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State California

REFERENDA

Description

ICPSR State Code 71

County or State Name

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

la: Homeowners' Property Tax Exemption. Legislative

Constitutional Amendment. Provides for minimum exemp-

tion of $750.00 assessed valuation for owner occupiead

dwelling, if owner not granted veteran's or other

exemption. Legislature 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

1: Constitutional Revision. Legislative Constitu-

tional Amendment. Repeals, amends, and revises vari-

ous. provisions of Constitution.relating to public

school system, state institutions and public buildings,

cities apd counties, corporations and public utilities,
Vote Yes (For) (see next page)

CVote No {(Against)



-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

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 ilands located outside of the county, city and

county, or municipal corporation (including any

public district or agency) owning the same, which

Vote Yes (For) (see next page)
Vote No (Against)

1968  Referendum

Bond Issue

General Election, November 5, 1968
Yes = 2,838,730: WNo = 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).)

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, 1968, Frank M. Jordan, Secretary of State
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State California

REFERENDUM

Description:
1968 Referendum

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 5, 1968
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)
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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

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

Vote Yes (For) (see next page)
Vote No (Against)

1968  Referendum

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 5, 1968
Yes = 3,347,233; No = 2,712,847

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)
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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

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, 1968
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)



~10- California

No. 8: (continued) - wuse 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 same purposes as 1its own revenues.

No. 9: (continued) - education and welfare) plus eighty percent of base cost
of people related services (costs 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 tomy 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. # Description
1968 Referendum

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 4, 1968

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

1l: 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.)

24 Vote Yes (For)
25 Vote No (Against)

1968 Referendum

Bound Issue

Primary Election, June 4, 1968

Yes = 2,719,659; 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).)

26 Vote Yes (For)
27 Vote No (Against)
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Source: State of California, Statement of Vote, Consolidated Primary Election,
June 4, 1968, Frank M, Jordan, Secretary of State
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State California

REFERENDA
Var. # Description
1970 Referenda
Bond Issue
Primary Election, June 2, 1970
Yes = 1,940,964; No = 2,368,056
Proposition No. 1.
' ITY OF
m.sbé’;ﬂ'ﬂ“ﬁ&?ﬁ%&?&‘éﬁ"’rﬁm&
. (This act provides fcr a bond issue of two‘h
! forty-six million three hundred th
} (8246,300.000).)
28 Vote Yes (For)
29 Vote No (Against)
1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment
Primary Election, June 2, 1970
Yes = 2,084,722; No = 1,938,980
Proposition No. 2.
PARTI . .
T S o IO Looi, sove e, Lo
ious provisions of Constitution relating to iocal government.
30 Vote Yes (For)
31

Vote No (Against)
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State California

REFERENDA
Var. # Description
1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment
—Primary Election, June 2, 1970 ===
Yes = 688,372; No = 2,332,791
Proposition No. 3.

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION. Legislative Constitut:onal Amend-
ment. Revises provisions of (‘oustxt_mon relating to punhc ntithueas, corpora-
tions, and water use. Legislature may increase memm-amp of Pu l'c Utiiities
C umbers provisions relatmg to State lendicg its credit and

, owning corporate stock.
32 Vote Yes (For)
33 .
Vote No (Against)
1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment
Primary Election, June 2, 1970
Yes = 1,940,211; No = 2,063,603
Proposition No. 4.

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION. Legisietive Constitutional Amend-
ment. Deletes from Constituticn provisions relating to state institutions and
pubhc bmldmgs and provm&ns nhtmg b‘: land, and homestead exemption. Re-

r.
34 Vote Yes (For)
35

Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. i Description

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 2, 1970

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

Proposition No. 5.

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION: FUTURE CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENTS, STATE CIVIL SERVICE. siative Constitutional M
ment. Permits Legula'.ure to revise its pro constitutional changes before
submission to electorate. Revises civil service provisions to exempt intess
of Lieutenant Governor and one employee of Public Utilities

36 Vote Yes (For)
37 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 2, 1970

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

Proposition No. 6.

STATE QND COUNTY BOARDS OF EDUCA’{‘ION TE?TBOOKS Loohllt‘!vo
provide

ﬁon of State Board of Ednmhon snd county boards. State board shlll adopt text-

books for grades one through eight to be furnished free.

38 Vote Yes (For)
39 Vote No (Against)



#

Var.

