for any increase in any

. retirement allowance paid or payable for time prior

to January 1, 1978,

‘. Any adjustment of ‘retirement allowances made .
. pursuant to the provisions of section 8,626 of -this

charter for time after June 30, 1978, shall be based
upon the amount of the original retirement allow-

* ance plus the amount of the increase to be’ applied

by the provisions of this section. .

| Afgﬁment-

Vote “Yes’ for Proposmon i

=PROPOSITION “1 will abolish sex discrlmination
against a limited number of retired employees who
suffered & differential in their retirement allowances

' by reason of the rules in effect at the time of their
' retirement. '

The Retirement Board has adopted new rules, ef-

. fective July 1, 1977 for those retiring, and taking

‘certain options, that male and female employees be

' treated equal in all beriefits received

Fmr Play Means Equal Treatment for Al

It is an injustice to continue to penalize the limited. o
- number of employees retired prior to July 1, 1977
who would be affected by this proposition because -

~of difference of sex, while correcting the inequity

\

for those retired after the effective date.
Those affected by this proposition are miscellane-

ous employees who have reduced their retirement
" allowances to insure their personal cash contribu-

tions towards their retirement allowance.

Moderate Costs
. The actuarial cost shows that a hmited number of

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION I

‘retired employees affected’ would receive added re-

tirement benefits averaging 87 cents per week. This
cost would decrease in succeeding years as mortality

. . would eventually eliminate all beneficiaries,

‘Proposition “1” Is Fair and Equitable B
. Vote “Yes"’ On Proposition ”/I” .

. RETIRED EMPLOYEES OF THE CITY AND COUNTY

OF SAN FRANCISCO

William T. Reed, Chairman. Retirement Committee
Honorable Quentin L. Kopp, President, Board of Supervisors

COMMITTEE: Kay Scanlon
Wm, Wollesen John Simpson
Kayte Firp Ivan Flamm
John D. Kavanaugh Joseph McElligott
Ray Kimbell .John Lyons
Alma Quinn - _Gerald Gallagher
Alfred Del Carlo *'John Brennan
« ' QGerald Murphy . Charles Fanning
' Joe Carew Harry Berz
Chas, Foster - Frank Marchetti
William T. Reed Clement Clancy -
Jaykee Ford Ray Leavitt .
Jake Fischer " Thomas Shannon . -
Stanley Kilco John Goodwin
Miriom Stein ck - Frank Foehr
James Gleeson John Harrington
George Burr Elizabeth C ‘y
Irving Breyer Chas. Shinkwin
Beryl Arent - Howard Dunn

No argument against Proposition‘ I was submitted, -

Arguments printc(i on this ‘pag'e are the opinions of
. the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
46 ‘ . . by any official agency.
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 DISABILITY HEARING OFFICERS

Ballot Title .

' Sh’nll'applitations' for disability leave, disability retirement or death ;Ilowq;\ces be heafd by inﬂe-

‘penglent hearing officers? -

Analysis

By Ballot Simpliﬁcaﬁdh Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: When a City employee
or survivor applies for disability retirement or for
a death allowance, the Retirement Board determines
if the request is to be granted.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition J would provide
for an independent hearing officer to decide on ap-
plications for- disability leave, disability retirement

or death allowance, The final decision of the hearing - -

officer -could not be changed by the Retirement

Board. Any appeal would have to be' made to-the
courts. : ‘ . .

© .4 'YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want

" a hearing officer to rule on applications for disability

leave, disability retirement or death allowances.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
the Retirement Board to continue to hear such ap-
plications.

- P : “wnr
Controller's Statement on J
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-

lowing statement on the fiscal impact of .Proposi-

tion J:

Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, there would be additional
costs, the amount of which cannot be estimated at

this time.

How Supervisors Yoted on "

On June 6 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-2 on
P the question of placing Proposition J on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows: ,

YES: Supervisors Barbagelata, Gonzales, Kopp,
Mendelsohn, Nelder, Pelosi, Tamaras, von Berol-

dingen.

NOQ: Supervisors Feinstein and Molinari,
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-~ TEXT OF. PROPOSED ~CHARTER ' AMENDMENT i
T S PROPOSITION Jd , .
|l "NOTE: The following section is proposed to be a) That the hearing officer acted without or in
~* e added to the Charter, - S ‘ excess of his powers, .
_ e ; , ‘ - b) - That the decision was procured by fraud. L
. 8518 Hearing Omcerf ‘ : o ' c) 'il‘hat the evidence does not justify the decis-
Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.671, BT () PR . .
subsection (C) of Section 8,509, Sections 8.515, 8,518, _ d) That the petitioner has discovered new evi-
8.647, 8,648, 8.559-3, 8.559-4, 8.571, 8.572, 8.684-3 .+ dence material to him, which-he could not,
8.685-3, 8.585-4, 8.586-, . 8.586:4, 8.688-3, 8.586-4, . ‘with reasonable diligence, have discovered
8.688-3 or '8.588-4, any application for disability » and produced at the hearing.
leave, disability retirement, or death allowance made Upon the expiration of thirty (30) days after the
pursuant to said subsection or said sections of this - petition for rehearing is denied, or if the petition is
charter shall be heard by a. qualified and unbiaged granted, upon the expiration of thirty (30) days
‘hearing officer employed under contract by the city- after the rendition of the decision on hearing, the
1 and county and selected by procedures. set forth in " decision of the hearing officer shall be final. Such
Al - . the rules of the retirement board. Following public final decision shall not be subject to amendment,
; hearing, the hearing officer shall determine whether modification or rescission by the retirement board,
such application~shall_be‘granted or denied, _ . but shall be subject to review by the retirement
At any time within thirty (3_0)_ days aftex: the board only for the purpose of determining whether to
+ 8ervice of the hearing officer’s decigion, the applicant | seek judicial review, and such final decision shall be
- or.any other affected party, including the retirement deemed for all purposes to be the decision of the
system, may petition the hearing officer for a rehear- - retirement board. ‘
ing upon one or more of the following grounds and The provisions of this section shall become opera-
no other: ' , _ tive on January 1, 1978,

| Polls ore open from 7 AM. 10 8 P, |




ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION J

Voto “Yes" On Proposlhon o

A “Yes” vote on Proposition “J" will mean that
applications by city employees for disability retire-
ment, disability leave, or death allowance benefits
will be considered by a qualified and unbiased hearing

officer. Substantial amounts of taxpayers’ money are

involved in such disability awards, which have been
'increasing in total amount over the past three years.
There have been many complaints from taxpayers
and applicants about the decision-making process,

The Board is made up of three city employees. plus

- nominees of the San Francisco Bar Association, San -

Francisco Medical Society, San Francisco Real Estate

Board, and the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, .

and the President of the Board of Supervisors. In
January, 1977, there was a backlog of 300 cases.

Vole Yes" On "'J"

Without Proposition “J”, this backlog will neces-
sarily continue because the workload of .individual
cases is only a portion of the Retirement Board's
responsibility. It also must regularly consider in-
vestment questions, overall administration of the
Retirement .System, and approval of a budget of
various expenditures and contracts. With the pas-
sage of Proposition “J"”, the Retirement Board will

more expertly and effectively perfoxm its duties in
administering the over $700,000,000 Retirement Sys-
tem portfolio. Equally as important, a non-city em-
ployee hearing officer will provide the taxpayers,
who hear the cost of disability retirement benefits,
and applicants alike with the impartiality and pro-
fessionalism the law requires,

. The impartial hearing officer method has been
utilized with success in several California counties

and is presently utilized by the State’s Workers
Compensation Appeals Board. A “YES” vote on

Proposition “J” will provide an unbiased, skilled, and
full-time person to decide disability retirement cases
speedily under recognized legal rules. It also gives
the City for the first time the right to appeal from
awards which the Retirement Board believes are
unjustified or excessive. A “Yes” vote on Proposition
“J” will further benefit the Retirement System itself
because its Board will be able to devote its time and
energy totally to major policy matters.

VOTE YES ON “J”

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

_William J. Murphy, Past Pr emdent

San Francisco Retirement Board

ARGUMENT AGAINST

Vote No On Proposition J

Proposition J should be defeated! Why ? For three
major reasons: 1) It is not in the best interests of
the taxpayers; 2) It is unfair to city and county
employees; 3) It saddles the Retirement Board and
its staff with' an unsound, unworkable system.

First, why should the taxpayers be burdened with
paying for the full cost of employing hearing officers
when, under current conditions, there is no cost to
the taxpayers, Last fiscal year the Retirement Board
heard 166 disability cases. Had & hearing officer

heard those cases, under normal fee costs, it would

have cost the city in excess of $41,000,
Secondly, it is unfair to City employees that Prop-

osition J will deprive them of the right to appeal &

hearing officer’s decision to the Retirement Board.

Instead, the only avenue of appeal is to the courts, .

a very time-consuming, costly procedure, When a

PROPOSITION J

City employee is dismissed for cause as a result of
a decision of a hearing officer, that decision is appeal-
able to the Civil Service Commission.

Why shouldn’t this same due process be made
available to employees whose applications for dis-
ability retirement are denied by a hearing officer?

Finally, how can the Retirement Board and its
staff effectively administer an unsound, unworkable
system ? The Retirement Board will be forced to ap-
peal unfavorable decisions to the courts, requiring
unnecessary expenditures of city funds and the em-
ployment of a substantial legal staff.

Vote No On Proposition J

Your Retirement Board is charged with the re-
sponsibility of determining the long-range costs of
disability applications. A hearing officer is a dis-

(Continued)

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of the authors
and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. 49



1t ing officer cannot change this,

- RJJ oisasuy nearvG ofriceRs

(Argument Against Proposition J, continued) -

' -interested thiid party whose decisions would trang:

cend the ultimate cost to the City. Can we really’
* afford this kind of system? - . ‘

Proposition J i8 a half-way méisure at best. It is
ill-conceived and falls far short of its intended goal.

. The City cannot afford to'experiment with a proposed

g

. -8ystem that is too costly and, in 'éﬁect, denies due
- Process and sound administrativg procedures, . .

Vote No On Proposition J
San Francisco Fire Fighters No, 798

James Ferguson

“¢* Leon Bruschera

'ARGUMENT AGAINST

Vote “No* On Propasition

' 'VP'roposition J will not reduce the number of dis-
- ability retirements . awarded to firefighters and
police officers by the present Retirement Board. It

will, however, place an additional burden on the city

S budget. by creating a very expensive new position,

WILL NOT REDUCE INJURIES This Charter
amendment will not reduce the number or severity
of injuries incurred by ﬁreﬁghters.and' police officers

in the performance of their duties, This is.the yea)

-cause of disability retirements, The proposed h’egr-
ing officer will be required by law to operate under

the same Charter and State Labor Code sections

which now govern the granting of disability bene-

-fits, The legal test will remain -the same-—claims
must be substantiated by medical evidenc‘e.'-’A hear- -

4

CANNOT REDUCE JUST CLAIMS The clear

.. implication’ of the supporters of Proposition J is

. that the present Retirement Board is either grant-

{{li~  ing “phony retirements” or that a. hearing officer

i - will  disallow legitimate claims. As. to “phony
i claims", the present Retirement Board is composed

of three members appointed by the Mayor, three:

: Michuél S; Hebel

]

PROPOSITION J

 elected by city employees and the seventh is the

*résident of the Board of Supervisors. The city’s
interest, plainly then, is weighted four to three,
Thus a firefighter or police officer cannot be granted
disability benefits unless he convinces the city mem-’
bers of the merits of his claim, g -

If the proponents desire the hearing officer to dis-
allow a certain number of legitimate claims, their

- desire is most unjust to the injured firefighter or

police officer and will most certainly be remedied in
the courts at a high litigation expense to the city.

* ' FAULTY STATISTICS Proponents comparison
. of statisties in San Francisco with statistics in oth-
- er jurisdictions compares pears and bananas, They

fail to mention that these other Jurisdictions have

totally different structures and procedures, They

also fail to include the differing injury rates in

‘ _ highly different work environments. No. other Cali-

fornia city uses a hearing officer procedure,

Vote No On Proposition J

Elmer M, Ballard
Attorneys at Law

Arguments printed on this bage are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency.
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' Shall’ oeeh mombor of the Board of Supervisors be empowered fo cppaint hll or her cdmlmma-
tive cmimmc who shall serve at tho pleasure of scid membof? , ,

An'al"ysis

By Ballof Slmpllf cation Committee

: 'I‘HE WAY IT IS NOW: Each member of the
. 'Board of Supervisors has one administrative as-

" glstant, who does research, attends meetings, an~

. swers phone calls and carries out other duties as-
signed by the supervisor. The 11 jobs are supposed
to be cavered by regular civil service rules. In prac-
tice, however, the supervisors have always hired
and fired their own assistants without civil service
examinations.

" THE PROPOSAL: Proposxtxon K would remove
these jobs from civil service provisions of the City

Charter, If it passes, supervisors would be permitted '

to select their administrative assistants without

- examination and to discharge them at will.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you voté yes, you want
members of the Board of. Supervisors to be able

to hire and fire their administrative assistants,

'A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
administrative assistants to be hired and fired ac-
cording to civil service procedures.

Controller's Statement on "K” = ,.

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol- ) !

lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-

_ E ; tion K

Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, it would not, of itself, af-

~ fect the cost of government.

How Supervisors ‘Vofe'd on "K”

) | . On Juiy 26 thev Board of Supervisors voted 8-8 on '
" the question of placing Proposition. K on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervxsoxs Feinstein, ancois. Gonzales,
Mendelsohn, Nelder, Pelosi, Tamaras, von Berol-

dingen,

'NO: Supervisors Barbagelata, Kopp, Molinari.

b1




o mexror PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT .
L PROPOSITION K RSN

N,

' /- NOTE: The following section is proposed to be
T . added to the Charter.. . - | P
© 2.203-3  Administrative Assistants to Members of - .

I R : - ~.. . the Board of Supervisors’
' e SN Notwithstanding any other provisions or limita-
- ~ tions of this charter, specifically ‘section 8.300, there
- may be'one (1) administrative assistant for each .
'‘member of the board of supervisors, who shall be
-, 'appointed by the member' and shall serve at the
i o member’s pleasure. These individuals shall be respon-
[N 11 N - - -sible for such duties and responsibilities a3 the mem- .
11 : ‘ . ber shall prescribe, . o

I8 S : . ~ ‘No argument for Proposition f‘{‘wzln,s' submltted. -

" No arg_urhent against Proposition K was submitted,

\. |
~ Polls are open from 7 A.M. to 8 P.M.
I
'
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. ' 'Ballot Tltle

Shu|l the Chief Administrative Officer be empowered to appoint his execuﬂve assistant who shall
serve at the pleasure of the Chief Administrative Officer?

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The Chief Administra-
tive Officer has one executive assistant, ‘who is se-
lected by examination in the civil service process

and carries out duties assigned by the Chief Ad- '

mmlstratlve Officer.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition L would remove
the job of executive assistant to the Chief Admin-
istrative Officer from civil service, If it passes, the
Chief Admlmstratlve Officer would be able to se-

lect ari executive assistant without examination and
would be able to discharge the assistant at will..

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you

want the Chief Administrative Officer to be able to

hire and fire the executive assistant.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
the Chief Administrative Officer's executnve assis-

. tant hired and fired according to civil service pro-

cedures

Controller's Statement on "L"

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-

tion Li:

Should the pr oposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, it would not affect the cost

of government.

How Supervisors Voted on "L"

On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 6-2 on
the question of placing Proposition L on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supelvxsms Francois, Gonzales, Kopp, Moli-
nari, Pelosi, von Beroldingen.

NO: Supervisors Barbagelata and Nelder,
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ST TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
Lo ey ii",PROPOSlTION L S

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

8201 Functions, Powers and Duties

... The chief administrative officer shall be responsi-
ble to the mayor and to the board of supervisors for
the administration of all affairs of the city and coun-
"ty that are placed in"his charge by the provisions of
this charter and by ordinance, and to that end, except

' ' as otherwige provided in section 9,102 of this charter,

- and the general laws of this state respecting the reg- -
istration of voters, the holding of elections and all
matters pertaining to elections in a city and county,
- he shall have power and it shall be his duty to exer-
- cise supervision and control over all administrative

. departments which are under his jurisdiction; to

appoint the heads of departments under his control
‘and the members of advisory and other boards pro-

i . vided by this charter or by ordinance to be appointed

. by the chief administrative officer; to prescribe gen-
- eral rules. and regulations for the administrative
- service under his control; to have a voice but no vote
in the board of supervisors, with the right to report
- on or to discuss any matter befora the said board

concerning the affairs of the departments in his

charge; to make such recommendations and propose

such measures to the mayor, the board of super-

* visors, or committees thereof, concerning the affairs

of the city and county in his charge as he may deem
necessary; to coordinate the functioning of the sev-
eral departments of the city and county charged with
powers and duties relating to control of traffic; and

* to provide for the budgeting and control of publicity
.and advertising expenditures of the city and county. -

The chief administrative officer may designate an
officer.or an employee in any department under his
Jjurisdiction to exercise the powers and perform the
duties of any county office not specifically designated

* by this charter.

