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State C;~.if~+~ 

REFERENDA 

Yar. # 
1 
2 
3 

, 

Descatinn .."+ -- 
ICPSK State Code 71 
County or State N&e 
Identification Number 

Unique numeric identification number assigned 
to each county or independent city within a 
state. The identification number ,for state- 
level records is 0000. This identification 
number, when used in conjunction with the 
ICPSR state code, uniquely identifies each 
unit of analysis in the data file. 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 
General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 3,500,368; No = 3,058,978 

4 

5 

la: Homeowners' Property Tax Exemption. Legislative 

Constitutional Amendment. Provides for minimum exemp- 

tion of $750.00 assessed valuation for owner occupded 

dwellins. if owner not granted veteran's or other 

exemption. Lepislature shall provide for grants to 

Vote Yes (For) (see next page) 

Vote No (Against) 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 2,606,748; No = 3,462,301 

. 

6 

7 

1: Constitutional Revision. Legislative Constitu- 

tional Amendment. Repeals, amends, and revises vari- 

ous provisions of Constitution..relating to public 

school svstem. state institutions and public buildings, 

-cities and counties, corporations and public utilities, 

VGLC Yc?S (For) (see next page) 

Vote Xu'o (Ai;aiii::L) 



-2- California * . : . 

l-a: (continued) - counties, cities and counties, cities, and districts for 
for revenue lost by such exemption. Legislature may establish maximum tax 
rates and bonding limitations for local government. Legislature may effect 
exemption for fiscal year 1968-1969 by direct payment of $70.00 to taxpayers 
entitled thereto. Declares there is a confliect between this measure and 
Proposition No. 9 and one passed by greater vote shall prevail. 

1: (continued) - water use, state civil service, future constitutional re- 
visions, and other matters. Legislature may provide the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction be chosen by method other than election; and Legislature 
may increase membership of Public Utilities Commission. 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote State of California, General ---- 
Election, November 5, 1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State. 
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State .California 

REFERENDUM 

Var. I 

8 

9 

Description. 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 3,067,588; No = 3,012,773 

No 2: Taxation of Publicly Owned Property. Legis- 

lative Constitutional Amendment. Provides that after 

1968 lands located outside of the county, city and 

county, or municipal corporation (including any 

public district or agencv) owning the same, which 

Vote Yes (For) (see next page) 

Vote No (Against) 

1968 Referendum 

Bond Issue 

General Election, November 5.1968 

Yes = 2.,8~J30: No = 3.523.097 

No. 3: Bonds to Provide State College, University, 

and Urban School Facilities. (This act provides for 

a bond issue of two hundred fifty million dollars 

($250,000,000>.) 

10 

11 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 



-4- California 

No. 2: (continued) - were taxable when acquired, shall be assessed in accordance 
with prescribed formula based on total population and assessed value in the state, 
and assessment also shall be subject to other specified conditions and presumptions. 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote State of California, General ---- 
Election, November 5,l968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State 
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State California 

REFERENDUM 

Var. # 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Description. 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5,l968 

Yes = 2,881,249; No = 3,190,542 

No. 4: Presonal Income Taxes. Legislative Consti- 

tutional Amendment. Legislature may provide for re- 

porting and collecting California personal income 

taxes by reference to provisions of present or future 

laws of the United States and may prescribe excep- 

Vote Yes (For) (see next page) 

Vote No (Against) 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 3,407,430; No = 2,825,580 

No. 5: Hospital Loans. Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Authorizes Legislature to insure or 

guarantee loans to nonprofit corporations andpublic 

agencies for construction, improvement, or repair 

of any public or nonprofit hospital and other 

Vote Yes (For) (see next Page) 

Vote No (Against) 



-6- California ' 

No 4: (continued) - tions and modifications thereto. Prohibits change in state 
personal income tax rates based on future changes in federal rates. 

No. 5: (continued) - specified facilities, and for purchase of original equip- 
ment therefor. 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote State of California, General ---- 
Election, November 5,1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State 
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State California 

REFERENDUM 

Var. # 

16 Vote Yes (For) (see next page) 

17 Vote No (Against) 

Description. 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 2,668,296; No = 3,328,551 

No. 6: Insurance Companies: Gross Premium Tax. 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Permits Legis- 

lature to exclude from base of gross premium tax 

on insurance companies premiums on contracts provid- 

ing retirement benefits for persons employed by public 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 3.3_47,,233; No = 2,712,847 

18 

19 

No. 7: State Funds. Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Legislature may provide that money 

allocated from the State General Fund to any county, 

city and county, or city may be used for local pur- 

poses. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 



-8- California * 

No. 6: (continued) - schools, public or nonprofit educational institutions of 
collegiate grade, or school or nonprofit organization engaged in scientific re- 
search. 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote State of California, General ---- 
Election, November 5, 1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State 
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State California 

REFERENDUM 

Var. I 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Description. 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5, 1968 

Yes = 3,037,486; No = 2,893,330 

No. 8: - Apportionment of Local Sales and Use Tax. 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Legislature 

may by general law, authorize counties, cities - 
and counties, and cities to contract to apportion be- 

tween themselves revenues derived from any sales or 

Vote Yes (For)(see next page) 

Vote No (Against) 

1968 Referendum 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 5,l968 

Yes =2,146,,010; No = 4,570,097 

No. 9: Taxation. Limitations on Property Tax Rate. 

Initiative Constitutional Amendment. Provides that 

total ad valorem tax burden on all property limited 

after July 1, 1969, to one percent of market value 

for property related services (all costs except for 

Vote Yes (For) (see next Page) 

Vote No (Against) 



-lO- California * ' 

No. 8: (continued) - use tax imposed by them which is collected by the state, 
provided the electors of each local entity approve the contract by majority vote. 
The contract may provide that the recipient of funds pursuant to such contract 
may use such funds for-e purposes as its own revenues. 

No. 9: (continued) - education and welfare) plus eighty percent of base cost 
of people related services (coats for education and welfare); percentage of base 
cost for people related services reduced twenty percent annually and eliminated 
after July 1, 1973. Limitations may be exceeded to extent specified topy exist- 
ing and future bonded indebtednes. 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote State of California, General ---- 
Election, November 5, 1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State 
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StateCalifornia 

REFERENDUM 

Var. I/ 

24 

25 

26 

27 

Description. 

1968 Referendum 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 4, 1968 

Yes = 3,043,191; No = 1,883,692 

1: For The Veterans Bond Act Of 1968. (This act 

provides for a bond issue of two hundred million 

dollars ($200,000,000) to provide farm and home 

aid for California veterans.) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1968 Referendum 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 4, 1968 

Yes = 2.717l.,659; No = 2,084,728 

2: For Bonds To Provide Junior College Facilities. 

(This act provides for a bond issue of sixty-five 

million dollars ($65,000,000).) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 



-12- California ' ' 

Source: State of California, Statement of Vote, Consolidated Primary Election, 
June 4, 1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State 
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Var. # 

28 

29 

Smte California - le 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 2, 1970 

Yes = 1,940,964; No = 2,368,056 

Proposition No. 1. 

RONDS TO PROVIOE UNIVERBM ff 
/ CiiiJkM’UA HEALTH SCIENCE FACILK8EI, ’ 
; (This act provides fcr a bond issue of two hdtd 

forty& n&lion three hundred thoumad daba 
.-------j ($246,3oO,~).) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

ent 

Ekction June 2, 1970 

es = 2.()84,722; *NO = 1,938,980 _ 

uosjtion No. 2, 
Y-L---- * 
PA#TiASm CONSTITUTiONAL REVISION: LOCAL GOVERNMENT, Legida- 

PCVO Constitutional Amendment Repeals, amends, revises, and renumbers yar- 
iotm protions of Constitution relating to iocal government. 

--- - -_ - 

30 

31 . 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. # 

32 

33 

Description 

Referenda 1970 

wtitutional &mendment 

Yes = 68L372e 2.,332,791 

ProDosition No. -3. - 
-/---D---m.- -.--- . .-_ I 

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISKIN. Legislntive Constituthnd Amen& - 
ment RM3ea protisima of COnStit~tlO~ refatuq 50 p&h ~~tithim, corp0m 
tions, and water use. Legishbre may increase mem’kr&ip df Pddic Utilities 
Commission. Rmumbera yro~&on3 relating to SW43 ‘ienctjr?g it;a credit and -- 

L owning corporate stock. * 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 2, 1970 

Yes = 1,940,211; No = 2,063,603 a 
Proposition No. 4. 

- PAFITML CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION. l@ddive Conrtitutigner) Ad 
gnent. D&ha from Constitution provisions relating to etate institutions and 
public buikiings and provisions r&kg to land, and homded mption. I& t 
nux&er8 previ8ion relatiw to convict l&or. I 

- 

34 

35 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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var. il -1 

36 

37 

Strlte 
California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primaryon, June 2, 1970 

Yes = 1,945,593; No = 2,063,957 w 

Proposition No. 5. - 

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION: FUTURE CONST~O~ 
- AMENDMENTS, STATE CIVfL SERVICE L dative Conrtitutlmai Ammd- 

ment Permits Legislature to revise it8 pro 2 conditutional clbmgm bdtm 
submitsion to electorate. Revises civil wrvio8 provision8 to exempt 8-W 

- of Lieutenant Governor and one employee of Pubh Utilitim comopiria, 

~--~- ----- - - 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 2, 1970 

Yes - 2,300,713; No - 1,864,665 

ProDosition No. 6. 

STATE AND COUNTY BOARDS OF EOUCATION: TEXTBOOKS. 
Comtttutional Amndmant. 

Lqkiative 
Legblrture ahal1 provide for appointmat or clec- -- 

tion of Nate bard of Education aad county bmtdm. State bard shall adopt text 
boob for gradca om through eight to be funrirhed free. * 

38 Vote Yes (For) 

39 Vote No (Against) 
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Stute California --- - 

REFERENDA 

Var. # 

40 

41 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment P-1, 
on, June 2, 1970 

Yes = 2,439,131; No = 1,901,820 

Proposition No. 7. 

INTEREST RATE ON STATE BONDS. LqpWative Cmatitutlonal A&m~ 
If general obligation &da of Sfrte heretofore ot hereafter ruthotizad m offd 
for aala urd not gold Legiefature ms 
interest on all uaaold bon&. Rsti i? 

by two-thirda vote raise maximuaP rab of 
u Icgklatioa increasing maximum Wa al 

intcrut on bonds from ST0 to 76/O and ehinrfinl maximum rate on bond mti& 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 
Initiative 

Primary Election, June 2, 1970 

Yes = 1,321,092; No = 3,316,919 

Proposition No. 8. 

i- 

e - _--- - -- --. -.-- -._ _ __- 

TAXATION FOR SCHOOLS AND SOCIAL WELFARE. Inl?iative Censtitutianal Amendnaent bqpkw 8Me 
provide from source9 other thar! property 1~~x65 not kss than !W,$, of costs for public s&.&s. W&M&! rrb.aoqsitri 
outlay and federal funds, and go%, of costs for sociai welfare services, exclusive of fedend parficipation, UIcl lyyIrr 
for new county services required by Stati laM*. State funds for public schools shall be apportioned in m 
with pr$e index and other requirements. Increases minimum homeowners property tax exemption from $7W to 
$1000. if thk proposed initiative is adopted undefined additional financing from state sourer in the apw 
amount of $1,130,000,000 for 19704971, will be required, and this cost will incr8M@ an0WbUy tk&*. 

42 

43 

- c -- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. li 

44 Vote Yes (Fsor) 

45 Vote No (Against) 

Strlte -- 

WFERENDA 

Description 

a Referenda 

Bond Issue 

General E-on, November 3, 1970 --- 

Yes = 

Proposition 1. 

i 

ism flis act, prowd;;s IBM a bond issue of two ) 
hxdred lilt, milih doi!ars ($25O,OOO,W~j to 
;roride funds for water pollution controi. 1 

.- - - i’-h------- 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,616,137; No - 2,726,225 

Proposition No. 2. 

VACANCIES IN SPECIFIED CONSTlTUTlONAi 
OFFICES. Legislative Constitutional Amend- 
ment. hwities tiupreme Court ha exclusive 
jurkdi~tkx to determine questions of vacancy 
in suffices 3f Lieutenant Governor, -4ttorney - 

. Generai. hntroiler, Swetary of L;litate, Treas- 
urer, and Superin t’endent i>f hblic Ins true tion 

- 
1 

and authority to raise such q*x&ons vested in - 
body provided by statate. 

1 --L-w---...-\-. --.-f --.----m----4- - 

46 

47 

w- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. # 

48 Vote Yes (For) 

49 Vote No (Against) 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes - 33015,932; 

Proposition Nd. 3. - 

I 

- e 

STATE BUDGET. Legislativtr Chrstitutional * ., 
i Amendment Coccmencing in 1X2, requmg 
I kvemor to s;ibmit k.~dq& $3 Le;is!ature within 
I fkt ten dsys! ratk~er tka first tklirtv dtryd, of * - 

Path regular session and r uires L&slat ure b 
i pus budget by Juac 15th o each year. “r 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,605,508; No = 2,951,037 

Proposition No. 4. 

] APPROPRIAftON FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. t 

i 

L~idrtiva Constitutional Amendment. Autbor- 
im6 Legislature Ia make appropriatioo ior pd&c 
8chooh prior to pamage of budget bti if dehye& 

50 Vote Yes (For) 

51 Vote No (Against) 
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Var. 8 

52 

53 

s t 13 t e California -- 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Electron, Novembw 3, 1970 

Yes = 3J33,148;No= 1,806,443 

Proposition No-@ 5. 
--w w--w . * -- m *w f 
: REGENTS WCVEf?SItY OF CMIFORNiA: g * 

; 
PUBLIC MEETiNGS. Legislative Canstitutional ; 
Amendment. Require6 meetings of the Regent8 

i to be public, with exceptiona and aotce requin- t - m 
\ mats as Legidature may provide. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 3.670.780: No = 1,714,935 

Proposition No. 6. 

i TEACHERS’ RETIREMENT FUND: Iuv& 
P MENTS. Legidrtive Constituti~ w 

YWBM. Deleta exchsion of Tea&m’ Rh 
mcnt Fund from protion wthorizi 
mcnt of portion of putdie ntiwnt “f 

ha ’ 

8pecific 8e!eurities. 
UDb ir 

- I_ 

54 Vote Yes (For) 

55 Vote No (Against) ' 
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Var. iI 

56 

57 

stute California _ - 

JXEFEWENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 v-7-m 
Yes = 2,700,857; No = 2,660,524 + 

ProDosition No. 7. 
. ..- _ se- * 

S&E COiiEGES* SPEAKER MEMBiR OF 
GOVERNING 8doY. LegWative Constitutional i * 
Amendment. Providers Speaker of the Assembly 
a41811 be cx o&i0 member of an agency charged I 
with uiministration of state Al 

. 
cge Sy8tAm. t - , 1 - . A 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) . 

1970 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,138,719; No = 3,200,815 
w 

Proposition No. 8. 

OF PUBLJC INSTRUC- 
GmsPiMional Amendment, 

Authorizes ODP additional Deput 
r 

Superintend- 
ent of PuMic In8truction exempt rom civil bcrv- .’ 

i 
t 

1 

58 
. *- -- 

Vote Yes (For) 

59 Vote No (Against) 
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Sti3te Cali_fornia -- 

REFERIZNDA 

Var. # Description 

60 

61 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Elect n, November 3, 1970 m. 

Proposition No. 9. 

: fi;Ok%?h SWEftlNTENDENT OF $CH()ot& 
1 
1 

Lsgisfativs Constitutionat Amandmt Bd d 
Supervisors in each noncharter county, w irp 

I tho8e counties uniting for joint ~perintmQlot, 
t my provide by ordinriuoe spprorsd by W 

rfe for appointment rather than &ctiorp d 
county superintendent of &hook 

4 - .S 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Referenda 1970 

Constitutional Amendment 

-General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes - g,388,985;- No - 2,925,815 

Propositio-n No. 10. 

I 
; INTEREST RATE LIMITATION. Amends and , 
; renumbers Section 22 of Article XX of the State i 
. Constitution to pro&k, subject to limitations : 
I ; -, the Legidature may impose, that loans over one 
: hundred thousand doliars (SlOO,OCKO may be r 

made to corporationa or partnership without 
i regard to restrictions of such se&on. m . . 

62 

63 
Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Stute California 

REFERENDA 

var. # 

64 

65 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Referenda 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 3,684,625; No = 1,634,064 S - 

Proposition No. 11. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,626,035; No = 2,567,287 

Proposition No. 12. 

COMPENSATION OF COUNTY SUPERVISOm j 
L idative Co~titutional AmeWt Pm- 

j. a vi’ es that county governing body, rat&r than 
Legislature, hail prescribe compensation of itr 
members by an odinam that ia rubject b 

66 

67 
Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. ii 

68 

69 

State 
California 

-- - 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment ~~. --~ -- 
General Election, November 3, $970 -- 
Yes = 4.747.341; No = 939,384 

Proposition No. 13. 

TAX EXEMPTJON FOR DISABLED VETERANS ~. 
AND BLIND VETERANS. Legirtative Comti- 
tutional Amendment Increases property tax 
exemption for totally disabled veteran to $10,000 
and extends this exemption to +dow until re- 
marriage. Extends blhd veteran’s exemption to 

- 
home owned by corporation in which he ia SW+ 
bolder and enWed thereby to pc~~~4oa. - 

a -_I - 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,847,620; No = 2,382,148 . -- 
Proposition No. 14. 

i 

f TATE CIVIL SERVICE Legirlative Comtitu-e 
tional Amendment ContinueS existing civil 8erp- 
ice svstem, revises language and removes certrun 
pro&ions. Requires additional positions be ci+l 

I - 

service and removea certain positions from clpll 
WVitX. 

70 

71 

1-u 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. iI Description 

72 

73 

74 

75 

State California 
- 

REFEMNDA 

1970 Referenda 

Amendment Constitutional 

General Election, November-& 1970 

*Yes = 3,~008,4-o =-2,084,421 

Proposition No, 15. 

_ ’ PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL 
1 

REVlSlOK 

i 

Leaisiative Constitutional Amendment. Revs, --w- - 

-4 
amerds and repeals various mi8cellm ptCb 
visions of Constitution relating to 8eat of g- 

I ment, 8eparaW property, bun of lab, I!UW . 
u 

i mum wages, dimiminstion bmed on au, eb 
_ I -, ticm, terms of o&e, dueb, and otk m&m -- - 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,576,576; No = 2,465,520 

ProDosition No. 16. 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS. Legirla-- 
P the Constitutional Amendment. kthorites 

Legislature, by two-thirds vote, to amend or 
withdraw a proposed constitutional rmendment 
or revision submit&l by it. Provides inithti~ e 
referendums, and 1egisAatke propods t&e effect 
day after eiection, udes~ mewwe prrividolb other- 
wise. Rwkes proce&~~ for ccsnsthtio~ 60110 k 
VeDtlon. 

- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 



var. # 

25 

REFERENDA 

Description 

76 

77 

78 

79 

1970 Referenda 

Generel ElectLon, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 3,591,46lNo_= J,563,940 

Proposition No. 17. 

J’ARTIM CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION. Leg- - 
idative Cetmtitutiod Amendmmt Rcpeab 

I obsolete provision8 mAat& to 8ocbl welfare. 

. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 2,697,746; No = 3,182,096 

ProDosition No. 18. 

J 

MOTOR VEHJCLE TAXATION AND REV- 
ENUES. Legislative ComtJtutJomJ Amoe@- 
menu Authorizes use of revenues from motm 
vehicle fuel tax rud lice- fees for aoatrd of L. * 
environmental p&&n crrused by motor 
vehicles, a?d for public tzanspurtdion, ineM& 
masstrrrnsItsystcms,upon~ppro~ ofelectom~ + 
in area affected, such ex 
25% of revenue24 gene&e 8” 

oditure limibd fo 
in mm, ho 26% al 

revehues apportioned to city or county mmy be 
wed for such purpo8t. 

*. t 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. i/ 

80 

81 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1970 Referenda 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 3,766,737; No = 1,493,047 t 

ProDosition No. 19. 

USURY. Amendment of Usury Law Initirtivo Act, Submitted by Legirirtws. 
Delete8 pra5ent misdemeanor penalty provisions for charging interest in 
cx- of speclf14 limits, Adds felony penalty provi8ion8 for an uniicensed 
ot nonexempted person n&ing or negotirtin( 8 loan providing for inter& 
in excem of limita set by IS=. 1 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1970 Referenda 

Bonding Issue 

General Election, November 3, 1970 

Yes = 3,141,788; No = 2,397,249 

Proposition No. 20. 

THE RECREATION AND FISH AND WILDLJFL ENHAHC& 
- #VENT BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond iaaue of dirty milka 

P 
ohm ($6O,ooO,OW; to be ~8td to meet the recreation and Cab and wildUa 
nhancemcnt rquirements cl! the people of this state b planning and 

#ieveloping facilities for recration and fkh md vildlii enhmeeamt 

82 

83 

. - 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Var. # -- 

84 Vote Yes (For) 

85 Vote No (Against) 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1972 Referenda 

Bond Issue - 

. PrimarvElection, June- 6, 197.2 

Yes = -33780,3,38;Jo, = 1,991,731 

Proposition 1: - 

VEi%IUl!W 3OStD ACT OF 1871. This Act provides for a bond 
e od! two hundred fifty million dollars ($250,000,000) to provide farm 

. 

California veterans. 

1972 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 6, 1972 

. 

Yes = 3,102,047; No = 2,666,250 U- 

Proposition 2: . -- 

i%lilll #TAT16 WEIOOL BVILDXIW AID AI&D EABTEQUAKE BE-- 
~DWW!C'BUOTIO# AIND RBPLAbBMBJV!C BOIID LAW O? 1@72, This 

for a bond issue df- three hundred fifty million dollars - 
) to provide capital outlay for construction or kmprovement 

; Qf public schools. 

86 Vote Yes (For) 

87 Vote No (Against) 
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88 Vote Yes (For) 

89 Vote No (Against) 

s t il t &3 California --a-- 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1972 Referenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment - I 
ion, June-6, 1972 

Yes = 2,899,685; E; 3,698,955 -I 
Proposition 3: 

CU%T TO ASSM!l!AH~ OI cMJY!rW. Lq@Wiive ClarratiWoW 
h@nhemt. Amen& Constitution to provide that a defad&t - 
has the right to have the assistance of counsel in any criminal 

- prwutiti. Del&es proviskm &viag ik&mii~t the-right to defend - 
himself without counsel and authorim LegMature to m&ire a 
defendant in a felony ce to have the assistanoe of counsel. - 

1972 Referenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1972 

. 

Yes = 3,378,579; No = 2,123,372 . 
Proposition 4: 

O$%W P!Bl!!WDWTIAL PlUi&ABY, Lqginlativa Oonstitdimail Am@- 
me&, Requires fiegislature to provide for open presidentiai pri- - 
msry in which candidates on. biallot are those found by Secretary 
of St&e to be recogniaed candidates throughout nation or California - 
for o5ce of President of the United States and snob candidates 
whose names .ark placed on ‘ballot by petition. Excltides 
date v&o has filed &Bdavit that he is not a candidate. 

any candi- -- 

90 Vote Yes (For) 

91 Vote No (Against) 
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R.iZFEKENDA 

Var. # 

92 

93 

Ikscxiption 

1972 Re.ferenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election_, June 6, 1972 

Yes = j&08,319; 

Proposition 5.:. - - 

A+wmhKtRJT o?'apQ~ uasliumr OF cLuIroR1IJU 
’ jL@Uh ~~~~~t. Requirqs that appointmenti e 

t’o the E?+e&gMs~ of the. University of Califsnh by the bvemor be 
-I* spp~oved by a majority ‘of the madekhip of the ‘hati. . -- 

Y ------I_____-. -- _.-_ - .- 

-~_~~~-~ ~~_ _. _ _ 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote ‘bdo (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1972 4 
Yes = 3,347,087; No = 2,286,804 - St- 

Proposition 6: - --~ - ~--- - - --- - _- ~- ~ 

li@e@have Qoadsr 
hion in Cutihtion 
for 90 &by& prior to 

94 Vote Yes (For) 

95 Vote No (Against) 
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96 

97 

Stute California --- ---e--u _ 

REFEMMDA 

Desc~i~tionz -. 

1972 Rehxenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment -- 
Primary Election, June 6, 1972 

Yes = 3,769,524; No = 1,793,369 A m-p 

Proposition 7: -- - 
i 

- f&ib~T’IOl!t OF SIl!tWdLF~LY D-WI ml$ TN PU’i--- 
I PO8BB. Iiaq@&im clt3mBtweti i?rovidem . that 

LegMature may prohibit the valuation of nin&kn~y .i$wsllings -- 
for pmrpmes of property taxatiim at any value - gm&er thati that 
which-would reflect use of property’ as site for,aingle-f&Cly dwell- ,’ 
ing. s . 

. 

Vote Yes (For) 

- 

vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Legislative Amendment 1 

Primary Election, June 6, 1972 + 

Yes = 3,901,454; No = 1,397,331 v - -amu 

Proposition 8: 

~PBAOTQS8. Li@hth A#B8zbdm~t. &end8 several sections 

’ 
of the Chiropra&i.c Initiative Att. Provi&s that members of the 
Board of Chiropra&ic Examineft shall be citizens of the United 
&ates ruid have rtitiedrmd been Iicezmd C%iro~ra&m in C&for& 
for at least five years. Deletes- provision that IT)istrict~ Attorneys a+e 

t 

required to prow~nte vbh&ions of the Chiropractic Act. Revises - 
eraqinaitiqn piocedure. &lakes other normnbstantbe ohanges in 
that Act. IQnmM bpqt: Thb mwmnnre 
eifiamt co& 0; &vame conGderwt&nas. 

doe8 not involve any Big- - 

98 Vote Yes (For) 

99 Vote No (Against) 
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REFEH.ENDA 

Descripticm -- 

100 Vote Yes (For) 

101 Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative 

PrimaryElection, June 6, 1972 

Yes = 2,128,087; No = 3,901,151 -- - 

Proposition 9: 

BWV”IBW’Ml!WT. htitiath S.pe~ifia permkible eompo&ion and quaI- 
ity of gasoline and other fuel for internal eombustiun engines. 

-- 
Authorizes shutting down of #&i-s and factories violating air 
pollution -standards. Trnm 1 restrktions on leasing and extra&on 
of 051 and gas from tidelands or submerged lands, or onshore areas 
within one mile of mean high tide line. Prohibits construction of -- 
atomic powered electric generating plants for five years. Establishes 
restrictions on manufacture, sale, and use of pesticides. Prohibits - 
eglforeement odtieisls from havir;lg 6onflicting interests. Provides for 
relief by injunction. and .max$kte to prevent violations. Imposes - 

‘penal sari&ions and civil penalties. 

1972 Referenda 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1972 

Yes = 3,384,238; No = 1,762,483 .*- 

Proposition 10: 

PlAamAL OoIm~~mIyf l&l!mmaM. %kt@iqtim tIk#miimw - 
at&. Adds, amends, tibfers, gmd rep6al.s several mik‘ 
celhmeous provisi.m* of tile Conskitution. Ad&. section allowing - 
eiity charter to rrtahe prooirsio~ ngadkk mtimbers of boards of 
education. Amendiclwtiuw relkting to penal-institutions and water 
rates. Transfers sections relating to lendin@ of credit, corporations, 
and ownership of corporate shares by State and public agencies. 
Repeak provisions relating to corporations, holding large tracts - 
of uhimproved land, .mting of State lands to settlers, and other 
xhiscelfaneous seetiotilo. ‘Pinmie$& impact: Thti measure does not - _ 
involve any signifkant cdrst or’ revenue e’ontiderations. 

I -- -- - 

102 Vote Yes (For) 

103 Vote No (Against) 
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Var. # 

104 Vote Yes (For) 

105 Vote No (Against) 

REFER.ENDA 

Description -a 

. . 1972 Referenda 

Bond Jssue 

General Election, November 7, 1972 -- 

Yes = 3,364,631 -* 
ProDosition 1: 

1972 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

_ General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yg =-4,657,8lOi_No = 3,108,550 

106 Vote Yes (For) 

107 Votrc No (Against) 
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Var a # -- Descri..trion -- 

108 

109 

Strlte California ---- 

REFERENDA 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 -P 
Yes = 3,954,497; No = 3,728,663 + 

ProDosition 3: 

.- 

- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment . 
General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 4,521,981; No = 2,906,291 

Proposition 4: 

on time for intrsdaetion & billa to 
budget bill time fiBnits tend sprocedure, ktoets, Gbvemor% ann& 
report, pardow, and legiralatom’ terzw and retirem6nt. FSnantial 
imp=& Co& decrem ~tits si .~iS,!%O aad $60,000 per 
year. 