40
41

1970

16

State California

REFERENDA

Description

Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 2, 1970

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

Proposition No. 7.

‘ RATE ON STATE BONDS. Legislative Constitutional Amendment.
mffﬁ?ﬂ obligation bonds of State heretofore or hereafter authorized are offered
for sale and not sold Legielature may by two-thirds vote raise maximum n:: of

i all unsold bonds. Ratihies legislati reasing a
:::x: :: bond‘:l;‘rom 5% to0 7% and eliminating maximum rate on bond anticl-

pation notes,

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.

42
43

TAXATION FOR SCHOOLS AND SOCIAL WELFARE. Initiative Constitutional Amendment. Requires State
provide from sources other than property taxes not less than 5677 of costs for public schools. exclusive of eapital
outlay and federal funds, and 909, of costs for social welfare services, exclusive of federal participation, and costs
for new county services required by State law. State funds for public schools shall be apportioned in accordanes
with price index and other require ts. Increases mi homeowners' property tax exemption from $750 to
$1000. if this proposed initiative is adopted undefined additional financing from state sources in the a J
amount of $1,130,000,000 for 1970-1971, will be required, and this cost will i lly thereaft

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1970 Referenda

Bond Issue

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 4,394,433; No - 1,431,703

Proposition 1.

THE CLEAN ‘AATER BOND LAW OF

handred fifty million doilars ($250,000,000) to

1970. THis act provades for a bond issue of two
rrovide funds for water pollution control.

YA Vote Yes (For)
45 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 2.

VACANCIES IN SPECIFIED CONSTITUTIONAL

OFFICES. Leglslatnve Constitutional A
ment. Provides Supreme Court has exclusive
Jun.d'c ion to determine questions of vacancy

1 offices of Lieutenant Governor, Attorney
General. Controller, Secretary of State, Treas-
urer, and Superintendent of Publie [nstruction

and authority to raise such questions vested in
L body provided by statute,

46 Vote Yes (For)
47 Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. # Description
_1970  Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes - 3,015,932; No - 2,482,194

Proposition Nog. 3.

STATE BUDGET. Legislative Constituti

Amendment. Commcuciug in 1572, requires
Governor to submit budget to Lezislature within
fist ten days, rather than first thirty days, of :

each regular session and requires Legislature to
pags budget by Juna [5th of each year.

48 Vote Yes (For)
49 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 4.

,APPROPNAHON FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS. :
Legis! Constitutional Amendment. Author-

hoois prior to passage of budget bill if deisyed.

1} : €
l izes Legislature to make appropristion ior pubiic

50 Vote Yes (For)
51 Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. i Description

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 3,733,148; No = 1,806,443

Proposition No. 5.

R - .- -

REGENTS UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA:
PUBLIC MEETiNGS. Legislative Constitutional |
Amendment. Kequires meetings of the Regents

i to be public, with exceptions and notice req;
+  ments as Legislature may provide.

52 Vote Yes (For)

53 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 3,670,780; No = 1,714,935

Proposition No. 6.

TEACHERS RETIREMENT FUND: INVBT.
MENTS. Legisiative Constitutional Amend-
ment. Deletes exclusion of Teachers’ Rcin.

ment Fund from provision suthorizi
ment of portion of public retirement
specific lecumnel

54 Vote Yes (For)

55 Vote No (Against)
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State California

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 2,700,857; No = 2,660,524

Proposition No. 7.

STATE COLLEGES: SPEAKER MEMBER OF

GOVERNING BODY. Legislative Constituti
A d Provides Speaker of the A bly

shall be ex officio member of any agency charged :

with administration of State ege System.

56 Vote Yes (For)
57 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 8.

———————"7 $UPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUC-
TION. L ative C. o a o
Authorizes one additional Deputy Superintend-

ent of Public Instruction exempt from civil serv-
ioe, i

58 Vote Yes (For)
59 Vote No (Against)
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State California

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1970  Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 2,421,978; No = 2,825,472

Proposition No. 9.

COURTY SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS.
1 itutional Amendment. Board of

i

1] vel

|  Supervisors in each noncharter county, or in
| those counties uniting for joint superintendent,

may provide by ordinance spproved by electore
ste for appointment rather than election of
county superintendent of schools,

60 Vote Yes (For)
61 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 10.

! INTEREST RATE LIMITATION. Amends and
. renumbers Section 22 of Article XX of the State |
Constitution to provide, subject to limitations
the Legislature may 1mpose, that loans over one

!
——
hundred thousand doliars ($100,000) may be
~ made to corporations or partnerships without
e regard to restrictions of such section.