The chief administrative officer may designate the

~ recorder to exercise the powers and perform the.

duties of the registrar of voters and to occupy the
offices of registrar of voters and recorder, receiving & .
single salary therefor to be fixed in accordance with
the salary standardization provisions of this charter.,
The chief administrative officer shall appoint. his
executive assistant who shall serve at his pleasure,
and which: position shall not be subject to the civil
service provisions of this charter; provided, however,
that any person who has civil service status to the
position of executive assistant on the date of ap-
proval of this amendment by the electorate shall
continue to have civil service status to said position
under the civil service provisions of this charter. -

B ‘Argument

ARGUMENI FOR PROPOSITION L }

Vote Yes On Propesition “L

; . The Chief Administrative Omcer appbinta many
Il . -of the key administrators under his jurisdiction, but
{1l . cannot- appoint his own assistant. This Charter .

Amendment will correct that situation by allowing
the Chief Administrative Officer to appoint one per-
son in his own office. Every other Chief Administra-
tive Officer, County Administrator, and' City Man-
- ager in the State of California appoints his own
chief assistant. .

Most of the administrators in San Francisco City
government responsible for operating large depart-

Il . ‘ments appoint their chief assistant. Some appoint

- several assistants and bureau.chiefs. This is -con-
sidered good administrative practice because the
assistant must be responsive to the policies of the
- administrator, and a greater choice is provided

among qualified candidates. - o L

The Chief Administrative Officer manages a sub-
stantial portion of City government. Included under
his jurisdiction are 14 departments, encompassing
the Department of Public Health and the Depart-
ment of Public Works, the Yerba Buena Conventian ,
Center, and the Wastewater Management Project.
The size and complexity of the administrative re-
sponsibilities of the Chief Administrative Officer
require that his chief of staff be regponsive to policy
dictates of the office. This Charter Amendment will
not affect the civil service status of the incumbent,
Endorsed by: ' .

Roger Boas, Chief Administrative Officer
Thomas J. Mellon

Neil D, Chaitin 4
Woodward Kingman, Executive Vice President,

Crocker National Bank
Leonard E. Kingsley
William D. Evers, Attorney

No argument against Proposition L was Submitted.

Arguments prin'ted on this page are the opinions of
‘ o the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
- b4 ‘ _ " by any official agency. '




FIRE DEPT. PROMOTIONAL EXAMS

Ballot Title

‘Shall the promotional procedure in the Fire Department be changéd so as to reduce seniority cred-
its and providing additional credits for educational and professional courses?

 Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Firefighters who take
tests for promotion receive extra points for their
years of service in the department. They can receive
as many &8 16% extra points for long service. For
example, on a test with 1000 possible points, a fire-

. fighter with long service could receive an extra 150
points. There are no extra points at present for
gzolltege or university education in fire-related sub-
ects.. :

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition M would reduce
the extra points for long service to 8 maximum of

8% on any promotional test. It would also provide -
extra points for college or university study in fire-
related subjects. These extra points would range
from 5% to 7% of the total points in an exam.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
fewer extra points for seniority in Fire Department
promotion tests and you want to allow extra points
for higher education in fire-related subjects.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
to keep the present points system for seniority in
Fire Department promotional tests. :

: ' o "
Controller's Statement on "M
‘City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-

lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-

tion M:

Should the proposed Charter amendment be
adopted, in my opinion, it would not affect the cost

of, government.

How Supervisors Voted on "M"

On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 7-0 on
the question of placing Proposition M on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors Barbagelata, Francois, Gonzales,
Kopp, Molinari, Nelder, von Beroldingen.

None of the Supervisors present voted “NO.”
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< 'PROPOSITION ‘M- ' -

. TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT:

. NOTE: ‘Additions or substitutions are indicated by ‘

bold-face type; deletions are indicated by

((double parentheses)).

. 8.327 Promotioris in Uniformed Forces of Police

and Fire Departments .

o '('f'l.) Except as specifically provided in this or other

gections of this charter, all promotions in the uni-

" formed forces of the police and fire departments,

respectively, shall be made from the next lower civil
gervice rank attained by examinations, as herein set
forth, giving consideration also to meritorious public
gervice and seniority of service. and a clean record in -

- the respective departments, and all promptive ex-
. aminations in said departments shall be entirely of a

written character and all -questions asked or prob-
lems given in said examinations shall pertain to mat-
ters concerning the duties of the position or rank for

. which the examination is held. )
' The civil gervice commission shall provide for pro-.
. ‘motion in the police department on the basis of exam- -

inations and tests as hereinabove set forth at least

- once every four years for each promotive position or

rank in the police department. and questions asked
or problems given in said examination shall be re-

.lated to material taken from a bibliography promul-

gated within the police department from time to
time by the police commission which will be prepared
in -consultation with the civil service commission ;'
provided, however, that any such bibliography shall
be ‘promulgated within the police department not
less than six months prior to the date of any promo-

_tive examination within the police department.

The civil service commission shall provide for pro-

"motion in the fire department on the basis of exami-

nations and tests within at least forty-nine months.

of the date of adoption of the most recent eligible .

list for each promotive position or rank for which
examination is held. Such examinations and tests
may be entirely of a written character, or of a type
as may be recommended by the fire commission and

~ approved by the civil service commission. The civil

gervice commission shall consult with the fire com-
mission on the construction and content of such ex-

- aminations and tests and shall construct them from

materials developed or recommended by the San
Francisco Fire Department in order to select the best
and highest qualified membe;'s of said department

for promotion.

(b) Tifteen per cent of the total credits obtain-

_ able under any promotive examination for eligibles

for the police ( (or fire)) department shall be allowed
for seniority of service, which said credits ‘shall be
distributed as follows: '

((Examinations for Eligibles for the Police De-
‘partment)) - , :

(1) For Promotion to the Rank of Sergeant of
Police: ‘

One per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for each year of
gervice in the department until a total of fifteen per

’.

“cent of the credits of the entire examination is

reached; . .
P l(_2) For Promotion to the Rank of Lieutenant of
olice: ' ‘ ‘
Six-tenths of one per cent of the total eredits al-
lowed for the antire examination shall be allowed for
each year of service in the department until a total -
of nine per cent of ‘said total credits of the entire
examination is reached, and in addition thereto six-
tenths of one per cent of the total credits allowed for
the entire examination shall be allowed for each year
of service in the rank of corporal or sergeant until a

total of ‘six per cent of the credits of the entire

examination is reached.
(3) For Promotion to the Rank of Captain of

" Police:

Forty-five hundredths of one per cent of the'total
credits allowed for the entire examination shall be .
allowed for each year of service in the department -

until a total of nine per cent of said total credits for
said examination is reached, and in addition thereto

~ gix-tenths of one per cent of the total credits allowed

for the entire examination shall be allowed for each
year of service in the rank of lieutenant until a total
of six per cent of the credits of the entire examina-"
tion is reached. :

(4) In addition to the foregoing credits for se-
nigrity,‘six per cent of the total credits allowed for
said examination shall be allowed each applicant for a
clean record in the department. All members of the
department who have performed acts of meritorious
public service and have not heretofore received credit
for such meritorious public service in a promotional
examination and all members of the department who
shall perform acts of meritorious public gervice prior
to March 5, 1954, shall be allowed in addition to- a
maximum of four credits for said examination ac-
cording to the judgment of the commiission, Credits
for meritorious public service, in a promotional
examination within the police department shall not
be allowed by the civil service commission except as

“herein provided.

((Examination for Eligibles for the Fire Depart-

ment))

(¢) Eight ((Fifteen)) per cent of the total credits
allowed for any promotive examination in the fire .
devartment shall be allowed for seniority of service,
which said credits shall be distributed as follows:

(1) (((5))) For Promotion to the Rank of Lieu-

. tenant in the Fire Department:

One per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for each year of
gervice in the fire department until a maximum of
eight ((fifteen)) per cent is reached;

(2) (((6))) For Promotion to ((the Rank of Cap-
tain)) all Ranks Above Lieutenant in the Fire De-

. partment:

_ ((Six-tenths of one per cent)) One and six-tenths
per cent of the total credits allowed for the entire
examination shall be allowed for each year of service

' (Continued on Page 89)



IR ,' _ FIRE DEPT. PROMOTIONAL EXAMS

P ‘ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION M

A Yes vote on Proposltlon “M” w1ll bring needed
change to the, promotional examination procedures

. in the Fire Department.
: As it is now, promotion in the Fire Department is
. excessively influenced by seniority. The younger
- firefighter is disadvantaged by the award .of up to
fifteen years of seniority credits to a more senior
firefighter. At the same time, no examination credits
are given for education ‘which adds to the compe-
tence and professionalism of the firefighter.
Also, all promotive tests in the Fire Department
must be entirely written. Officer candidates must be

tested for leadership, communication skills and ‘re- _

sourcefulness—an entirely written examination can-
not properly evaluate these attributes, -

_Proposition “M” will reduce the excessive impact
of seniority in the Fire Department while encour-,
- aging younger firefighters to promote. It will reward

. firefighters who voluntarily improve their skills' by
completing designated fire science and other educa-
tional courses. Moreover the City will be given the
. ﬂex}bility in tes\ting procedures needed to select the

4

hnghest and best qualified persons for pr omotxon in
the Fire Department, :
Proposition “M” will modernize the Fire: Depart-

* ment promotional procedures at no cost to the tax-
payer. It will permit highly motivated and better
qualified firefighters to move up through the ranks,

This will ensure that the excellent fire service with
which San Francisco has been blessed for so many
years will continue to provide the taxpayer with a
dollar return on every dollar spent,

Endorsed by:

Terry A, Francois

John P. Figone, Jr., President, Fire Commission »

Joyce J. Ream, Vice Pxesxdent, Fire Commission

Agnes Barnhill, Commissioner

Juanita Del leo, Commissioner

Curtis MeClain, Commissioner

Andrew C. Cas (Per, Chief of Department

Emmet D: Condon, Deputy Chief of Department '

Wilbert K, Battle, Plesident Officers For J ustlce-Peace
Officers Association

Morris Bernstein

Henry Der

Gordon J, Lau, Esq.

Grant Mickins

Yori Wada, Director, Buchanan YMCA

Civil Service Commission :

- ARGUMENT AGAINST PIiOPOSITION M

Vote No On Proposition “/M*/

Proposition “M” is a further attempt to end the -
merit system in San Francisco. Proposition “M”

would inject politically oriented oral examinations
into the promotional testing procedures in the San
Francisco Fire Department They could be designed

to: make sure you support .the “right” person for

political office to score high on these examinations,
This kind of political intrusion into the civil service
system would only lead to favoritism and reward
for political campaign activities. Civil Service al-
ready has the Rule of Three, which allows the
department head to' choose any of the top 3 candi-
dates,

Another reason to vote No on Proposition “M" 1s,
you have one of ‘the outstanding fire departments in
the country with the present system—don’t tamper

with it. It has produced outstanding chiefs and

other officers that are universally acknowledged as

tops in their field. You have an excellent Fire De-
partment, let's keep it that way! Vote No on Propo-

" gition"“M”.,

The oral exam could also become the instrument
or tool of racism and discrimination. The Oral Re-
view Board could. systematically select non-minori-
ties to score high, thereby excluding them from
promotional ‘jobs. It would make disCrimination
easier against minorities, women, older employees,
and the discrimination would be v1rtually 1mpossx-
ble to prove.

Support your Fire Department' Vote No on “M”
San Francisco Fire Fighters No. 798
James Ferguson, President
Leon Bruschera, Secretary -

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of

the authors and have not been checked for accuracy S
by any official agency. - : : b7



" Shall the Board of Suj:ervisof_sl be ompbWerqa to increuss the monetary

PUBLIC WORKS CONTRAT

Ballot Title

. limits within which publie

“works projects may be performed by City and County departments from $5,000 to $10,000? -

“provement or repair jobs as long as the ‘estimated.

. ~ - Analysis
o - By Ballot Simpliﬁcafion—Cbmmiﬂee o |
THE WAY IT IS NOW: City departments can A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want

uge, City employees to perform construction, im- to increase the limit to ‘510,000 on work that can
be done by City employees. '

cost of the job is less than $5000. 'Above that, the A NO VOTE MEANS: If you v ote 10, you W& nt

R job must be performed by & private _contractor., to keep the 86000 limit. |
THE PROPOSAL: Proposition N would increase : ‘ ‘ .
-~ the limit on jobs that can be done by City workers '
" to $10,000. - R .
. Controller's Statement on’ ‘N

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
_lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi~
+ ¢ - tion Nt ' o
Should the proposed Charter amendment be
. adopted, in my, opinjon, it would not, of itself, in-
v creagse the cost of government. It could permit &
decrease in the cost of government, the amount of
which,. being dependent on future administrative
_ action, cannot be estimated at this time.

How Supgrviso-rs Voted on "N’

On July 11 the Board of Supervisors voted 9-0 on.
the question of placing Proposition N on the ballot,
The ‘Supervisors voted as follows:

YES: Supervisors' Barbagelata, Francois, Kopp,
Mendelgohn, Molinari, Nelder, Pelosi, Tamaras, von

Berqldingen.

None of the Supervisors present voted “NO.”
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" YEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
S pROPOSITION N

o s s MGy ——
‘ . Y L %

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by -

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

7.201 Public Works Contract Procedure by Ordi-
nance E

Notwithstanding any other provision of this char-
ter and in particular the provisions of section 7.200,

the board of supervisors shall by ordinance deter- .

mine the monetary limits not to-exceed ((five thou-
sand dollars ($5,000))) ten thousand dollars ($10,-
000), within which the construction, reconstruction
or repair of public buildings, streets, utilities or
other public works or improvements may be done by
contract or by written order or by the employment
of the necessary labor and purchase of the necessary
materials and supplies direetly by the city and coun-
" ty, consistent, save as to monetary limits, with the
: fzntlzg‘t)\er provided for in section 7.200 and section

| Argume'ht |

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION N

Vote Yes on Proposition “N”—a measure to en-

able the City and County government to obtain con--

struction work by written order or by use of its own
labor and materials, so long as the overall cost of
such work does not exceed $10,000. If desired, the
"work could be performed by formal contract pro-
. cedures without regard to the dollar limitation,

It is frequently very advantageous for the City
and County to be able to do its own work on minor
projects, or to obtain the work by a simple written

* job order, rather than to utilize the more complex
formal contract procedure. Experience has shown
that such work can often be performed more effi-
ciently and with better cost-effectiveness by not

going through the time-consuming contract pro- -

cedure,

For the past nine years the dollar limitation for
using the simplified job performance and job order-
ing procedures has been $5,000. Construction costs
and prices of materials and supplies have increased

- to the point where the work performed in 1968 for

$5,000 now will cost at least $10,000. This charter
amendment would serve to continue this highly .
desirable practice, and would only change the dollar

limit to meet the rising costs of economic inflation,

Help to ensure that the City's ability to carry
forward its smaller construction jobs quickly and

* efficiently, with greater cost-effectiveness. K

Vote Yes on Proposition “N”

Endorsed by : ‘
Supervisor John L. Molinari

No drgument against Proposition N was submitted.

Arguments pﬁnted on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency.
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) PROGRESSIVE PAYMENTS
o | na.n;yriile |

Shall a contracting officer be empowered, upon making ¢certain deéterminations with respect to a.
City and County. contract, to authorize .an increase in the amount of progressive payments there-

. under?
| Analysis
A : . By Ballot Simplification Committee 3
ths THE WAY IT IS NOW: San Francisco makes - ' THE PROPOSAL: Proposition O would increase
iR partial payments to contractors while they work on . the partial payments to a maximum of 96% after
N city projects. At present, these payments can add . the contract is at least half completed. It would also
i up to 90% of the value of the work completed. For allow a further increase in the partial payment near
R example, a contractor ._who has completed half (or the end of a contract. i
RE $500,000) of a.$1 million contract can receive 90% A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want

of the completed work, or $450,000 as:a partial pay- : . A .
ment.- Near the end of a contract, a substantial ﬁ?a ;?crense _the sg;e tgf partial payments fo con:
| amount of money is held back even if only a small ctors on city projects. .
Wi portion of the work remains to be done. A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want

: J Co ", to keep the presént limit on partial payments to
contractors on city projects.

Controller's Statement on "O" '
City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-
tion O:
Should the proposed Charter amendment be
bk . .. adopted, in my opinion, it would not materially af-
i - fect the cost of government. ‘

'How Supervisors Voted on "O"

On August 8 the Board of Supervisors voted 8-0 on
the question of placing Proposition O on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted ag follows: .

YES: Supervisors Barbagelata, Francois, Gonzales,
Kopp, Molinari, Nelder, Pelosi, von Beroldingen.-

None of the Supervisors present voted “NO.”

|
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.- TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT
PROPOSITION © .

- NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by

bold-face type; deletions are indicated by

. ((double parentheses)).
7.202 Progressive Payments

"~ Any contract may provide for progressive pay-
ments, if the advertisement for sealed proposals shall
s0 specify. No progressive payments under any con-
tract.shall be made which, with prior pnyments, shall
((at any time)) exceed in amount ninety per cent
of the value of the work and labor and materials fur-
nished; ((, and no contract shall authorize or permit
the payment of more than ninety per cent of the
.total contract price before thé completion of the
work required by such contract and acceptance there-
of by the head of the department concerned.)) pro-
.vided, however, that when the department head or
the purchaser of supplies, as the case may be, who is
authorized to approve or sign the contract pursuant
to section 7.200 (hereafter in this section 7.202

called the “city representative”) determines that the
contract is fifty per cent or more complete, contrac-’
tor is making satisfactory progress and there is no

_ specific cause for greater withholding, progressive

payments may be made not to exceed in amount the
lesser of either ninety-five per cent of the value of
the work and labor and material furnished or ninety-
five per cent of the contract price, and provided fur-
ther that when the city representative determines
that the contract is ninety-five per cent complete,
funds withheld may be reduced to an amount equal
to one hundred twenty-five per cent of the estimated
value of the work yet to be completed as determined
by the city representative.

If the advertisement for sealed proposals shall so
specify and if adequate provisions are made to pro-
tect the city and county from loss, any contract may
provide for progressive payments for equipment and
material purchased by the contractor for the project
and stored by the contractor prior to.actual physical -
incorporation into the project.

Argument |

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION O

‘A “Yes” vote on Proposition O will change San
Francisco’s antiquated contract payment practices
‘to conform to modern contracting procedures. It will
allow progress payment methods similar to those
presently being employed by Federal, State and other
local agencies.

Proposition O will benefit the City in two ways:
(1) it will result in lower bids on City contracts, and
(2) it-will encourage more contractors to bid on City
projects.

~ The Charter now allows the City to make “partial”

or “progress” payments as work is completed. The
Charter, however, limits these payments to 909 of
the value of the work completed. The City is required
to retain the remaining 10% until completion of the
contract. In abstract, the 109 retention would ap-
pear a wise safeguard. In practice, it has proven
excessive and costly. There have been numerous in-
stances where the City was required by the Charter
to withhold large sums already “earned” by contrac-
tors because of comparatively ingignificant amounts

of work remaining incomplete. Contractors must

promptly pay suppliers and meet weekly payroll ex-
penses. To meet these expenses, contractors finance

_ the work pending payment by the City. The cost of

financing is reflected in higher bid prices. Contrac-
tors who do not have the capacity to meet these fi-
nancing demands are precluded from bidding on
City projects.

Proposition O will allow the City only to reduce
the retention to 5% when 50% of the project has
been satisfactorily completed. This will reduce the
cost to the contractor. of financing the work. The
reduction in cost will result in lower bids to the City.

Proposition O provides adequate protection to the
City. Progress payments will not be accelerated un-
less satisfactory progress is demonstrated. Addi-
tionally, until completion of the contract the City
will retain more money than is actually necessary to
finish the project. » .

A “Yes” vote on Proposition O will save the City
money, improve contract administration and pro-
mote increased participation in City. contracting.
Endorsed by :

Supervisor Quentin L Kopp

" No argument against Proposition O was submitted.

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checiced for aceuracy
by any official agency. : 61



Ballot Tltle

Shall oﬁleial Ciiy and Couniy advortismg be published in any newepapor which is prlniod on throo
or more doys por wook cnd has a weekly circulahon of 50, 000 or moro? :

| 'Analysis

By Ballot Snmpllf' cation Committee .

, THE WAY IT IS NOW. The City Charter re- -
{‘quires that the. City publish official notices in a

daily newspaper. that has a circulation of at least

8000 copies. The newspaper is selected by bid,

" . THE PROPOSAL: Proposition P would allow thel" -
. .City to publish official notices in a newspaper printed

A YES VOTE MEANS If you vote yes; you want

. the' City to be able to publish official notices in either
- daily or non-daily newspapers, -

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you: want "
the City to publish official notices in- daily news-’

[t papers oniy
it at least three days a week. It must have a weekly ,
R _circulation of at ieast 50,000{ copies. -

- Coni‘roller s Statemeni‘ on “P"
' ' - City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol- .
. “lowing statement on the ﬁscal 1mpact of Proposi-
! “tion P:- ‘
I ‘ P ‘ o Should the proposed Charter amendment be .
1‘ e adopted, in my opinion, the cost of government -
{11 ; - - would not be increased. There may be a decrease in

o B -+ cost, the amount of which cannot .be:determined at

this time. '

| How’SuperVisors Votedon "P" - .
On Aug‘ust 8 the Board of Superv1sors voted 6-2 on C

the question of placing Proposition P on the ballot. : |
The. Supervxsors voted as follows: - .

YES: Supervxsons Baibageiata, Francoxs, Gonzaies,
Kopp, Molmari, Nelder - .

" NO: Supervisors Pelosx and von Bei‘oldingen.
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\

AT o " T v e

IR TEXT OF PROPOSED CHARTER AMENDMENT |
. | .- PROPOSITION P .

NOTE: Additions or substitutions are indicated by .

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

10.100 Definitions

(a) “Retirement system” or “system” shall mean
San Francisco City and County Employees’ Retire-
ment System as created in section 8.608 of the
charter., ' :

(b) “Retirement .board” shall mean “retirement
- board” as created in section 8.670 of the charter.

(c) *“Charter” shallimean the charter of the Cit
and County of San Francisco. '

(d) Words used in the masculine gender shall in-
clude the feminine and netiter genders, and singular
numbers shall include the plural and the plural the
Singular. _—

(e) References throughout this charter to the ex-
clusion or the exemption from the civil service pro-
.visions of this charter shall be construed to mean,
exclusive of those civil service provisions that relate
" to examination, appointment and removal.

(f) Notwithstanding any provisions to the con- -

trary, this provision with respect to advertising shall
control. Whenever advertising or publication is re-
quired by the provisions of this charter, it shall mean
one publication ((in each edition of the official news-
paper of the city and county printed and circulated
in San Francisco on any one day, unless a greater
number of publications is specifically required; pro-
vided that notices inviting bids shall be published for
at least three consecutive days, except as provided in
section 7.200 of this charter.)) o
" ((The official newspaper is héreby defined to be a
daily newspaper of general circulation, published in

the city and county and which has a bona fide daily
circulation of at least 8,000 copies. Whenever the
official newspaper is not able to publish and circulate
for any reason, the board of supervisors shall desig-
nate by resolution a substitute medium or media
designed to give reasonable publicity in lieu of publi-
cation in the official newspaper, until such time as
the official newspaper resumes publication and circu-
lation.)) in a newspaper of general circulation pub- -
lished in San Franecisco. A newspaper of general cir-
culation shall be defined as a newspaper published
for the dissemination of local or telegraphic news
and intelligence of a general character, which has. a

bona fide circulation of at least 50,000 copies per

calendar week and is printed in the city and county
on three or more days in a calendar week. The board
of supervisors shall pass an ordinance by July 1, 1978
defining and designating a newspaper or newspapers

. as the official newspaper or official newspapers for

advertising or publication for specific types of offi-
cial advertising for the city and county as defined
and described by the board of supervisors in said .
ordinance. The board of supervisors by ordinance:
may provide that a copy of each edition of said news-
paver or newspapers of general circulation carrying
official advertising shall be delivered free of cost to
each branch-of the public library of the city and
county. - . ' ‘
Whenever such newspaper or newspapers.of gen-g
eral circulation are not able to publish and circulate
for any reason, the board of supervisors shall desig-

. nate by resolution a substitute medium or media de-

signed to give reasonable publicity in lieu of publica-
tion in & newspaper or newspapers of general circu-
lation until such time as such newspaper or news-

papers resume publication and circulation,

Workers are needed at the polls in many
San Francisco neighborhoods. Apply now -
in room 155, City Hall
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. Vote "Yes" On Proposition upn |
Vote YES on Proposition “P"_.a measure to en-

. able the City and County government to place official

advertising in a newspaper published three days or

more per week and thereby try to achieve significant
‘ economles and a reduction of such costs. . .
" Each month the various City government depart-

ments spend thousands of dollars for official adver-
tising, in order to inform citizens of those important
matters which are required by law to be advertised,

Public notice advertising now costs the Cify more

than a quarter of a million dollars a year. Under the
existing .Charter language, only & daily newspaper
can be utilized, '

In San Francisco at this time there are two daily
newspapers, but they are both served by only one

 classified advertising entity. Thus; a situation exists’

in which advertising rates for official printing are.set
by“ .one entity. The rates have risen drastically over
the past few years. Competition is the crux of the

. American system. This amendment encourages com- -

petmon, permlts it to happen.

O orrlclALnbVEnnsmo

; B ARGUMEN'I‘ FOR PROPOSITION P -

VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION “P”

The proposed amendment contains provisions
which will allow for .utilizing a daily newspaper for
advertising the relatively few matters which, under
the law, must be advertised on a daily basis.’ Propo-
sition “P” -will enable the City to put its eggs in
more than one basket to provxde the greatest benefit
at a cost savings.

Proposition “P” will open tne door- to competition,

'thus, enabling the City and County of San Francisco

to obtain the maximum favorable return for its ad-
vertising dollar. Proposition. “P"” will help reduce

"the cost of government and still provide for fully

adequate advertising of official busmess to keep all
citizens properly mformed

VOTE YES ON pn

Endorsed by:
Supervisor Quentin L. Kopp

Supervisor John J, Barbagelata
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~No argument against P'roposit_ion' 'P was submitted.

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



ELECTRICIANS’ SALARY DEMANDS

Ballot Title ,

Shall a schedule of corﬁpensaﬁpn based upon the last demand of employees represented by the In-
ternational Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local No. 6, be approved?

~ Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Electricians and related
electrical workers employed by the city receive cer-
tain working conditions:and benefits, in addition to
their wages. Representatives of the electricians
asked for certain improvements in their contract for
this year, but were turned down by city officials.
A partial comparison of the demands with the pres-
ent conditions and benefits is provided below.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition Q would provide
the improved working conditions and benefits to
the city’s electrical workers,

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
to provide the improved working conditions and
benefits demanded by electrical workers,

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
to keep the present working conditions and bene-
fits for electrical workers.

Comparison of Union Demands and City Provisions

Union Demands

" City Provides

!(for electrical inspectors)
$200 per month for using own car

18¢ per mile

city to s'u'pply technical publications

nothing "

T-hour work day

. 8-hour work day

(for linemen and/or electricians)
work week shall be Monday-Friday

work week is 5 consecutive days

| $25 per day out-of-town expensés

$20 per day

all overtime be voluntary, with a two-hour
minimum

overtime can be required, with no minimum

40-hour work week

35-hour work week '

journeymeri start at highest pay scale

all employees work up, by steps, to highest scale in
the classification

delete inclement weather provisions

employees receive no pay when properly notified
that work is not available because of weather

city to pay for meals when working overtime

no provigion

overtime be paid at double'hourly rate

time and one-half for overtime

night differential of 10% for the first shift and
16% for the second

61/ % night differential

(all electrical classes)
one additional holiday

11 holidays

-
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W e ke it b Bt

(0 ] ELECTRICIANS’ SALARY DEMANDS

 City Controller John. C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition

" Should the proposed pi'oposition be approved, in

my opinion, the total increase in the cost of govern-

" Controller's Statement on."Q" -

' ment would be approximately $1,640,000. of which
$1,056,000 will be from ad-valorem taxes. Bagsed on

the- 1977-1978 assessment roll, this estimated in-
crease is equivalent to two and eighty-seven hun-
dredths ($0.0287) cents in the tax rate. )

Hlow P'rop'ogi'ti’qn:'Q Got On The Ballot

~~ Propositivns @, R and S are on the ballot as a

result of & new provision of the City Charter, adopt-
" ed last year, which requires that unsettled contract
 disputes between city officials and city employees be

put before the voters to decide. In this first use of

“that Charter provision, voters will grant or reject
demands by unions representing city electricians -
(Proposition Q), plumbers (Proposition R) and
sheet metal workers (Proposition 8). '

'Apply for Your
Absentee Ballot
~ Before 5 p.m,, Nov. 1st
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" TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANC
" PROPOSITION Q ‘

AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 1156-77, SALARY STAN-
DARDIZATION ORDINANCE, FISCAL YEAR 1977-78,
CHARTER SECTIONS 8.400, 8,401 AND 8.407, MISCEL-
LANEOUS EMPLOYEES, PURSUANT 'TO CHARTER
SECTION 9.108(b), TO REFLECT ADDITIONAL RATES
AND WORKING CONDITIONS FOR EMPLOYEES REP-

RESENTED ' BY THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHER- -

HOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS, LOCAL NO. 6,
: gég%lﬁ)}EgPON THE LAST DEMANDS OF SAID EM-
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County
of San Francisco: :

Section 1, Pursuant to the provisions of Charter
Section 9,108 (b), Ordinance No. 115-77, Salary Stan-
dardization Ordinance, Fiscal Year 1977-78, Charter
Sections 8.400, 8.401 -and 8.407, Miscellaneous Em-
ployees, is hereby amended by adding Section XV
. thereto, reading as follows:

SECTION XV.

Notwithstanding any provisions of this ordinance

to the contrary, and based upon the last demand of
‘employees represented by the Brotherhood of Elec-
trical Workers, Local No, 6, said employees shall be
entitled to additional working conditions as follows:

+ For Class 6248-Electrical Inspector and all relat-.

“ed classes,

The City and County shall supply transportation
. for each Inspector, or if supplied by the employee, he
. shall be compensated at the rate of $200.00 per
month, = -

The City and County shall supply all technical pub-
gcations necessary for an Inspector to perform his
uties.

When filling a higher classification, regardless of
the length of time, the employee shall be paid the
higher position rate of pay.

When Inspectors are required to provide electrical '

estimates, such asin the RAP program, there shall
be provided sufficient training in estimating in order
to perform that job function. . 4
q The normal work day shall be a seven (7) hour
ay. ’

For Class 7338-Lineman and all related classes.

Journeyman Lineman filling the position of fore-
man or any other higher position regardless of the
length of time involved shall receive the higher posi-
tion rate of pay.

The work week shall be Monday through Friday,
inclusive. - :

The present $20.00 per day subsistence should be
increased to $25.00 per day on a seven (7) day basis,

All overtime must be on a voluntary basis with a

-, minimum of two (2) hours.

The work week shall be a 40-hour work week with
no more than eight (8) hours work performed within
a 24-hour period unless overtime is paid.

All employees must get two (2) days off in a
period of seven (7) days. ' :

Qualified Journeymen shall start at the highes
wage increment. . o

Exemption from the inclement weather provisions,

When working overtime, the City and County shall
pay for meals. ' »

, Ovtertime shall be compensated at double the hour
y rate. :

There shall be a shift differential of 10 per cent

for the first shift and 15 per cent for the second shift.

For Class 7346-Electrician and all related
classes.

- The City and County shall supply all necessary
hand tools or provide insurance for tools supplied by
the employees. »

The normal work week shall be 40 hours, Monday
through Friday, with eight (8) hours work com-
pleted in not more than nine (9), and all other time
to be at the overtime rate. :

Qualified Journeymen shall start at the top pay
increment. , ‘ :

All employees required to work at an area beyond
the City and County limits shall be paid travel pay.

Where applicable, the above changes in working -
conditions shall include Class 7864-Powerhouse Oper-
ator and all related classes and Class 7379-Electric
Transit Mechanic and all related classes. Class 7379-
Electric Transit Mechanic and all related classes
shall have the working conditions included in the
Memorandum of Understanding for automotive ma-
chinist and automotive mechanic; as well as any and
all meet and confer sessions that are allowable under
applicable statutes to meet and confer on these
issues, ‘

For all electrical classifications.

A grievance procedure.
Additional holidays. : :
For any classification not receiving a pay increase,

‘a shorter work day or work week with no decrease in

wages,

Delete the salary range and substitute a flat rate
for all classes where required by the applicable sec-
tions of the Charter.,

No argument for Propositiqn Q was submitted.

No argument against Proposition Q was submitted.
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":"“MBERS’SAMRV DEMANDS

Bullol' Tltle

_ Shall a schedulo of compensation bmed vpon the last demand of employees reprosented by
“the United Association ‘of Journeymen and Apprenhces of the Plumbmg and Plpeﬂmng Industry,

I.ocal No. 38, be approvod? .

Analysns

THE WAY IT IS NOW Plumbers and related

1 | . workers employed by the city receive certain work- -
il . ing conditions and benefits, in addition to their

wages. Representatwes of the plumbers asked for
certain improvements in their contract for this year,

" but were turned down by city officials. A partial

comparison of the demands with the present condx-,

= tions and beneﬁts is provnded below.

o By Ballot Simplifi cation Committee

'THE PROPOSAL: Proposition R would provide
the lmproved workmg condltxons and benefits to the

' -city 8 plumbers

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

‘to provide the improved working condltnons and

beneﬁts demanded by plumbers. .