110 Vote Yes (For) 

111 Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. # -- 

112 

113 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment - - 
General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes =4,417,732; No = 3,121,040 m 
Proposition 5: 

’ POOL DIlH!RIm. LegbbU~ (?Q- bnmib6M. l?ermiti 
Legislatture to authorize governing borrrds of & school districtrr to - 
kitiate’and carry on any prbgrrms, a&ivities, or to otherwise act 

- 21 any manner which is not in eorrfiii;ct with lam md pprpoees’for - 
which -ho&l districts are ebtablikhed. F5nancial impaet: None in 
absence of implementing legititi~n. * 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1977 Referenda 

-~ ict November 7, 1972 

= -4&5,713, 0 No = 2303,627 _ .- 

tutional p&lfwisioM - 
proviaioll lititing 

. fkr-y&r maxim- terms of eil!ks~‘and eommis&ma when terms - 
not provided for in Ckrstitntion. R&ib* -ridaction af elected 
state d!!‘icers’ sdmiea daring term. Permits Legislature to yickl 
with tax matters in cunn&ion 6th &enges in rtai;e boundaries. 
squires Legi&atnre to provide for working of ~~~~victs for benefit 
of state. Financial impact: Nan&. 

114 Vote Yes (For) 

115 Vote No (Against) 



35 

California - -- 

116 

117 

118 Vote Yes (For) 

119 Vote No (Against) 

1972 _ Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 c-.- 

Yes = 5,226,396; No = 2,426,818 - 

Proposition 7: LI 
BIIdBamOHb AIIRD PBBBID- PlrzMABY. L8gwstivu oo*- 

- Requires Legislature to provide for prinuwy - 
elections for parthan offkes, inclw%g an open presidential pri- 
mary. Provides that a United 8tati cititea 18 years of age. and 
Trident of. this state may vdte in all electiw. Declare certain 

_ 

o&k nonp~~Gsan. Provides for secret ballot: Requires IqgilPla- 
t&e ‘to define residence, provide for registration and free elections, - 
prohibit improper electio,n practices, and remove election privileges 
of certain persons. Financial impact‘: None. .- 

---9-e--- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 - 
Yes = 2,074,255; No = 5,571,995 - 

Proposition 8: 

of splch exempt&u. IFnuukal imget : Ntie in abeewe of imple- 
menting lqgisl&tion. - -- 
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IW?ERENDA 

120 

121 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment w 
General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 4.220.625: No = 3,530,071 

ProDosition 9: 

l$CWD V@.Ri FOE IcITEUCjTU!BALLY IRWAFB l!HjEOOL BIIFIXD-. 
- Legiir+tiee C&BSBSW AIBWS~BMS& Permits agprovd by aaa- - 

jority vote, rather than two-thirds vote, to pasls bond ksu& for 
B purpke of, repairing, reeoEIsfructing, or replacitig structudy 6.n _- 

safe public aohool building. IFinancial impact: No dkect cost but 
___ &teased use of bonded debt due ts reduced requirement for voter 

approval is -anticipated. 

-- -- - 

Vote Yes (For) 

vote No (Against) c 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

-- General Election, November 7, 1972 * 

Yes 7 7,088,3OQ; No = 838,366 

Proposition 10: - ----_ 
TAX I!i~~. !Eaq@Wha Co 

ts E4t&ihtme. to inonaae prqserty tax exemp- 
o- $lO,UW for veiersTJllr who are Mind due to 

service-coaneeted klisab~lities~ F’inqnoia3 impact : NozSnal i#ecre~ - 
h lueal government revellm43h 

122 

123 

\ 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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124 

125 

ilescrir,tion 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 .-_N 1) - 

Yes = 4,861,224; No = 2,871,342 3 - 
Proposition 11: 

l!kikIF OF ~PBI’VAOY. Legiilative- ClamtBuM Aamm&mmt. Adda 
right of privacy t6 inalienable -rights ‘\ of people. IFinancial impact : - - 
None. I 

_I- -- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1~ Referenda 

126 vote Yes (For) 

127 Vote No (Against) 
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R.EFEK.ENDA 

128 Vote Yes (For) 

129 Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment - 
General Election, November 7, 1972 S-P rc *- 
Yes = 5,632,332; No = 2,X1,053 & l 

Proposition 13: 
/ 

- 

*f#amQml sMm?mtiTIom. Lqtgbtive c&titutional AxEM#&d- 
-to t3ives Legklature power’to provide for pamnt of w&k- - 
men’s compezwtion awa=rd td &ate on dqth, arising out of and 

, inScourse of employment, of employee withont dependents. ~Pennits _-. 
WWII awards to be used for extra subsequent ,injury compensation. 
@%umcial impact: If implesperntid, would decrease &ate custs ap- 
proximately $1,800,000 per year. 

1972 Referenda 

Iniative Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 2,700,095; No = 5,213,485 - 
Proposition 14: 

~A&A~OlI. lMi&b &m&itutW bntimt. E&abliahes ad va- 
1 lorem property tax rate limirtations, for all purpoW3 except pay- - 

ment of designated types of debts and liabilities. Eliminates prop- 
erty tax for, welfa+e purposes, limitjs property tax for education, . 
and requires state funding eif these functions from other tax-. 
Increases sales, use, cigarette, distilled spirits, and corporation 
taxes. Decreases state taxes on insurance companies and banks and - 
local sales and use taxes. Rtequires severance tax on extraction of 
minerals and hydrocarbons. Requires two-thirds vote of Legisla- - 
ture to increase deflignated tax&,’ Reatrict;ra new exemptions from 
property tax to those approved by election. financial impact: A - 
net zwchkinable decrease in revendear-to date and local govern- 
ment in excess of $l,233,ooO,OOO yjer year. 

130 Vote Yes (For) 

131 Vote No (Against) 
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132 Vote Yes (For) 

133 Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 2,539,61-.= 5,271,067 

Proposition 15: - 4. -- -. - 
&!!&WB~LbvlhlJ:~. - Ili&blive c&e*nalae. 

Requires State Personnel Board, Univemity of California Regents, - 
and State University and College Truatea semiannually- to deter- 
mine prevailing* rates in private and public employment for -..- 
=tic~ comparable to those performed by state employees, and 
recommend to Governor adjustments to state employee salsries 
and benefits necessary to equal prevailing rates. The recommenda- - 
tions must be included in Governor’s budget, cannot be reduced or 
eliminated except by two-thirds vote of Legislature, and are not - 
subject to Governor’s veto. Provides for written agreements and 

-- arbitration between state and employees on other employer- - 
employee reiation matters. FinanciaJ impact: Indeterminable but 
potential major cost increase. 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes’ = 3,071,926; No = 4,782,368 L 
Proposition 16: 

Requires State Personnel Wd to: ~(1) de- - 
&mine maximum’ s&try for each dass’ of policeglen 0~: deputy 
IIshcfliff in each city and cow&y withis rdrte, (2) adjust ’ salties - 
.of ‘uniformed member of Highway Patral to -at least the maxi-m 
rate paid policemen or deputy sheriffs within comparable classes, - 
and (3) report annually to Governor on its determinations and 
adjustments. Requires Governor to provide in budget for full im- 
plementation of these determinations and adjustments. !i%ae 
budget provisio= can be modifled or atriekza, 4y by two-thirds 
vote of LegMature voting s;olely M this issne. Ffnanckl impact: 
Indeterminable but potential major coI)t in-e&se. 

134 

135 

-~ -. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. f/ 

136 

137 

138 

139 

Description . - 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 5,447,165: No = 2,617,514 

ProDosition 17: 

tlhrt; death penalty provided for under those state statutes shall : - 
k& be deemed to be, or constitute, infiiction of cruel or unm3 
pw&hments within me@ning of California Constitution, article I, 
&it&m 6, mtap dmll Kim paM&uent iglr sath adteasarr be debmed - 
b* cua*wa6 8ny at& @r&si4bn uf Chlifumia Cbwtitatia. 
l!5amwid hapsot: Nose. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1972 - 

Yes =.2,603,927; *No = 5,503,888 

Propositign 18; t 
LWE8LA!l!tO~. .Xmiirtiva. &nenda, de&tea, and adds 

i Penal Code tiatntes relating to obwenity. Defws mdity, obschn- - 
iW, arsdomtie&i&ie abe, s&ual csn(kct, vernal excitement and 
ot&w relat& -terns. Bktes z’redeeming .wxhl imporbnee” t&. - 

3&ait8 “ContemparsrY standa*” test to local area; Creatus rain- 
demeanors fop selling, shdwing, producing or distributing specified - 
prohibited materials to adults or minors. Permits local govem- 
mental agencies to separately regulate these matters. Provides for 
county jail &rzn and -up to $lQ,OOO fine for. violations. Makes sixth 
con&&n of specified m~em-o~ a felony.- Creates defenses 
&nd p~ptions. Permiti iajonetions and seisarea of materials. I- 
Requires lripeedy hearing and trial. Fiixaneial impact: None. 

~-- -- .- . 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Des@ription 

140 

141 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative 

General Elect&on,- November 7, 1972 

Yes -- 
Proposition 19: 

a- . 
__.- 

AHA; 1-e. Removes state . penalties for personal use. 
Proposes a statnte which would provide that no person eighteen - 
yea- or older shall be &nished criminally or denied any right 

- or privilege because of hilrp planting, cultivating, harvesting, dry- - 
ing, processing, otherwise ‘preparing, transporting, possessing or 
using marijuana. Does not repeal existing, or limit future, legis- 
lation -prohibiting persons under the influence of marijuana from 
engaging- in conduct that’ endangers others. F’inancial impact: 
None. 

I --- 

Vote Yes (For) 

vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative 

General Election, November 7, 1972 - - 
Yes - 4,363,375; No = 3,548,180 A - - 

Proposition 20: 

dorpr AL Zbmt. cIOH8ElWATTO~ ACE. IS&M&~. Cremtes State 
I C&&al Zune Conservation C!&lidtion .snd sir regional commisi 

aion% Sets criteria for and regliirts sa on:-rof pla;n.to I&q&- 
t latwe for. pmpvation; mwtim, restaaatiron arid ez&an&$n&. - 

uf ‘enviroknnent and ecology of lcoaetal zone, m de%ned. 34ktaWbes 
permit area within coastal zone as the area between the seaward - 
limits of state jurisdiction and 1000 yards landward from the 
mean high tide line, subject to specified exceptions. Prohibits any - 
development within permit area without permit by state or re-L 
gional commission. Frescribes standards for issuance .or denial of 
permits. Act terminates’ after 1976. This me&we appropriates \%ve 
million dollars ($6,000,0&J) for the period 1973 to 1976. Finacial 
impact : Cost to. sWe of $1,2!&0,ooO per year pius undetermkable - 
local government administrative costs.. \ 

142 

143 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. II 

144 

145 

Lkscription 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

-- attend a pertie+ sclh&L” l&qia&~ rrtctiun 
that racid. and etbnie imb*ea Jn pnpil *&rneYlt in 
M&KJS shal1 b e prevented ark? elimihated. ‘Repeals- Section whi& 
(1) establishes* factors for consideration ,in preventing or eliti- - 
z&ing racial or ethnic imbwces in public -schools; (2). requi* 
m&ml .dir;taicts~tti report .mambem and perttdi&s uf rseiat tmf’ - 
ethnic g~t~~pa in tath srehuul; amit C8) requires di.sttiebeb dtveksp 

-- plam ti3 remedy itibces. ll%wGal impa&: Nmu. . * - * 

Q 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1972 Referenda 

Initiative 

General Election, November 7, 1972 

Yes = 3,348,176; No = 4,612,642 

Proposition 22: 

146 Vote Yes (For) 

147 Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Description 

197,3 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

n, November 7, 1973 

Yes=1,961,685; No=2,303,026 . 

diminrtes personal mcome tax for ‘rower income persons. retiwcd others’ 
1973 tax up to Lit / ““c; fmu s~rpius. and reduces subsequent year rates TS/#$$. 
Requires tW+thi& legidative vote for new or thawed State taxw. 
Limiter local prop&y tax rates except school districts’. R~qultes State 
funding of new prc~grams nlandat(sr;i to local governments. Provides for tax 
lied expenditure liinit adjustments when functions t ranaferrcd. Contains 
rpecial indebtedness c?t!igat ion provisions. ~~llrws local tax rate and en- 
penditure limit increases tilion voter appwvai. Summary of len:sl3t,we 
8rUlyst fiwwciai irn;!Azt estNim;zte. l ~l~l),WO,oCM anncal reduction ;n State 
tax revenues and pwba5le wdeterminabie future revenue reductions; 
reduction in projected Sate propram expenditures of estimated S62O,ooO,- 
Ooo in drst year to ) i ,366,%N,O!)o in fourth year and increasing thcrosfter, 
with probable suhtantiai offsetting cost and tax increases 4tb iti1 go+ 
tmment. Tirt initiative provision exempting certain low income person 
from income taxes and granting a one-time 2vC credit on 1973 income * 
taxes for all taxpayers has been accomplished by legislation pas& August 
23, 1973, granting 10~ income persons exemptions rod granting others a 
J973 * credit ranging from 20 to 35y0. . 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. # Description 

150 Vote Yes (For) 

151 Vote No (Against) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,387,555 No = 2,248,217 

The State School Building Aid and Earthquake 

Reconstruction and Replacement Bond Law of 1974. 

Provides for a bond issue of one hundred fifty 

million dollars ($150,000,000) to provide capital 

outlay for construction or improvement of public 

schools. 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,803,890 No = 1,418576 
. . Charters for Counties and Cdties. I&&&ative Constl -- 

Amends Article XI. section 3(a). tutional Amendment. 

of State Constitution to orovide that a citv or county 

may adopt, amend, revise, or repeal a charter by a 

majority of its electors voting, and without annroval 

of the Legislature. Makes charter, or changes thereto, 

effective upon filing with the Secretary of State. 
(continued) 

152 

153 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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California 

Constitutional Amendment i/2 continued: 

Charter provisions are the law of the state having the force and effect 

of legislative enactments. County charters adopted pursuant to this 

section supersede any existing charter and all inconsistent laws. 

Financial impact: None on local government and minor savings to state 

government. 
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State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. # Description 

154 

155 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Elec Nov=ber 5. 1974 

Yes = 2.194.856 No = 2.895.260 

Postsecondarv Education Commission Personnel-Civil 

Service. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Amends 

California Constitution Article XXIV, Section 4, to 

exempt from civil service provisions the chief 

administrative officer and three deputies of the 

California Postsecondary Education Commission. 

Financial impact: This measure involves little or no 

fiscal effect. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 2,919,362 No = 2,363,605 

Regents, University of California, Legislative Consti- 

tutional Amendment. Adds vice-president of alumni 

association as ex-officio member. Adds two additional 

members appointed by Governor with approval of Senate. 

No appointment to new term shall be made during first 

year of any gubernatorial term. Reduces terms from 

sixteen to twelve years after 1976. Allows regents 
(continued) 

156 Vote Yes (For) 

157 Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment #4 continued: 

appointment of one faculty member of institution of higher education and 

one student to board. Requires regents be persons reflecting economic, 

cultural and social diversity of state, including ethnic minorities and 

women. Provides for advisory committee which Governor must consult with 

in selection of regent appointees. Financial impact: Minor increase in 

state costs. 
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State California 

Var. I 

158 Vote Yes (For) 

159 Vote No (Against) 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,263,689 No = 2,127,287 

ence of Local Government Employees. Legislative 

Qnstitutional Amendment. Adds section 10.5 to Article XI 

of the State Constitution providing that a city or county 

including any chartered city or county, or public district, 

may not require its employees to be residents of such city, 

county, or district. Employees may be required to reside 

within a reasonable and specific distance of their place 
(continued) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 4.422.540 No = 949,136 

Pronertv Tax Exemntions. Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Increases minimum permissible amount of 

homeowner's property tax exemption from $750 to $1750 

of assessed value of the dwelling. Requires Legislature 

to provide increased benefits to qualified renters 

comparable to any increase in the homeowner's exemption 

provided for by the Legislature. Provides that if 
(continued) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

160 

161 
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Constitutional Amendment 85 continued: 

of employment or other designated location. Financial impact: None. 

Constitutional Amendment i1/6 continued: 

Proposition 8 passes, the foregoing shall not become effective and the 

applicable minimum property tax exemption shall instead be $7000 of the 

full value of the dwelling. Finance impact: None in absence of increase 

by Legislature of homeowner's exemption. 
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State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. d 

162 Vote Yes (For) 

163 Vote No (Against) 

Description 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 567.441 No = 495.979 

Declaration of Rights, Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Reorganizes and substantively amends 

various provisions of Article I and relocates portions 

of Articles IV and XX of California Constitution. 

Amendments include, among others, right to interpreter 

at state expense for criminal defendant who cannot 

understand Enplish. provision that court may grant 
(continued) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,438,054 No = 1,591,811 

Taxation and State Funds, Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Revises various articles of State Consti- 

tution relating to taxation generally, property 

taxation and exemptions therefrom, provisions for 

specially assessing property for tax purposes, and 

provisions for insurance, bank, corporation and income 

taxes and subventions to local government. Revises 
(continued) 

164 

165 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment f7 continued: 

release on own recognizance, provision that property rights of noncitizens 

to be the same as for citizens, and revision of eminent domain provisions. 

Deletes, among others , provisions respecting criminal libel actions, 

provisions regarding right to sell or rent real property, provisions 

concerning acquisition of lands for public improvements. Financial impact: 

No increase in government costs. 

Constitutional Amendment 88 continued: 

and transfers various provisions relating to the appropriation of state 

funds, taxation of property in redevelopment projects, investment of state 

funds and incurring of indebtedness by local bodies. Makes various other 

changes. Provides any conflicting constitutional provisions enacted at 1974 

June primary or November general elections shall prevail over this measure. 

Minor if any effect on state and local costs and revenues. 
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REFERENDA 

Var. # Description 

166 Vote Yes (For) 

167 Vote No (Against) 

168 

169 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,149,944 No = 1,984,007 

Recall of Public Officers, Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Repeals existing and enacts new Article XXIII 

of State Constitution, relating to recall of elective 

public officers and election of successors who voted 

for the office at last election with Governor to set 

election dates, and Legislature to provide for 

circulation, filing, certification of petitions, 
(continued) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,004,695 No = 2,330,880 

Right to Vote. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. 

Amends Article II, section 3, and Article XX, section 11, 

of the State Constitution to eliminate provisions 

disqualifying electors convicted of an infamous crime, 

embezzlement or misappropriation of public money and to 

now provide for the disqualification of an elector while 

mentally incompetent, or imprisoned or on parole for 
(continued) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment #9 continued: 

nomination of candidates, and recall election. State officer not recalled 

shall be reimbursed for recall election expenses. Legislature shall provide 

for recall of local officers. Financial impact: Local government costs 

will be increased to the extent recalls of local officials are increased. 

Constitutional Amendment 1'110 continued: 

the conviction of a felony. Financial impact: Minor increase in county 

government costs. 
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Var. d Description 

170 Vote Yes (For) 

171 Vote No (Against) 

State California 

REFERENDA 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 2,630,958 No = 2,586,035 

&scellaneous Language Changes Regarding Gender. 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Amends 

Constitution to recast various terms presently 

couched in the masculine gender to refer to the 
11 person" or official referred to and makes other 

minor, nonsubstantive language changes. Financial 

impact: none. 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,356,121 No = 1,506,169 

Public Utilities. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. 

Repeals and reenacts Article XII relating to regulation 

of public utilities. Transfers to Article XX certain 

provisions relating to franchises. Grants Legislature 

plenary power to confer additional authority on Public 

Utilities Commission. Permits Commission to establish 

rules, do other things, and prescribe uniform system 
(continued) 

172 Vote Yes (For) 

173 Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment 612 continued: 

of accounts for all utilities. Deletes provisions authorizing Legislature 

to divide state into districts and other provisions relating to members of 

Commission; deletes provisions relating to rate discrimination. Declares 

no substantive changes intended by this amendment. Financial impact: None. 
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State 

REFERENDA 

Var. # Description 

174 Vote Yes (For) 

175 Vote No (Against) 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 3,123,215 No = 1,577,302 

San Diego County Judicial Districts. Legislative 

Constitutional Amendment. Adds section 5.5 to 

Article VI of the State Constitution to permit any 

city in San Diego County to be divided into more than 

one municipal court or justice court district if the 

Legislature determines unusual geographic conditions 

warrant such division. Financial impact: None 

Referenda ,974 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5. 1974 - 

Yes = 2,452,987 No = 2.533.969 

State College System. Legislative Constitutional 

Amendment. Amends Article XX, section 23, of State 

Constitution to make president pro tempore of Senate 

an ex officio member, having equal rights and duties 

with nonlegislative members, of any state agency 

created by Legislature in field of public higher 

education which is charged with management, administration 
(continued) 

176 

177 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment #14 continued: 

and control of State College System of California. Financial Impact: 

Minor, if any, state costs. 



Var. I 

178 Vote Yes (For) 

179 Vote No (Against) 

58 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 2,028,964 No = 3,211,295 

Low Rent Housing. Legislative Constitutional Amend- 

ment. Repeals Article XXXIV of the State Constitution 

prohibiting any state nublic body from developin?. 

constructinp or acquiring a low rent housing project, 

as defined, until a majority of the electors of the 

city, town, or county, as the case may be, where the 

project is or will be located votes in favor thereof. 
(continued) 

Referenda I974 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 2,162,265 No - 2,978,592 

Student Tuition, University of California, Legislative 

Constitutional Amendment. Adds section 9.1 Article IX 

of the State Constitution to empower the Legislature 

to determine whether students enrolled in state-supported 

regular academic terms at the University of California 

shall be charged for instruction and instructional 

facilities and the amount of such charges. Charges 
(continued) 

180 

181 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment Cl5 continued: 

Financial impact: Increased expenditures in amount determinable only by 

experience. 

Constitutional Amendment #16 continued: 

established by the Regents and in effect shall remain in force until acted 

upon by the Legislature. Financial impact: None in absence of exercise 

of power conferred on Legislature; if Legislature acts, financial impact 

will be dependent on type of action taken. 
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Var. I 

182 Vote Yes (For) 

183 Vote No (Against) 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

Referenda 1~74 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election November 5, 1974 

Yes = 2,615,235 No = 2,935,365 

Wild and Scenic Rivers. Initiative. Amends Public 

Resources Code to designate specified portions of the 

main stem of the Stanislaus River as components of the 

California Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Prohibits 

construction or operation of flood control structure 

which would substantiallv diminish the nublic use or 

enjoyment of the specified portions of the river. 
(continued) 

1974 Referenda 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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Constitutional Amendment /I17 continued: 

Does not prohibit structural or nonstructural measures necessary for flood 

protection provided that such measures would adversely affect those designated 

portions of the river only for necessary temporary flood storage. Allows 

Legislature to amend measure by two-thirds vote. Financial impact: Minor 

cost to state. 
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Var. %. 

184 

185 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1974 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 2,672,874; No = 1,787,557 

Proposition 1: 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No -(Against) 

1974 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 3,145,262; No = 1,314,690 

Proposition 2: 

THE CLEAN WATER BOND 

186 Vote Yes (For) 

187 Vote No (Against) 
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Var. 0 Description 

188 

189 

State California 

REFERENDA 

1974 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 4g 1974 

Yes = 3,238,2X9; No = 1,239,684 

Proposition 3: 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1974 Referenda 
Constitutioxial Amendment 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 3,489,797; No = 928,135 

Proposition 4: 

190 Vote Yes (For) 

191 Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA . 

Var. ii Description 

192 . 

193 

194 Vote Yes (For) 

195 Vote No (Against) 

. 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 2,716,913; No = 1,786,997 

Proposition 5: 

HIGHWAYS AND MASS TRANSlT GUIDEWAYS. LEGlSLATlYE CONSTITU- 
TIONAL AME1IDMENT. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

, 
1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 3,318,433; NO = 883,660 

Proposition 6: 

PUBLIC LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 

Wtuta or cow 
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REFERENDA .- - 

Var. # 

196 Vote Yes (For) 

197 Vote No (Against) 

Description 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 1,968,511; No = 2,204,619 

Proposition 7: 

STATE CIVIL SERVICE EXEMPTIONS. LEGISLATIVE COWTlTtlTlONAL 
AMENDMENT. Amend8 Artii XXIV. Section 4: of the State Canstitutim to 
exempt sdditiwal pasitima flom civil vnics 

Pdwo ol?ieu of the Calif0rnL 
+Y 

c6lu~ir.p Of! Chiif %clminiitioe 
Eduotii ConrmLim md five drpltk 

1974 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 2,418,347; No = 1,504,413 

Proposition 8: 

198 

199 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. 11 
. 

Description 
, 

1974 Referenda 

Initiative 

200 

201 

Primary Election, June 4, 1974 

Yes = 3,224,765; No = 1,392,783 

Proposition 9: 

FINANCiAL JlSCLO$URES AND LIMITATIONS AFFECTING POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS, PUSLIC OF- - 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

1976 Referenda 
Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,641,287; No = 2,948,178 

BI i/1: The State School Building Lease-Purchase 

Bond Law of 1976 Assembly Bill No. 32 (Statutes 

of 1975, Chapter 1007) 

202 

203 

204 
205 
206 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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State California 

Var. # 

207 Vote Yes (For) 

208 Vote No (Against) 

209 Total Votes 

210 Vote Yes (Percent) 
211 Vote No (Percent) 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Public Question 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 3,465,234; No = 2,078,269 

PQ # 2: Veterans Bond Act of 1976. Assembly 

Bill 1782 (Statutes of 1975, Chapter 982) 

Referenda 1976 

e 8. 1976 

Yes = 447.601: No = 2.055.978 

PO # 3: California Safe Drinking Water Bond 

Law of 1976. Assembly Bill 121 (Statutes of 

1975. Chapter 126) 

212 

213 

214 
215 
216 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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Var. # 

217 Vote Yes (For) 

218 Vote No (Against) 

219 Total Votes 

220 Vote Yes (Percent) 
221 Vote No (Percent) 

222 

223 

224 
225 
226 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

a Referenda 

Bond Issue 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,392,772; No = 3,059,005 

BI #4: Bonds to Provide Public Community College 

Facilities. Senate Bill No. 156 (Statutes of 1975, 

Chapter 1066) 

1976 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 3,204,294; No = 2,188,419 

CA #5: Banks, Corporations, Franchises and Insurers- 

Taxation. Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 1 

(Statutes of 1975, Resolution Chapter 126) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent 
Votes No (Percent 
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Var. W 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

-Yes = 3,645,372; No = 1,795,486 

CA #6: Insurance Company Home Office Tax Deduction 

Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 12 (Statutes 

of 1975. Resolution Chapter 116) 

227 

228 

229 
230 
231 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,794,614; No = 2,345,662 

CA #7: Taxation of Restricted Historic Property 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 111 

(Statutes of 1974, Resolution Chapter 198) - 

232 

233 

234 
235 
236 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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Var. W 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

_Primarv Election, June 8, 1976 

yes = 3,978,512; No = 1,383,010 

CA i/8: Deposit of Public Moneys in Savings and 

Associations. Assembly Constitutional 

Amendment:No. 31 (Statutes of 1975, Resolution 

237 

238 

239 
240 
241 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 3.935.377: NO = 1,669.194 

CA t9: Bingo. Assembly Constitutional Amendment 

No. 3 (Statutes of 1975, Resolution Chapter 98) 

242 

243 

244 
245 
246 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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State California 

Var. I 

247 

248 

249 
250 
251 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,363,999; NO = 2,846,283 

CA /IlO: Bonds to REfund State Indebtedness 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 50 

(Statutes of 1975. Resolution Chapter 99) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,826,055; NO = 2,528,030 

CA #11: Motor Vehicle Taxes-Local Surplus 

Property. Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 41 

(Statutes of 1975, Resolution Chapter 108) 

252 

253 

254 
255 
256 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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Var. I Description 

257 

258 

259 
260 
261 

262 

263 

264 
265 
266 

California 
State 

REFERENDA 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primarv Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 2,268,310; No = 2,922,175 

CA i/12: Interest Rate. Senate Constitutional Amendment 

No. 19 (Statutes of 1975, Resolution Chapter 132) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 3,021,947; No = 2,390,%7 

CA i/13: Property Tax Postponement. 

Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 16 (Statutes 

of 1976. Resolution Chapter 2) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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Var. # Description 

268 

269 
270 
271 

State 
California 

REFERENDA 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 3,395,657; No = 1,626,494 - 

CA 814: Miscellaneous Constitutional Revisions 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 40 

(Statutes of 1976, Resolution Chapter 5) as amended 

by ACA 90 (Statutes of 1976, Resolution Chapter 24) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Initiated Act 

Primary Election, June 8, 1976 

Yes = 1,950,430; No = 4,048,355 

IA #15: Nuclear Power Plants Initiative Statute 

Initiative Measure submitted by Voters 

272 

273 

274 
275 
276 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 
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State California 

Var. M 

277 Vote Yes (For) 

278 
279 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 

280 Vote Yes (Percent) 
281 Vote No (Percent) 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,029,663 No = 4,056,117 

. Proposition No. 1: This Act provides for a bond issue 

of five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) to provide 

funds fo< financing housing. 

4 
/- 

\’ 
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State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. ill Deck # Cols. # 

282 Vote Yes (For) 
283 
284 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 

285 Vote Yes (Percent) 
286 Vote No (Percent) 

287 Vote Yes (For) 

288 Vote No (Against) 
289 Total Vote 
290 Vote Yes (Percent) 
291 Vote NO (Percent) 

Description 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,661,598 No = 3,447,425 

Proposition No 2: This Act provides for a bond issue 

of two hundred eighty million dollars ($280,000,000) 

to be used to meet the recreational requirements of the 

people of the State of California by acquiring, developing, 

and restoring real property for state and local park, 

beach, recreational, and historical resources preservation 

purposes. 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 2,889,825 No = 4,093,594 

Proposition No. 3: This Act provides for a bond issue 

of twenty-five million dollars ($250,000,000) to provide 

funds for financing residential energy insulation and 

residential solar heating and cooling systems. 



76 

State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. # Deck # Cols. # Description 

Referenda !G?/; 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,793,023 No = 3,167,528 

Proposition No. 4: Amends subsections (a) and (f) of 

section 9 of Article IX: to authorize the Legislature 

to require the University to follow competitive bidding 

principles in making contracts for construction, sale of 

real property and purchase of materials, goods and ser- 

vices; and to prohibit denial of admission to the Univer- 

sity on grounds of race, religion or ethnic heritage as 

well as sex. 

292 

293 
294 
295 
296 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 
Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,240,967 No = 3,650,649 

Proposition No. 5: This amendment would retain the 

10% limit on loans made primarily for personal, family 

or household purposes but would, as to other loans by 

nonexempt leaders, increase the maximum permissible 

rate of interest to the higher of (a) 10% or (b) 7% 

plus the prevailing rate currently charged by the 

Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco for monies ad- 

297 Vote Yes (For) 
298 
299 
300 
301 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

vanced to member banks. 
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State California 

Var. # Deck # Cols. B Description 

302 

303 
304 
305 
306 

REFERENDA 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 
General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 2,887,771 No = 3,791,190 

Proposition No. 6: Extends from 12 to 30 days the time 

for Governor's veto of bills submitted to him after 

adjournment of Legislature for interim study recess at 

end of first year of lesislative session. Provides 

that bills DaSSed during a reqular legislative session 

which become law by reason of Governor's failure to 

act within above-mentioned period shall ge into effect 

on January 1 following their enactment unless referendum 

Vote Yes (For) 
is proposed. 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 
Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 5,655,742 No = 1,150,059 

Prooosition No. 7: Amends section 18 to oermit Supreme 

Court to censure or remove judges for "persistent 

failure or inability" rather than for "wilful and 

persistent failure" to perform their duties; to permit 

Commission to admonish judges who act improperly or are 

derelict in performance of their duties; and provide that 

Commission recommendations for censure, removal or re- 

tirement of Supreme Court judges be determined by seven 

Court Of appeals judges selected 
Vote Yes (For) by lot. 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

307 

308 
309 
310 
311 
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State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. t Deck # Cols. II Description 

312 

313 
314 
315 
316 

317 

318 
319 
320 
321 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,594,940 No = 3,139,724 

Proposition No. 3: Amends Article IX to authorize 

selection of county school superintendents either by 

appointment of the county board of education or election, 

at the option of the electorate. Transfers responsibility 

for the establishment of the salaries of county super- 

intendents from the Legislature to the county board of 

education. Empowers two or more counties to establish 

by majority vote of their electorates a joint board of 
education and count superintendent of schools. 

Vote Yes ( or) J 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 
Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 4,402,523 No = 2,268,040 

Proposition No. 9: Requires confirmation by Legislature 

before Governor's appointees to fill vacancies in offices 

of Superintendent of Public Instruction, Lieutenant 

Governor, Secretary of State, Controller, Treasurer, 

Attorney General and on State Board of Equalization 

may take office. If Legislature does not act within 

90 days of Governor's nomination and is at the end of 
sucn 90-aay penoa not in recess, appointees may take 
office as if confirmed. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote NO (Percent) 
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REFERENDA 

Var. # Deck # Cols. # Description 

322 Vote Yes (For) 

323 
324 
325 
326 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 
Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 5,398,406 No = 1,363,556 

Proposition No. 10: Adds section 14 to Article Xl. 

Unless approved by majority vote of qualified voters 

of local government voting on question, prohibits 

local governments formed after adoption of section 14 

and whose geographic boundaries include area in two 

or more counties from levying property taxes. 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7. 1976 

Yes = 4,685,811 No = 1.835.579 

Proposition No. 11: Amends Article Xl11 section 17 to 

provide that Legislature shall adjust tax rates on 

Pn ersonal ro ert 

improvements on land exempt from taxation in anv vear 

when assessment ratios are chanqed to maintain 

equality between property on secured and unsecured rolls. 

327 vote Yes (For) 

328 Vote No (Against) 
329 Total Vote 
330 Vote Yes (Percent) 

331 Vote No (Percent) 
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Var. iI Deck # Cols. I Description 

332 Vote Yes (For) 

333 Vote No (Against) 
334 Total Vote 

335 Vote Yes (Percent) 
336 Vote No (Percent) 

337 

338 
339 
340 
341 

REFERENDA 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 3,323,671 No = 3,461,524 

Proposition Jo. 12: Adds section 12 to Article XV1 

to authorize Legislature to provide program of state 

loans at lower than prevailing interest rates to 

finance installation of energy insulation, solar 

heating or cooling systems in residential structures. 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 1,883,032 No = 5,766,315 

Proposition No. '13: Establishes California Greyhound 

Racing Commission to license and regulate the conduct 

of greyhound races by qualified greyhound racing 

associations. The pari-mutuel mehtod of wagering shall 

be permitted on greyhound races. A specified percentage 

of proceeds from pari-mutuel wagering shall be deposited 

in a Greyhound Racing Fund in the State Treasury, which 

fund shall be available for specified public purposes whel 
appropriated by the Legislature. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percentage) 

Vote No (Percentage) 
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Var. d Deck # Cols. # Description 

342 

343 
344 
345 
346 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 2,915,981 No = 4,791,966 

Proposition No. 14: Repeals Agricultural Labor Re- 

lations Act of 1975; reenacts as Agricultural Labor 

Relations Act of 1976. Makes technical amendments to 

maintain status quo under 1975 Act, except requires 

new appointments to Agricultural Labor Relations Board. 

Additional amendments require: access for union organi- 

zers to property of employers for certain periods; 

minimum of 50% of employees to petition for decertifi- 
cation of union. Permits Board to award treble damages for 

Vote Yes (For) unfair labor practices. 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

Vote Yes (Percent) 
Vote No (Percent) 

1976 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 2, 1976 

Yes = 5,655,664 No = 1,316,833 

Proposition No. 15: Amends initiative statute relating 

to chiropractors to provide for addition of two public 

members to State Board of ChiroDractic Examiners. 

347 

348 
349 
350 

351 

Requires chiropractic school or college to be accredited 

by Council on Chiropractic Education, or equivalent, 

before graduates thereof are eligible to apply for 

chiropractic licenses. Increases minimum educational 
k.dl-y LU PfdCLICt: dCLlC IX In- 

clude, among other, 60 prechiropractic college credits. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Vote 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 
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352 

353 

354 
355 
356 

357 

358 

359 
360 
361 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 __..__.._ __--. -.-.--.-- - _._.~ ____. -- ---. - 
Yes = 2,047,496; No = 3,809,609 _~ --__- -.__ ~ - ..-.-- 

BI i/l: This act provides for a bond issue of three ___-_----_ -----_--- __--- 
hundred fifty million dollars ($350,000,000) to _-- ._-.- ------ ___-..-- .--.._ 
provide capital outlay for construction or improvement ~.___---_-____~- 
of public schools. ___ -_----- ---.- -------__ _-- .-_ 

_I__ ----- -- ___-__ --.- 

1978 F.rfr-renda -- 

Bond Issue I__- -_-.- - 
Primary Election,Jgne 6. 1978 ___ -- 
Yes = &l-11,505; No = 2 706&8 _---_----l-- 

BI #2: This act provides for-abond issue of three- __-. 
hundred seventy-five million dollar~s~~375.000.000) to -.--_------ 
provide funds for water pollution control and.._water 

conservation. .___-_- ----. -- __.- 

-II 
----___ 

- 
--- 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



Var. # Description 
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1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

362 

363 

364 
365 
366 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

_ Yes = 2,510,658; No = 3,046,041 

CA #3: Adds section 38 to article XIII of Constitution 

to provide that Legislature may exempt from taxation 

all or any part of property used as alternative energy 

system which is not based on fossil fuels or nuclear 

fuels. Financial impact: Revenue loss to local 

government during exemption period; could result in 

increase in local government revenues thereafter. 

Minor local administrative costs. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment- 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

Yes = 2,778,474; No = 2,565,319 

CA 84: Requires that any amendment to a city charter 

which would change the manner, time, or terms of appoint- 

ment or election of the governing board of a school or 

community college district or change charter provisions 

relating to the qualifications, compensation, removal 

or number of such members must be submitted for approval 

by a majority of all the qualified electors of the school 

367 

368 

369 
370 
371 

or community college district voting on the question, 

Vote Yes (For) 
including persons residing in such 
district but outside city boundarie 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 

(see over) 



CA f/4: Requires submission of such amendments as separate questions. 

Financial impact: Minor increases inlocal election costs could 

result where voters live outside city's boundary. 
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REFERENDA 

Var. C Description 

1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

Yes = 2,784,847; No = 2,329,365 

CA #5: Adds section 3.5 to article III of Constitution 

to preclude administrative agency, even if created by 

Constitution or initiative, from (1) declaring a statute 

unconstitutional or (2) declaring a statute to be 

unenforceable or refusing to enforce a statute, because 

06 unconstitutionality or because federal law or 

372 

373 

374 
375 
376 

regulations prohibit enforcement, unless appellate court 

has made such determination. Financial impact: Increases 

Vote Yes (For) 
or decreases in government costs or 

(see over) 
Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election. June 6. 1978 

Yes = 3,276,230; No = 2,109,533 

CAW6: Amends Constitution, article XI, sections 1 

(b) and 4 (~1, to require Legislature and county charters 

to provide for elected county sheriffs. Financial impact: 

No direct state or local fiscal effect. 

377 

378 

379 
380 
381 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



CA #5: revenue during period before consitiuionality or enforceability is 
determined by appellate court. 
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Constitutional Amendment 

382 

383 

384 
385 
386 

387 

1978 Referenda -- 
Constitutional Amendment __- 
Primary Election, June 6, 1978 __- __-__ ------ 

Yes = 2,972,424; No = 3 345 622 - ----~--A --A------ 

CA #8: Adds Constitution, article XIII, section 9.5, to ._.-- 

give Legislature power to provide for taxation of owner __.___~. 
occupied dwellings, as defined by Legislature , 01: any --__I_-- -- --__ 
fraction of value thereof at rate lower than that levied - _____--.-.--.2 - ------- 
on other property. Tax rate levied on other property --- __---- _-_-_--- 
cannot be increased as result of lowering tax rate levied c -._ 
owner occupied dwellings. Financial impact: Depends on -- _----- 
legislative action. Could result in reduction in local 

Vote Yes (For) 
revenues. 

388 Vote No (Against) 

389 Total Votes 

390 Votes Yes (Percent) 

391 Votes No (Percent) 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 __-__-- .---I_~- 
Yes = 2 780 013. No = 2,414,946 __..-- ~1.-----L __ 

CA i/7: Amends section 6 of article XVI of Constitution ~~~---- -. __-__ 
to permit cities, counties ~~ , townships and other political -- 

corporations and subdivisions of State, to join with ___~_---_I_i - 

other such agencies i-providing for payment of workers' ~--_- 
compensation, unemployment compensation, tort liability -__- __-- 

or public liability losses incurred by such agencies, by -_-- ___-._-.- -_____-__-_-.. --- 
entry into an insurance pooling arrangement under joint ~-- __ -__- 
exercise of powers agreement, or by membership in such 

vc:e Yes (For) 
publicly-owned nonprofit corporatio 
or other public agency as may be 

vote Kc? (Against) (see over) 

T,p;lt 't'"t&es 

vote Yes (Percent) 

Yote x3 (Percent) 



CA #7: authorized by Legislature. Financial impact: None on state; 

effect on local governments unpredictable. 
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REFERENDA 

Description 

392 

393 

394 
395 
396 

1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election. June 6. 1978 

Yes = 2.696.517: No = 7,568,989 

CA #9: Amends Constitutian, at-t- Xv: section 1, 

to provide that Legislature shall set interest rate on 

state court judgements at not more than 10% per annum. 

Pate may be variable and based upon rates charged by 

federal agencies or economic indicators, or both. In 

absence of such rate setting by Legislature, judgement 

rate shall be 7% per annum. Financial impact: Depends 

on legislative action. Interest costs and revenues on 

Vote Yes (For) 
judgements would increase if 
Legislature raised rate. 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

397 

398 

399 
400 
401 

Yes = 2,306,938; No = 3,080,947 

CA 810: Adds Constitution, article XIII, section 44, to 

give Legislature power to exempt from taxation all or 

partion of full value of a qualified rehabilitated 

residential doelling, as defined by Legislature, for 

five fiscal years following rehabilitation of such 

dwelling. Exemption shall beamountequal to full value 

of such rehabilitation up to maximum amount specified 

by Legislature, and shall be applied only to that portion 

Vote Yes (For) (see over) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



CA #lo: of full value attributable to such rehabilitation which exceeds 

full value of dwelling before rehabilitation. Financial impact: 

Would cause minor increase in state costs. Net effect of exemption 

on local revenues cannot be predicted. 



Var. I 
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REFERENDA 

Description 

402 

403 

404 
405 
406 

1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

Yes = 2,299,581; No = 2,962,838 

CA /Ill: Add subdivision (h) to article XIII, section 

11, to provide that if land or improvements owned by and 

located within anexisting county become incorporated into 

a new county formed after January 1, 1978, such land 

or improvements shall be exempt from taxation by the new 

county or any taxing agency or revenue district therein. 

Financial impact: None on state or local government. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

407 

408 

409 
410 
411 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

Yes = 2,009,835; No = 3,270,577 

CA 112: Repeals 'sections of Constitution, articles IV, 

V and VI relating to payment of compensation, travel and 

living expenses and retirement benefits for constitutional 

officers, legislators and judges. Adds article XXII 

providing for seven member tiommission which by resolution 

subject to legislative ratification by majority of each 

house, biennially sets salary, retirement, insuranc,e and 

other benefits for above officials. Limits commission's 

Vote Yes (For) 
authority to provide health 
care benefits or insurance. 

Vote No (Against) (see over) 
Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



CA #12: Restricts said officials' use of state automobiles to official business. 

Prohibits reduction of existing and additional future retirement rights 

and benefits once granted. FinAncial impact: Minor increase in state 

costs to support commission and staff. Otherwisk, impact on state costs 

unpredictable. 
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Description 

412 

413 

414 
415 
416 

1978 Referenda 

Initiated Act 

Primary Election, June 6, 1978 

Yes = 4,280,689; No = 2,326,167 

IA 813: Limits ad valorem taxes on real property to 1% 

& value except to pay indebtedness previously approved 

by voters. Establishes 1975-76 assessed valuation base for 

property tax purposes. Limits annual increases in'value. 

Provides for reassessment after sale. transfer, or con- 

struction. Requires Z/3 vote of Lep,islature to enact any 

change in state taxes designed to increase revenues. 

(see over) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 

Bond Issue 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 3,878,181; No = 2,347,861 

BI 114: This act provides for a bond issue of five 

hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) to provide farm 

and home aid for California veterans. 

417 

418 

419 
420 
421 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



IA #13: Prohibits imposition by state of new ad valorem, sales, or transaction 

taxes on real property. Authorizes imposition of special taxes by local 

government (except on real property) by 2/3 vote of qualified electors. 

Financial impact: Commencing with fiscal year beginning July 1, 1978, 

would result in annual losses of local government property tax revenues 

(approximately $7 billion in 1978-79 fiscal year), reduction in annual 

state costs (approximately $600 million in 1975-79 ‘fiscal year), and 

restriction on future ability of local governments to finance capital 

construction by sale of general obligation bonds. 



State California 

REFERENDA 

Var. # 

422 

423 

424 
425 
426 

427 

428 

429 
430 
431 

Description 

1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 2,157,725; No = 3,478,996 

CA 815: Deletes constitutional authorization for the 

Public Utilities Commissioner to designate a commissioner 

to hold a hearing or investigation or issue an order 

subject to Commission approval. Financial impact: No 

direct effect on state spending or revenues: however, 

legislative implementation of this measure might result 

in relatively minor increase in state spending. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 3,230,184; No = 2,628,527 

CA #16: Allows the Legislature to authorize the sale of 

surplus state property located in the coastal zone and 

acquired with revenues from fuel taxes and motor vehicle 

taxes. Property may only be sold to Department of Parks 

and Recreation for state park purposes, Department of 

Fish and Game for preservation of fish and wildlife 

habitat, Wildlife Conservation Board, or State Coastal 

Conservancy for preservation of agricultural lands. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



CA #16: Price cannot be less than amount paid by State to acquire property. 

Financial impact: Depends on legislative action. Any property sold below current 

market value would result in revenue loss to State Transportation Fund but 

proportionate savings to purchasing agency. 
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Var. I Description 

432 

433 

434 
435 
436 

1978 Referenda 

Initiated Act 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 4,42?,405; No = 1,475,263 

IA 817: Amends initiative statute relating to 

chiropractors to modify requirementsand proceduree- 

for approval of chiropractic schools and colleges. 

Permits increase infee for state license to practice 

chiropractic at discretion of board of examiners. 

Expands grounds for denial, suspension. or revocation 

of license to include conviction of anv felonv. or 

any offense substantially related to chiropractic, 

Vote Yes (For) (see over) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Initiated Act 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 3,125,148; No = 3,721,682 

IA t18: Finds and declares that smoking in enclosed areas 

is detrimental to nonsmokers. With specified exceptions, 

makes smoking unlawful in enclosed public places, 

places of employment and educational and health facilities. 

Requires restaurants toestablish nonsmoking sections in 

dining areas. Prohibits employment discrimination based 

on exercise of rights provided by this statute. Permits 

stricter local government smoking regulations. 

Vote Yes (For) 
(see over) 

437 

438 

439 
440 
441 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



IA # 17: on plea or verdict of guilty or plea of no contest. 

Financial impact: Insignificant fiscal effect on state and local 

governments. 

IA i/18: Requires posting of signs designating areas where smoking is unlawful. 

Allows Legislature to amend consistent with intent of this statute. 

Provides penalties for violations. Financial impact: Modest cost to 

state and to individual local governments for purchase, installation of 

NO SMOKING signs in public buildings. Minor enforcement costs. Possible 

cost to alter public employee working facilities to accommodate smoking 

employees. If proposition leads to significant reduction in smoking, 

could result in substantial reduction in health and other smoking 

related governemnt costs and would result in substantial reduction in 

state and local sales, cigarette tax collections. 
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442 

443 

444 
445 
446 

447 

448 

449 
450 
451 

1978 Referenda 

Initiated Act 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 2,823,293; No = 3,969,120 

IA #19: Provides for filing charges against school- 

teachers, teachers' aides, school administrators or 

counselors for advocatinp, soliciting, imposing, 

encouraging or promoting private or public sexual 

acts defined in sections 286(a) and 288(a) a> the Penal 

Code between persons of the same sex in a manner likely 

to come to attention of other employees or students; 

or publicly and indiscreetly engaging in said acts. 

Vote Yes (For) 
(see over) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1978 Referenda 
Initiated Act 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 4,480,275; No = 1,818,357 

IA #20: Changes and expands categories of first degree 

murder for which penalties of death or confinement without 

possibility of parole may be imposed. Charges minimum 

sentence for first degree murder from life to 25 years 

to life. Increases penalty.for second degree murder. 

Prohibits parole of convicted murderers before service 

of 25 or 15 year terms, subject to good-time credit. 

During punishment stage of cases in which death penalty is 

Vote Yes (For) (see over) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



IA #19: Prohibits hiring and reqires dismissal of such persons if school board 

determines them unfit for service after considering enumerated guidelines. In 

dismissal cases only, provides for two-stage hearings, written findings, judicial 

review. Financial impact: Unknown but potentially substantial costs to State, 

counties and school districts depending on number of cases which receive an 

administrative hearing. 

IA i.20: authorized: permits consideration of all felony convictions of defendant; 

requires court to impanel new jury if first jury is unable to reace a unanimous 

verdict on punishment. Financial impact: Indeterminable future increase in state 

costs. 
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Var. (I 

452 

453 

454 
455 
456 

REFERENDA 

Description 

1978 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election, November 7, 1978 

Yes = 4.698.244: No = l-287.241 

CA #21: Amends Constitution, article XIIIA, section 

2. Provides that real property reconstructed after a 

disaster, as declared by the Governor, shall not be 

considered "newly constructed" for property tax purposes 

if the fair market value of such property, as reconstructed 

is comparable to its fair market value prior to the 

disaster. Authorized reduction in full cash value of 

real property for property tax purposes to reflect 

Vote Yes (For) (see over) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

Referenda 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes (Percent) 
Votes No (Percent) 



CA #21: substantial damages, destruction or other factors causing a decline 

in value. Revises existing terms relating to the valuation of real property for 

property tax purposes. Financial impact: In the absence of a major disaster, the 

adoption of this proposal would have a minor impact on local property tax revenues 

statewide. It should have no significant impact on state revenues or costs. 



Var. II Description 

457 

458 

F 459 
460 
461 

462 

463 

464 
465 
466 
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1979 Referenda -- 

Constitutional Amendment 

Special Election,. November 6, 1979 

Yes = 2,433,312; No = 1,112,923 

CA 1: Amends Section 7(a) of Article I of the Constitution 

provide in t’ to CaliforniaConstitution 

imposes upon the State of California or anv public entity, 
. . . . Joard. or of~.ohll~ or responsibilities 

bv the -United States _ 
Constitution with respect to the use of pupil school 

assignment or transportation. Provides for modification 

(see over) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Pet-cent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1979 Referenda 

Constitutional Amendment 

Special Election, November 6, 1979 ___ 

Yes = 356.797: No = 318.631 
CA 2: Amends constitutional limit of 10 percent on loan 

interest rates. Applies 10 percent rate limit to loans 

primarily for personal , family or household purposes. 

For other purposes authorizes interest rate limit to 

be hipher of 1 0 nercat or 5nercent plus rate of interest 

charged by San Francisco Federal Reserve Bank to member 

-25davs or 

(see over) 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Votes Yes Percent) 
Votes No t Percent) 



I I 

CA 1: of existing judgments, decrees, writs or other court orders to conform 
to the provisions of this subdivision. Provides that governing boards of school 
districts may voluntarily continue or commence a school integration plan. 

CA 2: making of loan. Continues exemption of specified lending institutions 
from rate restrictions. Extends exemption to loans made or arranged by licensed 
r&l estate brokers when secured by lien on real property. 
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VRT. P 

467 

468 

469 
470 
471 

Description 

1979 Referenda -- 

Constitutional Amendment 

Special Election, -November 6, 1980 

Yes = 2,52?,766; No = 799,948 
CA 3: Adds Section 3.5 to Article XIII of the Constitution 

to require that, in any year in which the assessment ratio 

is changed, the Legislature shall adjust the valuation 

of assessable property of eligible veterans, unmarried 

spouses of deceased veterans. and parents of deceased 
veterans to maintain the same proportionate values of such 

property. 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (Percent) 

Vote No (Percent) 

1979 Referenda 
Constitutional Amendment 

472 

473 

474 
475 
476 

Special Election, November 6, 1980 

Yes = 2,580,720; No = 891.,157 
CA 4: Establishes and defines annual appropriation limits 

on state and local governmental entities based on annual 

appropriations for prior fiscal year. Requaires adjustments 

for changes in cost of living, population and other 

specified factors, Appropriations limits may be established - 
or temuored hy elertorate. Reauires revenues 
received in excess or appropriations permitted by this 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Votes Yes Percent) 
Votes No t Percent) 



CA 4: measure to be returned by revision of tax rates or fee schedules within 

two fiscal years next following year excess created, With exceptions, provides for 

reimbursement of local governments for new programs or higher level of services 

mandated by state. 



Var # A 

477 Vote Yes (For) 
478 Vote No (Against) 
479 Total Votes 
480 Vote Yes (percent) 
481 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

482 Vote Yes (For) 
483 Vote No (Against) 
484 Total Votes 
485 Vote Yes (percent) 
486 Vote No (percent) 

95 

State 
CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election--November 4, 1980 

Yes=3,997,292 No=3,731,440 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

a~,-, Ballot Proposals 

Const' IltionalAmendment 

general Election--November 4. 1980 

Yes=3.757.009 No 3,974,771 = 



Var. # 

487 Vote Yes (For) 
488 Vote No (Against) 
489 Total Votes 
490 Vote Yes (percent) 
491 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

96 

state -TA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election--November. 4. 1980 

Yes=2.014.367 No 5.351.746 = 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election--November 4, 1980 

Yes=1,807,080 No=5.449.215 

492 
:93 
494 
495 
496 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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Var. # 

497 
498 
499 
500 
501 

Var. # 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposa 

Constitutional 

1s 

Amendment 

General Election--November 4. 1980 

Yes=3,053,861 No=4.164.104 

TAXAnON. REAL PROPERTY VALUATIOk DISASIERS. kEISMIC SAFEn CHANGE IN OWh’ERSHIP. 
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTI ONAL AMENDMENT. Amends Article XIII A. Se&on 2, te provide that in vpltig 
real property: “newly con.%ructe~ &all not include reconstruction of comparable improvements after P disaster. PO 
defined by -Legislature, or reconstruction or improvement to comply with seismic safety laws; and %bange in 
ownenbip~’ shall not im&de the acquisition of wmparable real property as a replacement for property damaged or 
deaboyed as a rault of such a disaster or if the person acquming the property WHS displaced by eminent domain 
paxuhngs, acquisition by a governmental agency, or inverse condemnation. Fiscal impact on state and local 
governments: Lx&-U&own. but probably significant, loss of property tax revenues. Moderate increase in 
assessment costs. State-Unknown additional coata in aid to local school d,stricls. Unknown increae in income tax 
rwenua. I’ -’ ..,. I 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 19813 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election--November 4,198O 

Yes=4,332,330 No=3,197,458 

: I, .a 
NUMBER OF JURORS IN CIVIL CASES. LEGISLATIVE CONSITIWII ONAL AMENDMEh’T. A&& Article 
I, .%&on 16, to authorize Legi9lature to reduce required size of juries in civil cases in municipal or justice cart. 
Iqidaturc -Y reduce juries in these courts from 12 perswu to 6 persons, or B lesser number agreed on by the parties 
in open court. Fiscal impact on stnte and local governmentr: None. 

502 
503 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 

504 Total Votes 
505 Vote Yes (percent) 
506 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

507 
508 
509 
510 
511 

Var. # Description 

512 Vote Yes (For) 
513 Vote No (Against) 
514 Total Votes 
515 Vote Yes (percent) 
516 Vote No (percent) 

98 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

General Election--November 4, 1980 

Yes=4,749,199 No=2,502,444 

_ , 
_. .-rL/ -1.. 