62
63

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. Description
1970 Referenda
Referenda

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 11.

! cHIROPRACTORS: RULES. A of
Chiropractic Initiative Act, submitted by Legis-
lature. Authorizes Board of Chiropractic !“x-

aminers to adopt specified ruies and regulations
governing chiropractics aud specifies procedure
by which rules are to be adopted, amended, re-
pealed, or established.

64 Vote Yes (For)
65 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 SUPERVISORS,
Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Pro-
. vides that county governing body, rather than

Legislature, shail prescribe p ion of its
b by an ordi that is subject to
referendum. )
66 Vote Yes (For)

67 Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 4,747,341; No = 939,384

Proposition No. 13.

TAX EXEMPTION FOR DISABLED VETERANS

AND BLIND VETERANS. Legislative Consti-
tutional Amendment. Increases property tax
exemption for totally disabled veteran to $10,000

and extends this exemption to widow until re-
marriage. Extends blind veteran's exemption to
home owned by corporation in which he is share-

bolder and entitled thereby to possession.

68 Vote Yes (For)
69 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 2,847,620; No = 2,382,148

Proposition No. 14.

TATE CIVIL SERVICE. Legisiative Constitu-
tional Amendment. Continues existing civil serv-
jce system, revises language and removes certain
provisions. Requires additional positions be civil
service and removes certain positions from civil

service.

70
71

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

Yes = 3,008,478; No = 2,084,421

Proposition No. 15.

| PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISIPN.
Legislative Constitutional Amendment. R

| amends and repeals various miscellaneous peo-

————  visions of Constitution relating toseat of govern-

ment, separate property, hours of labor, mini-
mum wages, discrimination bssed on sex, elec-
tions, terms of office, duels, and other matt

72 Vote Yes (For)
73 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 16.

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS, Legisia-
ve I A d i

] ' Authorizes
Legislature, by two-thirds vote, to amend or
withdraw a proposed constitutional amendment

or revision submitted by it. Provides initiatives,
referendums, and legislative proposals take effect

day alter election, unless measure provides other-

wise. Revises procecure for constitutional con-
vention.

74 Vote Yes (For)
75 Vote No (Against)
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State California

REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1970 _ Referenda

_Constitutional Amendment

Generel Election, November 3, 1970

s = 3,591,461; No = 1,563,940

Proposition No. 17.

PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION. Leg-
islative Constitutional Amendment. Repeals

} obsolete provisions relating to social welfare.
H

76 Vote Yes (For)

77 Vote No (Against)

1970 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 18.

MOTOR VEHICLE TAXATION AND REV.

ENUES. Legislative Constitutional Amend-

ment. Authorizes use of revenues from _motor
vehicle fuel tax aud license fees for N of
environmental pcllution  caused by motor
vehicles, and for public tnnspomtmn luludxu

mass transit systems, upon app
in area sffected, such e:lpendnum hlmhd to
259 of revenues generated in ares, also 25%, of

Eonmned to city or county may be
\ned for suc

78 Vote Yes (For)

79 Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. Description
1970 _ Referenda
Eaferenda

General Election, November 3, 1970

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

Proposition No. 19.

USURY. A d of Usury Law Initiative Act, Submitted by Legisiature.
Deletes present misdemeanor penalty provisions for charging interest in
excess of specified limits. Adds felony penalty provisions for an uniice
or d person making or negotiating a loan providing for interest
in excess of limits set by law. :

80 Vote Yes (For)
81 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 WILDLIFE ENHANCE-

IVENT BOND ACT. This act provides for a bond issue of sixty millioa
Moilars ($60,000,000) to be used to meet the recreation and fish and wildlifs

fenhancement requirements of the people of this state bly planning and
fdeveloping facilities for recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement
rposes.

82 Vote Yes (For)
83 Vote No (Against)
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State California
REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1972  Referenda

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 6, 1972
Yes = 3,780,338; No = 1,991,731

Proposition 1:

! THE VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1971. This Act provides for a bond
- is:&e of two hundred fifty million dollars ($250,000,000) to provide farm
and home aid for California veterans.