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want
to keep the present working condxtnons and ‘benefits

: I. for plumbexs

Comparison of Union Demands and,cny' Provisions B

' U.nion' Demands

City Prbvides

(for plumbers)
jo‘u;‘-neymen start at highest pay scale

' all employees work up, by steps, to highest scale in:

the classification

‘Work week shall be 35 hours Monday-Friday, with
-overtime after 7 hours in a day

work week of 35 hours, for any 5 consecutive days,
with overtime after 8 hours

repeal inclement weather provisions .

employees receive no pay when pronerly notified -
_ that work is not available because of weather

pay' for travel time

18¢ a mile for nsing own car

Controller's Statement on "R"
. City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-

- lowing statement on the,ﬁscal impact of Proposition -

R: .
Should the proposed proposition be approved, in
- .my opinion, the increase in the cost of government
‘would be approximately $27,000 of which $18,000
. will be from ad valorem taxes. Based on the 1977-

1978 assesment roll, this estimated increase is equi- -

‘valent to five hundredths ($0.0005) cents in the tax
“rate, . '
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HOW .PROPOSITION R
GOT ON THE BALLOT

'Propositions Q, R and S are on the ballot as a

" result of a new provision of the City Charter, adopt-

ed last year, which requires that unsettled contract
disputes between city officials and city employees be
put before the voters to decide. In this first use of
that Charter provision, voters will grant or reject
demands by unions representing city electricians
(Proposition Q), plumbers (Proposition R) and
sheet metal workers (Proposition §). )



" CHARTER '8

K . TEX'I' -OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
S ' PROPOSITION R o

A .

' AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 116-77, SALARY STAN--

DARDIZATION ORDINANCE FISCAL YEAR 1977.78,
JONS 8.400, 8.401 AND 8.407,>MISCEL-

ANEOUS - EMPLOYEES PURSUANT TO CHARTER

L
SECTION 9. 108&8 TO REFLECT ADDITIONAL RATES
AND FOR

DITIONS EMPLOYEES
REPRESENTED BY 'I‘HE UNITED ASSOCIATION OF

- 'JOURNEYMEN AND APPRENTICES OF THE PLUMB-

ING AND PIPEFITTING INDUSTRY, LOCAL NO. 88,

BASED UPON -THE LAST DEMANDS OF SAID EM-'
- PLOYEES,

" Be it ordained by the People of the Cnty and County

. of San Francnsco

Section 1. . Pursuant to the pro.vxsxons of Charter

" . Section 9.108(b), Ordinance No, 116-77, Salary Stan-

. ma

“dardization Ordinance, Fiscal Year 197’1-78 Charter ,
Sections 8.400, 8.401 and 8.407, Miscellaneous Em-
‘ployees, i8 hereby amended by adding Section XIV

theret9;~.reading as follows:

)

" SECTION XIV. '
Notwithstanding any provisions of this ordinance

"to the contrary, and based upon the last demand of

employees represented by the United Association of .

" Journeymen and Apprentices of the Plumbing and

Pipefitting Industry, Local No. 88, said- employees
ghﬁll be entitled to additional workmg c¢onditions as
ollows:
A flat rate of pay for Journeymen and related
classes and not a range. .
A normal work week schedule of 36 hours.
. % normal work week schedule of Monday thirough
riday..
An overtime schedule which becomes operative

~ after seven (7) hours service daily.

An exemption from the inclement weather layoft
provigions,
Payments for travel tlme

No argument for Proposition R was submitted.

* No argument against Proposition R was submitted.

Apply for Your Absentee Ballot Eurly

See Page 95 -
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M | I$25 per day out-of-town expenses

SHEETMETAL *WORKERS’ "‘SAI.‘ARY‘DEMANDS« e

: : o Balloi' Tlilo - C
Shall a schedule of compenuiion inmd upen the last demand of omployees repreeoniod by

ihe Shoei Metal Workers Iniornaiional Auociciion, Local No. 104, be approved? .

¥ "
: ot T

Analysm N

By Belloi' Simplifi cation Commli'i'ee

'I‘HE WAY l'l‘ IS NOW: Sheet ‘metal workers em~
ployed by the. city receive certein working condi-: .
" tiona'and benefits, in- addition to their wages. Repre- .
gentatives of the sheet metal workers asked for
certain improvemente in their contract for this year,
but were turned down by city officials. A partial . -
‘comparigon of the demands with the present condi- .

" tions and benefits is provided below. '

\

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition ] would provide -
the improved working conditions and beneﬂte to the
city 8 sheet metal workere. '

A YES VOTE MEANS If you vote yes, you want
to" provide the improved working conditions and
beneﬂts demanded by sheet metal' workere. -

‘A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you want

“to keep the present working conditione and benefits

for sheet metal workers.

Compurison of Union Domemds and City Provisiom

' Union Demande

"City Provides

o (for sheet metal workere) ‘ :
N inormai work day shall be 8 hours per day, 40 hours
" per week, Monday-Friday .

: 40-hour week from April 1 to Sept 30 and 85-hour

_ week from Oct. 1 to March 31 -

. |work week sliall be Mondey-Friday

work week is® coneecutive_daye e

$20 per day

, |aii overtime be voluntary, wii:h a two—hour minimum

overtime can be required, with no minimum

.. journeymen start at highest pay scale

" the classification

all employees work up, by steps, to higiieet scale in

o delete inclement weather provisions'

employees receive no pay when properly notified
" that work ie not available because of weather

. city to pay for meale when working overtime at
least four hours . ' :

no provision :

= overtime to be paid at double hourly rate’

time and one-haif for overtime -

It} - ight differential of 129 for awing shift and 18%

. for graveyard ehift . i

614, % night differential

. [when working outside city, empioyee using his car
to receive 30¢ per mile and employee riding as

18¢ per mile for using own car . -

- pagsenger to receive 15¢ per mile to and from job

10



SHEETMETAL WORKERS' SALARY DEMANDS

Controller's Statement on "S"

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-

- lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition

S ,
Should the proposed proposition be approved, . in

my opinion, the total increase in the cost of govern- .

ment would be approximately $37,500 of which

. $30,000 will be from ad-valorem taxes. Based on
- the 1977-1978 assessment roll, this estimated in-

crease is equivalent to eight hundredths ($0.0008)
cent in the tax rate.

How Proposition S Got On The Baljlof

Propositions Q, R and S are on the ballot as a

_result of.a new provision of the City Charter, adopt-.

‘ed last year, which requires that unsettled contract
dispptes between city officials and city employees be
put before the voters to decide. In this first use of

‘that Charter provision, voters will grant or reject

demgnds by -unions representing city electricians
(Proposition Q), plumbers (Proposition R) and

" sheet metal workers (Proposition S). :

TEXT OF PROPOSED ORDINANCE
PROPOSITION S

‘ AMENDING ‘ORDINANCE_NO. 116-77, SALARY STAN-

DARDIZATION ORDINANCE, FISCAL YEAR 1977-78,
CHARTER SECTIONS 8.400, 8.401 AND 8,407, MISCEL-
LANEQUS EMPLOYEES, PURSUANT TO CHARTER
SECTION 9.108(b), TO REFLECT ADDITIONAL RATES
AND WORKING CONDITIONS FOR EMPLOYEES REP-

RESENTED BY THE SHEET METAL WORKERS IN. -
TERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION, LOCAL NO, 104, BASED -

UPQN THE LAST DEMANDS OF SAID EMPLOYEES.
Be it ordained by the People of the City and County
of San Francisco:

Section 1. Pursuantto the provisions of Charter.

Section 9.108(b), Ordinance No. 115-77, Salary

Standardization Ordinance, Fiscal Year 1977-78,

Charter Sections 8,400, 8.401 and 8.407, Miscellane-
ous Employees,.is hereby amended by adding Sec-
tion XIII thereto, reading as follows:

SECTION XIIIL, ‘ i .
" Notwithstanding any provisions of this ordinance
to the contrary, and based upon the last demand of
employees represented by the Sheet Metal Workers
International Association, Local No. 104, said em-
ployees shall be entitled to additional working condi-
tions ags follows: . ‘

The normal work day shall be eight (8) hours per

day, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., forty (40) hours per

week, Monday through Friday. o v .
_ Journeymen Sheet Metal Worker filling the posi-
less of the length of time involved shall receive the
higher position rate of pay. .
The work week shall be Monday through Friday
inclusive, .
. The present $20.00 per day subsistence shall be
increased to $25.00 per day on a seven (7) day basis.

All overtime shall be on a voluntary basis with a

minimum of two (2) hours.

- schedules shall end only on a Friday.

tion of foreman or any other higher position regard-

Employees sha]l get two (2) days off in a period
of seven (7) days.
Qualified Journeymen shall start at the highest

“wage increment.

Exemption from the inclement weather provisions.

When working at least four (4) hours overtime
the City and County shall pay for meals,
| Ovtertime shall be compensated at double the hour-
y rate. :

There shall be a shift differential of 12 per cent

~ for the evening or swing shift and 18 per cent for

the night or graveyard shift. Shift work shall mean
work performed immediately following the regularly
scheduled work day and for the stated number of
hours as follows: Not less than five (5) consecutive
days shall constitute a shift schedile and all shift -

Employees who perform work which is less than
the 40 hour week shall not be considered part time
employees and shall be treated equally with other
City and County employees. :

The City and County shall supply all necessary
hand tools or provide insurance for tools supplied by
employees represented by this Union.

All rates of pay shall be designated on an hourly
basis and not bi-weekly or monthly.

All employees required to worl at-an area beyond
the City and County of San IFrancisco in other than
employer provided ground transportation, and using
their personal automobiles, shall receive 30 cents
per mile each way travel expense from the San Fran-
cisco County line to the job site and return. Em-
ployees riding as passengers to that site and return
shall receive 15 cents per mile each way as travel
expense,

No argument for Proposition S was submitted.

No argument against Proposition S was submitted.

71



. u‘mu

i »gc,,m»« INTERNATIONAL Hom

N
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_DEClARATION OF POI.ICY Shcll ihe City and Coumy of San Francisco purchase. the Imornalional -
Hotel, bring the building up to code und transfer same fo the San Franmco Housing Authority to .

bo used: for Iow-rom housing?

= Analysns

By Ballof Simplific cahon Commlﬂ'ee

'l‘HE WAYIT IS NOW The Internatlonal Hotel

. at 848 Kearny St. is a privately-owned, three-story
" building with 150 rooms. Until the tenants were - .

evieted, it provided low rent ho‘using, primarily for

elderly and minority people. The owner of the build-

ing wants to tear it down in order to use the site for

' other purposes,

THE PROPOSAL: Propositxon U agks if the City

8hould buy the Intemational Hotel, fix the building

up so it meets the standards set by law, and transfer
it to the San Francisco Housing Authority to be

_used for low-rent housing.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
the City to buy the International Hotel and fix it up
8o that it can be used for low-rent housing.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not

want the City to buy the International Hotel.

\ . Controller s Statemenf on “U"

City Controller John C. I‘anell has 1ssued the fol- .
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition -
U:

Should the proposed declaratnon of pohcy be ap-
proved, it is my opinion, the increase in the cost .
of government would be approx1mately $2,600,000

-as a one time cost.

" Based on the-1977-1978 assessment roll, this es-
timated increase is equivalent to six and seventy- .
"nine hundredths cents ($0 0679) in the tax rate.

"How Pro_posmon U Got On The Ballot
Proposition U was placed on the ballot by a City
Charter provision which allows four or more indi-
vidual members of the Board of Supervisors to place
a Declaration of Policy on the ballot. g
On August 29, the Registrar received a request
from b supervisors asking that the question of the
International Hotél be placed on the ballot, The
request was signed by Supervisors Feinstein, Fran-
cois, Gonzales, Molinari, and von Beroldingen.
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ociaranion INTERNATIONAL HOTEL

ARGUMEN'I' FOR PROPOSITION U

“Housing is our right! Fight forced dispersion
of national minority communities like Chinatown-
N_[anilatown." :

N. Diao
Asian Americans for Equality

'ARGUMENT-FOR PROPOSITION U

Over 2500 units of low-rent housing have been i

demolished in the Chinatown-Manilatown area in
the last ten years. None were replaced. Corporate
business systematically destroyed the Manilatown
community, once ten square blocks—buying proper-
ties, and demolishing homes, community centers,
and shops. Today, the same destruction ravages
Chinatown. For decades, discrimination prevented
most Chinese and Filipinos from living and working
outside their communities. Their labor has been ex-
ploited in the sweatshops, ships, factories and farms
of this country. The rich have reaped untold profits
from this oppression by paying subsistence wages,
charging high rents, delivering the worst educa-
tional and socisdl services.

The International Hotel tenants fought eviction
for nine years because of these conditions, Their
valiant struggle against the attacks on them and
their community has won them the admiration and
support of millions nationwide, The brutal eviction
of the elderly tenants by 400 police and sheriffs,

costing $250,000, has not ended the fight. Everytime

people fight for a decent life, the rich always say it

will cost too much—but it’s the people who end up
paying while the rich get off the hook. This year,

"homeowners face 9% property tax increases, while -

big business gets 10-20% decreases. Needed social
services for the elderly and the “working poor” are
being cut back. At the same time, $30 million of our -
taxes each year goes to banks holding municipal
bonds. We say, let the banks and big business bear
the cost for low-rent housing. Tax their proﬁts, not
our wages,

Four Seas Investment Corporation, and others,
will tell voters that this Proposition is an attack on

- private property, on the right of people to own

homes and other possessions. But what's at stake is
not people’s rights to own these things, but big busi-
ness’ right to profit by throwing people into the
streets and tearing down their homes. We must
stand up to this. We need more decent low-rent
housing. Vote YES on Proposition U.

Paulette Liang, spokeswoman

. Workers Committee to Fight for International

Hotel and Victory Building 397-0629

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION U

Five thousand families are on the Housing Au-
thority’s waiting list. No low-rent housing has been
built in five years. Inflationary rent hikes hurt
everyone. Even homeowners suffer punitive taxes
they can ill afford.

Thousands of housing units have been destroyed

in the past decade. Concrete highrises and expensive

condominiums replace people. Yet little of the taxes
paid by these technical wonders goes toward low-
rent housing, People have been swept this way and
that in the name of Progress—‘“progress” always
accompanied by human suffering, The heart of the

International Hotel issue is whether people have -

housing rights, or whether the rights of commerce
reign supreme over human beings,

Contrary to slanderous editorials, there were no
code violations in the residential portion of the

‘International Hotel. The building is structurally

sound and safe, and under tenants’ management it

~ was clean and orderly. The International Hotel has

been placed on the National Register of Historic
Places by the U.S. government, in recognition of its
cultural significance.

Purchase of the hotel or its site is a step towards

recognizing housing needs of common people in San

Francisco. Economically, buying it is a bargain—a

good investment, adding 155 much needed low-rent

units for the city. Rents collected from the building

will return to the city treasury most of the cost. The
(continued)

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency. 78



ogagaren INTERNATIONAL HOTEL

(Argument for Propoéition U; Continued)

need for low rent housing will not go away by itself.
The brutal evxctlon ‘of the elderly International
Hotel tenants hnghlighted the need for low-rent
housing, and the mabxhty of our institutions to meet

Proposition U is not a mandate for the city to
purchase the hotel, but a “Yes” vote would recog-
nize the urgent need. for low-rent housing and en-
courage the city to begin concrete action.towards
resolving this issue. Vote “Yes” on Proposition U,

that need

Asian Community Center

Campbell, Norma

Cece: ettini, Christina—'
.San ‘Francisco. .
Women’s Centers

Centro de Cambio

.Chan, Diana Ming.

Chew, Laureen—' encher )

Chew, Martin—Attorney

Chin, Gordon

Chin, Lonnie-—-Teucher

Chin, P

Chinatown ’l‘ennnts
Orgnnizmg Committee :

Choy
ic Rev. Harry
Colter, Rossie
Community Educationnl
Services :
Davis, George—Secretory/
Treasurer O.P.E.LU.,
Local 3 AFL-CIO
Donlin, Bert—Retired Vice

President, ILWU Local 10

Edwards, Robert—President,
Shipscalers ILWU

Fong, Katheryn

Gant, Alvin—General
President National Post
Office Mmlhnndlers Local
302, Div. LIUNA

Gilman, Earl—President,
Social Services No. 535

American Jewish Congress,
Northern California
Division

Archdiocese of San F I‘rnncisco,

Commission on Social
Justice
Art Agnos, Assemblyman.
Ray Balberon, President-—
Mission Media Arts
John L. Burton, Member
of Congress
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International Hotel Tenants Association.

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION U
WE URGL‘ A “YES" VOTE ON PROPOSITION Ul

Goodman Building -
Tenant’s Union
Helmick, Barbara
Hernandez, George. A.
Hing, Bill Ong—Attorney
Holtzclaw, John

..Hutch, Ella Hill—Vice

Presndent, Board of
Directors BART -

" Ishida, David

Ja, Kew Yuen—M & J Co.