TAXATION. RJ%AL PROPERTY VALUATION. SOLAR ENEkGY SYSTEMS. LHxSLAT~E CONSrlTUTlONAL 
AMENDMENT. Amends Article XIII A, Section 2. to authorize Legislature to provide that, in valuing real property, 
the term “newly constru cted” shall “at include the conrtmction’or addition of any active solar energy system. Fiscal 
impact on state aud local gwemments: Depending upon legislation enacted. local property tax revenuea could be 
reduced and state school district aid i.wrezed. 

-.. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutio- 

F.lwt~mhPi- Ir. -- 1980 - 

Yes=3.918.199 No=3.367.711 

WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND PROTECTION. LEGISLATIVE CON~ONAL MIEND- 
MENT. Amendment not effective unless SB 2133 (1980) enacted +r,d takes effect. SB 200 adds several ““its to Central 
Valley Reject, including delta peripheral canal. and specifies requirements for these. Tbir amendment pmtidcs no 
statute changing specified provisions of SB ~330 protecting existing water rights, water quality, and fish pnd wildlife 
roourcea. or the Delta Rotrtisxi Act. becomes effective unless approved by electors or, under specified conditions, 
by two-thirds ,-ate in each legislative house. Rerhicts apprapriation, for specified water exportations. Rntricb eminent 
domain prcceedings in delta. Eitabbshes Sacramento County venue and sets court preferences Tar handling actions. 
FM imprt on state and local government% Undetermined increase in state reimbursement of court ~~lh to 
Sacramento County and decrease in state kavel Casts. .L : 

-- 



Var. # 

517 Vote Yes (For) 
518 Vote No (Against) 

519 Total Votes 

520 Vote Yes (percent) 

521 Vote No (percent) 

# Var. 

522 Vote Yes (For) 
523 Vote No (Against) 
524 Total Votes 
525 Vote Yes (percent) 

i526 Vote No (percent) 

99 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description __- 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

m-0 -- 

Yes=4,857,006 No=2,686,329 

CAUFORNU SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF I!?% LEGISLATIVE SI’ATUMRY A?vlENDMEti. 
Amen& California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of lV/fi by authorizing Legirluture to increw from 815,wOpW to 
SWMO,~ the asnount of previovsly authorized bond proceeds that may be used for grants to p&ical rubditiom, 
oulling or operating domestic water systems. upon determination that such Tubdivisions are otherwise unable to meet 
minimum snfe drinking water stand&x Provides that up to $l~,~,Cnm of the $~O,LKU,OCKI may be wed for grants for 
mnst~ction, improvement, or rehabilitation of domestic water systems which have become contaminated by organic 
or inorwnic compound., or radiation. Fiscal impact on state or IocaI govemmentr: Ievenue IOU to St&e General Fund 
of $33 million (in principaI plus interest) over P Sayear period. 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional._AmendmPnt 

General Election--November 4. 1980 

Yes=3,861.614 No= 4.437.709 

SMOKING AND NO-SMOKING SECTIONS. 1NlTIA’l’IVE STATUTE. Provides for designation of rmoldDg and 
nc-nnoldng sectionr in every enclosed public place, enclosed place of employment. enclosed edwatioruI fncility, 
U henltb fidity and enclosed clinic. Does not limit smoking in outdoor areaa or private r&den-. BtnbIishn 
“it-xi. for dei%ing smoking and no-smoldng sections. Require. rigm be pwted designating no-smoki”g area,. VioI&ion 
ir Infraction punishable by $15 fine per violation. Rovides no person may be taken into custody or subject to search 
h vidmtion. AlIows enactment of li~ther legislation and regulations relnling to smoking. Requires implemenUJion 
,tmda& be adopted by Deparhnent af He&b Services. Fiscal impact onstate and IocaI government% Issuance of 
reguIatiom by state. pasting of nonsmoking signs by state and local governments, and enforcement of meamre by state 
and la-al govemmeata would rerult in minor costs to state and local governments. Indeterminable redueticm in state 
and local tax revenun could remIt from reduced cigarette mnrumpiion. Indeterminable saving* could result horn 
;~~,~ins,&ng-related illness among employees and participants in state be&h-related pm.qams and ham decline 

. . .i 
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State CALIFORNIA 

Var. # Description 

527 Vote Yes (For) 
528 Vote No (Against) 
529 Total Votes 
530 Vote Yes (percent) 
531 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

532 
533 
534 
535 

j536 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

General Election--November 4, 1980 

Yes=5,204,250 No=2.198.707 

JUDGES’ .&ARIES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. &ablishes base & of a judg:of a 
court of record, hgbming on January 1.1981, BJ equal the annul salary payable as of July 1,19x1, for that office bad 
p j*ge baen eIectyl in 1978. Provides Legislature may prescribe salary increases during a tern of office, mny 

rmmate pmqmctive mcreasw at MY time dtig a term of office. but shall not reduce P salary during D term of offin 
below the highest level paid during that term. Rotides that laws setting the s&vies of judges shall not mmtitutcsn 
obligstin of contract. Fiscal impact on state and local governments: State salary and pension redurtioru of 
approximately $9.7 million from 1981 through 1986. 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendmmt 

QS 

Yes= 2,800,038 No=3,163,823 
FOR THE PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE R?ZSOlJRCES I NVEXTMENT PROGRAM. 

- This pCt provides for a band isae of four hundred ninety-five million dollars ($495,C03,ooO) to be wed 
in a coordinated effort to deal with the interrelated problem of meetmg the recreational and 
open-Space requirements of the people of California, conserving and extending the state’s wmter 

- supply. expanding sport and commercial fishing opportitier, and restoring and protecting the 
agricultural productitity of the state’s soil resource, pursuant to the Parklands and Renewmble 

- ReaourceJ Invesiment Program. . . ‘, (,. ..i’Z., 

AGAINST THE PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESO”RC!LS IN”E!5-TMENT PROGRAM. 
- This act provides for P bond issue of four hundred ninety-five million dollara ($495,oaO,ooO) to be used 

in . coordinated ei%xt to-deal with the interrelsted problem of r&king the recreational and 
- open-space requirements of the people ,of Cklifoomia, conserving and extending the state’s UI&U 

supply, expanding sport and canmerckl fishing oppmhmitier, and restoring and protecting the 
_. ag?hIhual productivity of the state’s soil resourc~( pursuant to the Parklands and Renewable 

Raourcu Investment Rogrm. ,, 

vote Yes (korJ 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

537 Vote Yes (For) 
538 Vote No (Against) 
539 Total Votes 
540 Vote Yes (percent) 
541 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

101 

State CALIFORNIA 
.__ 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description -- 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constititional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=3,952.383 No=2.081.982 

FOR THE VIXERANS BOND ACT OF 1980. 
i- 

This act provides for a bond iwue OF seven hundred fifty million dollars ($750,ooO,000) to @de 
hrm and home aid for California veter-. -., . 

,. . . 
AGAINST THE VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980. -,::. 
Thi, act provides for B bond issue of seven hundred 6fty million dolkw ($?~O,KQ,CW) to pmvidc 
tkm and home aid for California veterans. ,- ,.. . ,,, . :- 

7’ 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 ___ Ballot Proposals 

- 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=2,975,344 No=2.864.729 

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits 
my hill taking effect as urgency statute if it contains authorization or appropriation for ZdteratiQn or m&cati.qn of 
specified hi.torically restored areaa of StDte Capitol or for purchase of furniture of de,@ d&rent from the historic 
period of the Capitol restoration. Prohibits expenditure for above purposes without express appropriation. Fiscal 
impsct on state or local governments: No immediate fiscal effect. By making it more difficult to change the restored 
Capitol and fumishing~, there could be future cost avoidance. ‘1. 

,.. ,.,,, j . . 

542 
543 
544 
:545 
546 

-- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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# Var. 

547 
548 
549 
550 
551 

Var. # 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=2,167,478 No=3,756.100 - 

u)W-RENT HOUSING. LFXXSLATWE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Eliminates present reqirement of 
advance spprovpl at on election before a low-rent housing project con be developed, constructed. or acquired by P state 
public body. Substitutes therefor provisions that require advance public notice of such a project and subjects the project 
to P referendum ehction upon petition by 10 percent of the electors within 60 days of the notice. If project is not 
disapproved at the referendum election or no referendum is requested, the pubhc bady may proceed with the project 
without further referendum. Fixal impact on state or local governments: LDCA election carts would be reduced by 
an unknown, but probably minor, amount. Possibly future public expenditure for low-rent housing would be increased. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLPT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 _ 

Yes=4,445,400 No=1,618,175 

FREEDOM OF PRIG% LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 
e and 
WI+ a PU issh’ 

‘Mkaim &inS &.&es of ice 
raa Adds prwision~ prohibiting any contempt citation by n judicial. legidative. or adminionative body 

*r, editor. reporter. or other person connected with P newspsper. magazine, wire setvice. or radio or 
televlnOn new% for refusing to dixloae sources of information or unpublished information obtained in courre of 
~ocesaing hhxmation for mmmunication to the public. 
fiud h=L ::’ 

Fiscal impact on state or local governmenb: No si&ficant 
.: -<,:., .,, -i * ,lir ,: _B ,,.:: 

:*,. ,. ~ 
II .a<*, XL:. . :*:z:w >1‘. %I, .” ..‘I 

552 Vote Yes (For) 
553 Vote No (Against) 
554 Total Votes 
555 Vote Yes (percent) 
556 Vote No (percent) 
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Var. # 

557 
558 
559 
560 
561 

Var. # 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description __- 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amenrheut 

Primary Election--June 3. 1980 

Yes=2,989,761 No=2.475,818 

REAPPORTIONMENT. LEGISLATIVE eON SITTUIIONAL AMENDMENT. Repeal% amends, and restates 
~nrinu pr~vidolu of the Constitution relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, congrwional, and Bcacd of 
I%I&~~ou disbicb. Eliminates provisions previously judicially invalidated. Eliminates requirement that only persons 
eligible to became citizens be counted in equalizing populntioru in legidative districts. Set3 forth in a new article the 
rtnndardr to which the Legislature is required to conform in adjusting the boundaries of these districts each d-de. 
These standarda include requirements for single-member districts, reasonably equal population districts, conliguous- 
ness Of P district, a consecutive numbering system, and respecting the geographical integrity of cities and countlea. 
Fiscal impact on state or,local governments: No direct fiscal effect. ,...- , 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=4,986,629 No=1,026,516 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE. LEGISLATIVE CONSTI’KJT IONAL AMENDMENT. Specifically provider thnt noth- 
ing in the Constitution shpll prohibit the state, or any of its subdivisions or local governments, Imm providing tid to 
persons for the purpore of clearing debris. natural materials. and wreckage from private lands and waters depodted 
thereon during L major &aster or emergency declared by the President. Such aid must be found to be in the public 
interest and ib cmt eligible for federal reimbursement. Recipient must indemnify public entity from any claim against 
it arising From ren,derlng such ,tid. Fiscal impact on state or local government% No direct state or local cash. 

..i :. _ . 
,:.... .-.- 

.._ 
; ,.’ ” L’ . .- 

a _ 

562 Vote Yes (For) 
j563 Vote No (Against) 
564 Total Votes 
565 Vote Yes (percent) 
566 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

567 
568 
569 
570 
571 

Var. # 

572 
573 
574 
575 
576 

104 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description __- 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3. 1980 

Yes=2,896,767 No=2.874.309 

ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SOURCES FACILITIES FINANCING. LEGISLATIVE CON 
MEM. 

STITUTIONAL AMEND- 
Authofizes L+slsture to provide for the issuance of revenue bonds to finance the acquisition, constni&on. 

md hMdhi0n of ahmative energy source facibhes and far the kere or sale at nuch facilities to perronr, asaociationn, 
or mrpontions, other than municipal corporations. Provides that such revenue bands shall not be secured by the taxing 
power of UK state. Prwides that the Legislature may, by resolution adopted by either house, prohibit or limit any 
proposed ~.WJMC~ of such bonds. Provides m-n dw nut authorize any puhbc agency to operate industrial or 
~mmerdal enterprises. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: No direct dscal effect. If revenue bonds are 
nuthorized in future by Legislahlre, indirect fiscal effectv could possibly be increase in state and local bond interest 
costs, loss of state income tax revenues to the extent the bonds displace private financing. and increases in revenue 
from Increased economic activity 

. . . ,... , .,’ ‘* 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment 

Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=2,538,667 No=3.942.248 

- ~~ 
TAXATION. INCOME. INITIATIVE CONSKW’,T ONAL AMENDMENT. Adds Section 26.5 to Article XflI Of the 
Constitution to provide that taxes an or measured by income which are imposed under the Personal lnwme TU Law 
or IU-r law shall not exceed 50 percent of those rates in e,Tect for the 1978 taxable year. Requira the LegirktUre 
to provide a system for adjusting personal income tax brackets to reflect annual changes in the Calif0rni~ C~IIWIIW~ 
Price Index or successor index. Ad& subdivision (I) to Section 3 of Article XIII to provide that burina inventories 
are exempt horn property turation. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: Reduction ofstate income tax revenues 
by estizrated $4.9 billion in fual year 1980-81, $42 billion in 198142, and by unknown but increasing Founts 
thereafter. By operation of existing statutes, estimated reduction of $3 billron in state aid to local schml dishlcts and 
state payments to cities, counties or special districts commencing m 19K!-St. Indeterminable hut rubrtantipl:cduction 
In other state expenditurer in 198081 and thereafter. ‘IK - 

-- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

577 
578 
579 
580 
581 

Var. # Description 

105 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Pescription 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

Constitutional Amendment - 
Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes=2,247,395 No=4,090,180 

RENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 
Concern. I Declares rent conhol to be matter of loal government 

Pr 
%xide4 that rent control shall be imposed only by vote of the people through enactment of local ordmancea. 

ohibit( state-enacted rent control. Permits annul rent increarer hued on Consumer Price Index nnd additional 
increpr Ed based ~n other specified factors. Requires that rent control ordinance establish a commission to resolve 
griWM= hdvi*S lent increases. Exempts specified types of rental units from rent control Prohibiti landlord 
retaliation for exercise of tenant’s rights. Repeals existing rent control ordinances PS of date of next election. Firrl 
impwt O* State or 10~~1 governments: No state fiscal effect. Minor incresrres in lwrd election expenditures. Possible 
increase in local government costs to administer lmdlardltenpnt nrievnnces. II 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

1980 Ballot Proposals 

_Primary Election--June 3, 1980 

Yes-2.821.150 No=3.544.840 

_.._ -. ? 
TAXATION. SURTAX. INITL4TIVE STATUTE ‘Levies B IO&cent surtax on the businew income from California 
-md energy businesses (except public utilities) whose prlncipnl activity is the obtaining, processing. dirtributing 
or marketingofoil. gas,coal,or uranium. Allowsa tucredlt agamst surtaxof$0,Xl for every dollar inverted in C&fotnia 
&er January I, 1979, to increase the production or refining of Caifarnia crude oil or gas over I978 base levels. R-tie% 
that nvtu proceeds be used to fund in?rePned bus and rail service for Californians and to develop Illemtive 
tmuportation fuels. Prohibits businesses from psooing surtu on to co11~urners. Fiscal impnct on locll or state 
(lovementsz Dependmg on exact amount of tar credla cl&n& in each yes, estimated state revenue increases of 
$150 to WZO n&on in lSW41, uld Wi5 to $470 million in 19gl-82 could occur. Under existing statutes, npprodmPtely 
one-half of tncreaseo would be distributed to local governments for improvement of public transit services. 

582 Vote Yes (For) 
583 Vote No (Against) 
584 Total Votes 
585 Vote Yes (percent) 
586 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

587 
588 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 

589 Total Votes 
590 Vote Yes (percent) 
591 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

106 
State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2. 1982 

Yes = 3,621,422 No = 3,554.500 

FOR THE STATE SCEOOL BUILDIFX UUSEPURCHASE BOND LAW OF ~62. 

outlay for constructioo or improvemen 

AGAINW THE =ATE SCHOOL BUILDING LFASE-PURW BOND LAW OF l962 

-cticm or improvemen 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2, 1982 

Yes = 3,893,113 No = 3,276,068 

592 
592 

Vote Yes (For) 

594 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

595 Vote Yes (percent) 
59E Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

597 Vote Yes (For) 
598 Vote No (Against) 
599 Total Votes 
600 Vote Yes (percent) 
601 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

602 Vote Yes (For) 
603 Vote No (Against) 
604 Total Votes 
605 Vote Yes (percent) 
606 Vote No (percent) 

107 
State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2. 1987 

Yes = 4,840.325 = 369+16fi 

AGAINhTTEE VElXBANSBONDAtXOFlB32. 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2, 1982 

Yes = 3,780,098 No = 3.365.937 
~___. 

-- 



Var. # 

607 Vote Yes (For) 
608 Vote No (Against) 
609 Total Votes 
610 Vote Yes (percent) 
611 Vote No (percent) 

Var. # 

108 
State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

19~ Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2. 1983 

Yes = 3,875,064 No = 3.371.877 

AGAINST THE FlRSl-TIME HOME BUYERS BOND ACT OF lS32. 
‘Iltisactpmvidmfotabmdfnw.oftwohundredmilliondollua (@00,m,W) topmvidefundsfor 
fiMal*ho~. 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 1987 

PUBLIC PENBION PtJND B. 

November 7, 1987 

Yes = 7.6=790 No =4,110.672 

--- 

612 Vote Yes (For) 
613 Vote No (Against) 
614 Total Votes 
615 Vote Yes (percent) 
616 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # Description 

617 
61 a 
619 
620 
621 

109 
State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2. 1982 

No = 3.990.336 Yes = 2,802,425 

Var. # 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

622 Vote Yes (For) 
623 Vote No (Against) 
624 Total Votes 
625 Vote Yes (percent) 
626 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

110 
State 

CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 7. 1987 

Yes = 2.810.191 No 4.411.677 

627 Vote Yes (For) 
628 Vote No (Against) 
629 Total Votes 
630 Vote Yes (percent) 
631 Vote No (percent) 

State 

Var. # 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

632 Vote Yes (For) 
633 Vote No (Against) 
634 Total Votes 
635 Vote Yes (percent) 
636 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

111 State MLIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Flwtiu&w- 7~ I@- 

637 

641 

Var. # 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2, 1982 

Yes = 3,871,345 No = 3,528,463 

642 
64.3 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 

644 Total Votes 
64.5 Vote Yes (percent) 
646 Vote No (percent) 



112 State CALIFORNIA 

Var. # 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2, 1982 

647 Vote Yes (For) 
648 Vote No (Against) 
649 Total Votes 
650 Vote Yes (percent) 
651 Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

General Election, November 2, 1983 

Yes = 3,065.072 No = 3.672.121 

RE4PPORTlONMENY BY DEWEXXTNC COMMESSION OR SUPREME COURT. INITUTIYE CONSITW- 
TIONAL AMENDMENT. Ilqx&LsgLLtms’spmverov~reppporb- t Eablish Dishicting -on.. 
won gim, ex,d,&,..e a&ority to specify Scam Senate, Assembly, F.qualiz.ation Board, md congressional dishictl 
lmndaes snecifim criteria for mmbliabing diekts. Provides method of choosing commissioners having designated 

irIaaed~tsccnhof$lR6,ooofornluisrofcommision 
mmry10yembeghingin1981. 

652 
653 

Vote Yes (For) 

654 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

655 Vote Yes (percent) 
656 Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

113 
State CAI I-EQRNlA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1982 Ballot Proposals 

657 Vote Yes (For) 
658 Vote No (Against) 
659 Total Votes 
660 Vote Yes (percent) 
661 Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals 

- 

-- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



# Var. 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 1984 

Proposition 25 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 6,507,017 No = 2,415,930 

CLEAN WATER BOND LAW OF 1984. Th’ IS act provides for a bond issue of three hundred twenty-five million dollars 
(~~,~,~) to provide funds for water pollution cqntrol, water conservation, and water reclamatiod projects and 
activities. 

*. , ., I 

662 
663 
664 
665 
666 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 26 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 5,335,488 No = 3,450,014 

ST.4TE SCIIOOL RUILDINC LEASE-PUHCIiASE BOND LAW OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of fou 
hundred fifty milbon dollars ($450,KK1,ooO) to provide capital outlay for constructmn or wnprovement of public schoolr 

667 
668 
669 
670 
671 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 
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lfn 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 27 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

672 
673 
674 
675 
676 

Var. # 

Yes = 6,305,810 No = 2,449,6X 

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE CLEANUP BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred+ - ’ i’ 
dollars ($lOO,ooO,ooO) to providei funds for hazardous substance cleanup. i. ,;*’ *‘G 5 “l-r ” -; ,i+ :- ‘;a, 

+ . ’ . v ‘.jlJ. 
: I ,I 

‘*‘“. +*.( 
‘-.f t . 

~- - ~~-- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

m  Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 28 
. 

CALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF 1984. This akt provides for a bond issue of sevcnt\ 
million dollars ($7S,OOO,OOO) to provide funds for improvement of domestic water systems to meet minimum d& 
water standards. . ’ 

677 
678 
679 
680 
681 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

682 
683 
684 
685 
686 

Var. # 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 29 
General Election: November 6, 1984 
Yes = 5.845.487 NO = 2.9&7fio 

VETF.RANS BOND ACT OF 198.1. This wt provides for a bond issue of six hundred AftY million dollars ~~~ooo~oo 

to provide farm and home aid for California veterans. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 30 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 5,903,867 No = 2,940.911 

687 
688 
689 
(590 
691 

- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 31 
General Election: November 6, 1984 
Yes = 4.287.308 No = 4.158,673 

PROPERTY TAXATION. FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS EXCLUSION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONA 
AMONUMEN 1 AMENDMENT. UFder. the present provisions of the Constitution, real property is reassessed for taxation purpost 
when new construcrlon occurs. r.xcep, when new constructlo” occurs. Exceptions are made for reconstruction after a disaster and for certain solar energy a” 
seismic safety c seismic safety construction. This measure allow the Legislature to add additional exceptions for the construction 
installation of arly nre spr~n~ter syste 

c 
installation of any fire sprinkler system, other fire extinguishing system, fire detection system, or fire-related egre 
improvement, 3s defint improvement, 3s defined by the Legislature, which is constructed or installed after the effective date of this meas”r, 
Summary of Legislative analysts eswnate ot Summary of Legislative Analyst’s esbmate of net state and local government fiscal impact: By itself, this measure h: 
no State or local fiscal ir no State or local fiscal impact because it only authorizes the Legislature to enact a measure to implelnent its provision 
If the Legislature enacts ~“plement~ng legisl; If the Legislature enacts implementing legislation, there would be a” unknown loss of property tax revenues to IOC 
governments estimated governments estimated to be less than $5 million annually. Implementation would increase state government expend 
tures to compensate local sccnwr mstncts *or tures to compensate local schwl districts for property tax reve”“e losses and increase state government income ts 
revenues due to lower propert! revenues due to lower property tax deductions. The income tax revenue increases would be only a small portion of th 
property tax revenue losses. property tax revenue losses. 

692 Vote Yes (For) 
693 Vote No (Against) 
694 Total Votes 
695 Vote Yes (percent) 

696 Vote No (percent) 

State 

Var. # 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 32 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

697 
698 
699 
700 

Yes = 4,775,255 No = 3.280.276 

SUPREhlE COURT. TRANSFER OF CAUSES AND REVIEW OF DECISIONS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTI0 
ASIENDMENT. Adds a provwon that the Supreme Court may review part and no1 necrssar~ly all of a court ofap, 
decision. Requires the Judicial Council to provide r&s governirlg the time and procedure for transfer and for re\, 
including. among other thingc, provmons for the time and procedure for tranrfer wth instructions, for review of a: 
part of a decision, and for remand as improvidently grentetl. Provrdes that this constitutional am’endment shall not ay 
to an appeal involving a judgmenl of death. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of “rt slate and local governp’ 
fiscal impacl: This measure would have no significant effect on either costs or revenues at the state or 10~4 Ieve 

- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 701 



Var. # 

702 
703 
704 
705 
706 

Var. # 

707 
708 

708 
710 
711 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 33 
General Election: November 6, 1984 
Yes = 7,135,666 No = 1.542.818 

PROPERTY TAX POSTPONEMENT. DISABLED PERSON. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDME? 
Under the present provisions of the Constitution, the Legislature may provide for a person of low or moderate incoi 
who is 62 years of age or older to postpone payment of ad valorem property taxes on a dwelling owned and OCCUPY - 
by the person as a principal place of residence. This measure allows the Legislature to also provide for a disabled per> 
to postpone payment of ad valorem property taxes on a dwelling owned and occupied by the person as a principal pl: - 
of residence. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: By itself, t 
measure would have no direct effect on state expenditures or revenues as it only authorizes the Legislature to ate - 
eligibility for the property tax postponement program. If the Legislature enacts implementing legislation, there WOL 
be an increase in state expenditures to compenwte local agencies for the amount of the property taxes deferr( 
estimated to be less than $2 million annuslly. The state would recover these costs, with interest, when the homes .a 
sold. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 34 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 3,993,004 No = 4,428,036 

PROPERTY T?\XATIOV HISTORIC STRUCTURE EXCLUSION. LEGISLATIVE COSSTITUTIONAL AMEq 
W3iVT. Under present Constitution provisions, real property is reaaxwrd for taxation purposes when new conrtruct,, 
occurs. Exceptions are nxale for wconwuctlon after a diurter and for certain solar energy wd selsmx safety corrstr 
tion. This measure adds addrtional cxwptwna for sprrifird consfruct~on oo certihed historic structure> that are dwellin 
occupied by ian owner ~1s a principal rrridcncc. The exclucion applia to any arld~~~on to, or alteration or rehabilitatl~ 

1 

of, a certified historic structure which ia B hntorlcally acwr;rtp rwontructlon of once extant leatures, necessary for saf? 
or handicapped access, or reqwred by safety codes. Summary of Legislative Analyst’~ cstmute of net state and 1~ 
government f~scnl impact. Loss of property tax revenue\ to local governnxwts rstmuted to be less than SI~IJ,OCN~ annul, 
Increase in state government expendlturcs of about 32% of this amount to compensate local xhool &trxts for thr 
share of property tax revenue losses. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Tota 1 Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

712 
713 
714 
715 
716 

Var. # 

717 Vote Yes (For) 
718 Vote No (Against) 
719 Total Votes 
720 Vote Yes (percent) 
721 Vote No (percent) 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 36 
General Election: November 6, 1984 
Yes = 4.052.993 No = 419Q4,377 

TAXATIOX ISITIA’l’IVE COXSTITU’l’IONAL A~lENDLIE.\I‘. Amends Articlc XIII A, enacted as Proposition 13 in 
1978, adding restrictions on real property taxation, enartment of new tnx mrasures, and charging fees. Prohibits imposi- 
tion of new taxes based upon real property ownership, sale, or lease. Prohibits increasing other taxer except upon 
two-thirds vote of Legislature for state taxes, and two-thirdr vote of electorate for local governmental taxes. Restricts 
imposition of fees exceeding direct costs of services provided. Provides specified refunds including taxes attributable 
to assessed value inflation adjustments in assessment years 197677 through 1978-79. Makes other changes. Operative 
date for spccihcd provisions-August 15, 1983. Sl unmary of Lrgislativr Analyst’5 estimate of net state and local govern- 
ment hscal impact: (I) state government revenues reduced by at least $100 million, net, over two-year period 1984-85 
to 1985.86; (2) state costs increased up to $750 million over two-year penad 1984-85 to 1985-86, and by about $150 rnilhon 
annually 111 rubsequrnt yrars, to rrplacr rewnu~ losws expenenccd by K-12 school districts, (3) local agencies other 
than schools identifiable property ta and other revenue losses of approxlmatcly $2.8 b’ll’ I ,on, net, over two-year pcnod 
1984-83 to 1983-86, and revenue Iosws of about $1 I billton annually in subsequent years. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 37 
General Election: November 6. 1984 

Yes = 5,398.096 No = 3.974,346 

STATE LOTTEHY. INITIATIVE COSSTITITTIOSZL ,4!W,ND\lEUT ASD ST&TL’TE. Amends Constitution to au 
thorizr establishment of a state lottery and to prohibit casinos. Adds stdtuteh providmg for establishment of il state. 
operated lottrry. Of the total lottery revenues, requires that 50% bc rctumcd 8s~ pnzrs, not more thnn 16% be used 
for expenses, and at least 34% br used for public education. llequlrer that equal per capita amounts of the funds for 
edwxtion bed~tr~buted to L~~~rlrr#;~r:~~~~-tllrllllall-12 dl\trwt*, cur~u11uv!~o cnllegr rlt\trlrts, State IJm\wvty and Colleger, 
and University of California. Contains nunwrous specific provisions concerning the operation and administration of 
lottcncs und funds. Summary of Lcgislatiw Annly\t’s estimate of net stat<. and local ~ovrrurn~nt fmxl ~mpwt: The effect 
of this measure on state revenues canuot be predicted with certainty. Once full range of games is operational. estimated 
yield would be about $500 million annually for public education. Yield for first two year> would br lcaa ELtirnated x0% 
of yield would go to K-12 schools, 13% to community colleges, 5% to California State University, and 2% to University 
of California. 