84 Vote Yes (For)
85 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 6, 1972
Yes = 3,102,047; No = 2,666,250

Proposition 2:

——— THE STATE SCOHOOL BUILDING AID AND EARTHQUAKE RE. —

| DOONSTRUCTION AND REPLACEMENT BOND LAW OF 1972, This

Act provides for a bond issue of three hundred fifty million dollars

($350,000,000) to provide eapital outlay for construction or improvement
of public schools.

86 Vote Yes (For)
87 Vote No (Against)
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State _ California

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972
s = 2,899,685; No = 3,698,955

Proposition 3:

tmn'r TO ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. Legislative Oomstitutional
Amendment. Amends Constitution to provide that a defendant ™
has the right to have the assistance of eounsel in any criminal
prosecution. Deletes provision giving defendant the right to defend
himself without counsel and authorizes Legislature to require a
defendant in a felony case to have the assistance of counsel. —_—

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

1972 Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972
s = 3,378,579; No = 2,123,372

Proposition 4:

OPEN PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY. Legislative Constitutional Amend-
ment, Requires Legislature to provide for open presidential pri-
mary in which candidates on ballot are those found by Secretary
of State to be recognized candidates throughout nation or California ———
for office of President of the United States and such candidates
whose names are placed on ballot by petition. Excludes any candi- ———
date who has filed affidavit that he is not a candidate.

90 Vote Yes (For)
91 Vote No (Against)
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State ___cCalifornia

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972
Yes = 3,408,319; No = 2,158,627

Proposition 5:

AP*OIN‘I’II!T OF REGENTS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA.
- X ve Oonstitutional Amiendment. Requires that appointments
to the Regents of the. University of California by the Governor be

' approved by a majority of the membership of the Senate.. -

92 Vote Yes (For)

93 Vote No (Against)

1972  Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

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

Proposition 6:

- NLTVIAL’I!ID OCITIZEN VOTING ELIGIBILITY. Legislative Consti-

" tutional Amendment. Eliminates existing provision in Constitution
| requiring naturaliged citizen to be naturalized for 90 days prior to
| beeoming eligible to vote.

94 Vote Yes (For)
95 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972

Yes = 3,769,524; No = 1,793,369

Proposition 7:

—_— *ALULT!OI OF BINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS FOR TAX PUR- ——

POBSES. Legislative Oonstitutional Amendmant. Provides.that

Legislature may prohibit the valuation of single-family dwellings

for purposes of preperty taxation at any value greater than that

ing.

which would reflect use of property as site for.single-family dwell-

96 Vote Yes (For)

97 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Legislative Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972

Yes = 3,901,454; No = 1,397,331

Proposition 8:

___ OHIROPRACTORS. Legislative Amendment. Amends several sections
of the Cluropmtxc Initiative Aet. Provides that members of the
Board of Chiropractic Examiners shall be citizens of the United
BStates anid have resided and been licensed Chiropraetors in California |
for at least five years. Deletes provision that District Attorneys are
reqmred to prosecute violations of the Chiropraetic Act. Revises
examindtion procedure. Makes other nonsubstantive changes in
that Act. Financial impact: This measure does not involve any sig-
nificant cost or revenue considerations.

98 Vote Yes (For)
99 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA
r 4L -~ . )
Var. # Description
1972 Referenda
Injitiative
Primary Election, June 6, 1972

Proposition 9:

ENVIRONMENT. Initiative. Specifies permiasible composition and gual-
ity of _gasoline and other fuel for internal eombustion engines.
Authorizes shutting down of businesses and factories violating air
pollution standards. Imposes restrictions on leasing and extraction
of oil 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
enforcement offieials from haviug eonflicting interests. Provides for
_relief by injunction and mandate to prevent violations. Imposes
penal sanctions and civil penalties. '

100 Vote Yes (For)
101 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Legislative Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1972

Yes = 3,384,238; No = 1,762,483

Proposition 10:

——— PARTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL REVIBION. Legislative Constitutional
Amendment. Adds, amends, transfers, and repeals several mis-
cellaneous provisions of the Constitution. Adds. section allowing
city charter to make provisions regarding members of boards of
edncation. Amends sections relating to penal institutions and water
rates. Transfers sections relating to lending of credit, corporations,
and ownership of corporate shares by State and public agencies.
Repeals provisions relating to corporations, holding large tracts
of unimproved land, granting of State lands to settlers, and other
miscellaneous sections. Financiak impaet: This measure does not
involve any signifieant cost or revenue considerations.