. Jnn, Elmer

Jew, Virginia

“Jing Wu Chinese

Physical Association
Johnson, Walter-—President,
. Dept. Store Employees

Union Loeal 110
Kerridge, Kathy
Kim, Tom—Bay Area

Coalition of Koreans
Kitagaki, Nobuo
KOJimoto. Kathy—SEIU

Local 536
Kuroiwa, Spencer

‘Lee, Carole Jan—

Commissioner, Commission
Status of Women
Lee, Michael—Attorney
Lee, Pam
Lee, ancln—Attorney
Lew, Eumce—Teucher

Logue-Riskin, Ruth—
S.F. Gray Panthers -

Low, Tom—Attorney

Lowe, Rolland—Physician

Lowe, Russ *

MecClain, Curtis :

Mission Childeare
Consortium, Ine,

Mori, Jeff

National United Workers .

Organization—Bay Area
Chapter

Olson, Reevn——Ofﬂce

Employees Local 3

On, Pamela

Ouye, Sandy

Ping Yuen Tenants
Association

Prowler, David

Quan, Dnvxd—Progmm
Director, Asian American
Commumty Mental Health
Training Center

Riskin, Alexander—Chair,
Grny Panthers

Ruiz, Sam -

San Francisco Wu Shu

Troupe
Shek, Lxlmn—Atwmey
Spikes, Eleanor
Stallings, Randall—
Coordinator, Unitarian
Universalist Service
Committee
Steele, Percy Jr.

"ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION U

.WE SUPPORT THE INTDRNATIONAL HOTEL
TENANTS ASSOCIATION

VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION U

Gary Borvice

Robert Covington

Eugene Coleman

Rodger L Dil]on President,
Local 87, SEIU

Rita George

Ron Green

Gil Graham

Terence Hallinan

Jose{_)‘h Hall, President,

", NAACP

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

La Raza Information Center
La ann Centro Legal
Gordon Lau

John Molinari, Supervxsor
Jack Morrison

Harvey Milk

_ Peter Mendelschn,

Commissioner

Mission Neighborhood
Centers, Ine,

Michael Nolan

Jim Queen

Ray Rivera

Rick Stokes

Carol Ruth Silver

Lillian K. Sing, President,

‘by any official agency.

Suncm, George—Horizons
Unlimited

Tang, Julie—Counselor, .
S.F. Community Colleg‘e

Townsend, Arnold—WAPA

Unemployed Workers
Organizing Committee

Vietnam Veterans Against
the War . :

Wada, Pntty g

Wada, Yori—Director,
Buchanan YMCA |

Waller, Rich -

Wang, Linda

Wang, Ling-chi—Asst.
Professor, U.C. Berkeley

Wang, Wayne :

Williams, Cleophas .
President, ILWU No.10

Kay, George—Secretnry,
ILWU No. 10

Wong, Steve—Everybody s
Bookstore

The Worker Newspaper

Xin Hua Mutual Aid
Association

Yee, Christine—Community
Worker

Yee, Harold

) Yee, Ruth—Director,

Chinatown Community
Children’s Center
Yuey, oe

, Zinn, Lina

Chinese-American
Democratic Club

Donald Stang, President
S.F, National Lawyers
Guild

San Francisco Council of
Churches, Executive -
Comnittee

Jack Trujillo

Arnold G. Townsend

The Rev, Dr, A, C, Ubalde, Jr.

Cecil Williams

Ruth Wellington

Naney G. Walker

Margo Warnecke, S.F,
LandMarks Board
Commission



DECLARATION
. OF POLICY

INTERNATIONAL HOTEL

_ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION U

More low rent housing in San Franeisco is a good
idea. But buying the International Hotel is a bad
idea, Purchasing and upgrading this 70 year old
condemned building would cost millions of your tax
dollars, At most, it could house about 150 tenants.
All San Franciscans, those who desperately need
decent low rent housing as well as those taxpayers
who must subsidize it, should reject this extrava-
gant and wasteful scheme.

Buying the hotel will be very expensive. It's locat-
ed near the financial district, four blocks from the
Transamerica “pyramid.” Land in this area brings
top dollar and the City will have to pay the going
rate. Acquiring the property could take years as the
courts decide what price the City must pay. And
once the property is finally bought, hundreds of
thousands more dollars will have to be poured in
just to bring the building up to City Health and
Safety Codes. Compliance with present earthquake
standards would require gutting and reconstructing
the entire building.

But the tremendous expense and years of delay
aren’t the only reasons why the I-Hotel is a bad
idea. Many of the forty tenants in the Hotel have
moved a few blocks south to another hotel on Kear-
ny Street. So far, they are the only ones who have
said they want to live in the I-Hotel.

When thousands of San Franciscans live in squal-
or, does it make sense to spend millions of dollars
for the benefit of this small group? When the City
now owns acres of vacant land, does it make sense
to take valuable commercial property off the tax
rolls? When more and better new housing could be
built for less than the price of the I-Hotel, does it
make :sense to pour your tax dollars into & rotting
hulk which can house so few?

We think not. We urge you fo demand the best
low rent housing your money can buy for ell who

"need it. Vote NO on Proposition U.

James Prisin-Zano
Former Regional Attorney,
Federal Public Housing Administration

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency. 5
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oscmanen FLEISHHACKER POOL

Ballot Title

- into use Fleishhacker Pool and its facilities?

* DECLARATION OF POLICY: Shall the Cify and County éf San Francisco restore, renovate and place

Analysis |

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Fleishhacker Pool, a six
million gallon salt water swimming pool located
between the San Francisco Zoo and the Great High-
way, was built in 1925, It was closed by the Health
Department in 1971 because sewage was seeping

~into the pool through cracks-and polluting the wa-

ter. The pool is now empty and unused.

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition V asks the voters
whether or not Fleishhaker Pool should be restored,
renovated and put back into use. ‘

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
the City to restore Fleishhacker Poo!.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not .
want the City to restore Fleishhacker Pool.

Controller's Statement on "V" .

-City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition
v: ' ‘
Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap-
proved, in my. opinion, the increase in the cost of
government would be approximately $11,000,000
for restoration and renovation of F'leishhacker Pool

swimming facilities, and an annual cost of $160,000-

for Maintenance,

Based upon the 1977-1978 assessment roll, this
estimated increase is equivalent to twenty-nine and
eighty-eight hundredths ($0.2988) cents in the tax
rate for the restoration and renovation, and forty-
three hundredths ($0.0043) cent for the annual
maintenance,

How'PEoppSifion V Got On The Ballot

Proposition V was placed on the ballot by a City
Charter provision which allows four or more indi- 4
vidual members of the Board of Supervisors to place:
a Declaration of Policy on the ballot.

On August 29, the Registrar received a request
from 7 supervisors asking that the question of -
Fleishhacker Pool be placed on the ballot, The
request was signed by Supervisors Feinstein,
Francois, Kopp, Molinari, Nelder, Pelosi, and von

Beroldingen.

76



oecamanion £} EISHHACKER POOL

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION V

Fleishhacker Pool

Save the world's largest landlocked swimming
pool! Stop city government’s planned demolition of

our only olympic size pool and its replacement by

a huge, unneeded THREE MILLION DOLLAR

" PARKING LOT. Federal funding will minimize cost

to the city. Sutro Baths and Playland are already
lost. Vote YES! Keep Fleishhacker Pool!

Committee To Save Fleishhacker Pool

" Michael Nurre

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION V

FLEISHHACKER POOI, has been.an historic
living landmark since 1925. Though owned by all
San Franciscans, unfortunately responsibility for
its well-being has never been in enthusiastic hands.

It has constantly been treated by its supposed-

trustees worse than Cinderella. We as owners of the
pool complex must now make our own policy for use
of our own unique swimming and diving facilities.
We should not be fooled by self-serving Zoo Corpo-
ration red-herring arguments, The REC/PARK mis-
managers want to give the pool area, enjoyed by
millions while properly maintained, to a private
corporation free of cost and public control, for use
mainly as a commercial parking lot for a huge com-

mercial Zoo complex, Opposition to this proposition
is thus being indirectly subsidized by REC/PARK
resources, and is. hypocritical as the Commission
refuses to.consider relocation or even planning for.
establishment of comparable facilities. As citizens
we should insist that our pool be restored for use as
swimming and diving facilities, Restoration can be
as simple as a $2,500,000 clean-up job.to as high as
we want to go, but that decision comes later, Save
our Pool. Vote YES on V.

Kamini K. Gupta, Chairman

San Francisco Council of Lions

Clubs Fleishhacker Project Committee
Charles W. Meyers, Member

. ARGUMENT AGAINST

Vote No On V"

A WHITE ELEPHANT

Fleishhacker Pool is a white elephant. The people
-voted “NO” years ago when they stopped coming to
swim in the cold. It makes no sense to spend over
$28 million to restore Fleishhacker Pool when San
Franciscans alréady know it's the wrong place for a
major outdoor swimming facility. We can’t afford
to make the same mistake twice.

Who Is Going to Pay for It?

We already know that only a few San Francis-

cang will use Fleishhacker, Pool, yet ALL San I'ran-
ciscans will have to pay the price tag. for restora-
tion, over $23 million. They will then have to pay
year-after-year for the complicated engineering
maintenance required by today’s public health
standards. We don’t need a swimming facility used

by only an elite few. The Zoo serves more people in

PROPOSITION V

two weeks than Fleishhacker Pool did'in its entire
last year of operation,

The Zoo Needs the Land

It's time to give the San Francisco Zoo a break.
The Zoo belongs to all the people of San Francisco.
Nearly one million people visit it each year and it
can't move to another location. Restoration of
TFleishhacker Pool conflicts directly with the Zoo's
need for space for animals. The Zoo has begun-to
develop new naturalistic exhibits necessary for the
preservation of our endangered and threatened
wildlife, These animals can’t survive without our
help, The Zoo needs the land and San Francisco
does not need another white elephant.

Vote' NO on “V”,

San Francisco Zoological Society
James J. Ludwig
Chairman of the Board

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
by any official agency. 7
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION \ &

C Vofe “No’’ On V"
$23,801,933 RESTORATION COST

Engineering estimates indicate that the cost of

restoring ‘Fleishhacker Pool would be $23,801,938.

This is & great deal of money to spend on & pool

which, in its last years of operation; attracted very

3

few swimmers. The pool is located near the Ocean '

outdoor swimming because of cold and windy weath-
er, In 1971, because of low attendance, the pool was

. costing the City $2.60 per swimmer to operate.

No On “V"—Harm to Zoo

Proposition wy would prevent implementatfon of
the Zoo Master Plan, It would also block any Fed-
eral financing of needed Zoo improvements that are

~expected to be made as part of the Wastewater

_ in the worst possible location in San Francisco for -

" Tommy Harris

- ‘Management Program. The pool area is desperately

needed if San Francisco is to have a first-class zoo.

‘, No On “V"~Times Have Changed
Since Fleishhacker Pool was built in 1925, the

'Clty has constructed year-round, enclosed, neighbor-

hood swimming pools. These pools serve the recre-
ational needs of San Franciscans. If the City decides
it needs a large outdoor pool, there are more suit-

" able locations where it can be. built. Fleishhacker

Pool has outlived its usefullness. It would be folly to
spend any money on its restoration.

Eugene L. Friend

President

Endorsed by :

Loris DiGrazia

: Ms. Lidia M, La Garda
Msgr. Peter G. Armstrong

Mrs, Amy Meyer
Lucien A, Sabella

Arguments printed on this page are the ‘opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy

.78 , by any official agency.



DECLARATION

OF POLICY

BII.lBOARD REMOVAL.

" Ballot Title S

" DECLARATION OF POLICY: Should the Board of Supervisors enact Ieglslahon which would phase out
those billboards containing off-site advertising over a period allowmg full amortization of costs to

billboard companies?

’

Analysis

By Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: Billboards are allowed
in most commercial areas of San Francisco, except
in special sign districts, They are not allowed in
residential areas. ‘

THE PROPOSAL: Proposition W would ask the
Board of Supervisors to ban all billboards from the
-City, with the owners given time to recover their

which advertise the companies occupying the build-
ings where the signs are located.

A YES VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want
to ban all billboards from San Francisco and want
the owners to have time to recover their invest-

- ments.

A NO VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not
want to ban all billboards in the City.

investments. This ban would not apply to signs

Controller's Statement on "W"

City Controller John C. Farrell has issued the fol-
lowing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposi-
tion W:

Should the proposed declaration of policy be ap-
proved, and should the Board of Supervisors enact
an ordinance legally permitting the elimination of
all off site advertising by means of a plan of amor-
tization of costs to billboard companies in one year,
in my opinion, the estimated loss of revenue to the

City and County would be approximately .$37,300.

This estimated loss is equivalent to one tenth
($0.0010) of one cent in the tax rate.

How Proposition W Got On The Ballot

Proposition W was placed on the ballot by a City
Charter provision which allows four or more indi-
vidual members of the Board of Supervisors to place
a Declaration of Policy on the ballot.

On August 30, the Registrar received a request

from 6 supervisors asking that the question of bill--

boards be placed on the ballot. The request was
signed by Supervisors Feinstein, Molman, Nelder,
Pelosi, and von Beroldingen.
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DECLARATION
OF POLICY

BILLBOARD REMOVAL

' ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION W

- San Franciscans have made major efforts to im-

~ prove and beautify our nelghborhoods and enhance

our unique scenic views. These efforts have resulted
in residential zoning' limitations, remodeling and re-
furbishing. of private homes and commercial struc-
tures, tree planting, and the restoration of an
atmosphere of charm and livability that has made
our City famous,

A major obstacle to this 1mp10vement program

is the twelve hundred to fifteen hundred billboards
that dominate many streets, hills, rooftops, and free-

. ways blocking views of our Bay and annoying resi-

dents. Many billboards are not modest general
advertising signs on wooden frames, but large dis-
plays in jarring dayglow colors, embellished with
neon and supported by heavy metal superstructures.

One has but to visit a city such as Washington,
D.C., which has phased out all billboards, to realize
the startling and beautifying effect that the absence

of billboards has had on this older city. Many

neighborhood and civie groups believe that bill-
boards contribute to blight as they become larger,
more imposing, and intrusive,

Why should visitors to San Francisco be greeted
by mammoth cigarette and liquor advertisements

by the side of the freeway‘? Why should the scenic
and . architectural beauty of San Francisc
marred by glaring dayglow painted signs?

- should the side of a beautifully rehabilitated \vie-

torian be covered by a billboard? A

The answer is that if the people of San Francisco
believe that billboards have become a public nui-
sance and an unwanted blight on our landscape the
we have a duty to see that they are removed in :1\
manner congistent with governmental prerogatives
and constitutional guarantees.

Legislation to phase out billboards has strong

_enemies in the powerful and political East Bay

located billboard lobby. Legislation has been held up
for one year despite the support of dozens of neigh-
borhood groups, civic organizations, local merchants
and businessmen. This is the reason we submit this
policy statement to you, the voters of San Francisco.
Do you want billboards with off-site advertising.
phased out. Just look around and let us know.

Supervisors
Ronald Pelosi
Dianne Feinstein
Alfred Nelder
John L. Molinari

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION W

There are more than 1,200 billboards in San
Francisco, with more than 50 new ones being erect-
ed each year. These large, often brightly. lighted
advertising signs visually pollute our city. They are
an avoidable insult to the great beauty of San Fran-
cisco. Having an attractive city is necessary to
maintaining one of San Francisco’s largest indus-
tries—tourism. If passed, this resolution will result
in legislation phasing out these obnoxious signs.
And who needs them? The economic impact on San
Francisco will be minimal.

The owners of the existing signs wnll be treated

fairly, as required by law, in that the cost of the
signs will be amortized over 7 to 10 years, Desplte
years of effort, ordinances and lawsuits, San Fran. .

- cisco has been unable to eliminate billboards, even
~ though other well known tourist cities, such as

Honolulu and Washington, D.C., have done so.

Vote YES on Proposition W, Vote for a more
beautiful San. Francisco. These are your views.
Exercise your right to control them. .

Dorothy Erskine Jude Las

William D, Evers : Mmilyn (Toby) Levine
Ann Fogelberg Peter McCrea

John H. Jncobs Claire Pilcher

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
) the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
80 by any official agency.
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ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION W -

Q. WHAT DOES PROPOSITI(_)N “W” MEAN? |
A. Proposition “W” means prohibition of all
Oft-Site advertising signs in the city and

their removal} without payment. :

Q. WHAT DOES “AMORTIZATION” MEAN?
A, If the city wanted to amortize your property
or business, it means they wouldn’t pay you
for it—they would just let you use it longer,
i.e. for a definite period of months or years
and then take it away.

Q. HOW WOULD IT BE ENFORCED?

A. After the period of amortization, the bill-
board owners would be required to remove
the structures, at their expense. If they did
not, they could be jailed or fined, or both.

Q. WHAT IS THE LOSS TO THE OWNER OF
THE BILLBOARDS?

A, The loss to the owner of the billboards is
millions of dollars invested in their busi-

nesses and their jobs as well a8 the jobs of
the people who work for them,

Q. WHAT IS THE LOSS TO THE CITY?
. A, The city would lose one form of communi-
cation, which not only informs, but enter-
tains and provides a colorful, graphic change
‘in the urban view. San Francisco would lose
_ part of its historical heritage.
Hundreds of property owners who receive
rent from the billboard companies would lose
over a million dollars each year in income.
The city would lose tax revenues accordingly.