- 



Var. # 

722 
723 
724 
725 
726 

Var. # 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 38 
Fenera Election: November 6, 1984 

z 6 = fi45~~99 

Official Title and Summary Prepi~red by the Attorney G~IWX~ 

VOTING llATERIALS IN ENGLISH ONLY. INITIATIVE STATUTE. States declaration of public policy concerning 
USE of common En@irh language. Adds a-m-w statute requiring the Governor to write to the President of the United 
States, the United Skates Attorney General, and all members of Congresr, u communication urging that federal law be 
amended ,o that ballots, voters’ pamphlets, and all other official voting materials shall be printed in English only. 
~ummq of Lcgishtix~e Analyst’s eltimate of net state and local governmerlt fiscal impact: The cost to the state of 
providing the written communiratioxl required by this measure would be insignificant. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 39 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 3,995,762 No = 4.919.860 

727 
728 
729 
730 
731 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (pPrcent) 
Vote No (percent) 



Var. # 

732 
733 
734 
735 
736 

# Var. 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 
Proposition 40 
General Election: November 6, 1984 
Yes = 3,109,746 No = 5.365.463 

C*‘lPAICN CONTRIBUTION LIMITATIONS. ELECTIVE STATE OFFICES. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Limits con- 
tributors and contributions to elective state office candidates. Limits contributions to individuals, poIitica1 action commit. 
tees, Parties. In&vidu&‘ Y~.U~Y contributions limited to $1,000 per candidate, $250 per party or political action commit- 
tee, with SlO,ooO maximum to all candidates, political action committees and partlea. Parties and political action 
camnittees’ Yearly contrihuliorls limited to $1,000 per candIdate. Allows candidate expenditures only from designated 
aCCOunt for &itimate campaign expenditures. RcgulaM independent expenditures, loans, and surpI”s contributions, 
Candidates may expend personal funds without limit. Provides liml(ed public funding for candidates to match opposition 
can&dates’ personal expenditurrs. Sorrrmuy of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal 
impact: It ir eslimatcd that this measure would reduce Stntr General Fund re\ren~es by approximnt+ $1~ m each 
fiSwI Year, and increase State Cpn~rid Fund expenditures by approximately up to $1,650,000 each f&l Yea;. 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 41 
General Election: November 6, 1984 

Yes = 3,247,127 No = 5,517,160 

737 
738 
739 
740 
741 

- 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against ) 

Total Votes 
Vote Ye5 (percent 
Vote No (percent 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 16, Bond Act 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,906,093 No = 2.036.736 

‘COIhJTY JAIL CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1984. -This act provides for the construction, reconstruc- 
tion, remodeling, and replacement of county jails and the performance of deferred maintenance thereon pursuant to 
a bond issue of two hundred fifty million dollars ($250,000,000). I 

742 

743 

744 

745 

746 

Var # 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 17, Bond Act 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,835,869 No = 2,067,033 

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT OF 19&i. This act provides for the construction, renovkion, remc 
ing, and’deferred maintenance of state correctional facilities pursuant to a bond issue of three hundred million do 
($300>~,~) * 

747 

748 

749 

750 

751 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 18, Bond Act 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 3,088,486 No = 1,798,772 

CALIFOk-PARK AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES Am OF 1984. This act provides for L bond &&e’ if 
three hundred seventy million dollars ($37O$OO,OOO) to be used for specified acquisition, development, rehabilitation, 
or restoration of real property by state, counties, cities and districts for park, beach, rkcreational, or histoiical preserva- 
tion purposes. . 

-_’ I ‘:Q‘ __ /_ a> ,:J :K;&;f 3 * 

752 

753 

754 

755 

756 

Var # 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 19, Bond Act 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 3,132,792 No = 1,762,407 

FISH AND.WILDLIFE HABITAT ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of eighty-fk 
million dollars ($85,000,000) to be available for appropriation to the Wildlife Conservation Board and the State Coast 
Conservancy for specified acquisition, enhancement, and development of habitat areas. 

75i Vote Yes (For) 

758 Vote No (Against) 

759 Total Votes 

760 Vote Yes (percent) 

761 Vote No (percent) 



124 
State CALIFORNIA 
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‘BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 20, Const. Amendment 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,472,075 No = 2,290,901 

ELECTED OFFICIALS. DISQUALIFICATION FOR LIBELOUS OR SLANDEROUS CAMPAIGN sTATEMENTSi 
,LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Adds a section to the Constitution providing that no person! 
who is found liable in a civil action for making libelous or slanderous statements against an opposing candidate during: 
an election campaign shall retain the seat to which elected where it is judicially found that: (1) the libel or slander, 
was a major contributing cause in the defeat of an opposing candidate and (2) the statement was made with knowledge’ 
that it was false or with reckless disregard of whether it was false or true. Contains other provisions. Summary of, 
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Adoption of this measure would have: 
no direct fiscal effect on the state or local governments. If, however, a successful candidate were disqualified from. 
assuming or holding office as a result of the measure, local governments could incur additional costs if an election had 
to be held to fill the vacancy. These costs could be significant if the election did not coincide with a regularly scheduled 
election. 

$ 

762 Vote Yes (For) 

763 Vote No (Against) 

764 Total Votes 

765 Vote Yes (percent) 

766 Vote No (percent) 

Var if Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 21, Const. Amendment 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,440,568 No = 2,148,729 

PUBLIC PENSION FUND INVESTMENTS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Deletes consti- 
tutional provisions specifying percentage and type of stocks and corporations in which public pension funds may invest. 
Substitutes provisions empowering Legislature to authorize investment of public pension funds by fiduciary who must 
discharge duties solely in interest and for exclusive purposes of providing benefits to participants and their beneficiar- 
ies, minimizing employer contributions; and defraying reasonable administrative expenses; discharge duties pursuant 
to specified prudent person standard; and diversify investments pursuant to specified standard. Declares public pension 
funds assets are trust funds held for exclusive purpose of providing benefits and defraying reasonable administrative 
expenses. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This measure 
would have no direct fiscal effect on the state or local governments. The indirect fiscal effect of this measure would 
depend on the extent to which the rate of return on the investments of public retirement funds is higher or lower than 
what it would have been in the absence of the additional flexibility authorized by this measure. 

767 Vote Yes (For) 

768 Vote No (Against) 

769 Total Votes 

770 Vote Yes (percent) 

771 Vote No (percent) 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 22, Const. Amendment 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,181,491 No = 2,365,466 

EXEMPT sx4TE CIVIL SERVICE POSITI~NS.LEGISLATIVE'CONS~UTI~NAL AMENDMENT.? &ends : 
Constitution to add the following positions to the list of officers and employees of the state that are exempt frpm tivil i 
service: the chief investment officer, the assistant chief investment officer, and principal fund managers of the,Pubhc ( 
Employees’ Retirement System and the State Teachers’ Retirement System. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate 
of net state and local government fiscal impactI.This constitutional amendment would have no direct fiscal impact on 
the state. The measure could have an indirect fiscal impact, however, if the additional flexibility granted to&e two 
systems in selecting investment personnel affected the performance of the retirement systems’ investment programs. 

772 

773 

774 

775 

776 

Var # 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 23, Const. Amendment 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes = 2,476,934 No = 2,174,218 

PROPERTY TAXATION. SEISMIC SAFETY CONSTRUCTION EXCLUSION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTION- 
AL AMWDMENT. Under the present provisions of the Constitution, real property is reassessed for taxation pur- 
poses when new construction occurs. An exception is made for specified reconstruction done after a disaster. This 
measure adds an additional exqption where an unreinforced masonry bearing wall is reconstructed or improved. This 
measure excludes the portion of such reconstruction or improvement necessary to comply with any local ordinance 
relating to seismic safety from reassessment during the first I5 years following the reconstruction or improvement. 
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Unknown local government 
loss of property tax revenues and minor to moderate increased appraisal costs. Unknown increased state costs to offset 
revenue losses of school and community college districts and possibly other local governments for property tax revenue 
loss. Minor increase in state income tax revenue due to lower property tax deduction. 

777 Vote Yes (For) 

778 Vote No (Against) 

779 Total Votes 

780 Vote Yes (percent) 

781 Vote No (percent) 
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BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

1984 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 24, Init. Statute 

Primary Election: June 5, 1984 

Yes - 2,444,751 No = 2,162,024 

GGISLATURE: RULES, PROCEDURES, POWERS, FUNDWG. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Specifies that member- 
hip on Senate and Assembly Rules Committees shall consist of members from two largest parties and accords largest 
+ty a one-vote majority. Specifies that membership on other house legislative committees shall be proportional to 
partisan composition in each house. Specifies that each house and specified legislative committees approve, among 
other things, by two-thirds vote, rules, committee establishment, appointments by Speaker and disbursement of fhds. 
Reduces Legislature’s support appropriations by 30%, limits future support appropriations, and requires specified 
public reports and audits. Specifies other procedural, operational, staffing and funding requirements. Summary of 
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Funding for support of the Legislature 
would be reduced by up to $37 million from the amounts appropriated in the 1984-E Budget Act. Because the budget 
will not be adopted until after the June 1% election, the level of support for the L.egiSlature’remaining after this 
reduction is made cannot be determined at this time. In the years beyond 19S445, the measure would set an upper 
limit on the growth in legislative funding. 

782 

783 

784 

785 

786 

Vote,Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 

Var ir' Description 

1986 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 42 

Primary Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 3,338,320 Against = 1,076,981 
,*r, ~ 1 i .i 

,..' 
OBcial’Title and !hx&wy Propad by tbe Attorney General 

VBZERAM B&D AC.2 OF 1986. This act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred &ky million dollars ($@O,ooO,- 
MtO)toprevf&.bmarSahomeaiclforCaMxniaveterans. 

787 
788 
789 
790 
791 

Vote Yes (For) 

Vote No (Against) 

Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 

Vote No (percent) 
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Var. # -- Description ----Y-m 

Ballot Proposals _, m 

Proposition 43 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 

For = 2,924,973 Against = 1,420,822 
- -  

a 

XIb~unity Parklolnds Act of 1986 
m 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

COMMUNITY PARKLANDS ACT OF 1986. This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred million dollars 
($lOO,ooO,ooO) to provide funds for acquiring, developing, improving, rehabilitating, or restoring urgently needed local 
and regional parks, beaches, recreational areas and facilities, and historical resources. 

792 
793 
794 
795 
796 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

. Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals 1986 

Proposition 44 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 
For = 37793 Against = 1,120,499 

- 

I 

,’ Water Conservation and Water Quality Bond Law of 1986 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

WATER CONSERVATION AND WATER QUALITY BOND LAW OF 1986. This act provides for a bond issue of one 
hundred fifty million dollars ($1!50,000,000) to provide funds for water conservation, groundwater recharge, and drainage 
water management, and clarifies language in the Clean Water Bond Law of 1984. 

797 
798 
799 
800 
801 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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Var. # Description -I-C 

u_cI 1 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 45 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 

For = ii!--,796,049 Against = 1,452,804 - 

Deposit of Public Moneys in Credit Unions * 

Official Title and Summary Prepared,.by the Attorney General 

DEPOSIT OF PUBLIC MONEYS IN CREDIT UNIONS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. The 
California Constitution currently provides that Legislature may provide for the deposit of public moneys in any bank 
or savings and loan association in this state. This measure authorizes the Legislature to also provide for the deposit of 
public moneys in any credit union in this state. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: By itself, this measure has no direct fiscal effect. Legislation already approved to implement 
this measure could result in greater interest income to state and local governments by increasing competition for the 
deposit of public moneys. 

802 Vote Yes (For) 
803 Vote No (Against) 
804 Total Votes 
805 T Vote Yes (percent) 
806 Vote No (percent) 

state CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

- 1986 Ballot Proposals 

’ PropeW Taxation ~~~~~~~t~~~c~~on: June 3 1986 

For = 2216,4m Agaibt = .1,685,1%6 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

#?@C,WERTY TAXATION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. I Currently Constitution limits ad valo- 
w.p.roperty taxes to maximum of l%, of the property’s full cash value. An exception to the 1% limit is provided for 
&q$lorem taxes or special assessments to pay interest and redemption charges on indebtedness approved by the voters 
&II&BE July 1,1978. This measure would provide a further exception to the 1% limit; it would be inapplicable to bonded 
bcb&xbess for the acquisition or improvement of real property approved on or after July 1,1978, by two-thirds of the 
votes cast by the voters voting on the proposition. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
govemmat fiscal impact; By itself; measure has no fiscal effect. Nd increase can occur in property tax rate unless 
two&irds of those voting in local election approve issuance of gerieral obligation bonds. State costs for tax relief 
programs could increase, because cost of these programs rises as local property tax rate increases. State income tax 
revenues could decline as taxpayers deduct greater amounts for property tax payments on state income tax returns. 

807 Vote Yes (For) 
808 Vote No (Against) 
809 Total Votes 
810 Vote Yes (percent) ' 
811 Vote No (percent) 
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state (J&J-Fom 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # 

AJbcation of Vehicle 
License Fee TOW- 

Counties and (II les 

Description -- - 

1986 Ballot Proposals -I-- 
Proposition 47 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 
For = 3,487,604 Against = 775,437 

Offkial Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

ALLOQ$T’ION OF VEHICLE LICENSE FEE TAXES TO COUNTIES AND CITIES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITU- 
TIONAL AMENDMENT. At present the state is not required by the Constitution to allocate revenue from taxes 
imposed pursuant to the Vehicle License Fee Law to local governments. However, specified portions of these revenues 
are statutorily required to be allocated to counties and cities. This measure would require all revenues from taxes 
iinposed pursuant to the Vehicle License Fee Law to be allocated to counties and cities on and after July 1 following 
its adoption except fees on .trailer coaches and mobilehomes and the costs of collection and refunds. Summary of 
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This measure would have no direct fiscal 
effect. It would prevent Lqgiskture from changing the law to take any portion of vehicle license fees away from counties 
and cities. However, xneas&e would not necessarily afkt either the level of state expenditures and revenues or the 
amount of vehicle license fees received by individual counties and cities as state still could reduce other forms of aid 
to local government or change existing formula for dividing vehicle license fee revenues between counties and cities. 

812 Vote Yes (For) 
813 Vote No (Against) 
814 Total Votes 
815 w Vote Yes (percent) 
816 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description -- 

Legislators’ and Judges’-- 
Ballot Proposals 19~ 

Retirement Systems 
Proposition 48 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 
For = $;-649,784 Against = 638,678 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

L,&GISLATORS AND JUDGES RETIREMENT SYSTEMS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 
Limits payment of retirement allowances to members of the Legislators’ Retirement System or the Judges’ Retirement 
System, or to the& bawficities or survivors, to higher of (1) the salary received by the person currently serving in the 
office in which the retired person served or (2) the highest salary received by the retired person while serving in that 
office. Limitation on retirement allowances applies only to members entering retirement systems for first time on or 
after January 1,198’7. Authorizes Legislature to define terms used in the measure. Contains. other provisions. Summary 
of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Current retirees from these programs 
kceive retirement benefit increases based on cost of living. Under this proposal persons entering these retirement 
systems after January 1, 1987, will receive retirement benefits limited to salaries of like officeholders. Because salary 
increases are limited by law, this measure could produce minor savings to state in future years if, over a period of time, 
the rate of inflation exceeds the increases in salaries paid to the current officeholders. 

817 Vote Yes (For) 
818 Vote No (Against) 
819 Total Votes 
820 Vote Yes (percent) * 
821 Vote No (percent) 



BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Descrjption w-w-- 

,Ballot Proposals m 

Proposition 49 
Primary Election: June 3, 1986 

For = y,292,678 Against = 1,805,305 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 
I 

p&j%= OFFICES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Existing provisions of California 
schooi, county, and city offkes shall be nonpartisan, but do not prohibit a political 

end&sing, supporting, or opposing a candidate for nonpartisan office. This 
political party or party central committee may endorse, support, or oppose a 
Summary of Legislative Andyst’s estimate of net state and local government 

f!iaEaLimpact: This measure has no dire& state or local government fiscal impact. 

822 Vote Yes (For) 
823 Vote No (Against) 
824 Total Votes 
825 w Vote Yes (percent) 
826 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

-- 

Var. # Descri.ption 

_ _ 1m Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 50 
rimary Election: June 3, 1986 
or = 2,910,665 Against = 1,220,565 

HKM!WWY TAGWION. DISmERS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Currently, with excep- 
property ad valorem taxa are limited to 1% of the full cash value base of the property (value in 1975-76 or, 
when pwqxsty is acq@red from another party or new construction occurs; increased up to 2% annually for 

*For property recons@ucted after disaster, base-year value is not increased to reflect new construction if fair 
. in cotipiarable to that before disaster This amendment similarly provides that base-year value may be 

acquired in same county to replace property substantially dama&ed or destroyed 
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fscal impact: Beginning in 

ould decrease by an unknown amount. County assessors and tax collectors would 
h would vary from county to county, but should not be significant. State would 

by school districts and community college districts. State income tax revenues could increase 
~MDCSUB mers of replacement property could deduct smaller amounts of property taxes on income tax returns. These 
e/#kcts JD&~ sate co&-and iwenues cannot be estimated. 

827 Vote Yes (For) 
828 Vote No (Against) 
829 Total Votes 
830 Vote Yes (percent) 
831 Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORNIA c--w- 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Descr2tio.n --.. 

Ballot Proposals m 

:‘s &@dtipk lBe$imdants Tort ~~?~~~t$~c~ton: June 3, 1986 * 
Damage Liability: Irhtiative Statute For = ?“,875,382 Against = 1,753,244 

L Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS TORT D&MAGI3 LJABILITY: INITIATIVE STATUTE. , Under existing law, tort damages 
awarded a pb&a&ifF in court @t multiple defendants may all be collected fixxxi one defendant. A defendant paying 
all the damages may seek eqtit&4e reimbursement f?om other defendants. Underthis amendment, this rule continues 
to apply to %con&c ~damages,” defined as objectively verifiable monetary losses, including medical expenses, earnings 
loss, and others specified; however, for “non-economic damages,‘* defined as subjective, non-monetary losses, including 
pain, sufEering$ and othw specifkd, each defendant’s responsibility to pay plaintiff’s damages would be limited in direct 
proPortion. to that defendant’s percentage of fault. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
goversurtent Fiscal inrpact: Skier current law, governments often pay non-economic damages that exceed their shares 
of fault.. Appro~vd of this measure’ would result in wbstantiai savings to state and local governments. Savings could 
mount to ~~6T81 millbn~ af dollars inany one year, although they would vary significantly from year to year. 

832 Vote Yes (For) 
833 Vote No (Against) 
834 Total Votes 
835 * Vote Yes (percent) 
836 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals 1% 

Proposition 52 
Primary Elect-ion: June 3, 1986 

-- For = 2,795,123 Against = 1,364,737 
--i--I-l- .m . ,T --N-4-. -\Iu- --- 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

CJQ#JMY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1!386. This act provides for the . ’ 
b-n, reconstruction, remodeling, and replacement of county correctional facilities and the performance of 
w maintenance thereon pursuant to a bond issue of four hundred ninety-five million dollars ($49S,OOO,OOO) l 

-.-w . -- -a -I --- 

837 Vote Yes (For) 
838 Vote No (Against) 
839 Total Votes 
840 Vote Yes (percent) 
841 Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Descrip-tion 

lu Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 53 
General Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 4,100,775 Against = 2,651,479 

ho01 Building Lease-Pwohasb * 

.r . 
i- 
-, : 1 

. . * 

I ) 

:. ‘ 1 
I L 

Y  ‘ m Tiib w&l Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 1 . . 
OND LAW OF 1986. l This act provide for a bond 
tal outlay for construction or improvement of public 

at 8 rtkte not to qllars ($400,000,000) per year. 
-- _ -- 

842 Vote Yes (For) 
843 Vote No (Against) 
844 Total Votes 
845 % Vote Yes (percent) 
846 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals 1~ 

Proposition 54 
General Election: November 4, 1986 - 
For = 4,471,387 Against = 2,374,818 

-L 
.  

.  .  w 

, . OfEcial Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

kU$WkUSON COmUCTION BOND ACT OF 1986. . This act provides for the acquisition and construction of state 
yolndt$Gd adult correctional fkcilities pursuant to a bond issue of five hundred million dollars ($SOO,OOO,OOO) l 

-..-- Y- 

847 Vote Yes (For) 
848 Vote No (Against) 
849 Total Votes 
850 Vote Yes (percent) 
851 Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Descr_i p-t-i on --- 

1486 Ballot Proposals -, 

Proposition 55 
General Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 5,405,385 Against = 1,466,214 

-: 
C)f!ficiirl Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

$LZAlLIFoRNIA &!LF’EDmKING WATER BOND’LAW OF 1986. . This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred 
.rniuion dellars ($lOO~,O) to pvide funds for imptovement of domestic water systems to meet minimum drinking 
wabter stizukdardis. ” . “--- -.- 

852 Vote Yes (For) 
853 Vote No (Against) 
854 Total Votes 
855 t Vote Yes (percent) 
856 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

- 1986 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 56 
General Election: November 4, 1986 
For = 4p3,085 Against = 2,751,TT8 

P---- 

’ 1 T’ . ._ s , .( ;’ - ; Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 
_ ; z. I . 

N FACILITIES BOND Ar*r OF 1986. 4 This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred million 
to provide capital for construction or improvement of facilities at California’s public higher 
including the University of G&fornia’s nine campuses, the California State University’s 19 cam- 

) @MY California Community College’s 106 campuses, and tSheC!alifornia Maritime Academy, to be sold at #a rate not 
bcwmeed two hundred f%fby million dollars ($ZSO,ooO,OOO) per year. 

857 Vote Yes (For) 
858 Vote No (Against) 
859 Total Votes 
860 Vote Yes (percent) 
861 Vote No (percent) 
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%tde CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # 

Retirement Benefits for Non 
judicial and Nonlegislative- 

State Constitutional Officers 

Descrip_tjon WV. 

1 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 57 
General Election: November 4, 

For = L;,851,214 Against = 

1986 

1,820,746 - 
RETIREMENT BENEFITS FOR NONJUDICIAL AND NONLEGISLATIVE ELECTED STATE CONSTITUTIONAL 
OFFICERS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Presently retirement benefits for nonjudicial and 
nonlegislative elected state constitutional officers are governed by statute and differ depending upon the dates such 
&Ficers held office. For those who took office prior to October 7, 1974, their retirement benefits have been increased 
as the compensation paid their successors has increased. This measure amends the Constitution to preclude the retire- 
ment benefits of any nonlegislative or nonjudicial elected state constitutional officers from increasing or being affected . 
by changes in compensation payable to their succzessors on or after November 5,1986. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s 
estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This neasure would reduce the future retirement benefits of 
fewer than 20 people, resulting in annual sttie savings of about $400,000. The state would realize savings because these 
retirement benefits would not be adjusted for increases in the salaries of state elected officials due to take effect in 
January 1987 and in future years. 

862 Vote Yes (For) 
863 Vote No (Against) 
864 Total Votes 
865 =z Vote Yes (percent) 
866 Vote No (percent) 

St&e CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Descriptbn .-. - 

General Election: November 4, 1986 A 
.? Taxation. Fami -p--v----- - --- Iy Transfers For = 5,1o9,645 Against = 1,638, 

1 
State 

m Ballot boposals 

Proposition 58 

tATION. FAMILY TRANSFERS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTI’I’UTIO~AL AMENDMENT. 

812 

Constitution Ar title 
XIII k, enacted 8s Proposition 13 in 1978, with ctertain exceptions, places a limitation on real property taxes equal to 1 
percent of its fuil cash value listed on the 1Q7!34!76 tax bill. Prbperty may be reassessed on “purchase” or other “change 
&o-r&p.” This measure amends Article XIII A to provide the terms “purchase” and “change of ownership” do not 
$r~&& the purchase or transfer of (1) real property between spouses and (2) the principal residence and the first 
$l#KB,O of other real property between parents and children: Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of state and 
boorJ fisGal impact: Measure would reduce local property tax revenues. Cities, counties, and special districts would lose 
m--ted $17 million in 1987-88, $37 million in lQ88=8Q, and increasing amounts in future years. Remaining losses 
woufd be to school and communityzollege districts. Increased state aid from the State General Fund would offset these 
b, rdting in an estimated loss to the General Fund of $11 million in 1987438, $23 million in 1988-89, and increasing 
4kazbmmb in future years. . 

. 

867 Vote Yes (For) 
868 Vote No (Against) 
869 Total Votes 
870 Vote Yes (percent) 
871 Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORJJJJ. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description ---- 

-46 Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 59 
Genk Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 57422,619 Against = 1,164,585 - 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

WaED DISTRICT ATTORNEY. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Presently the State Con- 
titution does not provide for elected district attorneys. State statutory law provides for elected district attorneys but 
provides that office may be made appointive office by local popular vote. This measure amends the Constitutiori to 
r4#r\ljfe the Legislature provide for an elected district attorney in all counties. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate 
of s&t&e and local government f&al impact: This measure would have no direct state or local fiscal effect. w --- 

872 Vote Yes (For) 
873 Vote No (Against) 
874 Total Votes 
875 9 Vote Yes (percent) 
876 Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description 

axatio~ Rep1acement 
1 Ballot Proposals 
proposition 60 

Residences General Election: November 
For 1 = 5,121,859 Agains 

4, 1986 
t = 1,528,25 4 

3[i91ATION. REPLACEMENT RESIDENCES. LbEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. State Constitu- 
pw hrtfcie XIII A, enacted as Pro&xx&ion 13 in 11978, with certain exceptions, places a limitation on real property taxes 
hti to 1 percent of the value of its assessed value listed on the 19754976 tax bill. Property may be reassessed on change 
&ewnmship. This measure amends Article XIII A to permit the Legislature to allow persons over age 55, who sell their 
wnce and buy or build another of equal or lesser value within two years in the same county, to transfer the old 
&ce’s assessed value to the ‘new residence. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
-merat fiscal impact: This measure has noi direct state or local fiscal effect unless the Legislature passes laws 

enting it. If the LegMature gases such larws, property tax revenues would be reduced. The loss of this revenue 
.& probably amount to several millJon dollars per year beginning in 198748. Cities, counties, and special districts 
wmgk# bear 60 percent of this loss. The other 40 percent would affect community college and school districts. Higher 
Jm aid to cxmmunity college and school d.istric$s would offset these losses. The State General Fund would bear the 
emt%m the higher aid. 

* 

877 Vote Yes (For) 
878 Vote No (Against) 
879 Total Votes 
880 Vote Yes (percent) 
881 Vote No (percent) 
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St&&! CALIFORNIA 

EIALLQT PROPOSALS 

. I  

Var. # Description -.-I I- 

lq~e Ballot Proposals -~ 

Proposition 61 
General Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 2,341,883 Against = 4,523,463 
ON OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS, E&!lPLOYEES, INDIVIDUAL PUBLIC CONTRACTORS. INITIATIVE 

COISi~ONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. 
’ OflFiclers at $&500~ Limits mmcim 

Sets Governor’s annual salary at $8O,OOO; other “Constitutional” 
urn compensation of elected or appointed state and local government employees and 

in&tidual publik contractors to 80% of Govern&s salary. Requires people’s vote to increase salaries of constitutional 
o,f&xss, members of Board of Equalization, legislators, judiciary, and specified local elected officers. Prohibits public 
ufEci&ii d employees fkom accruing sick leave or vacation From one calendar year to another. Summary of Legislative 
AJM&M’S estimate of net state,and local governmetnt fiscal impact: Public official and employee salary and benefit-related 
re&Nions would amount to $125 million in the first year at the state level and roughly the same amount at the local 
bel, These reductions would not necessarily result in comparable savings. They would be offset to some extent or could 
be outweighed by the need to. pay .various costs depending on unknown factors relating to (1) how the measure is 
interpreted, (2) possible payment of vested sick and vacation leave at a one-time cost of about $7 billion, (3) how the 
W would be implemented, (4) its effect on governmental effkiencv resulting from its limitation on pay for officers, 
~ZXMB~OY~~S and contractors. Net fiscal impact is unknown. 