102 Vote Yes (For)
103 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Bond Issue

General Election, November 7, 1972
Yes = 4,438,197; No = 3,364,631

Proposition 1:

TO PROVIDE PUBLIC COMMUNITY OOLLEGE FACILITIES.
——— (This act provides for a bond issue-of one hundred sixty million dollars

$160,000,000).)
104 Vote Yes (For)
105 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Bond Issue

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 4,657,810; No = 3,108,550

Proposition 2:

Bom TO PROVIDE HEALTH SCIENCE FACILITIES. (This act
provides for a bond issue of one hundred fifty-five million nine hundred
thousand dollars ($155,900,000).) : C

106 Vote Yes (For)
107 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

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

Proposition 3:

*vnonnrru. POLLUTION BOND AUTHORIZATION. Logisla-
tive Constitwtional Amendment. Authorises ture to pro- ——
vide for issuance of revenue bonds, not secured by taxing power
of state, to finance umm.huyausuuwhm and ingtallation of
environmental pollution eontrol facilities, and lone or sale of
—_____ same to persons, assoeiations, or ocrpouﬁoml, municipal
corporations. Financial impnct No direct cost.

108 Vote Yes (For)

109 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972
s = 4,521,981; No = 2,906,291
Proposition 4:

LEGISLATIVE IIORGMATIOK . Legislative Constitutional Amend-

—_— | ment. Amemds and adds various eonstitutiomal promonl to pre-
‘ vide for or affect two-year legislative seasions, automatic adjourn-

ment, special sessions, recesses, effective date of statutes, limitation

on time for introduction of bills and presentation to Governor,

budget bill time limits and procedure, vetoes, Governor’s annual

report, pardons, and legislators’ terms and retirement. Financial

impaet: Cost decrease $istate of betwee@@$16,500 and 460,000 per

year. m—

110 Vote Yes (For)
111 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 4,417,732; No = 3,121,040

Proposition 5:

SOHOOL DISTRICTS. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Permits

—_— Legislature to authorize governing boards of all school districts to —
initiate and carry on any programs, activities, or to otherwise act

in any manner which is not in eonflict with laws and purposes for
which sehool districts are established. Financial impact: None in

absence of implementing legislation. —

112 Vote Yes (For)
113 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda
__Constitutional Amendment =
__General Election, November 7, 1972 =~
__Yes = 4,855,713; No = 2,503,627

Proposition 6:

m.unom CONBTITUTIONAL REVIBIONS. Legislative Oon-
—_— stitutional Amendment. Deletes certain constitutional provisions ——
and reinserts them in other articles. Deletes provision limiting
four-year maximum terms of officers and commissions when terms —
not provided for in Constitution. Prohibits reduction of elected
state officers’ salaries during term. Permits Legislature to deal ______
with tax matters in connection with changes in state boundaries.
Requires Legislature to provide for working of convicts for benefit
of state. Financial impact: None.

114 Vote Yes (For)
115 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

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

Proposition 7:

ELECTIONS AND PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY. Legislative Constitu-
tional Amendment. Requires Legislature to provide for primary
elections for partisan offices, including an open presidential pri-
mary. Provides that a United States citizen 18 years of age and
resident of this state may vote in all elections. Declares certain
offices nonpartisan. Provides for secret ballot. Requires Legisla-
ture to define residence, provide for registration and free elections,
prohibit improper election practices, and remove election privileges
of certain persons. Financial impact: None.

116 Vote Yes (For)
117 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 2,074,255; No = 5,571,995

Proposition 8:

TAX EXEMPTION FOR ANTI-POLLUTION FACILITIES. Legislative
—_— ‘F Comstitutional Amendment. Authorises Legislature to exempt
from-ad valorem taxation facilities which remove, eliminate, re-
duce or contrel air, water or noise pollution to or in excess of
required by state or local requirements and to provide
state subventions to local governments. for revenues lost by reason
of such exemptions. Financial impaet: None in absence of imple-
menting legislation.

118 Vote Yes (For)
119 Vote No (Against)
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State ____ California

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 4,220,625; No = 3,530,071

Proposition 9:

BOND VOTE FOR STRUCTURALLY UNSAFE SCHOOL BUILDINGS.
Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Permits approval by ma- —
jority vote, rather than two-thirds vote, to pass bond issue for

. purpose of repairing, reeonstructing, or replacing structurally un-
safe public school buildings. Financial impact: No direct cost but
increased use of bonded debt due te reduced requirement for voter
approval is anticipated.