Q. WHAT THEN IS THE REAL MEANING OF
PROPOSITION “W”?
A. Proposition “W” is a police-state type of ac-
tion proposed by some elitist members of the
Board of Supervisors to take property with-
out compensation. It simply is not fair. Vote
No on Proposition “W”. It's wrong.

Arthur W, Goff, President
C.S.0.AA.

ARGUMENT! AGAINST PROPOSITION W

It is time that the San Francisco Board of Super-
visors started taking responsibility for the steady
decline of jobs in our city, While they are making
public speeches about trying to help the unemploy-
ment situation, some supervisors are actually trying
to destroy countless jobs by putting Prop. “W” on
the ballot.

Proposition “W” would completely destroy the
billboard industry in San Francisco. In addition to
taking jobs from hard working employees, Prop
“W” would deprive carpenters, painters, teamsters,
laborers, electricians, artists plus secretaries, sales-
men, accountants, and other office workers of badly
- needed jobs! i

Prop “W” is totally unfair against a San Fran-
cisco industry. Who knows what job they will try

to eliminate next? How many more jobs will go
down the drain at the whim of a few supervisors?
Working people in San Francisco are tired of politi-
cal speeches about solving the unemployment prob-
lem when these same politicians are actually taking
away our jobs with things like Prop “W”. They
should be bringing jobs to San Francisco not de-

" stroying businesses that help people.

Prop “W"” is against workers. Vote NO on “W".
Stanley M. Smith, Secretary-Treasurer

San Francisco Building and Construction

Trades Council
John F. Crowley, Secretary San Francisco

Labor Council, AFL-CIO
Jack Goldberger, President

Joint Councll of Teamsters

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

* We do not understand why our fellow supervisors
have decided to put Propoesition “W” on the ballot,
San Franciscans do not want to drive the billboard
industry out of our city. We can only conclude these
supervisors are promoting Measure “W" for;their

_own political purposes.

San Francisco is “gverybody’s favorlte city”., 'Bill-
boards have been a traditional part of San I‘rfmclsco

. gince before the turn of the century. :
There is no evidence that billboards impair traf-
" fic safety, harm the environment, offend tourists or

[

We are deeply concerned about the constitutional
and legal implications of Proposition “W”. Any
effort to arbitrarily eliminate a form of free speech
such as billboard advertising is clearly a violation
of the First Amendment and poses a threat to the
constitutional freedoms of all San Franciscans.

This proposition is in direct conflict with the law
of our state. The Outdoor Advertising Act of the
State of California (S5200) and following section
of the Business and Professions Code provndes in
S5226 as follows:

“Outdoor advertising is an integral part of the

.business and marketing function, and an estab-
lished segment of the national economy, and

decrense property values. We do know that Prop -
“W” will eliminate jobs, tax revenue and a valuable
form of social, political and public aervice advertis-
ing for San Francisco’s chamies ‘and community
groups, : T

We urge all thinking San Franclscans to join us
in voting NO on Prop “W”. :

ISupervxsor Peter Tamaras .
* Supervisor John Barbagelata

Supervisor Terry A. Francois

ARGUMENT 'AGAINST PROPOSITION w

should be allowed to exist in business areas,
subject to reasonable controls in the public
~ interest.”

Proposition “W"” shows a callous disregai:d for
both California law and the Constitution on the
part of some self-serving supervisors who profess to
protect the rights of all San Franciscans. We urge
our fellow citizens who value their rights of free
speech and equal protection under. the law to. Jom
us in voting NO on Proposition “W”,

LAWYDRS FOR FREE SPEECH
R. Barry Churton , - William J. Dowling III
Margaret H. Edwards J. Raymond Healy

J. Rodney Johnson Peter L. Muhs
Hon. Frank B. Blum Paul M. Hupf

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION W

Throughout the years, the American Advertlsmg
Federation has devoted countless hours to obtain
free public service advertising for many worthy
San Francisco non-profit charities and community
groups. We have requested free advertising space
and time for these public safety and volunteer citi-
zen groups from all forms of media. Without excep-
tion, the billboard industry has willingly given free
billboards for these worthy causes during the past

75 years,

All the following organizations and community
groups have asked for and received free public serv-
ice advertising from the San Francisco billboard
industry in 1976-77:

A.C.L.U.—Bill of Rights Day
AMERICAN CANCER SOCIETY

AMERICAN RED CROSS

AMERICAN WOMEN'S ORT -

BAY AREA URBAN LEAGUE

CALIFORNIA DENTAL ASSN.

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
“56 MEANS 55"

CALIFORNIA LEAGUE FOR THE

HANDICAPPED
CALIFORNIA TEACHERS ASSOCIATION
SAN FRANCISCO CATHOLIC CHARITIES
CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF

LATTER-DAY SAINTS
CAMPFIRE GIRLS
FISH AND GAME DEPT.

EASTER SEAL SOCIETY
ELKS “HONOR THE FLAG” - |
FAIR HOUSING FEDERAL HUD PROJECT

Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not been checked for accuracy
82 » by any official agency.
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GOODWILL INDUSTRIES
THE. GUARDSMEN
BAY AREA COUNCIL ON SOVIET JEWRY
ST. LUKE’S HOSPITAL
JEWISH WELFARE PEDERATION
MONTFORD POINT MARINES NATIONAL

CONVENTION—AUGUST 1977 '
FIRST BLACKS TO SERVE AS

U.S. MARINES
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS
. JERRY LEWIS TELETHON
NATIONAL SECRETARIES ASSN.,
PARENTS WITHOUT PARTNERS
SALVATION ARMY
SAN FRANCISCO BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA
SAN FRANCISCO CITIZENS LEAGUE
SAN FRANCISCO DE MOLAY
SAN. FRANCISCO MUSEUM OF ART
SAN FRANCISCO SYMPHONY ‘
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION—
""“KEEP OFF THE GAS”
UNITED WAY CRUSADE
Y.M.C.A.
CALIFORNIA FAIR PLAN

CALIFORNIA NURSES ASSN,
DELANCY STREET

- NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS Y

ST. JUDE’S HOSPITAL

HIRE THE HANDICAPPED

UNITED NEGRO COLLEGE FUND—“A
MIND IS A TERRIBLE THING TO WASTE”

“BUCKLE UP FOR SAFETY”

SAN FRANCISCO ZOO COMMISSION

SICKLE CELL ANEMIA RESEARCH
FOUNDATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—DEPT, OF
HEALTH—INDUSTRIAL CANCER

It is not intended to imply that all of the above-
named organizations or their members would join
us in voting “NO” on Proposition “W”, but we
know they appreciate the help they have received
from the billboard industry in promoting their
worthwhile causes.

AMERICAN ADVERTISING I‘DDERATION
Georgette Soulie
Director Westem Region Services

. Arguments printed on this page are the opinions of
the authors and have not beeh checked for accuracy ‘
' by any official agency. 83
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ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR ELECTION ON

BOND ISSUES, PROPOSITIONS A & B

~

CALLING AND PROVIDING FOR A Si’ECIAL ELEC-
TION TO BE HELD IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF

SAN FRANCISCO ON TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1077,

FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE VOT-
RS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
ISCO PROPOSITIONS TO INCUR BONDED: DEBTS

OF THE CITY AND COUNTY FOR THE ACQUISITION,

CONSTRUCTION OR COMPLETION BY THE CITY AND

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OF THE FOLLOWING

MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS, TO WIT: $9,270,000 FOR

IMPROVEMENT OF THE IRRIGATION SYSTEM OF

THE RECREATION AND PARK DEPARTMENT OF

THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO; .

6,000,000 FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO THE FIRE PRO-
ECTION SYSTEM OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO, INCLUDING A FIREBOAT; AND
THAT THE ESTIMATED COST TO THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAID MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS IS
AND WILL BE TOO GREAT TO BE PAID OUT OF THE
ORDINARY ANNUAL INCOME AND REVENUE OF
THE CITY AND COUNTY AND WILL REQUIRE EX-
PENDITURES GREATER THAN THE AMOUNTS AL-
LOWED THEREFOR BY THE ANNUAL TAX LEVY;
ALL IN ORDER TO DO AND PERFORM ANY AND ALL
OF THE MATTERS HEREINABOVE REFERRED TO;
FIXING RATE OF INTEREST OF SAID BONDS AND
PROVIDING FOR THE LEVY AND COLLECTION OF
TAXES TO PAY BOTH PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST
THEREOF; PRESCRIBING NOTICE.TO BE GIVEN OF
SUCH ELECTION AND CONSOLIDATING THE SPE.
g}IL“}BIb’II‘%IéIIB\ICTION WITH THE GENERAL MUNICIPAL

‘Be it ordained by the People of the City and County

of San Francisco:

Section 1. A special election is hereby called and
ordered to be held in the City and County of San
Francisco on Tuesday, the 8th day of November,
1977, for the purpose of submitting to the electors
of said city and county propositions to incur bonded
indebtedness of the City and County of San Fran-
cisco for the acquisition, construction or completion
by the city and county of the hereinafter described
municipal improvements in the amounts and for the
purposes stated: C ) )

(a) IRRIGATION SYSTEM OF THE RECREA-
TION AND PARK DEPARTMENT IM-
- . PROVEMENT -BONDS, 1977

. $9,270,000 to pay for additions to and imp'rove-

- ment of the Recreation and Park System of the City
and County of San Francisco, including facilities,

equipment, and all other works, property and struc-
tures necessary or convenient for additions to and
improvemernt of the irrigation system of the Recrea-
tion and Park System of the City and County of San
Francisco.. ;
(b) FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM IMPROVE-
MENT BONDS, 1977 .

$6,000,000 to pay for additions to and improve-

ment of the fire protection system of the City and

"County of San Francisco, including facilities, equip-

ment, a fireboat, and all other works, property and
structures necessary or convenient for additions to
and improvement of the fire protection system of the
City and County of San Francisco.

Section 2. The estimated costs of the muncipal
improvements described in Section 1 hereof were
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fixed by the Board of Supervisors by the following

regolutions and in the amounts specified: - ‘
Irrigation System of the Recreation and Park
Department Improvement Bonds, Resolution No.
510-77, $9,270,000; : )
Fire Protection System Improvement Bonds, Res-
olution No. 511-77, $6,000,000, .

" . That each of said resolutions was passed by two-

thirds or more of the Board of Supervisors, that
Resolutions No. 510-77 and 511-77 were approved
by the Mayor, and in each of said resolutions it was
recited and found that.the sums of money specified
were too great to be paid out of the ordinary annual
income and revenue of the city and county in addi-
tion to the other annual expenses thereof or other
funds derived from taxes levied for those purposes
and will require expenditures greater than the
amounts allowed therefor by the annual tax levy.
The method and manner of payment of the esti-
mated costs of the municipal improvements de-
scribed herein are by the issuance of bonds of the
City and County of San Francisco in the principal
amounts specified. ' -
. Said estimates of cost as set forth in said resolu-
tions, and each thereof, are hereby adopted and
determined to be the estimated costs of said im-
provements; and each thereof. - '
Section 3. The special election hereby called and
ordered to be held shall be held and conducted: and
the votes thereat received and canvassed, and the
returns thereof made and the results thereof ascer-
tained, determined and declared as herein provided
and in all particulars not herein recited said election
shall be held according to the laws of the State of
California providing for and governing elections in

. the City and County of San Francisco, and the polls

for such election shall be and remain open during
the time required by said laws.

Section 4, The said special election hereby called
shall be and hereby is consolidated with the General
Municipal Election to be held Tuesday, November 8,
1977, and the voting precincts, polling places and
officers of election for said General Municipal Elec-
tion be and the same are hereby adopted, estab-
lished, designated and named, respectively, as the
voting: precincts, polling places and officers of elec-
tion for such special election hereby called, and as
specifically set forth, in the official publication, by
the Registrar of Voters of precincts, polling places

- and election officers for the said General Municipal

Election,

- The ballots to be used at said special election shall
be the ballots to be used at said General Municipal
Election and reference is hereby made to the notice
of election setting forth the voting precincts, polling
places and officers of election by the Registrar of
Voters for the General Municipal Election to be
published in the San Francisco Examiner on or
about October 15, 1977, ‘

(Continued on next page)
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Section 5. On the ballots to be used at such spe-
cial election and on the voting machines used at said
special election, in addition to any other matter re-
quired by law to be printed thereon, shall ‘appear
thereon the following, each to be separately stated,
?_nd appear upon the ballots as separate proposi-

ions: ' ,

(a) “IRRIGATION SYSTEM OF THE RECRE-
ATION AND PARK DEPARTMENT IM-
PROVEMENT BONDS, 1977.

To incur a bonded indebtedness of $9,270,000
for the purpose of improvement of the irriga-
tion system of the Recreation and Park Depart-
ment of the City and County of San Francisco.”

(b) “FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM IMPROVE-
: MENT BONDS, 1977.
‘To incur a bonded indebtedness of $6,000,000
for the purpose of improvements of the fire
protection facilities of the San Francisco Fire
Department, including the purchase of a new
fireboat.”

To vote for any proposition where ballots are
used, and to incur the bonded indebtedness to the
amount of and for the purposes stated herein, stamp
a cross (x) in the blank space to the right of the
word “Yes.” To vote against any proposition and
thereby refuse to authorize the incurring of a bond-
ed indebtedness to the amount of and for the pur-
poses stated herein, stamp a cross (x) in the blank
.8pace to the right of the word “No.” '

Where voting machines are used at said special
election said voting machines shall be so arranged
that any qualified elector may vote for any propo-
sition by pulling down a lever over the word ‘“Yes”
under or near a statement of the proposed propo-

. sition appearing on cardboard, paper or other mate~

rial placed on the front of the machine, and said act
shall constitute a vote for the proposition, and by
pulling down a lever over the word “No” under or
near a statement of the proposed proposition ap-

pearing on cardboard, paper or other material
placed on the front of the machines, shall constitute
a vote against the proposition, Said voting machines
and the preparation of the same shall comply in all
respects with the provisions of law.

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

Section 6. If at such special election it shall ap-
pear that two-thirds of all the voters voting on the
Irrigation System of the Recreation and Park De-
partment Improvement bond proposition despmbed
in paragraph (a) of Section 1 of this ordinance
voted in favor of and authorized the incurring of a
bonded indebtedness for the purposes set forth in

said proposition, then such proposition shall have
been accepted by the electors, and bonds shall be
issued to defray the cost of the municipal improve-
ments described therein. Such bonds shall be of the
form and character known as “serials,” and shall
bear interest at a rate not to exceed 8 per centum
per annum, payable semiannually.

.The votes cast for and against the said proposi-
tion shall be counted separately and when two-
thirds of the qualified electors, voting on the propo-
sition, vote in favor thereof, such proposition shall .

_.be deemed adopted.

Section 7. If at such special election it shall ap-
pear that two-thirds of all the voters voting on the
Fire Protection System Improvement hond propo-
sition deseribed in paragraph (b) of Section 1 of
this ordinance voted in favor of and authorized the
incurring of a bonded indebtedness for the purposes
set forth in said proposition, then such propoesition
shall have been accepted by the electors, and bonds
shall be issued to defray the cost of the municipal

improvements described therein. Such bonds shall

be of the form and character known as “serials,”
and shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 8 per
centum per annum, payable semiannually.

The votes cast for and against the said proposi-
tion shall be counted separately and when two-
thirds of the qualified electors, voting on the propo-
sition, vote in favor thereof, such proposition shall.
be deemed adopted.

Section 8. For the purpose of paying the prin-
cipal and interest on said bonds, the Board of Super-
visors shall, at the time of fixing the general tax
levy and in the manner for such general tax levy
provided, leyy and collect annually each year until
such bonds are paid, or until there is a sum in the
Treasury of said city and county set apart for that
purpose to meet all sums coming due for the prin-
cipal and interest on said bonds, a tax sufficient to
pay the annual interest on such bonds as the same
becomes due and also such part of the principal
thereof as shall become due before the proceeds of a
tax levied at the time for making the next general
tax levy can be made available for the payment ot
such principal.

Section 9. This ordinance shall be published
once a day for at least seven (7) days in the San
Francisco Examiner, a newspaper published daily
in the City and County of San Francisco, being the
official newspaper of said city and county and such
publication shall constitute notice of said election;
provided, when published in the San IFrancisco Ex-
aminer this ordinance shall be accompanied by a
sentence in Spanish and in Chinese stating that the
ordinance is posted in Spanish and Chinese at the
Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,
Room 235, City Hall. Also, this ordinance shall be
published once a day for at least seven (7) days in
one or more newspapers published daily in Chinese

(Continued on Newxt Page)
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in the City and Cduniy of Shn Francisco, and it

" ghall be published twice in a Spanish language news-

paper which has a substantial circulation in the City
and County of San Francisco. This ordinance pub-
lished in Spanish and Chinese shall be posted in the

. Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,

Room 235, City Hall. '
Passed for Second Readihg—-—Board of Supervis-

ors, San Francisco, August 1, 1977,
' Ayes: Supervisors Barbagelata, Feinstein, Gon-.
zales, Kopp, Nelder, Pelosi, Tamaras, von Berold--
~ ingen,

Absent: Supervisbrs Francois, Mendelsohn, Moli-
nari. S

- City and County of San Francisco.