882 
883 

Vote Yes (For) 

884 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 

885 z Vote Yes (percent) 
886 Vote No (percent) 

~tXte CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals 198k; 

Proposition 62 

'hxation. bcal Govemments~~~era~a~~~C-:~~n' N"~~~~?fl," igyE8 805 l - -  

and Districts. Initiative Statute = ’ - 
9 9 

TmTION. LOW GOVIZRNMENTS AND DI!!Q’RICXS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Enacts statutes regarding new or 
T-d taxation by lo+l governments and distri@ts. Imposition of special taxes, defined as taxes for special purposes, 

.rrsq~ire approval by two-thirds of voters. Imposition of general taxes, defined as taxes for general governmental 
M, will require approval by two-thirds vote Qf legislative body; submission of proposed tax to electorate; approval 
&*wty of ;‘oters. Contains provisions governing election conduct. Contains restrictions on specified types of taxes. 
RersrJfits use of revenues. Requires ratification by majority vote of voters to continue taxes imposed after August 1,19& 
v q Legislative Analyst% estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The measure prevents 
ifflswr.prtioh of new or higher general taxes by locall agencies without voter approval. It also could reduce existing tax 
‘$BWHMS to local agencies, if a majority of their voters do not ratify the continuation of new or highbr taxes adopted 
ufker August 1,19$5. As this is a statutory, not a constitutional, initiative, the provisions of this measure imposing penalties 
and requiring voter approval cannot be applied tq charter cities. -se 

887 
888 
889 
890 
891 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORNIA 

QALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description -.-WI-.-. 

1~ Ballot Proposals ~ 

Proposition 63 
General Election: November 4, 1986 

- 
For = 5,138,577 Against = 1,876,639 

Official State Laneuaae. Initiative Constitutional Amendment 

Official Title and Summa& Prepared by the Attorney General 

OFF’ICIAL STATE LANGUAGE. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Provides that English is the 
official language of State of California. Requires Legislature to enforce this provision by appropriate legislation. Requires 
Legislature and state officials to take all steps necessary to ensure that the role of English as the common language of 
the state is preserved and enhanced. Provides that the Legislature shall make no law which diminishes or ignores the 
role of English as the common language. Provides that any resident of or person doing business in state shall have 
standing to sue the state to enforce these provisions. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: This measure would have no direct effect on the costs or revenues of the state or local 
governments. 892 Vote Yes (For) 

893 Vote No (Against) 
894 Total Votes 
895 - Vote Yes (percent) 
896 Vote No (percent) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals _ 19~ 

Proposition 64 
General Election: November 4, 1986 
For = 2,039,744 Against = 5,012,255 

ACQUIRED IMMUNE DEFICXENCY SYNDROME (AIDS) l INITIATIVE STATUTE. Declares that AIDS is an infec- 
tiou$ contagious and commqnicable disease and that the condition of being a carrier of the HTLV-III virus is an 
Infectious, contagious and communicable condition. Requires both be placed on the list of reportable diseases and 
coalitions maintained by the director of the Department of Health Services. Provides that both are subject to quarantine 
md i&&ion statutes and regulations. Provides that Department of Health Services personnel and all he&h officers shall 
fulfiil the duties and obligations set forth in specified statutory provisions to preserve the public health f+om AIDS. 
Summary of L@~htive Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The fiscal effect of the 
measure could vary greatly depending upon how it would be interpreted by public health officers and the courts. If 
only Sting discretionary communicable disease controls were applied to the AIDS disease, given the current state of 
rimdid knowledge, there would be no substantial change in state and local costs & a direct result of this measure. If 
&e xneaqure were interpreted to require added con 
ti implementing tbse measures could range to 

1 measures, depending upon the level of activity taken, the cost 
of millions of dollars per year. - 

897 Vote Yes {For) 
898 Vote No (Against) 
899 Total Votes 
900 Vote Yes (percent) 
901 Vote No (percent) 
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EiALLOT PROPOSALS 

Description -- 

1~ Ballot Proposals 

Proposition 65 
General Election: November 4, 1986 

For = 4,400,471 Against = 2,632,617 
-..-- ._- ---- 

REST.RICTIONS ON TOXIC DISCHARGES INTO DRINKING WATER; REQUIREMENT OF NOTmF PER- 
SONS’ EXPOSURE TO TOXICS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Provides persons doing business shall neither expose in- 
dividuals to chemicals known to cause cancer or reproductive toxicity without first giving clear and reasonable warning, 
nor discharge such chemicals into drinking water’ Allows exceptions. Requires Governor publish lists of such chemicals. 
Authorizes Attorney General and, under speci 4 ed conditions, district or city attorneys and other persons to seek 
injunctions and civil penalties. Requires designated government employees obtaining information of illegal disoharge 
of hazardous waste disclose this information to local board of supervisors and health officer. Summary of Legislative 
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Costs of enforcement of the measure by state and 
local agencies are estimated ‘at $500,000 in 198 and thereafter would depend on many factors, but could exceed 
$l,OW,tXH annually. These costs would be partia ly offset by fines collected under the measure. I : 

902 Vote Yes (For) 
903 Vote No (Against) 
904 Total Votes 
905 w Vote Yes (percent) 
906 Vote No (percent) 

State 

BALLOT PROPOSALS 

Var. # Description 

Ballot Proposals .ww------ 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

907 Vote Yes (For) 
908 Vote No (Against) 
909 Total Votes 
910 Vote Yes (percent) 
911 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 66, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 3,833,206 NO = 1,379,782 

(661 Elected County Assessor 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

EiECrED COUNTY ASSESSOR. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Presently, the State Consti- 
tution requires the offices of district attorney and sheriff to be elective in both charter and noncharter counties. This 
measure amends the Constitution to provide the office of assessor shall also be an elective office in charter and 
noncharter counties. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This 
measure would have no direct state or local fiscal effect. 

Variable # Description 

912 Vote Yes (For) 
913 Vote No (Against) 
914 Total Votes 
915 Vote Yes (percent) 
916 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 67, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 4,488,251 NO = 979,354 

Second Degree Murder of Peace Officer. Minimum Term. 
Legislative ,Initiative Amendment 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

SECOND DEGREE MURDER OF PEACE OFFICER. MINIMUM TERM. LEGISLATIVE INITIATIVE AMEND- 
MENT. Existing.law enacted by initiative provides second degree murder penalty is 15 years to life in prison. 
Minimum term is reduced by good behavior credits, but not by parole. This measure increases the minimum prison 
term for second degree murder to 25 years in cases where the murderer knew or should have known the victim wzu 

a specified peace officer engaged in the performance of his or her duties. Person guilty of second degree murder under 
such circumstances must serve a minimum of 25 years without reduction. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate 
of net state and local government fiscal impact: Measure will have a relatively minor impact on state costs and the 
state’s prison population. 
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State CAL 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

917 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 68, 
918 Vote No (Against) 
919 Total Votes June 7, 1988. 
920 Vote Yes (percent) 

I FORNIA 

Primary Election: 

921 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,802,614 NO = 2,501,263 

1681 Legislative Campaigns. Spending and Contribution Limits. 
Partial Public Funding. Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

LEGISLATIVE CAMPAIGNS.’ SPENDING AND CONTRIBUTION LIMITS. PARTIAL PUBLIC FUNDING. INITIA- 
TIVE STATUTE. Limits political contributions to state legislative candidates per election to $1,000 from each person, 
$2,500 from each organization, and $S,OOO from each “small contributor” political committee, as defined. Establishes 
Campaign Reform Fund to which individuals may designate up to $3 annually from income taxes. Provides legislative 
candidates who receive specified threshold contributions from other sources, and meet additional requirements, may 
receive with limitation matching campaign funds from Campaign Reform Fund. Establishes campaign expenditure 
limits for candidates accepting funds from Campaign Reform Fund. Provides civil and criminal penalties for violations. 
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Annual revenue loss from 
tax return designation to Cainpaign Reform Fund is estimated at $9 million starting in 19-g. Annual state 
administrative costs will be about $1.9 million. Any surplus state campaign funds which exceed $1 million after the 
November general election will go back to the state’s General Fund. If the amount of matching funds claimed by 
candidates is more than the amount available in the Campaign Reform Fund, the payment of matching funds is made 
on a prorated basis. 

Variable # Description 

922 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 69, Primary Election: 
923 Vote No (Against) 
924 Total Votes June 7, 1988. 
925 Vote Yes (percent) 
926 Vote No (percent) YES = 1,746,780 NO = 3,718,776 

69 Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome-AIDS. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

ACQUIRED IMMUNE DEFICIENCY SYNDROME -AIDS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Declares that AIDS is an 
infectious, contagious and communicable disease and that the condition of being a carrier of the HTLV-III virus or 
other AIDS-causing viral agent is an infectious, contagious and communicable condition. Requires each be placed on 
the list of reportable diseases and conditions maintained by the Department of Health Services. Provides each is subject 
to quarantine and isolation statutes and regulations. Provides that Health Services Department personnel and all health 
officers shall fulfill the duties and obligations set forth in specified statutory provisions to preserve the public health 
from AIDS. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The net fiscal 
impact of this measure is unknown-and could vary greatly, depending on what actions are taken by health officers and 
the courts to Implement it. If current practices used for the control of AIDS are continued, there would be no 
substantial change in direct costs. If the measure were interpreted to require changes in AIDS control measures by 
state local health officers, depending upon the level of activity, the cost of implementing it could range from millions 
to hundreds of millions of dollars. 
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Variable # Description 

927 Vote Yes (For) 
928 Vote No (Against) 

Proposition 70, Primary Election: 

929 Total Votes 
930 

June 7, 1988. 
Vote Yes (percent) 

931 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,531,629 NO = 1,889,346 

70 Wildlife, Coastal, and Park Land Conservation Bond Act. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title ahd Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

WILDLIFE, COASTAL, AND PARK LAND CONSERVATION BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE. This act 
authorizes a general obligation bond issue of seven hundred seventy-six million dollars ($776,000,000) to provide funds 
for acquisition, development, rehabilitation, protection, or restoration of park, wildlife, coastal, and natural lands in 
California including lands supporting unique or endangered piants or animals. Funds from bond sales would be 
administered primarily by or through California Department of Parks and Recreation, Wildlife Conservation Board, 
and State Coastal Conservancy with funds made available to other state and local agencies and nonprofit organizations. 
Contains provisions in event other conservation bond acts are enacted. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of 
net state and local government fiscal impact: As suming all the bonds are sold at 7.5 percent interest and state repays 
the principal and interest over 20 years, the overall cost of repayment would be about $1.4 billion. To the extent these 
bonds increase amount state borrows, state and local governments may pay more interest on other. bond programs. 
State income taxes could be reduced to the extent California taxpayers invest in these tax-free bonds instead of other 
taxable investments. 

Variable # Description 

932 Vote Yes (For) 
933 Vote No (Against) 

Proposition 71, Primary Election: 

934 Total Votes 
935 

June 7, 1988. 
Vote Yes (percent) 

936 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,544,731 NO = 2,662,463 
Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General (71( 

APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT ADJUSTMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Constitution limits 
tax revenues state and local governments annually appropriate for expenditure: allows “cost of living” and 
“population” changes. “Cost of living” defined as lesser of change in US Consumer Price Index or per capita personal 
income; measure redefines as greater of change in California Consumer Price Index or per capita personal income. 
“State population” redefined: includes increases in K-12 or community college average daily attendance greater than 
state population growth. Local government “population” redefined: includes increases in residents and persons 
employed. Specifies motor vehicle and fuel taxes are fees excluded from appropriations limit. Summary of Legislative 
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Change in the appropriations limit inflation 
adjustment will allow increased state appropriations of up to $709 million in I9SS-89, and increasing amounts annually 
thereafter. Change in the population adjustment will allow further undetermined increase in state appropriations. 
State’s ability to appropriate additional funds as a result of increased state limit is dependent on receipt of sufficient 
revenue. Based on estimates contained in Governor’s Budget, state revenues will not be sufficient in 1988-89 to fund 
any additional appropriations allowed by this measure. In future years, economy’s performance will determine whether 
and to what extent state revenues will be available to fund such additional appropriations. Local government and 
school district appropriation limits will be increased by unknown but significant amounts. Change in the treatment of 
state transportation-related revenues would have no fiscal effect because of the limit adjustment formula. 
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937 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 72, Primary Election: 
938 Vote No (Against) 
939 Total Votes June 7, 1988. 
940 Vote Yes (percent) 
941 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,046,358 NO = 3,264,653 72 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

EMERGENCY RESERVE. DEDICATION OF CERTAIN TAXES TO TRANSPORTATION. APPROPRIATION LIMIT 
CHANGE. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Requires three percent of total state General Fund 
budget be included in reserve for emergencies and economic uncertainties. Provides net revenues derived from state 
sales and use taxes on motor vehicle fuels be used only for public streets, highways, and mass transit guideways. 
(Three-year phase-in.) Requires two-thirds vote of Legislature or majority vote of voters before taxes on motor vehicle 
fuels may be raised. Reserve and fuel tax revenues excluded from appropriation limit. Prohibits Legislature from 
lowering local sales tax rates in effect January 1,1987. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: Measure has two major fiscal effects. First, changes in state’s appropriation limit will result 
in increased state appropriations authority of up to $1.6 billion in 1988-89, $1.5 billion in 1989-96, and slightly larger 
amounts in future years. As a result, the state may be able to spend or retain tax proceeds which otherwise would be 
returned to the taxpayers. State’s ability to appropriate additional funds as a result of increased state limit is dependent 
on receipt of sufficient revenue. Based on estimates contained in Governor’s Budget, state revenues will not be 
sufficient in 1988-89 to fund any additional appropriations allowed by this measure. In future years, economy’s 
performance will determine whether and to what extent state revenues will be available to fund such additional 
appropriations. Second, the requirement that certain sales tax revenues be expended only for transportation purposes 
results in an increase in the amount of revenues available for transportation purposes while reducing the amount 
available for education, health, welfare and other General Fund expenditures. This shift in funding will amount to 
about $200 million in 1988-89, about $430 million in 1989-90, and about $725 million in 1996-91, and increasing amounts 
thereafter. 

Variable # Description 

942 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 73, Primary Election: 
943 Vote No (Against) 
944 Total Votes June 7, 1988. 
945 Vote Yes (percent) 
946 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,144,944 NO = 2,271,941 73 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

CAMPAIGN FUNDING. CONTRIBUTION LIMITS. PROHIBITION OF PUBLIC FUNDING. INITIATIVE STAT- 
UTE. Limits annual political contributions to a candidate for public office to $I,ci96 from each person, $2,566 from each 
political committee, and $S,ooO from a political party and each “broad based political committee,” as defined, Permits 
stricter lOCd limits. Limits gifts and honoraria to elected officials to $I,ooO from each single source per year. Prohibits 
transfer of funds between candidates or their controlled committees. Prohibits sending newsletters or other mass 
mailings, as defined, at public expense. Prohibits public officials using and candidates accepting public funds for 
purpose of seeking elective office. Summary of Legislative .4&yst’s estimate Of net state and local government fiscal 
impact: Measure would result in net savings to state and local governments. State administrative costs would be about 
$1.1 million P year when measure is fully operational. These costs would be more than completely offset by savings of 
about $1.8 million annually resulting from ban on publicly funded newsletters and mass mailings, Local governments 
would have unknown annual savings primarily from the ban on publicly- funded newsletters and mass mailings, 
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Variable # Description 

947 Vote Yes (For) 
948 Vote No (Against) 
949 Total Votes 
950 Vote Yes (percent) 
951 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 74, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 2,640,711 NO = 2,641,256 

rl 74 Deddeh Transportation Bond Act 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

DEDDEH TRANSPORTATION BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond issue of one billion dollars ($l,ooO,ooO,~) 
to provide funds for capital improvements for local streets and roads, state highways, and exclusive public mass transit 
guideways. 

Variable # Description 

952 Vote Yes (For) 
953 Vote No (Against) 
954 Total Votes 
955 Vote Yes (percent) 
956 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 75, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 3,519,903 NO = 1,899,245 

75 School Facilities Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 
SCHOOL FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1988. Thi s act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred million dollars 
($8oo,ooO,OO0) ,to provide capital outlay for construction or improvement of public schools. 
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Variable # Description 

957 Vote Yes (For) 
958 Vote No (Against) 
959 Total Votes 
960 Vote Yes (percent) 
961 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 76, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 3,607,813 NO = 1,731,881 

76 Veterans Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of five hundred ten million dollars ($5lO,OOO,OOO) 
to provide farm and home aid for California veterans. 

Variable # Description 

962 Vote Yes (For) 
963 Vote No (Against) 
964 Total Votes 
965 Vote Yes (percent) 
966 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 77, Primary Election: 

June 7, 1988. 

YES = 3,019,481 NO = 2,358,551 

77 California Earthquake Safety and Housing . 
Rehabilitation Bond Act of 1988 c 

Official Title and Summary Prepared ‘by the Attorney General 

CALIFORNIA EARTHQUAKE SAFETY -AND HOUSING REHABILITATION BOND ACT OF 1988. This act 
provides for a bond issue of one hundred fifty million dollars ($150,000,000) to provide funds for a California 
Earthquake Safety and Housing Rehabilitation program. 
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Variable # Description 

967 Vote Yes (For) 
968 Vote No (Against) 
969 Total Votes 
970 Vote Yes (percent) 
971 Vote No (percent) 

ProposiLion 78, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,355,974 NO = 3,929,122 

Higher Education Facilities Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 198% This act provides for a bond issue of six hundred million 
dollars ($600,000,000) tb provide funds for the construction or improvement of facilities of California’s public higher 
education institutions, including the University of California’s nine campuses, the California State University’s 19 
campuses, the 70 districts of the California co&unity colleges, and the California Maritime Academy. The use of 
funds authorized under this act includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the construction or improvement of 
classrooms, laboratories, and libraries, and the implementation of earthquake and other health or safety improve- 
ments. . . 

Variable # 

972 Vote Yes (For) 
973 Vote No (Against) 
974 Total Votes 
975 Vote Yes (percent) 
976 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 79, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,651,366 NO = 3,576,515 

i 79 1988 School Facilities Bond Act 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

1988 SCHOOL FACILITIES BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred million dollars 
($800,000,000) to provide capital outlay for construction or improvement of public schools. 
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Variable # Description 

977 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 80, General Election: 
978 Vote No (Against) 
979 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
980 Vote Yes (percent) 
981 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,591,465 NO = 3,558,137 

New Prison Construction Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred 
seventeen million dollars ($817,008,00@ to provide urgently needed funds to relieve overcrowding in the state’s 
prisons, county jails, and Youth Authority facilities through new construction. 

Variable # 

982 Vote Yes (For) 
983 Vote No (Against) 
984 Total Votes 
985 Vote Yes (percent) 
986 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 81, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 6,621,776 NO = 2,619,300 

_ 81. California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law pf 1988 
* 

Official Title and Summery Prepared by the Attorney General 

CALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of seventy-five 
million dollars ($75,DDO,~) to provide funds for improvement of domesbc water systems to meet minimum drinking 
water standards. 
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Variable # Description 

987 Vote Yes (For) 
988 Vote No (Against) 
989 Total Votes 
990 Vote Yes (percent) 
991 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 82, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,601,766 NO = 3,375,935 

82 Water Conservation Bond Law of 1988 

Official Title and Sunur~ary Prepared by the Attorney General 

WATER CONSERVATION BOND LAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of sixty million dollars 
($sO,OOO,ooO) to provide funds for a local water projects assistance program, water conservation programs, and 
groundwater recharge facilities. 

Variable # Description 

992 Vote Yes (For) 
993 Vote No (Against) 
994 Total Votes 
995 Vote Yes (percent) 
996 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 83, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,854,914 NO = 3,230,251 

83 Clean Water and Water Reclamation Bond Law of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

CLEAN WATER AND WATER RECLAMATION BOND LAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of 
sixty-five million dollars ($65,000,~) to provide funds for water pollution control and water reclamation projects and 
makes changes in the Water Conservation and Water Quality Bond Law of 1986 relating to loans and the Clean Water 
Bond Law, of 1984 relating to accounts, funding for specified purposes, loans, and compliance with federal 
requirements. 
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Variable # 

997 vote Yes (For) 
998 Vote No (Against) 
999 Total Votes 
1000 Vote Yes (percent) 
1001 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 84, General ElecLion: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,428,076 NO = 3,902,120 

84 Housing and Homeless Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

HOUSING AND HOMELESS BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of three hundred million 
dollars ($300,000,000) to provide funds for .a housing program that includes: (1) emergency shelters and transitional 
housing for homeless families and individuals, (2) new rental housing for families and individuals including rental 
housing which meets the special needs of the elderly, disabled, and farmworkers, (3) rehabilitation and preservation 
of older homes and rental housing, and (4) home purchase assistance for first-time homebuyers. 

Variable # 

1002 Vote Yes (For) 
1003 Vote No (Against) 
1004 Total Votes 
1005 Vote Yes (percent) 
1006 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 85, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 4,813,324 NO = 4,321,576 

85 1 
Library Construction and Renovation Bond Act of 1988 

Official *Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

LIBRARY CONSTRUCTION AND RENOVATION BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of 
seventy-five million dollars ($75,ooO,ooO) to provide funds for a library construction and renovation program. 
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Description 

Proposition 86, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 4,913,604 NO = 4,061,76? 

1007 Vote Yes (For) 
1008 Vote No (Against) 
1009 Total Votes 
1010 Vote Yes (percent) 
1011 Vote No (percent) 

,{ 86 County Correctional Facility Capital Expenditure and . 
Youth Facility Bond Act of 1988 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 
COUNTY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CAPITAL EXPENDITURE AND YOUTH FACILITY BOND ACT OF 
1988. This act provides for a bond issue of five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) to provide funds for the 
construction, reconstruction, remodeling, replacement, and deferred maintenance of county correctional facilities and 
county juvenile facilities and to provide funds to youth centers and youth shelters. 

Variable # Description 

1012 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 87, General Election: 
1013 Vote No (Against) 
1014 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1015 Vote Yes (percent) 
1016 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,840,297 NO = 2,764,559 

87 ,I Property Tax Revenues. Redevelopment Agencies 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

PROPERTY TAX REVENUES. REDEVELOPMENT AGENCIES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND- 
MENT. Presently, if a taxing agency increases the tax rate for revenue to repay its bonded indebtedness for the 
acquisition or improvement of real property, a portion of the revenues raised for this purpose is allocated to 
redevelopment agencies having property affected by the rate increase. The revenues received by the redevelopment 
agency don’t have to be applied to repayment of the bonded indebtedness. This measure authorizes the Legislature 
to require all revenues produced by the rate increase go to the taxing agency for purpose of the repayment of ils 
bonded indebtedness. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: By 
itself, this measure would have no fiscal effect because it requires legislative implementation. If implemented, the 
amount of property tax revenues received by redevelopment agencies in 1989-90 and later years would be reduced 
in an amount which would depend on the number and value of bonds approved by the voters. There would be no 
fiscal effect on the state or the taxing agencies which impose property taxes to pay off general obligation bonds. 
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Description 

Proposition 88, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 6,514,143 NO = 2,194,932 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against.) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

1017 
1018 
1019 
1020 
1021 

Deposit of Public Moneys 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

DEPOSIT OF PUBLIC MONEYS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AM.ENDMENT. Currently, the State 
Constitution authorizes the Legislature to provide for the deposit of public moneys in any bank, savings and loan 
association, or in any credit union in California. This measure amends the State Constitution to authorize the 
Legislature to provide for the deposit of public moneys in any federally insured industrial loan company in California. 
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: No direct fiscal effect. 
However, adoption could result in greater interest income to the state and local governments by increasing 
competition for the deposit of public moneys. 

1022 Vote Yes (For) 
1023 Vote No (Against) 
1024 Total Votes 
1025 Vote Yes (percent) 
1026 Vote No (percent) 

189 I Governor’s Parole Review 

Variable # Description 

Proposition 89, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 4,928,991 NO = 4,031,422 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

GOVERNOR’S PAROLE REVIEW. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL A%MENDMENT. Provides that no decision 
of the parole authority which grants, denies, revokes, or suspends the parole of a person sentenced to an indeterminate 
term upon conviction of murder shall become effective for a period of 30 days. Permits Governor to review the 
decision during this period subject to statutory procedures. States that the Governor may only affirm, modify, or 
reverse a parole authority decision on the basis of the same factors which the parole authority may consider. Requires 
Governor to report to the Legislature the pertinent facts and reasons for each parole action. Summary of Legislative 
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The fiscal impact of this measure is unknown and 
depends on the actions of the Governor. Grants of parole would result in relatively minor savings. Denials of parole 
could result in relatively minor costs. 



151 

State CAL 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

1027 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 90, 
1028 Vote No (Against) 

IFORNIA 

General Election: 

1029 Total Votes 
1030 Vote Yes (percent) 
1031 Vote No (percent) 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 6,080,275 NO = 2,734,732 

WI Assessed Valuation. Replacement Dwellings 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

ASSESSED VALUATION. REPLACEMENT DWELLINGS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 
Currently, homeowners over the age of 55 may, under certain conditions, transfer the current assessed value of their 
home to a replacement dwelling of equal or lesser value located in the same county. This authorizes the Legislature 
to permit the transfer of assessed valuation to replacement dwellings located in different counties if the county of the 
replacement dwelling adopts an ordinance participating in the program. Applies to replacement dwellings acquired 
on or after a county ordinance is adopted, but not before November 9, 1988. Contains provisions concerning the 
effective date of amendments. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal 
impact: By itself, this measure would have no direct fiscal effect because it merely authorizes legislative action. If 
implemented, it would reduce property tax collections in an amount which would depend on the extent of county 
participation, number of qualifying homeowners, and value of dwellings involved. The property tax revenue loss 
would not exceed $20 million in the first year if all counties participated and could be substantially less. The revenue 
10~s would increase annually. Sixty percent of the loss would be borne by the cities, counties, and special districts. The 
remainder would affect school districts and community college districts. Under existing law, the State General Fund 
would offset the schools’ losses beginning in 1989-w. 

Variable # Description 

1032 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 91, General Election: 
1033 Vote No (Against) 
1034 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1035 Vote Yes (percent) 
1036 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,966,767 NO = 2,474,335 

rl 91 .Justice Courts. Eligibility 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

JUSTICE COURTS. ELIGIBILITY. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Amends the State Con- 
stitution to provide that justice courts are courts of record and that a person is ineligible to be a justice court judge 
unless the person has been a member of the State Bar or served as a judge of a court of record in California for five 
years immediately preceding selection. Makes changes operative on January 1,199O. Exempts justice court judges who 
held office on January 1,1988, from the J-year membership or service requirement. Makes exemption operative only 
until January 1, 1995. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: By 
itself, this measure would have no fiscal effect, but would depend on actions taken by the Legislature to implement 
it. The counties affected by the measure would have costs or savings to the extent that legislative changes in the 
salaries and/or retirement benefits of justice court judges would differ from those the counties would otherwise have 
made. 



Variable # 

1037 Vote 
1038 Vote 

Yes (For) 
No (Against) 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Description 

Proposition 92, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 6,259,305 NO = 2,174,224 

Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

152 

1039 
1040 
1041 

Commission on Judicial Performance 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL PERFORMANCE. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Specifies 
the powers which the Commission on Judicial Performance may exercise if, after conducting a preliminary 
investigation, it determines that formal disciplinary proceedings should be instituted against a judge. Such powers 
would permit public hearings on charges of moral turpitude, dishonesty, or corruption, and require public hearing at 
request of judge charged absent good cause for confidentiality. Shortens the term of specified members of the 
Commission from 4 to 2 years in order to provide for staggered terms. Prohibits members from serving more than two 
4-year terms. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This measure 
would have a minor impact on state costs. 