" Read Second Time and Finally Passed—Board of
Supervisors, San Francisco, August 8, 1977

Ayes: Supervisors Barbagelata, Francois, Gon-
zales, Kopp, Molinari, Nelder, Pelogi, von' l}jegold-
ingen, _ o

Abgent: Supervisors Feinstein, Mendelsohn, Ta--
maras. R TP P

1 hereby certify that the foregoing ordinance was
finally passed by the Board of Supervisorspf‘;’the-

o

G. H. BOREMAN, Clerk.
GEORGE R. MOSCONE, Mayor.
Approved: August 16, 1977.

RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR ELECTION

ON REVENUE BONDS, PROPOSITION C

RESOLUTION CALLING A SPECIAL REVENUE BOND
ELECTION IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
CISCO. FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUBMITTING TO THE
QUALIFIED VOTERS OF SAID CITY AND COUNTY THE
PROPOSITION OF ISSUING REVENUE BONDS PUR-
SUANT TO SECTION 7.306 OF THE CHARTER OF THE

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE -

REVENUE BOND LAW OF 1941 IN THE PRINCIPAL
AMOUNT OF $90,000,000 TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR

THE PURPOSE OF ACQUIRING, CONSTRUCTING, IM-

PROVING AND DEVELOPING AIRPORT FACILITIES AT
SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT; AND
CONSOLIDATING SAID SPECIAL REVENUE "BOND
ELECTION WITH THE GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELEC-
TION TO BE HELD ON NOVEMBER 8, 1977,

- WHEREAS, Section 7.306(a) of the Charter of.
the City and County of San Francisco provides
that, upon the recommendation of the Airports Com-

mission, the Board of Supervisors shall by reso-
lution submit to the qualified voters of the City
and County of San Francisco, at an election held
for that purpose, the proposition of issuing bonds
pursuant to the Revenue Bond Law of 1941, as it

' now reads or may hereafter be amended, for the

purpose of acquiring, constructing, improving or

- developing airports or airport facilities under the

jurisdiction of the Airports Commission in accord-
ance with the terms and conditions recommended
by the Airports Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Airports Commission of the City
and County of San Francisco, by Resolution No.
77-0129, adopted May 8, 1977, pursuant to said
Section 7.306(a), has recommended that the Board
of Supervisors, by resolution, submit to the qualified
voters of the City and County of San Francisco,
at an election held for that purpose on November
8, 1977, the proposition of issuing bonds in the
principal amount of $90,000,000 pursuant to the
Revenue'Bond Law of 1941 for the purpose of ac-
quiring, constructing, improving and developing air-
port facilities, under the jurisdiction of the Airports
Commission, at Sdan Francisco International Airport,
as generally described in a staff report to said
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Commission dated April, 1977 and entitled “San
Francisco International Airport Expansion Program,
Modernization and Replacement Phase,” in. aceord-
ance with the terms and conditions recommended by
theQAirports Commission in said Resolution:No;:77-
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the’
Board of Supervisors of the City and County of
San Francisco, as follows: i

Section 1. A special revenue bond election is here-
by ordered and will be held in the City and County
of San Francisco on Tuesday, November 8, 1977,
at which election there shall be submitted to the
qualified voters of the City and County the propo-’
sition of issuing revenue bonds pursuant to Section

-7.806 of the Charter of the City and County -of

San Francisco and the Revenue Bond Law .of 1941
of the State of California for the purpose of provid-::
ing funds for acquiring, constructing, improving
and developing airport facilities, under the juris-
diction of the Airports Commission of the City .
and County of San Francisco, at San Francisco

International Airport, all as set forth in the follow-
ing proposition: _ - 4

AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS -

Shall the Airports Commission of the City and.
County of San Francisco issue revenue bonds in the
principal amount of $90,000,000 pursuant to the
Revenue Bond Law of 1941 to provide funds for
acquiring, constructing, improving and developing
airport facilities at San Francisco International Air-
port, including an industrial waste treatment plant,
additions to terminals, remodeling and modification
of terminals, baggage handling facilities, boarding’
areas, aircraft aprons, pedestrian access facilities;
parking facilities, engineering and planning expense;
and other works, properties or structures necessary -

(Continued-on next page) = ' '
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or convenient for San Francisco International Air-

port? :
- Seetion 2. Said revenue bonds in the principal
amount of $90,000,000 (herein called the “Bonds”)
are proposed to be issued to finance improvements
to an enterprise (herein called the “Enterprise”)
which is hereby defined to be San Francisco Inter-
nationa} ‘Airport, including the existing .airport and
all additions, betterments, extensions and improve-
ments _thereto. Said existing airport and the pro-
posed improvements thereto shall constitute a single
unified, integrated enterprise, and the revenues there-
from shall be pledged to the payment of the Bonds.
(a) The purpose for which the Bonds are pro-
posed to be issued is to provide funds for acquiring,
constructing, improving and developing airport fa-
cilities at San Francisco International Airport, in-

cluding any expenses incidental thereto or connected

therewith, as generally described in a staff report
to the Airports Commission dated April, 1977 and
entitled “San Francisco International Airport Ex-

pansion Program, Modernization and Replacement

Phase.” .

(b) . The estimated cost of the acquisition, con-
struction, improvement and development is $90,-
000,000. Said estimated cost includes expenses in-
cidental thereto or connected therewith, engineer-
ing, inspection, legal and fiscal agent's fees, costs
of .the bond election and of the issuance of the
Bonds, bond reserve funds and working capital and
bond interest estimated to accrue during the con-
struction period and for a period of not to exceed
twelve months after completion of construction,

(c) The principal amount of the Bonds proposed
to be issued is $90,000,000,

(d) The maximum rate of interest on the Bonds
proposed to be-issued shall not exceed 9 per cent a
year, payable annually or semiannualiy,

Section 8, The Board of Supervisors hereby sub-
mits to the qualified voters of the City and County
of San Francisco at said special revenue bond elec-
tion the proposition set forth in Scction 1 of this
resolution, and designates and refers to said propo-
sition in the form of ballot hereinafter prescribed
foruse at said election, '

(a) Said special revenue bond election shall be
held and conducted, and the votes thereat canvassed
and the returns thereof made, and the result thereof

ascertained and determined as herein provided; and -

in all particulars not prescribed by this resolution,
said special election shall be held and the votes
canvassed pursuant to law for general municipal
elections in the City and County. .
‘(b) All persons qualified to vote at municipal
elections in the City and County upon the date of
the election herein provided for shall be qualified to

vote upon the proposition submitted at said special -

revenue bond election, .
(¢)' Said special revenue bond election is hereby
consolidated with the general municipal election to

be held in the City and County on November 8,
1977, pursuant to the Charter of the City and Coun-
ty. The precincts, polling places and officers of elec-
tion for said special revenue bond election shall be
the same as those established and designated for
said general municipal election. Reference is hereby
made to the notice of election by the Registrar of
Voters, setting forth the precincts, polling places and
officers of election for said general municipal elec-
tion, to be published in the San Francisco Examiner
on or about October 15, 1977 for more particular
description of said precincts, polling places and of-
ficers of election. .
(d) The ballot used at said general municipal
election and said special revenue bond election here-

* by consolidated therewith shall have printed thereon,

in addition to all other matters required by law, the

- following proposition:

AIRPORT REVENUE BONDS|

Shall the Airports Commission
of the City and County of San
I'rancisco issue revenue bonds in
-the principal amount of $90,000,-
000 pursuant to the Revenue
Bond Law of 1941 to provide| ygs
funds for acquiring, construct-
ing, improving and developing
airport facilities at San Fran-
cisco International Airport, in-
cluding an industrial waste treat-
ment plant, additions to termi-
nals, remodeling and modifica-
tion of terminals, baggage han-
dling facilities, boarding areas,
aireraft aprons, pedestrian ac-
cess facilities, parking facilities,
engineering and planning ex- NO
pense, and other works, proper-
ties or structures necessary or
convenient for San Francisco In-
ternational Airport?

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

If 'and to the extent that punch card ballot cards
are used at said special revenue bond election, each
voler to vote for said proposition shall punch the
ballot card in the hole after the word “YIS” to the
right of said proposition, and to vote against said

(Coutinned onnext page)

~
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" CONTINUATION OF PROPOSITION C

+ proposition shall punch the ballot card in the hole

after the word “NO” to the right of said proposition,

If and to the extent that voting machines are
used at said special revenue bond, election such ma-
chines shall be so arranged that any qualified voter
may vote for said proposition by. pulling down a
lever over the word “Yes” under or near a state-
ment of said proposition appearing on cardboard,

o

paper or other material placed on the front of the

- machine, and said act shall constitute a vote for

said proposition, and may vote against it by pulling
down a lever over the word “No” under or near a
statement of said proposition appearing on: card-

- board, paper or other material placed on the front.

of the machine, and said act shall constitute a vote
against said proposition. The statement of said
proposition appearing on cardboard, paper or other

material used in voting machines shall read sub- -
5 stantially as follows: !

$90,000,000 Airport Revenue Bonds for
San Francisco International Airport

Said voting machines and the preparation of the
same shall comply in all respects with law,
Section 4. If the proposition set forth in section 1
of this resolution shall be authorized by the quali-
fied voters of the City and County by the -votes of
a majority of all the voters votirig on said proposi-
tion, the Bonds may be issued and sold for the
purpose set forth in section 2 of this resolution.
‘The Bonds are to be revenue bonds, payable ex-
clugively from the revenues of the Enterprise and
such ‘other funds from any source as may be legally
available for such purpose and may be used by the

City and County for such purpose without incur-

ring indebtedness.. The Bonds are not to be secured
by the taxing power of the City and County, and
ghall be issued under Section 7.306 of the Charter
of the City and County and the Revenue Bond Law
of 1941 of, the State of California. The principal of
and.interest on the Bonds and any premiums upon
the redemption of any thereof shall not constitute
a debt of the City and County, nor a legal or equit-
able pledge, charge, lien or encumbrance upon any
of its property, or upon any of its income, receipts
or revenues except the revenues of the Enterprise
and any other funds that may be legally applied,
pledged or otherwise made available to their pay-
ment. The Bonds, if authorized, shall be special ob-
ligations of the Airports Commission and shall be
secured by a pledge of and shall be a charge upon,
and shall be payable, as to the principal thereof,
interest thereon, and any premiums upon the redemp-
tion of any thereof, solely from and secured by a

“lien upon the revenues of the Enterprise and such

funds as may be deseribed ir the resolution author-
izing the issuance of the Bonas.

The Bonds shall not constitute or evidence indebt-
edness of the City and County but shall constitute
and evidence only indebtedness.of the Airports Com-

‘mission payable solely .out of revenues received by
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the Airports Commission from airports or airport
facilities operated or controlled by it. The Bonds

' . shall not be included in the bonded debt limit; pro-

vided for in Section 6.401 of the Charter.
The revenues of the Enterprise and any interest

~.~ earned on said revenues shall be deposited in the
~ Airports Revenue Fund in accordance with Section
"6.408(a) of the Charter of the City and County

and shall be appropriated, transferred, expended
and used in accordance with Section 6.408(b) of
the Charter. . : ' v

" The Airports Commission may provide for the
issuance of additional bonds pursuant to Section
7.306 of the Charter of the City and County and
the Revenue Bond Law of 1941 for the purpose of
acquiring, constructing, improving or developing
airport facilities at San Francisco International Air-
port, or any extensions or additions thereto, either
on a parity with the Bonds herein proposed to be
authorized or subject to such limitations as the.
Airports Commission may specify at the time of

. the issuance of the Bonds.

‘Any Bonds authorized pursuant to this resolution,
and the pledge of revenues of the Enterprise to the
payment thereof, shall not in any manner reduce
the rights of the holders of any revenue bonds se-
cured by said revenues and outstanding at the time
of issuance of the Bonds authorized pursuant to this
resolution, but shall be issued only in conformity
with any applicable limitations then in-force for the
benefit of such holders. - :

Section 6. This resolution shall be published once
a day for at least seven (7) days in the San Fran-
cisco Examiner, a newspaper published daily in the
City and County of San Francisco, being the official
newspaper of said city and county and such publi-
cations shall constitute notice of said election; pro-
vided, when published in the San Francisco Exam-
iner.this resolution shall be accompanied by a sen-
tence in Spanish and in Chinese stating that the
resolution is posted in Spanish and Chinese at the
office of the Board of Supervisors, Room 235, City
Hall, Also, this resolution shall be published once a
day for at least seven (7) days in one or more news-
papers published daily in Chinese in the City and
County of San Francisco, and it shall be published
twice in a Spanish language newspaper which has a
substantial circulation in the City and County of San
Francisco, This resolution published in Spanish and
Chinese shall be posted in the Office of the Clerk of
tbe Board of Supervisors, Room 235, City Hall,

" Adopted—Board of Supervisors, San Francisco,
July 25, 1977, - '

Ayes: Supervisors Barbagelata, Francois, Xopp,
Mendelsohn, Nelder, Pelosi, Tamaras, von Beroldin-
gen. ‘ : .
" Noes: Supervisors Feinstein, Malinari.

Absent: Supervisor Gonzales.

(Continmed on Neat Page)
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CONTINUATION ‘OF PROPOSITION ¢

I héreb'y certi‘fy that the foregoing resolution was G. H. BOREMAN, Clerk.

‘adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the City and : GEORGE R. MOSCONE, Mayor.

County of San Francisco, Approved Aug. 4, 1977

CONTIN_UATION. OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION H

(Continned from Page 43) employee presently provided with a dental care plan
c . R funded through the city and county, the San Fran-
to Medicare; provided, however, that for the fiscal cisco Unified School District or the San Francisco
year commencing July 1, 1978, and for each fiscal Community College District; provided, however, that
year thereafter, the city and county, the school dis- - should said funding be terminated then such em-
trict- and the community college district shall con- ployees shall become eligible to participate in the
tribute funds suﬂicxept to dgf;‘ny the difference in dental plan.and the city and county, the San Fran-
cost to the system in providing the same health cisco Unified School District and ihe San Franeisco
coverage to retired persons as is provided for active Community College District shall contribute the ny-
employee members, . ) erage contribution in accordance with the survey

(d) The city and county, the San Fran_('mco Uni- conducted by the health service system in accord-
fied School District and the San Irancisco Com- ance with section 8.423. Such employees shall be-
munity College District shall not contribute to the come eligible on July 1st of the next fiseal year after
health service system fund any sums, except as here- termination. ’
inbefore. set forth, on account of pm"ticipation in It shall be the duty of the board of supervisors,
the benefits of the system by members dependents, the board of education and the governing board of
retived persons’ dependents, persons who retired the community college district annually to ap-
and elected not to receive beneﬁtr: from San Fran- propriate to the health service system fund such
ciseo City and County Employees’ Retirement Sys- -amounts as are necessary to cover the respective
tem and resigned employees and teachers deﬁned‘ n obligations of the city and county, the San Francisco
section 8.425, and any employee Whose compensation Unified School District and the San Francisco Com.
is fixed in accordance with sections 8.401, 8.403, or munity College District hercby imposed, Contribu.
8.404 of this charter and whose compensation there- tions to the health service system fund of the city
in includes an additional amount for health and and county, of the school district ‘and of the com-
wc_alfm‘e benefits or whose health service costs are munity college district shall be charged against the
reimbursed through any fund established for said general fund or the school, utility, bond or other
purpose by ordinance of the board of supervisors, special fund concorned, ' .

The city and county, the San PFrancisco Unified - The amendments of this section contained in the
School District and the San Francisco Community proposition therefor submitted to the clectorate on
College District shall not contribute to the dental ((November 7, 1972,)) November 8, 1977, shall be
care plan of the health service system fund for any effective July 1, ((1973)) 1978,

CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M

(Continved from Page 56) per cent of the credits of the entire examination is
in the fire department ((until a total of nine per cent reached.)) . ‘ ‘
is reached; and in addition thereto theve shall be (((8) In addition to the foregoing credits_for
allowed six-tenths of one per cent of the total credits senlority six per cent of the total credits allowed for
allowed for the entire examination for each vear of - said examinations shall be allowed to each applicant
service) ) as an officer in the rank ((of lieutenant)) for'a clean record in the department.)) )
held by the applicant at the time of the examinatipn (3) A member of the fire department who receives
until a total of ((six)) eight per cent of the credits an overall passing mark on a promotive examination
of the entire examination is reached, W and has I)een.lhe_sub_]ect of departmental disciplinary
(((7)_For Promotion to all Ranks Above Captain action resulting in suspension(s) shall have deduct-
in the Fire Department :)) - ed from the score attained on the entire examination
((Forty-five hundredths of one per cont of the . the produet of two-thirds of a point times the number
total eredits allowed for the entire examination shall of days suspended. In the event said deduction re-
be allowed for cach year of service in the fire depart- Sll“ﬁ m a score in ﬂl}.‘ entire examipqtion b_elow the
ment until a total of nine per cent of said credits is passing mark established by the civil service com-
reached, and in addition thereto there shall be al- mission, the member shall be deemed to have failed
lowed six-tenths of one per cent. of the total eredits the examination; provided, however, that no candi-
allowed for the entire examination for each year of date having taken a promotional examination that
service as an ofticer in the rank held by the applicant could have subjected the examinee to point deduc-
at the time of the examination, until a total of six . (Continned on Next Page)
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CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M

" tions a8 herein provld&l may be subjected to point.

deductions for this sanie departmental disciplinary
action in future promotional examinations.
" (4) In promotional examinations in the fire de-

partment, seniority of service and educational pro-.
- motional credits as herein set forth shall be added to

credit obtained by the applicant in the examination
into consideration by the civil

B¢ e in determining the passing mark

and the position of the member on the eligible Jist.

. (d) (((9))) .In promotional examinations. in the
- police’ ((and fire)) -department((s)), seniority of .
+ gervice and & clean record in ((the respective) ) said

department((s)) shall be added to the credit ob-
tained by the applicant in the written portion of said
examination, and shall be taken into consideration by
the commission in determining ((his)) the passing
mark and ((his place)) the position of the applicant

‘upon the list of eligibles.

“(e) (((10))) In computing the credits for service

-in ((both)) the police department ((and the fire

department)), fractional parts of the year shall not

.be considered, .

_ In the fire department; full months of service shall

be considered in computing service credits. A full -
month of service shall be defined as being assigned -

by the chief of department to duties in the next
higher rank for a cumulative total of . eighteen
watches, a “watch” being defined for purposes of this
gection as that period of time that would entitle a

permanent member working in that rank to one day’s -

pay. Such fractional credits may be considered only
it received for service rendered prior to the closing
date for applications for the promotive position as
determined by the civil service commission,

.. (f) Vacancies occurring in the several ranks of

captain, bureau of fire prevention and public safety;
lieutenant, bureau of fire prevention and public safe-
ty; lieutenant, bureau of fire investigation; inspec-

tor, bureau of fire prevention and public safety; .

and investigator, bureau of fire investigation shall be
subject to competitive examination, and the provis-
jons of section 8.326-and ((subsection (a) and (b)
of)) this section of the charter relating to the fire
department shall apply except as otherwise provided
herein. Personnel of the fire department eligible to
participate in examinations for the rank of captain,

bureau of fire prevention and public safety, shall -

come from the ranks of lieutenant, bureau of fire

prevention and public safety, and lieutenant, bureau

of fire investigation. Personnel of the fire depart-
ment eligible to participate in examinations for
the rank of lieutenant, bureau of fire prevention
and public safety, and lieutenant, bureau of fire in-

vestigation, shall come from the ranks of inspector,

bureau of fire prevention and public safety, and in- -

vestigator, bureau of fire investigation. Personnel of
the fire department eligible to participate in exami-
nations for the rank of inspector, bureau of fire pre-

vention and public safety, and investigator, bureau .
- of fire investigation, shall come from the ranks of

hoseman, truckman and chief’s operator. Officers and
90

members of the’bu're'au of fire prevention and public
safety and officers and members of the bureau of fire

investigation are not eligible to participate in promo-

tional examinations for the ranks other than those
ranks provided for the bureau of fire prevention and

public safety and bureau of fire investigation.

" (g) - ((Fifteen)) Eight per cent of the total

. credits allowed for any promotive examination shall
" be allowed for seniority of service, which credits

shall be distributed as follows: . .
(((a))) (1) For promotion to the rank of inspec-

tor, bureau of fire prevention and public safety, and

investigator, bureau of fire investigation:

- One per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for each year of
service in the fire department until the maximum of
((fifteen)) eight per cent is reached; T

(((b))) (2) For promotion to the rank of lieu-
tenant, bureau of fire prevention and public safety,
and lieutenant, bureau of fire investigation:

'((Six-tenths of one)) One and six-tenths per cent
of the total credits allowed for the entire examira-
tion shall be allowed ((for each year of service in the
fire department until a total of nine per cent is
reached; and in addition thereto there shall ‘be al-
lowed six-tenths of one per cent of the total credits
allowed for the entire examination)) for each year
of service in the rank of inspector, bureau of fire pre-
vention and public safety, and investigator, bureau

of fire investigation, until a total of ((six)) eight

per cent of the credits of the entire examination is
reached; . .

(((c))) (8) For promotion to the rank of captain,
bureau of fire prevention and public safety:

((Six-tenths of one)) One and six-tenths per cent
of the total credits allowed for the entire examina-
tion shall be allowed ( (for each year of service in the
fire department until a total of nine per cent is
reached; and in addition thereto there shall be al-
lowed six-tenths of one per cent of the total credits
allowed for the entire examination)) for each year of
gervice .in the ranks of lieutenant, bureau of fire
prevention and public safety, and lieutenant, bureau
of . fire investigation, until a total of ((six)) eight

. per cent of the credits of the entire examination is

reached, : .

(h) Credits for seniority of service in the fire
department as set forth herein shall apply to all’
promotive examinations administered after the effec-
tive date of this section as amended; provided, how-

- ever, that for the promotive examination for lieu-

ténant in the fire department next administered after
the effective date of this section as amended, senior-
ity of service credits shall be distributed as follows:

One per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for each year of
service in the fire department until a maximum of
twelve per cent is reached. _ -

(i) A member of the fire department upon com-
pletion of the required probationary period may
claim educational promotional credits, which credits

(Continued on Next Page)



CONTINUATION OF TEXT OF PROPOSITION M

must have been attained prior to the closing date for
applications for the promotive position as deter-
mined by the civil service commission,

Educational promotional credits for purposes of
this section shall consist of units of college or uni-
versity credit awarded in courses relevant to the San
Francisco fire. service. The relevancy of units of
credit and the number of such units applicable to
the respective promotive ranks of the fire depart-
ment shall be initially determined from time to time
by a committee which shall be chosen by and serve
at the pleasure of the chief of department. The com-
mittee shall report its determinations to the fire com-
mission. The fire commission must establish such
educational promotional credits as it deems appropri-
ate, subject to the approval of the civil service com-
mission. Said committee shall consist of five mem-
bers determined as follows: ‘

(1) No less than three of the members of said

committee shall be members of a paid fire depart-

ment of the rank of battalion chief or higher, with
no less than two of the three heing members of the
San Francisco Fire Department;

(2) One committee member shall possess an ad-
vanced degree in education and be a member of the
faculty of an accredited college or university;

(3) One member of the committiee shall be a mem-
ber of the recognized employee organization for the
uniformed firefighters of the fire department nomi-

nated by said organization and confirmed by the

chief of department;

(i) Educational promotional credits shall be dis-
tributed as follows:

For Promotion to All Ranks Below the Rank of
Assistant Chief: .

. Seven per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for possession
of an associate of science degree in fire science tech-
nology, provided that a majority of the college or
university units required for the degree are relevant
to the San Francisco fire service to be determined as
provided herein, and further that the member also
successfully completes all the fire service-related
‘credits for the promotional rank. No member may
dlaim educational promotional credit for such a
degree after once having made a claim therefor in a
promotional examination in which appointment from
the resulting eligible list is secured. .

In lieu of the credit allowed for possession of an
associnte of science degree, five per cent of the total
credits allowed for the entire examination shall he
allowed for successful completion of all of the fire
service-related credits for the rank examined for as
determined herein. .

In the event less than all the fire service-related
credits for the promotive rank are successfully com-
pleted by the member, the fire commission, subject
to the approval of the civil service commission, shall
from time to time provide for proration of education-
al promotional credits for each fire service-related
credit successfully completed to a maximum of two

and one-half per cent of the total credits allowed for
the entire examination. ‘

For Promotion to the Rank of Assistant Chief:

-Seven per cent of the total credits allowed for the
entire examination shall be allowed for possession of
a bachelor of science or arts degree, provided that:
(1) 2 .majority of the college or university credits
required for the degree are relevant to the fire serv- -

‘ice as determined herein; and (2) the member also

successfully completes all the fire service-related
credits for assistant chief as determined herein,

In lieu of the credit allowed for possession of a
bachelor of science or arts degree, five per cent of the
total credits allowed for the entire examination shall
be allowed for successful completion of all of the fire
service-related credits for assistant chief as deter-
mined herein;

In the event less than all the fire service-related

. eredits for the rank of assistant chief are success-

fully completed by the member, the fire commission,
subject to the approval of the civil service commis-
sion, shall from time to time provide for proration of
educational promotional credits for each fire service-
related credit successfully completed to a maximum
of two and one-half per cent of the total credits
allowed for the entire examination.

(k) The maximum per cent of educational pro-
motional credits that may be distributed to a mem-
ber for any one promotive examination shall not
exceed seven per cent of the total credits allowed for
the entire examination. No member may claim edu-
cational promotional credit for college, university or
fire service-related credits after once having made a

claim therefor in a promotive examination in which

appointment from the resulting eligible list is se-
cured, except when such credits are included in the
curriculum for a degree entitling 2 member to credit
as provided herein.

(1) Educational promotional credits as provided
herein shall be allowed on all promotive examina-
tions in the fire department administered after the
effective date of this section, as amended; provided,
however, that educational promotional eredits shall
not he allowed for that promotive examination next
administered after the effective date of this section,
as amended, for promotion to the following ranks or
positions: lieutenant; captain; battalion chief; as-
sistant chief; lieutenant, bureaun of fire prevention

-and public safety; lieutenant, bureau of fire investi-

gation; and captain, bureau of fire prevention and
public safety. '

(m) The committee established herein shall upon
formation promptly adopt appropriate rules and pro-
cedures for the conduct of its business. The ecivil
service commission may by rule administer the pro-
visions of this section pursuant to the authority
granted in Section 3.661,

The effective date of this section as amended here-
in shall bé the first day of the month following
( (ratification)) filing of the amendment with the
Secretary of State as provided by law.
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89.5 A

d LEAGUE fWOMEN VOTERS of SAN FRANCISC
g’LACK WOMEN ORGANIZED far ACTION & PUBLI(‘ MEDIA CENTER:

BRING YOU THE
BEGINNING OF A SAN FRANCISCO TRADITION

Campalgn Gountdown”

A SERIES of “LIVE RADIO BROADCASTS"’ to EDUCATE & INFORM the
' " SAN FRANCISCO ELECTORATE I/

Su'n. Oct. 23

~_-Sun. Oct. 23

“Mon Oct. 24
Tue. Oct. 25
“'Wed. Oct. 26

Thu. Oct. 27
Fri. Oct. 28 -
© Sat. Oct. 29

Sun. Oct. 30
~ Mon. Oct. 31
. Tue. Nov. 1
“Wed. Nov. 2
" “Thu. Nov. 3
Fri. Nov. 4
Sat. Nov. 5
Sun. Nov, 6
Mon. Nov. 7
Tue. Nov. 8

.6-7pm
7-8 pm

6-8 pm
6-8 pm
6-8 pm
6-8 pm

‘ 678pm -
6-8 pm .

6-8 pm
6-8 pm

6-8 pm
6-8 pm
6-8 pm -

6-8 pm

. 68 pm

6-8 pm
6-8 pm

District 10 Candidate

ROUND TABLE: “THE ROLE OF THE BOARD o
IN CITY GOVERMENT F SUPERVISORS

INVITED PARTICIPANTS: PRESIDENT THE BQARD CLERK OF THE
BOARD, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER OF S, F,, THE BUDGET

-ANALYST, CHAIR PEOPLE OF THE COMMUNITY SERVICES;

FINANCE; FIRE, SAFETY & POLICE; GOVERMENTAL SERVICES;
AND URBAN & CONSUMER AFFAIRS COMMITTEES.

Ballot 1ssues Panel .
District 11 Candidates
District 9 Candidates
Ballot Issues Panel
District 8 Candidates

City Attorney Candidates
District 7 Candidates
City Treasurer Candidates
District 6 Candidates
District 5 Candidates
District 4 Candidates
District 3 Candidates

" District 2-Candidates,

District 1 Candidates”
Campaign Recap Panel

6 pm until ELECTION RETURNS
You Can Hear it on ‘'KPOO RADIO’ 89 5 FM-

vPhone in questions for the Candidates 864-7474  864-5766

9



THE AGONY AND THE EC‘:‘:TAQY. "
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WANTED!

BY THE REGISTRAR ‘OF VOTERS OF
SAN FRANCISCO

MEN AND WOMEN TO PARTICIPATE IN
GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY BY, WORKING -
ON ELECTION DAY, TUESDAY:

NOVEMBER 8, 1977

| IN NEIGHBORHOOD POLLING PLACES.

A . saz.éo 10 $42.50
= REWARD: (6;heoay.

HERE IS A'CHANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN THE .

WORK OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT.

Qualificalion:s: You Must Be A Registered
Voter of San Francisco. -

APPLY ROOM 155, CITY HALL
. o




APPLICATION FOR ABSENT VOTER'S BALLOT

FORREQISTRAR'S USE ONLY
SOLAMENTE PARA USO DEL REGISTRAR
APLICACION PARA PAPELETA DE VOTANTE AUSENTE HEREMEZMA
ﬂ&m‘ %g $%i ' Pe. Dist.
NAME: L : Pol. Affil,
PRINTED NAME CONLETRAS DE IMPRENTA ‘

I heraby apply foran Absent Voter's Ballot forthe election. November 977 Baliot No

| expect to be absent from my election precinct on the day of election or unable to vo‘o therein by reason of
phystcal disabllity or other reason provided by law. : Baliot Malled
”:"o’rol’nmp.momo aolicito una Papelsta de Votante Ausente para la eleccidn saffaiada en el lado revarso de @Ballot Returned

Easpero eatar qusente de mi precinto elactoral en el dfa do Ia eleccidn o no poder votar alli por incapacided | AM. Record
fisica u otra razdn prevista por la ley, \ 4 N ) s Notice

I — ORI 2 LIS IBAAT FT2 0 . ,
AANERRZ B BHERE > FIER Q2T IWWKEREE . - '
BALLOT TO BE MAILED TO ME AT: ENVIEME LA PAPELETA A: U A A A Tk 2
2Zip Code :
Area postal Reglstered San Francisco Address of Applicant
x RS SR D/{vccldn del solicitante (oglarr:dl on San Francisco
A %OF APPLICANT IN FULL . HTMALE $ L B s A,
PLETA DEL SOLICITANTE
HEGAE R

Application must be recelved In the office of the Regiatrar of Voters no later than the seventh day preceding the day of election,

La solloitud debe recibirae en la oficina dal Rogistrar of Volers no despuds de! sdptimo dfa antes de la eleccidn.

BB A £ R WA R R M B bR o

) L]_2] {3 | profor election materialsin Englisn

(] Prefiero materiales electorales en espaiiol

O SRR

(DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE)  (NO ESCRIBA DEBAJO DE ESTA LINEA) _ ( lioAR AL TREY D

Signature and reglstration veritied as correct, - : | MAILTO: REGISTRAR OF VOTERS OFFICE
| ENVIARA: ABSENT VOTING SECTION

Date : ' v

Deputy Registrar of Voters

CITY HALL
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 94102

This application

must be received

by 5 P.M., November 1, 1977
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Il - . THOMAS P. KEARNEY  DISTRICT NO. 1

i~ REGISTRAR OF VOTERS - S  BULK RATE |

[l 155 CITY HALL | | Seaio |

s SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 San Francisco.

f 5583081 rorcas |

it . 558:3417 '

Mk , Third Class

i : L K .

i POSTMASTER: IF UNDELIVERABLE AS ADDRESSED IR

b DO NOT TRANSFER OR FORWARD. -
RISy

MAILING o o
ADDRESS : |

'SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 941__

~ Aplicacion para papeleta de votante
- ausente aparece en la Pagina 95.

WS o e P L

‘ Applicafion for absentee bal'lof }

appears on Page 95.



	Table of Contents
	Candidates for Supervisor
	Candidates for City Attorney
	Candidates for Treasurer
	Proposition A : Park Irrigation Bonds
	Proposition B : Fire Department Bonds
	Proposition C : Airport Revenue Bonds
	Proposition D : Airport Revenue Bond Procedure
	Proposition E : Duties of The Mayor
	Proposition F : Term of Chief Administrative Officer
	Proposition G : Budget Reductions
	Proposition H : Dental Plan
	Proposition I : Pension Increase
	Proposition J : Disability Hearing Officers
	Proposition K : Supervisors' Administrative Assistant
	Proposition L : C.A.O.'s Executive Assistant
	Proposition M : Fire Dept. Promotional Exams
	Proposition N : Public Works Contract
	Proposition O : Progressive Payments
	Proposition P : Official Advertising
	Proposition Q : Electricians' Salary Demands
	Proposition R : Plumbers' Salary Demands
	Proposition S : Sheetmetal Workers' Salary Demands
	Proposition U : International Hotel Declaration of Policy
	Proposition V : Fleishhacker Pool Declaration of Policy
	Proposition W : Billboard Removal Declaration of Policy