Variable # 

1042 Vote Yes (For) 
1043 Vote No (Against) 
1044 Total Votes 
1045 Vote Yes (percent) 
1046 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 93, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 6,273,718 NO = 2,583,966 

Veterans’ Property Tax Exemption 
I 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

VETERANS’ PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Under existing 
law, the State Constitution exempts up to $1,000 of the assessed value of real property from the property tax if the 
owner is an honorably discharged member of the armed forces, or the parent or unmarried spouse of a deceased 
veteran. This measure deletes the additional requirement that the veteran must have been a California resident upon 
entry into the armed forces or on November 3, 1964. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: Beginning in 1989-90, this amendment would reduce property tax collections. The revenue 
loss probably would be less than $50,000 per year. Cities, counties and special districts would bear approximately 60 
percent of the loss. The remainder would aff&t school districts and community college districts. Existing law would 
require the State General Fund to offset the losses to the schools and the colleges, beginning in 1989-90. 
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Description 

Proposition 94, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,719,900 NO = 3,062,872 

1047 Vote Yes (For) 
1048 Vote No (Against) 
1049 Total Votes 
1050 Vote Yes (percent) 
1051 Vote No (percent) 

Judges 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

JUDGES. LEXXSLATIVE CONSTITUTI ONAL AMENDMENT. Permits judges of courts of record to accept 
part-time teaching positions that are outside the normal hours of their judicial position and do not interfere with the 
regular performance of their judicial duties. Prohibits judicial officer from earning retirement service credit from a 
public teaching position while holding judicial office. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: Will have little, if any, fiscal impact on the state and local governments. 

Variable # Description 

1052 Vote Yes (For) 
1053 Vote No (Against) 
1054 Total Votes 
1055 Vote Yes (percent) 
1056 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 95, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 4,090,433 NO = 4,962,405 

rl 95 Hunger and Homelesshess Funding. Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

HUNCER AND HOMELESSNESS FUNDING. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Creates public corporation to disburse 
funds to counties, other political subdivisions of the state, and nonprofit organizations pursuant to countywide plans, 
to provide emergency and transitional services for hungry and homeless persons, and for low-income housing as 
specified. Funding to come from new fines for the violation of existing laws and regulations relating to housing and 
food preparation, and bonds secured by the revenue from these fines. Includes other provisions. Summary of 
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The revenue to be collected from new 
fines is unknown because (1) the measure does not specify the amount of each fine and (2) the measure lets cities 
and counties decide the number of fines given out. Possibly, several millions of dollars could be collected each year. 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

1057 Vote Yes (For) 
1058 Vote No (Against) 
1059 Total Votes 
1060 Vote Yes (percent) 
1061 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 96, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 5,758,706 NO = 3,468,214 

1961 Communicable Disease Tests. Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

COMMUNICABLE DISEASE TESTS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires courts in criminal and juvenile cases, upon 
finding of probable cause to believe bodily fluids were possibly transferred, to order persons charged with certain sex 
offenses, or certain assaults on peace officers, firefighters, or emergency medical personnel, to provide specimens of 
blood for testing for acquired immune deficiency syndrome (AIDS), AIDS-related conditions and other communi- 
cable diseases. Provides notification to specified persons of test results. Requires medical personnel in correctional 
facilities to report inmate exposure to such diseases and notice to personnel who come in contact with such inmates. 
Provides confidentiality of information reported. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: The costs ofjudicial proceedings to local governments and laboratory costs to local and state 
governments could range up to $I million annually depending on cost of courtroom hearings, the nature of the tests, 
and the number of persons subject to them. 

Variable # Description 

1062 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 97, General Election: 
1063 Vote No (Against) 
1064 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1065 Vote Yes (percent) 
1066 

971 

Vote No (percent) YES = 4,776,182 NO = 4,116,102 

State Occupational Safety and Health Plan. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

STATE OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH PLAN. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Federal law permits states to 
enforce occupational safety and health standards in private sector employment pursuant to federally approved state 
plan. California has had such a state plan and has occupational safety laws regulating private and public employment. 
In 198’7, the Governor took action to withdraw the plan and to reduce its funding. This measure requires funds to be 
budgeted for the state plan and requires steps be taken to prevent withdrawal of federal approval of the plan or, if 
withdrawn, to require submission of new plan. Other changes are made. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate 
of net state and local government fiscal impact: The cost to state government depends on the results of legal action 
on the issue of the State’s present obligation to administer private sector enforcement. If it is held that the Governor 
legally terminated the, private sector Cal-OSHA program, then, assuming the previous level of federal matching funds 
is made available, the annual net increase in General Fund costs could exceed $12 million, which would be offset by 
revenue from fines of approximately $1.6 million annually. If it is held that the State already has an obligation to 
administer the private sector program notwithstanding the Governor’s action, then annual state General Fund costs 
could be approximately $700,000 to administer a mine inspection program. 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

1067 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 98, General Election: 
1068 Vote No (Against) 
1069 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1070 Vote Yes (percent) 
1071 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,627,854 NO = 4,500,503 

98 School Funding. Initiative Constitutional Amendment 
and Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

SCHOOL FUNDING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Amends State Constitu- 
tion by establishing a minimum level of state funding for school and community college districts; transferring to such 
districts, within limits, state rrv~nl~s in cxccss of State’s appropriations limit; and exempting excess fuuds from 
appropriations limit. Adds provisions to Education Code requiring excess funds to be used solely for instructional 
improvement and accountability and rrquiring schools to report student achicvcmcnt, drop-out rates, expenditures 
per student, progress toward reducing class size and teaching loads, classroom discipline, curriculum, quality of 
teaching, and other school matters. Contains other provisions. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state 
and local government fiscal impact: Meeting the required minimum funding level for schools and community college 
districts will result in state General Fund costs of $215 million in 1988-89. No excess state revenues are expected in 
1988-89 for transfer to schools and community colleges. Local administrative costs are estimated to be $2 million to 
$7 million a year for preparation and distribution of School Accountability Report Cards. No fiscal effect can be 
identified for the required prudent reserve fund. 

Variable # Descri pt ion 

1072 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 99, General Election: 
1073 Vote No (Against) 
1074 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1075 Vote Yes (percent) 
1076 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,607,386 NO = 4,032,644 

99 Clgal,- Tobacco Tax. Benefit Fund. 
Initiative CoLtitutional Amendment and Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

CIGARETTE AND TOBACCO TAX. BENEFIT FUND. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND 
!XATUTE. Imposes additional tax upon cigarette distributors of one and one-fourth cents (1’/4 cents) for each 
cigarette distributed. Imposes tax upon distributors of other tobacco products which is equivalent to combined rate 
of tax imposed on cigarettes. Directs State Board of Equalization to determine this tax annually. Places moneys raised 
in special account which can only be used for: treatment; research of tobacco-related diseases; school and community 
health education programs about tobacco; fire prevention; and environmental conservation and damage restoration 
programs. Declares revenues not subject to appropriations limit. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net 
state and local government fiscal impact: Will raise additional state revenues of approximately $300 million in 1988-89 
(part year) and $600 million in 1989-90 (first full year). These revenue increases would decline gradually in 
subsequent years. Annual administrative costs are estimated at $5O1&000 in 1988-89 and $300,000 in subsequent years. 
There would bk no substantial net effect on sales and excise tax revenues to the state, cities, and counties. 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

1077 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 100, General Election: 
1078 Vote No (Against) 
1079 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1080 Vote Yes (percent) 
1081 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,849,572 NO = 5,562,483 

100 Insurance Rates, Regulation. Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

INSURANCE RATES, REGULATION. INITIATIVE. Provides minimum 20 percent reduction in certain rates for 
good drivers from January 1,1988, levels. Requires companies insure any good driver in counties where company sells 
automobile insurance. Requires ongoing minimum 20 percent good-driver differential. Funds automobile insurance 
fraud investigations, prosecutions. Provides consumers comparative automobile insurance prices. Applies laws 
prohibiting discrimin ation, price-fixing, and unfair practices to insurance companies. Requires hearing, Insurance 
Commissioner approval for automobile, other property/casualty, health insurance rate changes. Establishes Insurance 
Consumer Advocate. Increases enforcement, penalties for fraudulent health insurance sales to seniors. Cancels 
conflicting provisions of Propositions 101, 104, and 106 including attorney contingent fee limits and prohibits future 
laws setting attorney fees unless approved by voters or Legislature. Authorizes insurance activities by banks. Summary 
of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Would increase state administrative 
costs by $8 million for Department of Insurance and $2 million for Department of Justice in 1988-89, varying 
thereafter with workload, to be paid by additional fees on the insurance industry. Would increase costs for 
Department of Motor Vehicles by $100,000. Would reduce state revenues from the gross premiums tax by about $20 
million in first year if no other changes are made in insurance rates. Would increase revenues for Department of 
Insurance by over $500,000 annually from fees paid by insurance companies for fraud investigations. 

Variable # Description 

1082 Vote Yes (For) 
1083 Vote No (Against) 
1084 Total Votes 
1085 Vote Yes (percent) 
1086 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 101, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 1.226.735 NO = 8.020.659 

101 Automobile Accident Claims anh Insurance Rates. 
Initiative Statute 

I I 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENT CLAIMS AND INSUFtANCE RATES. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Reduces bodily injury, 
uninsured motorist rates to 50 percent of October 31,1988, or October 3~1987, level, whichever is lower, adjusted for 
medical inflation. Limits motor vehicle accident recovery for noneconomic losses such as pain and suffering to 25 
percent of economic losses, as defined. Prohibits attorney contingent fees greater than 25 percent of economic losses, 
as defined. Limitations not applicable to survival, wrongful death actions or actions involving serious and permanent 
injuries and/or disfigurement. Provisions expire December 31, 1992. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net 
state and local government impact: Would increase state administrative costs by about $2 million in 1988-89, varying 
thereafter with workload, to be paid by additional fees on the insurance industry. State and affected local governments 
would have unknown savings from reduced insurance rates and loss limitations. Possible reduction in court costs and 
court revenues could result from limitation on claims for noneconomic damages. Would reduce state revenues from 
the gross premiums tax by about $50 million a year for next four years if no other changes are made in insurance rates. 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # 

1087 Vote Yes (For) 
1088 Vote No (Against) 
1089 Total Votes 
1090 Vote Yes (percent) 
1091 Vote No (percent) 

Description 

Proposition 102, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 3,208,787 NO = 6,116,276 

rl 102 Reporting Exposure to AIDS Virus. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

REPORTING EXPOSURE TO AIDS VIRUS. INITIATIVE. Requires doctors, blood banks, and others, to report 
patients and blood donors, whom they reasonably believe to have been infected by or tested positive for AIDS virus, 
to local health officers. Restricts confidential testing. Requires reporting by persons infected or tested positive. Directs 
local health officers to notify reported person’s spouse, sexual partners, and others possibly exposed. Repeals 
prohibition on use of AIDS virus tests for employment or insurability. Creates felony for persons with knowledge of 
infection or positive test to donate blood. Modifies fines and penalties for unauthorized disclosure of AIDS virus test 
results. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Fiscal impact is 
unknown, possibly tens or hundreds of millions of dollars depending on costs of measures “reasonably necessary” to 
prevent spread of disease, number and types of cases investigated, testing criminal offenders, and public health care 
for those denied insurance or employment. 

Variable # Description 

1092 
1093 
1094 
1095 
1096 

103 

Vote Yes (For) Proposition 103, General Election: 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) YES = 4,853,298 NO = 4,630,689 

Insurance Rates, Regulation, Commissioner. 
Initiative Statute 

I I 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

INSURANCE RATES, REGULATION, COMMISSIONER. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires minimum 20-percent 
rate reduction from November 8, 1987, levels, for automobile and other property/casualty insurance. Freezes rates 
until November 8, 1989, unless insurance company is substantially threatened with insolvency. Thereafter requires 
every insurer offer any eligible person a good-driver policy with %)-percent differential. Requires public hearing and 
approval by elected Insurance Commissioner for automobile, other property/casualty insurance rate changes. 
Requires automobile premiums be determined primarily by driving record. Prohibits discrimination, price-fixing, 
unfair practices by insurance companies. Requires commissioner provide comparative pricing information. Authorizes 
insurance activities by banks. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government impact: 
Would increase Department of Insurance administrative costs by $10 to $15 million in first year, varying thereafter 
with workload, to be paid by additional fees on the insurance industry. State and some local governments would have 
unknown savings from lower insurance rates. Cross premium tax reduction of approximately $125 million for first 
three years offset by required premium tax rate adjustment. Thereafter, possible state revenue loss if rate reductions 
and discounts continue but gross premium tax is not adjusted. 
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Variable # 

State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Description 

1097 Vote Yes (For) 
1098 Vote No (Against) 
1099 Total Votes 
1100 Vote Yes (percent) 
1101 Vote No (percent) 

Proposition 104, General Election: 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 2,391,285 NO = 7,015,155 

104. Automobile and Other Insurance. Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

AUTOMOBILE AND OTHER INSURANCE. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Establishes no-fault insurance for automobile 
accident injuries, covering medical expenses, lost wages, funeral expenses. Accident victim may recover from 
responsible party only for injuries beyond no-fault limits. Prohibits recovery for noneconomic injuries except cases of 
serious and permanent injuries and specified crimes. Reduces rates for certain coverages 20,percent for two years. 
Cancels Propositions 100, 101, 103. Restricts future insurance regulation legislation. Requires arbitration of disputes 
over insurers’ claims practices, limits damage awards against insurers. Prohibits agents and brokers from discounting. 
Increases Insurance Commissioner’s power to prosecute fraudulent claims. Limits plaintiffs’ attorney contingency fees 
in motor vehicle accident cases. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal 
impact: Would increase state administrative costs by about $2.5 million in 1988-89, varying thereafter with workload, 
to be paid by additional fees on the insurance industry. State and some local governments would have unknown 
savings from lower insurance rates and liability limitations. Possible but unknown effect on recovery of workers’ 
compensation. Possible reduction in court costs and court revenues could result from limitations on claims for 
noneconomic damages. Would reduce state revenue from the gross premiums tax by about $25 million a year for two 
fears if no other changes are made in insurance rates. 

Variable # Description 

1102 Vote Yes (For) 
1103 Vote No (Against) 
1104 Total Votes 
1105 Vote Yes (percent) 
1106 Vote No (percent) 

1 Election: Proposition 105, Genera 

November 8, 1988. 

YES = 4,846,681 NO = 4,046,554 

r 105 Disclosures to Consumers, Voters, Investors. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

DISCLOSURES TO CONSUMERS, VOTERS, INVESTORS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Measure requires, as specified, 
the following disclosures: (1) advertisers’ warnings regarding disposal of toxic household products with exceptions; (2) 
notices regarding coverage limits and insurance offeror’s identity on insurance policies to supplement Medicare; (3) 
disclosures in nursing home contracts and advertisements regarding access to State Ombudsman and facility violation 
information; (4) disclosures by initiative and referendum campaign committees as to contributors; and (5) disclosures 
by corporations selling stocks in state whether or not they are doing business in South Africa or with any person or 
group located there. Provides fines for violations. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: The net annual state costs could be up to $550,000 when the measure is fully implemented 
for toll-free telephone lines, development of regulations, and recordkeeping. Costs would be offset by unknown 
amount of fines from violators. 
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State CALIFORNIA 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1988 

Variable # Description 

1107 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 106, General Election: 
1108 Vote No (Against) 
1109 Total Votes November 8, 1988. 
1110 Vote Yes (percent) 
1111 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,288,346 NO = 4,855,829 

.106 I Attorney Fees Limit for Tort Claims. 
Initiative Statute 

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General 

A’lTORNEY FEES LIMIT FOR TORT CLAIMS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Measure places limit on amount of a 
contingency fee an attorney may collect for representing a plaintiff in connection with a tort claim. The fee may be 
no more than 25 percent of first $50,000 recovered, no more than 15 percent of next $50,000 recovered, and no more 
than 10 percent of amount recovered above $100,000. The court may review the fee and reduce it below the stated 
limits if it is not reasonable and fair. Defines amount recovered to calculate fee limitations. Summary of Legislative 
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Fiscal impact on state and local governments is 
unknown and would depend on how attorneys and their clients respond to these contingency limits. The response 
could affect the number of cases filed and settled, and the size of awards. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - I990 

Variable # 

v1112 Vote Yes (For) 
v1113 Vote No (Against) 
v1114 Total Votes 
v1115 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1116 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

XPrimary General 
Date: 61.51~0 

-Special -Other 

YES = 2,613,414 NO = 2,369,377 

HOUSING AND HOMELESS BOND ACT OF 1990. This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred fifty million 
dollars ($150,000,000) to provide funds for a housing program that includes: (1) emergency shelters and transitional 
housing for homeless families and individuals, (2) new rental housing for families and individuals including rental 
housing which meets the special needs of the elderly, disabled, and farmworkers, (3) rehabilitation and preservation 
of older homes and rental housing, and (4) home purchase assistance for first-time homebuyers. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable i/ 

v1117 Vote Yes (For) 
V1118 Vote ~Jo (Against) 
v1119 Total Votes 
v1120 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1121 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

-primary General 
Date: 6/5/?0 

Special Other 

YES = 2,795,091 NO = 2,170,877 

PASSENGER IMIL ANI) CLICAN AlI1 lK1NI) Ac’f 01: 1990. Tllis act provides for a bond issue of one billion dollars 
($l,WO,WO,ooO) to provide funds for acquisition of rights-of-way, capital expenditures, and acquisitions of rolling stock 
for intercity rail, commuter rail, and rail transit programs. Appropriates money from state General Fund to pay off 
bonds. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: If all authorized 
bonds are sold at 7.5 percent and paid over the typical 20 year period, the General Fund will incur about $1.8 billion to 
pay off bond principal ($1 billion) and interest ($790 million). The estimated annual cost of bond principal and 
interest is $90 million. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable /I Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature 

2rimary General 
Date: 6/5/% 

-Special -Other 

YES = 2,627,505 NO = 2,116,439 

v1122 Vote Yes (For) 
V1123 Vote No (Against) 
v1124 Total Votes 
V1125 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1126 Vote No (percent) 

GOVERNOR’S REVIEW OF LEGISLATION. LEGISLATIVE DEADLINES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 
AMENDMENT. Extends Governor’s time to review bills in Governor’s possession after adjournment in first year of 
legislative session, except reapportionment measures, from 12 up to an additiorial 29 days. Statutes subject to 
referenda petitions filed prior to January 1 take effect January 1 or 91 days from enactment, whichever is later. 
Extends, to next working day, 12.day period for Governor to consider bills if 12th day falls on Saturday, Sunday or 
holiday. Changes legislative deadline for consideration of bills introduced in first year of legislative session to January 
31 of second year. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: No 
direct state or local fiscal impact. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable if Description: 

V1127 Vote Yes (For) 
V1128 Vote !Jo (Against) 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

v1129 ‘I’w t31 \‘o tes XI’rimary General 
v1130 Vote Yes (percent) Date: h/5/90 

-Special -Other 

v1131 Vote No (percent) I’1:s = x,931,938 NO = 972,851 

I’HOl’ISI~‘I‘Y TAN !~~Sl~:Ml”I‘ION I:OI{ Sl2VI~:Hl:I,Y I~ISAI~I,I~:D I’IXSONS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 
AhlENDhlENI‘. Rl<,asurc ~.ould pcrlnit 1,cgisl:lturc to :~llo\\~ scvcrcly diwbled homeowners to transfer base year 
values of forlnrr I)rilrury rcsiclolcc,s to rcl~l;tccttlc~ll! tlwc~lli~~gs, ~~~rchascd or newly constructed 011 or after the 

effective tlatc ol tlris IncastIr<‘. ‘Illis 111v:lstlrc \voltltl also c~xclutlc frmn the definition of “nc\vly constructed” the 
constructioll, iost;illatiwl, or rllotlificatiotl of all) Iwrtiurl or structural component of a single or multiple family 
dwelling eligil)l(, for tllr honwom~ner’s cxvznl)tion if such construction, installation or modification is for the purpose of 
making the tl\vcllillg Inore accrssible to swcrt*ly tlisablcd persons. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net 
state and local govcrnrncIlt fiscal inlpact: hlwsurc \vould have no direct state or local fiscal effect because it merely 
authorizes the legislature to irnplerncnt its I)!-ovisions. If impl~mentcd by Legislature, reductions in annual property 
tax collections from tllc reaj,praisal of rq>l:rcc~lllcIIt holIlcs Iwginning iI1 1990-91, would result in property tax revenue 
loss of Ixobably $I nlillion to $2 million per year. I lowever, exclusions of structural improvements for use by disabled 
persons from re;\ppraiwl \vould not rcducc rcvcIluc’s by ;\ significant amount. Cities, counties and special districts 
would bear approxiinately t\vo-thirds of the rcvcuw loss, with the rcmaindcr affecting school districts and community 
college districts. I lowevw, cxistillg law rccluircs the slate to replacc lost education revenues if they caused the amount 
of funding per student to fall below existing levels, as adjusted for inflation. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # 

V1132 Vote Yes (For) 
v1133 Vote No (Against) 
v1134 Total Vo tes 
v1135 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1136 Vote No (percent) 

Description: 

Legislative Constitutional Amendment 

_Wrimary General 
Date: 6/5/?JO 

-Special -Other 

YES = 2,621,023 NO = 2,378,029 

TIIE TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF AND SPENDING LIMITATION ACT OF 1990. This measure would enact 
a statewide traffic congestion relief program and update the spending limit on state and local government to better 
reflect the needs of a growing California population. It would provide new revenues to be used to reduce traffic 
congestion by building state highways, local streets and roads, and public mass transit facilities. This measure would 
enact a 55% increase in truck weight fees and a five-cent-per-gallon increase in the fuel tax on August 1,1990, and an 
additional one cent on January 1 of each of the next four years. This measure updates the state appropriations limit to 
attow for ne~v funding for congestion relief, III~SS transit, health care, services for the elderly, and other priority state 
programs, while still providing ~111 overall limit on state and Iocut spending. This measure would contmue to provide 
ttlat public education and coinrnunity cotlcgcs receive ‘ ,rt least 40% of the state General Fund budget, and would 
provide that rc\cnues in excess of the state appropriations limit are allocated equally between education and 
taxpayers. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # Description: 

v1137 Vote Yes (For) Legislative Constitutional Amendment 
V1138 Vote PJo (Against) 
v1139 Total Votes XPrimary General 
I71140 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90 - 

Special -Other 

v1141 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,994,562 NO = 1,799,519 

STAI‘l’ OI’FICIALS, IPI‘I4ICS, S/ZLARII’S. OPEN MEETINGS. LISGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 
A~lEND~lEN’l‘. Prohibits Irgislators, st:~~cwitle elected orricers from accepting honoraria, or accepting 
compensatiori for rrprcscntitig nnotllcr bck~e a state board or agency. Directs Legislature to enact laws applicable to 
legislators, state\\ride rlrctcrl olhccrs, irrrplrmenting honoraria and compensation Lrrohibitions, limiting acceptance or 
gifts, strerrglherirrrg conflict ia\\ s, I)rolril)iting receilrt of income from lobbymg firms, and prohibiting lobbying for 
compcnsalion \vithin 12 motrths after leaving orrice. Hcpeals current provisions setting salaries, benefits of legislators, 
elected stateivide officials; establishes seven-member Commission, appointed by Governor, to annually establish 
salaries, benehts. nlandatcs open meetings of Legislature, with specified exceptions. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s 
estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Unknown costs to state General Fund, depending on levels 
of satar-ies, benefits established by Citizens Compensation Commission. Relatively minor costs to state for support of 
Commission and enforcing provisions of this measure. 

, n .I’ 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ill 

state: CA 

Description: 

Legislative Statute V1142 Vote Yes (For) 
v1143 Vote No (Against) 
v1144 Total Votes 
v1145 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1146 Vote No (percent) 

-Primary General 
Date: 6/5/vo 

-Special -Other 

YES = 3,897,975 NO = 864,835 

PRACTICE OF CHIROPRACTIC. LEGISLATIVE INITIATIVE AMENDMENT. Amends the Chiropractic Act to 
require annual renewal of chiropractic licenses during a licensee’s month of birth rather than on January 1 of each 
year. Increases penalties for unlawful practice of chiropractic and violation of the Chiropractic Act. Minimum fine is 
increased from $50 to $100. Maximum fine is iucreased from $250 to $750. Possible imprisonment increased from a 
minimum of 30 days and maximum of 90 days to a maximum of six months without specification of a minimum. 
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: State Board of Chiropractic 
Examiuers Fund would incur minor one-time costs in 1990-91 to modify automated license renewal system. Increased 
fines for violation of Chiropractic Act would result in additional revenues to state and local governments. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

v1147 Vote Yes (For) 
V1148 Vote !Jo (Against) 
v1149 To La1 Vo tes 
v1150 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1151 Vote No (percent) 

State: c.4 

Description: 

Legislative Statute 

XPrimary General Other 
Date: 6/5/k 

-Special 

YES = 3,435,095 NO = 1,395,087 

MURDER 01’ A I’I’ACE Ol~‘I~I<:I:R. CRIMINAL PENALTIES. SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCE. PEACE OFFICER 
DEFINI’I‘ION. 1,15c;ISI,ATIVI’ INI’I‘IATIVI’ AMENDMENT. The Briggs Death Penalty Initiative Act defined 
“peace officer” for cases where a defendant is found guilty of first degree murder and the victim was a peace officer. 
No changes have been nlade to this section since its enactment. The Legislature has reclassified peace officers by 
grouping them iuto different categories and has made other changes since 1979. This statute conforms the definition 
found in the Initiative Act to the nelv classifications, thereby increasing the numbers and types of peace officers 
covered by the act. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: 
Increases the number of peace officers for which the special circumstance for first degree murder applies. TO the 
extent longer prison terms result, there will be unknown increases in state costs. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable ii Description: 

V1152 Vote Yes (For) 
VI153 Vote No (Against) 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

v1154 Total Votes 
v1155 Vote Yes (percent) 

X_Primary -General -Special -Other 
Date: 6/5/90 

V1156 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,690,115 NO = 2,026,600 

CRIMINAL LAW. 1NITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.- Amends state Constitution 
regarding criminal and juvettile cases: affords accused no greater constitutional rights than federal Constitution 
affords; prohibits post-indictment preliminary hearings; establishes People’s right to due process and speedy, public 
trials; provides reciprocal discovery; allows hearsay in preliminary hearings. Makes statutory changes, including: 
expands first degree tnurder definition; increases penalty for specified murders; expands special circumstance 
tnurders subject to capital punishtttent; increases penalty for minors convicted of first degree murder to life 
imprisonment without parole; pertttits probable cause finding based on hearsay; requires court to conduct jury 
examination. Sumtttary of Legislative Attalyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The net fiscal 
effect of this tttcasure is uttknown. The ttteasure tnakes several significant changes to the criminal justice system. 
110~ the measure will be implemettted and interpreted is unknown. There may be only a minor fiscal impact on state 
and local governtnents, or there may be a major fiscal impact. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Description: 

v1157 Vote Yes (For) 
V1158 Vote No (Against) 
v1159 Total Votes 
V1160 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1161 Vote No (percent) 

Statutory Initiative 

EPrimary General Special Other 
6/5/% 

- 
Date: 
YES = 2,579,810 No = 2,263,574 

RAII, ?~I~ANSIJ~~I~~A’l’ION. IJONI) A(X’. INITIA’I‘IV1? STATUTE. Authorizes general obligation bond issue of 
$1,99O,ooO,ooO to pro\,idc funds princiIxdIy [or passengt~r and commuter rail systems, with limited funds available for 
public mass transit guidcw:3ys, pilr;ltrilrlsit vclkles, bicycle and ferry facilities, and railroad technology museum. 
Allocates certain atttouttts to spdficd stntc and local cntitics tltrough a grant program adtninistered by the California 
Trattsportation Cotttttrissiott. l’rogratn will require sotnc malching funds frotn local entities. Appropriates money from 
state General Fund to pav off bonds. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estitnate of net state and local government 
fiscal itnpact: If a11 autlto;izcd bonds arc sold at 7.5 percent interest and paid over the typical 20-year period, the 
Getteral Fund will incur about $3.6 billiott in costs to pay off bond principal ($2 billion) and interest ($1.6 billion). T+ 
estimated anttual cost of bond principal and interest is $180 million. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # 

V1162 Vote Yes (For) 
V1163 Vote No (Against) 
V1164 Total Votes 
V1165 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1166 Vote No (percent) 

Description : 

Statutory Initiative 

_Tiprimary -General -Special Other - 
Datez 615190 
YES = 2,572,470 NO = 2,334,900 

WILDLIFE PROTECTION. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Establishes Habitat Conservation Fund. Transfers $30 million 
to Fund annually from existing environmental funds and General Fund. Monies from Fund appropriated to Wildlife 
Conservation Board; Coastal, Tahoe, Santa Monica Mountains Conservancies; state and local parks programs. Funds to 
be used principally for acquisition of deer and mountain lion habitat; rare and endangered species habitat. Remaining 
funding for wctlancls; riparian and aquatic habitat; open space; other environmental purposes. Prohibits taking of 
mountain lions unless for protection of life, livestock or other property. Permit for taking required, but prohibits use 
of poison, leg-hold or metal-jawed traps and snares. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local 
government fiscal impact: For 1990-91, approximately $18 million from Unallocated Account in Cigarette and 
Tobacco Products Surtax Fund and $12 million from General Fund will be transferred to the Habitat Conservation 
Fund, unless Legislature makes transfers from other funds. In subsequent years, General Fund transfers may increase 
if sales of cigarettes and tobacco products decline. Estimated annual costs of managing acquired properties could 
exceed $1 million, supported by.sources other than Habitat Conservation Fund. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # Description: 

V1167 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 
V1168 Vote fJ0 (Against) 
V1169 Total Votes XPrimary General 
v1170 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 

Other 
615790 

-Special - 

v1171 Vote No (percent) YES = 1,615,173 NO = 3,281,178 

LEGISLATURE. REAPPORTIONMENT. ETHICS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND 
STATUTE. Amends state constitutional provisions governing redistricting procedures and criteria for Senate, 
Assembly and Congressional offices. Redistricting plan requires two-thirds vote of each house, approval by voters. 
Reschedules elections for all senatorial offices to second, sixth, tenth years following national census. Amends 
Constitution to create Joint Legislative Ethics Committee, directs Legislature establish ethical standards. Amends and 
adds statutes to: prohibit participation in legislation when legislator has personal interest; require legislators report 
gifts, honoraria of $50 or more; prohibit receipt of gifts from sources employing lobbyists; prohibit lobbying by former 
legislators for one year. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: 
Limit on redistricting expenditures to oue-half of costs of last redistricting (adjusted for cost-of-living changes) could 
reduce state costs by several millions of dollars each decade. However, requirement of electorate vote and possible 
court reapportionment could increase state costs, offsetting part or all of savings. Costs of legislative ethics provisions 
arare probably minor. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative V1172 Vote Yes (For) 
v1173 Vote No (Against) 
I71174 Total Votes 
v1175 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1176 Vote No (percent) 

X-Primary General -Special -Other 
Date: 615130 
YES = i,761,460 NO = 3,105,502 

REAPPORTIONMENT BY COMMISSION. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. 
Amends state Constitution. Requires 12-person Commission, appointed by retired appellate justices, adjust boundaries 
of California Senatorial, Assembly, Congressional, and Board of Equalization districts. Commissioners appointed from 
nominees of non-partisan, non-profit state organizations. Requires Commission review plans submitted by registered 
voters and adopt plan or amended plan which complies with standards. Each district's population may vary no more 
than 1% from average district population. Senatorial districts formed from two adjacent Assembly districts, Board of 
Equalization districts from 10 adjacent Senate districts. Elections held for all Senate and Assembly seats in 1992. 
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Requires Legislature to 
transfer $3.5 million to the Independent Citizens Redistricting Fund in 1990-91 for expenses of commission. Transfers 
thereafter, every 10 years, adjusted for changes in the Consumer Price Index, resulting in the reduction of 
reapportionment costs by several millions of dollars each decade. If Supreme Court undertakes redistricting, state 
costs would increase thereby offsetting part or all of above savings. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii 

v1177 Vote Yes (For) 
V1178 Vote ~Jo (Against) 
v1179 Total Votes 
V1180 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1181 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

-&imary General -Special -Other 
Date: 615790 
YES = 2,714,045 NO = 2,133,996 

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCJ’ION JK)ND ACT OF 1990. This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred fifty 
million dollars ($450,ooO,ooO) to provide funds to relieve overcrowding in the state’s prisons and the Youth Authority 
facilities through new construction. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable f/ Description: 

V1182 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue 
V1183 Vote No (Against) 
V1184 Total Votes 

Vote Yes (percent) 
-Primary -General 

V1185 Date: 6/5/90 
-Special -Other 

V1186 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,687,831 NO = 2,195,889 

HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES J3OND ACT OF JUNE 1990. This act provides for a bond issue of four 
hundred fifty million dollars ($45O,OOO,OUO) to provide funds for the construction or improvement of facilities of 
California’s public higher education institutions, which include the University of California’s nine campuses, the 
California State University’s 20 campuses, the ‘71 districts of the California Community Colleges, the Hastings Collegt 
of the Law the California Maritime Academy, and off-campus facilities of the California State University approved b! 
the TrusteLs of the California State University on or before July 1, 1990. The use of funds authorized under this acl 
includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the construction or improvement of classrooms, laboratories, and libraries 
and the implementation of earthquake and other health or safety improvements. 

IMLLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

VI187 Vote Yes (For) 
V1188 Vote rlo (AgainsL) 
V1189 Fatal Votes 
v1190 
v1191 

Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

state: 

Description: 

Primary General 
Date: - 

- Special -Other 

YES = NO = 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable I 

State: CA 

v1192 Vote Yes (For) 
v1193 Vote No (Against) 
v1194 Total Votes 
v1195 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1196 Vote MO (percent) 

Description: 

Legislative Statute 

-Primary General 
f 

-Special -Other 
Date:11/6 90 
YES = 3,332,755 NO = 3,542,901 

TOXIC CHEMICAL DISCHARGE. PUBLIC AGEN&E!% 
LEGISLATIVE STATUTE 

l The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1966 (Proposition 65) prohibits businesses from 
discharging or releasing into water chemicals known to cause cancer or reproductive toxicity, and 
requires warnings to persons exposed to such chemicals. 

l This measure extends to public agencies, other than publicly owned water systems, the discharge and 
release prohibition and warning requirement. 

l Exempts specified public agencies from discharge and release prohibition during public emergency, to 
protect public health, specified storm water or runoff situations, other circumstances. 

l Exempts specified public agencies from clear and reasonable warning requirements during emergency. 

IIALLOT PKOL'OSALS - 1990 

Variable il 

v1197 Vote Yes (For) 
V1198 Vote I?0 (Against) 
v1199 Total iintpc 
v1200 vote Yes "11 t) 
v1201 Vote No (percenL) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

Primary $eneral 
i?ate:11/6/%J 

Special -Other - 

YES = 4,153,879 NO = 2,884,851 

VETERANS’ BOND ACT OF 1990 
l This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred million dollars ($400,000,000) to provide farm and 

home aid for California veterans. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # Description: 

v1202 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue 
V1203 Vote No (Against) 
V1204 Total Votes 
V1205 

-Primary 
Vote Yes (percent) 

seneral -Special -Other 
Date:11/6/90 

V1206 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,449,401 NO = 3,619,457 

HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES BONDACT OF NOVEMBER 1990 

8 This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred Rfty million dollars ($450,000,000) to provide funds for 
the construction or improvement of facilities of California’s public higher education institutions, which 
include the University of California’s nine campuses, the California State University’s 20 campuses, the 
71 districts of the California Community Colleges containing 107 campuses, the Hastings College of the 
Law, the California Maritime Academy, and off-campus facilities of the California State University 
approved by the Trustees of the California State University on or before July 1, 1990. 

l The use of funds authorized under this act includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the construction or 
improvement of classrooms, laboratories, and libraries, and the implementation of earthquake and other 
health or safety improvements. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii Description: 

VI207 Vote Yes (For) 
V1208 Vote lJ0 (Against) 
v1209 'lotal Votes 
v1210 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1211 Vote No (percent) 

Bond Issue 

Primary XGeneral 
Lte: ii/6/90 

Special Other 

YES = 2,871,183 NO = 4,239,091 

State: CA 

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCIION BOND ACT OF 1990-B 
l This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred fifty million dollars ($450,000,000) to provide funds to 

relieve overcrowding in the state’s prisons and the Youth Authority facilities through new construction. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable # Description : 

v1212 Vote Yes (For) 
V1213 Vote No (Against) 
V1214 Total Votes 
V1215 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1216 Vote No (percent) 

Bond Issue 

-Primary -zenera -Special Other - 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 3,134,875 NO = 3,904,145 

CALIFORNIA-HOUSING BOND ACI- OF 1990 - 

0 This act establishes a comprehensive housing program to address the severe housing crisis in California 
by (a) authorizing the use of funds from the First-Time Home Buyers Bond Act of 1982, under which the 
voters of this state authorized a bond issue of Iwo hundred million dollars ($ZOO,OOO,OOO), to provide 
financial assistance to first-time homebuyers in the form of interest rate subsidies and deferred-payment, 
low-interest second-mortgage loans and (b) providing for a bond issue of one hundred twenty-five 
million dollars ($125,000,000) to provide funds for a housing and earthquake safety program that includes 
financing for: 

(1) the preservation and rehabilitation of the existing stock of rental housing for families and 
individuals, including rental housing which meets the special needs of the elderly and disabled, 

(2) emergency shcltcrs and transitional housing for homeless families and individuals, 
(3) a multifamily mortgage loan and bond insurance program, 
(4) farrnworkcr Ilotlsing, and 
(5) rehabilitation loans to enable unreinforced masonry rental buildings to withstand earthquakes. 

BAI.LOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii 

V1217 Vote Yes (For) 
V1218 I'ote No (Against) 
v1219 Total I'otes 
v1220 Vote Yen (percent) 
v1221 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

Primary XGeneral -Special Other 
Date: 11/6/90 

- 

YES = 3,679,108 NO = 3,424,276 

SCIIOOL FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1990 
. This act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred million dollars ($800,000,000) to provide capital 

outlay, for construction or improvement of public schools. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable d 

v1222 Vote Yes (For) 
V1223 Vote No (Against) 
V1224 Total Votes 
V1225 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1226 Vote No (percent) 

State: GA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

-Primary &General -Special -Other 
Date:11/6/90 
YES = 2,574,002 NO = 4,329,678 

COUNTY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CAPITAL EXPENDITURE 
AND JUVENILE FACILITY BOND ACT OF 1990 

. This act provides for a bond issue of two hundred twenty-five million dollars ($2w,ooO,~) to provide 
funds for the construction, reconstruction, remodeiing, replacement, and deferred maintenance of 
county correctional facilities and county juvenile facilities. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable i/ 

V1227 Vote Yes (For) 
Vl228 Vote EJo (Against) 
V1229 'lb tal L'o tes 
V1230 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1231 Vote No (percent) 

State: GA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

Primary XGeneral Special 
Date: 11/6/90 - 

Other - 

YES = 3,024,141 NO = 3,886,587 

WATER RESOURCES BOND ACT OF 1990 

l This act provides for a bond issue of three huudred eighty million dollars ($38o,ooO,ooO) to provide funds 
for a water resources prograrn and makes changes in the Water Conservation Bond Law of 1988 relating 
to administrative fees and the California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of 1976 relating to loans. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable #/ 

V1232 Vote Yes (For) 
V1233 Vote No (Against) 
V1234 Total Vo tes 
V1235 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1236 Vote MO (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

-Primary =General -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 3,330,877 NO = 3,743,765 

CALIFORNIA PARK, RECREATION, AND WILDLIFE 
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 1990 

l This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred thirty-seven million dollars ($437,000.000~ to provide 
funds for a program of acquiring, developing, rehabilitating, or restoring real property for state md Ioca~ 
pxk, beach, recreation, greenbelt, wildland fire protection, coastal, historic, or museum puryoses. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable # 

V1237 Vote Yes (For) 
V1238 Vote tJo (Against) 
v1239 Total Votes 
v1240 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1241 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

Primary XGeneral -Special Other 
Date: 1116~90 

- 

YES = 1,830,612 NO = 5,100,520 

COUNTY COURTHOUSE FACILITY CAPITAL 
EXPENDITURE ROND ACT Or; 1990 

l This act provides for a bond issue of two hundred million dollars ($2oO,ooO,ooO) to provide funds for the 
construction, rcconstructiou, remodeling, replacement, and deferred maintenance of county courthouse 
facilities. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA 

Variable d 

V1242 Vote Yes (For) 
V1243 Vote No (Against) 
V1244 Total Votes 
V1245 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1246 Vote No (percent) 

Description: 

Bond Issue 

-Primary seneral -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 3,360,443 NO = 3,719,971 

CHILD CARE FACILITIES FINANCING ACT OF lti 
l This act provides for a bond issue of thirty million dollars ($30,000,000) to provide funds for child care 

facilities. 

BALI.OT l'ROPOSALS - 1990 

V1247 Vote Yes (For) 
V1248 Vote ~Jo (Against) 
v1249 Total Votes 
v1250 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1251 Vote No (percent) 

State: 

Description: 

Primary 
Date: 

-General Special -Other - 

YES = NO = 



BALLOT PROPOSALS = 1990 

Variable # 

v1252 Vote Yes (For) 
v1253 Vote No (Against) 
V1254 ‘Ibtal Votes 
V1255 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1256 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Gscription: 

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature 

_Primary Zenera -Special -Other 
Date: 1116790 
YES = 3,225,340 NO = 3,815,030 

LOCAL HOSPITAL DISTRICTS. 
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l This measure would permit the Legislature, by statute, to authorize local hospital districts to acquire and 
own stock of corporations engaging in any health care related business, as defined by the Legislature. 

l Provides that the district shall be subject to the same obligations and liabilities imposed by law upon all 
other stockholders in those corporations. 

l Provides that the amendments do not repeal or otherwise affect an existing statute denying professional 
rights, privileges, and powers to corporations and other artificial legal entities. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable f/ 

V1257 Vote Yes (For) 
V1258 Vote No (Against) 
v1259 Total Votes 
V1260 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1261 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature 

Primary XGeneral -Special -Other 
Date: II/6790 
YES = 3,229,081 NO '= 3,859,304 

MOTOR VEHICLE FUELS TAX. RAIL TRANSIT FUNDING. 
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l This measure would amend the Constitution to authorize expenditures from the revenues raised from 
state-imposed taxes on motor vehicle fuels and fees upon the operation and use of vehicles for the 
acquisition of rail transit vehicles and rail transit equipment which operate only on exclusive public mass 
transit guideways. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS r 1990 

Variable # 

V1262 Vote Yes (For) 
V1263 Vote No (Against) 
V1264 ‘Ibtal Votes 
V1265 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1266 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

constitutional Amendment by Lk+gislature 

-Primary SGeneral -Special -Other 
Date:11/6/90 
YES = 3,001,351 NO = 4,332,827 

ALCOHOLIC BEVEBAGES. TAXES. -fl 
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l Adds to Constitution, alcohol beverage excise tax rates, proceeds payable to General Fund. 
l Increases taxes payable to State General Fund on alcoholic beverages, as of March 1, 1991-beer, from 4 

to 20 cents per gallon; specified wines from 1 to 26 cents per gahon; fortified wines from 2 to 20 cents per 
gallon; distilled spirits from $2.00 to $3.30 per gallon. 

l Amends Constitution to exclude excise surtaxes imposed by this measure from appropriations limit, as 
specified. 

l Provides that tax rate modifications of this measure control over conflicting provisions of Propositions 
134 and 136. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable # 

V1267 Vote Yes (For) 
V1268 Vote No (Against) 
V1269 Total Votes 
V1270 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1271 Vote No (percent) 

State: GA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature 

Primary x General -Special -Other 
Date:11/6/30 
YES = 4,431,687 NO = 2,750,764 

EARTHQUAKE SAFETY. PROPERTY TAX EXCLUSION. 
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

a Amends California Constitution to authorize Legislature to exclude from property tax assessment 
construction or installation of earthquake safety improvements in existing buildings. 

l Authorizes Legislature to define improvements eligible for the exclusion. 
l Existing 15 year exclusion applicable to earthquake safety reconstruction or improvements for specified 

existing unreinforced masonry buildings not affected by this amendment. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS 1 1990 

Variable d 

V1272 Vote Yes (For) 
V1273 Vote No (Against) 
V1274 mtal Votes 
V1275 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1276 Vote No (percent) 

State: GA 

Description: 

Statutory Initiative 

-Primary 
Date: 1116 

-Special -Other 

YES = 2,636,663 NO = 4,760,022 

ENVIRONMENT. PUBLIC HEALTH. BONDS. 
INITIATIVE STATUTE 

, 

l Requires regulation of pesticide use to protect food and agricultural worker safety. 
l Phases out use on food of pesticides known to cause cancer or reproductive harm, chemicals that 

potentially deplete ozone layer. 
l Requires reduced emissions of gases contributing to global warming. Limits oil, gas extraction within 

bay, estuarine and ocean waters. Requires oil spill prevention, contingency plans. 
l Creates prevention, response fund from fees on oil deliveries. 
l Establishes water quality criteria, monitoring plans. Creates elective office of Environmental Advocate. 
l Appropriates %40,000,000 for environmental research. 
l Authorizes $300,000,000 general obligation bonds for ancient redwoods acquisition, forestry projects. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii Description: 

V1277 Vote Yes (For) 
V1278 Vote No (Against) 
v1279 Total Votes 
V1280 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1281 Vote No (percent) 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

-Primary x-General -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 1,982,369 NO '= 5,184,506 

State: CA 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT, PREVENTION, TREATMENT, PRISONS. BONDS. i- 
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE 

l Statutory changes: commencing 1991, appropriates up to $1.9 billion over next eight years to state, 
county, city governments for drug enforcement, treatment, and gang related purposes. 

l Authorizes issuance of $740,000,~ of general obligation bonds for drug abuse, confinement, and 
treatment facilities. 

l Amends state Constitution to provide that specified provisions relating to rights of criminal defendants 
do not abridge right to privacy as it affects reproductive choice. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS r- 1990 

Variable # 

V1282 Vote Yes (For) 
v1283 Vote No (Against) 
~1284 lbtal Votes 
V1285 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1286 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Bond Issue by Initiative 

Primary XGeneral -Special -Other 
Eate: 11/6r90 
YES = 3,528,887 NO = 3,842,733 

FOREST ACQUISITION. TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES. --l 
BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE 

l Authorizes R&year state acquisition program, limited logging moratorium, to permit public acquisition of 
designated ancient forests providing wildlife habitat. 

l Requires wildlife surveys, mitigation measures. Limits logging sites, including those near waterways. 
l Requires state-funded compensation, retraining program for loggers displaced by new regulations, 

acquisitions. 
l Authorizes general obligation bond issue of $742,OQQ,ooO to fund acquisition, other provisions. 
l Limits timber cutting practices, burning of forest residues, on California timberlands. 
l Mandates sustained yield standards. 
l Imposes new timber harvesting permit fees. 
l Revises Board of Forestry membership. 
l Discourages foreign export of forest products. Imposes penalties for violations. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable /I 

V1287 Vote Yes (For) 
V1288 Vote No (Against) 
v1289 Total Votes 
v1290 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1291 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

Primary X-General -Special -Other 
~ate:11/6/90 
YES = 2,723,763 NO = 4,490,973 

LIMITS ON TERMS OF OFFICE. ETHICS. CAMPAIGN FINANCING. 
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. 

a Limits elected statewide officials to eight successive years in office; state legislators, Board of 
Equalization members to twelve successive years. 

l Limits gifts to elected state, local officials. 
l Enlarges conflict of interest prohibitions, remedies applicable to state, local government officials. 
l Prohibits use of public resources for personal or campaign purposes. 
l Authorizes special prosecutors. 
l Establishes campaign contribution limits for elective offices. 
l Provides partial public campaign financing for candidates to state office who agree to specified 

campaign expenditure limits. 
a Substantially repeals campaign ballot measures, 88 and 73, enacted June, 1988. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS 1 1990 

Variable # 

v1292 Vote Yes (For) 
v1293 Vote No (Against) 
v1294 Tbtal Votes 
v1295 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1296 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Dkcription: 

Constititional Amendment by Initiative 

Primary X General -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = x,959,238 NO = 3,140,773 

MARINE RESOURCES. 
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l Establishes Marine Protection Zone within three miles of coast of Southern California. 
l Commencing January 1, 1994, prohibits use of gill or trammel nets in zone. 
l Between January 1, 1991 and December 31, 1993 requires additional permit for use of gill nets or 

trammel nets in zone. 
l Requires purchase of $3 marine protection stamp for fishermen in zone. 
l Establishes permit fees and $3 sportfishing marine protection stamp fee to provide compensation to 

fishermen for loss of permits after January 1, 1994. 
l Directs Fish and Came Commission to establish four new ocean water ecological reserves for marine 

research. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable /I 

v1297 Vote Yes (For) 
V1298 Vote No (Against) 
v1299 Total Votes 
v1300 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1301 Vote No (percent) 

State:CA 

Description: 

Statutory Initiative 

-Primary X-General -Special -Other 
Date: 1x/6/90 
YES = 2,281,937 NO = 4,877,808 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT AND PREVENTION. _I 
TAXES. PRISON TERMS. INITIATIVE STATUTE 

l Establishes Safe Streets Fund in State Treasury. 
l Appropriates funds in account for Anti-Drug Education (42%); Anti-Drug Law Enforcement (40%); 

Prisons and Jails (10%); Drug Treatment (8%). 
l Increases state sales and use taxes % cent for four years starting July 1, 1991; increased funds transferred 

to Safe Streets Fund. 
0 Limits state administrative expenses to 1%. 
l Prohibits early release of persons convicted twice of: murder; manslaughter; rape or sexual assault; 

mayhem; sale, possession for sale, drugs to minors on schoolgrounds or playgrounds; using minors to sell 
or transport drugs. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS 1 I990 

Variable # 

V1302 Vote Yes (For) 
v1303 Vote No (Against) 
v1304 ‘Lbtal Votes 
v1305 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1306 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

-Primary SGeneral Special -Other 
Date:11/6/90 
YES = 2,284,277 NO = 5,076,822 

ALCOHOL SURTAX. CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDslENT. / 
INITIATIVE STATUTE 

l Establishes Alcohol Surtax Fund in State Treasury. 
l Imposes surtax of five cents per 12 ounces beer, 5 ounces most wines, 1 ounce distilled spirits. 
l Imposes additional per unit floor stock tax. 
l Proceeds deposited into Alcohol Surtax Fund. 
l Guarantees 198~QO nonsurtax funding with required annual adjustments, and appropriates Surtax Fund 

revenues for increased funding for alcohol and drug abuse prevention, treatment and recovery 
programs (24%); emergency medical care (25%); community mental health programs (15%); child 
abuse and domestic violence prevention training and victim services (15%); alcohol and drug related 
law enforcement costs, other programs (21%). 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable # 

v1307 Vote Yes (For) 
VI308 Vote No (Against) 
v1309 Total Votes 
v1310 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1311 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Statutory Initiative 

-Primary ZGeneral -Special -Other 
Date:11/6/90 
YES = 2,191,301 NO = 5,015,928 

PESTICIDE REGULATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE 
l Expands state pesticide residue monitoring program for produce, processed foods. 
l Establishes state training, information programs for pesticide users. 
l Mandates review of cancer-causing pesticides. 
l Creates, modifies pesticide-related state advisory panels. 
l Creates state-appointed advocate to coordinate pesticide policies. 
l Eliminates some industry fees for pesticide regulatory programs. 
l Restructures penalties, system of fines, for regulatory violations. 
a Provides for state disposal of unregistered pesticides. 
l Appropriates $5,QOO,QQQ annually through 1995 to fund pesticide-related research. 
l Provides that between competing initiatives regulating pesticides, measure obtaining most votes 

supersedes components of other(s) dealing with pesticide enforcement for food, water and worker 
safet\r. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS 1 1990 

Variable # 

v1312 Vote Yes (For) 
v1313 Vote No (Against) 
v1314 Tbtal Votes 
v1315 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1316 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

Primary IIGeneral -Special -Other 
Eate:11/6/% 
YES = 3,439,621 NO = 3,744,620 

STATE, LOCAL TAJWl-ION. INITIATIVE f? 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l Abolishes per unit basis for special personal property taxes; requires such taxes based on property value; 
limits rate of tax to 1% Of value. 

l Extends 2/3 vote requirement necessary for legislative approval of state general, special taxes to any new, 
or increase in, such taxes, and to voter approval of special taxes through initiative. 

l Requires charter cities to get majority voter approval of new or increased local general taxes. 
l Provides temporary exceptions for disaster relief. 
l States that conilicting measures on November, 1990 ballot, which impose special taxes with less than a/3 

vote, are invalid. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable t 

v1317 Vote Yes (For) 
V1318 Vote No (Against) 
v1319 Total Votes 
V1320 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1321 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

Primary X-General -Special -Other 
~ate:l1/6/90 
YES = 3,157,383 NO = 3,860,756 

INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM PROCESS. / I 
INITIATIVE CONSTITDTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l Prohibits legislative enactment from becoming effective without voter approval of any statute that 
provides the manner in which statewide or local initiative or referendum petitions are circulated, 
presented, certified or submitted to the electors. 

l Also requires voter approval of statutes that establish procedures or requirements for statewide or local 
initiatives or referendums. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS = 1990 State: CA 

Variable # description: 

V1322 Vote Yes (For) 
V1323 Vote No (Against) 
V1324 Total Votes 
V1325 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1326 Vote No (percent) 

Bond Issue by Initiative 

-Primary X-General -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 2,108,389 NO = 5,201,891 

FORESTRY PROGRAMS. TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES. 
BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE 

l Authorizes $300,000,000 general obligation bond issue to hmd, subject to Legislature approval, program 
for loans, grants to public entities, others for forest and park restoration, urban forestry projects, 
reforestation of private timberlands under s,OOO acres. 

. Limits timber cutting practices, requires state-approved timber and wildlife management plans, on 
certain private timberlands exceeding 5,000 acres. 

l Mandates timberland, wildlife, global warming studies. 
l Authorizes state acquisition of designated timberlands, suspends state’s eminent domain power for 

lo-year period over other timberlands. 
l Urges Congress ban foreign timber exports. 
l Provides between competing timber initiative(s) this measure overrides other (s) . 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii Description: 

V1327 Vote Yes (For) 
V1328 Vote No (Against) 
v1329 Total Votes 
v1330 Vote Yes (percent) 
v1331 Vote No (percent) 

State: CA 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

Primary XGeneral -Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 3,867,047 NO = 3,288,144 

PRISON INMATE LABOR. TAX CREDIT. 
INITIATIVE CONSTITlTTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE 

l Amends state Constitution to permit state prison and county jail officials to contract with public entities, 
businesses and others, for inmate labor. 

l Limits inmate labor during strike or lockout situations. 
l Adds statutes requiring state prison director to establish joint venture programs for employment of 

inmates. 
l Requires inmate wages be comparable to non-inmate wages for similar work. 
l Makes inmate wages subject to deductions for: taxes, room and board, lawful restitution fines or victim 

compensation, and family support. 
l Allows inmate’s employer ten percent of wage tax credit against defined state taxes. 



BALLOT PROPOSALS z 1990 State: CA 

Variable # 

V1332 Vote Yes (For) 
v1333 Vote No (Against) 
v1334 Ibtal Votes 
v1335 Vote Yes (percent) 
V1336 Vote No (percent) 

Description: 

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative 

-Primary X-General Special -Other 
Date: 11/6/90 
YES = 3,744,447 NO =3,432,666 

LIMITS ON TERMS OF OFFICE, LEGISLATORS 
RETIREMENT, LEGISLATIVE OPERATING COSTS. 

INITIATIVE CON !XITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

l Persons elected or appointed after November 5,1990, holding offices of Governor, Lieutenant Governor, 
Attorney General, Controller, Secretary of State, Treasurer, Superintendent of Public Instruction, Board 
of Equalization members, and State Senators, limited to two terms; members of the Assembly limited to 
three terms. 

l Requires legislators elected or serving after November 1, 1990, to participate in federal Social Security 
program; precludes accrual of other pension and retirement benefits resulting from legislative service, 
except vested rights. 

l Limits expenditures of Legislature for compensation and operating costs and equipment, to specified 
amount. 

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 

Variable ii 

Vote Yes (For) 
Vote No (Against) 
Total Votes 
Vote Yes (percent) 
Vote No (percent) 

State: 

Description: 

-Primary -General -Special -Other 
Date: 
YES = NO = 