120 Vote Yes (For)
121 Vote No (Against)

__ 1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972
Yes = 7,088,300; No = 838,366

Proposition 10:

BLIND VETERANS TAX EXEMPTION. Legislative Constitutional
~  Amendment. Permits Legislature to increase property tax exemp-
tion from $5,000 to $10,000 for veterans who are blind due to
service-connected disabilities. Financial impact: Nominal decrease ———
in loeal government revenues. '

122 Vote Yes (For)
123 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA
Var. # Description
1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 4,861,224; No = 2,871,342

Proposition 11:

RIGHT OF PRIVACY. Legislative Oonstitutional Amendment. Adds
right of privacy to inalienable rights of people. Financial impact :
None. .

124 Vote Yes (For)

125 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment
__General Election, November 7, 1972 =
Yes = 7,100,443 No = 812,286

—Proposition 12:
Dmm VETERANS TAX EXEMPTION. Legisiative Constitu-
tignal Amendment. Permits Legislature to extend disabled vet-
erans tax exemption to totally disabled persons suffering service-
connected loss of both arms, loss of arm and leg, or blindness —
mbﬁheyumdlouofdtheramu-hg lxtendnaxemptlonto
either surviving spouse. Financial impaet: Nominal decrease in ———
local government revenues.

126 Vote Yes (For)
127 Vote No (Against)
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State ___ california

REFERENDA
Var. # Description

1972 _ Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 5,632,332; No = 2,121,053

Proposition 13:

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION. Legislative Constitutional Amend-
lul’t. Gives Legislature power to provide for payment of work-
men’s eompensation award to state on death, arigsing out of and
in eourse of employment, of employee without dependents. Permits
such av.var(.is to be used for extra subsequent injury compensation.

neial impaet: If implemented, would decrease state costs ap-
proximately $1,800,000 per year.

128 Vote Yes (For)
129 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Iniative Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 2,700,095; No = 5,213,485

Proposition 14:

PAXATION. Initiative Constitutional Amendment. Establishes ad va-
_— lorem property tax rate limitations for all purposes except pay-
ment of designated types of debts and liabilities. Eliminates prop-
erty tax for,welfare purposes, limits property tax for education,
and requires state funding of these functions from other taxes.
Increases sales, use, cigarette, distilled spirits, and corporation
taxes. Decreases state taxes on insurance companies and banks and
local sales and use taxes. Requires severance tax on extraction of
minerals and hydrocarbons. Requires two-thirds vote of Legisla-
ture to inerease designated taxes. Restricts new exemptions from
property tax to those approved by election. Financial impact: A
net ascertainable decrease in revenues to state and local govern-

ment in excess of $1,233,000,000 per year.

130 Vote Yes (For)
131 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA
Var. f# Description

1972 Referenda

Initiative Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972
Yes = 2,539,611; No = 5,271,067

Proposition 15:

STATE EMPLOYEE SALARIES. - Initiative Constitutional Amendment.

_— Requires State Personnel Board, University of California Regents, ——
and State University and College Trustees semiannually to deter-

mine prevailing. rates in private and public employment for

sexvices comparable to those performed by state employees, and

recommend to Governor adjustments to state employee salaries

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 relation matters. Financial impact: Indeterminable but

potential major cost increase. : —_—

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

1972 Referenda

Initiative Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972
Yes = 3,071,926; No = 4,782,368

Proposition 16:

uums CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL. Initiative Constitu.
-_— tional Amendment. Requires State Personnel Board to: (1) de-
termine maximum salary for each class of policemen or deputy
sheriff in each city and county within state, (2) adjust salaries ———
of uniformed members of Highway Patrol to at least the maximum
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. These
budget provisions can be modified or stricken only by two-thirds
vote of Legislature voting solely on this issue. Financial impact :
Indeterminable but potential major cost inerease.

134 Vote Yes (For)
135 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Initiative Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

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

Proposition 17:

DEATH PENALTY. Initiative Comstitutional Amendment. Amends
—_— California Oouﬁmhontoprvvideth;tdlmte statutes in effect

‘Webruary 17, 1972 posing, or relating to
death pelulty mm and nb)nt to legislative
amendment or repeal by statute, initiative or referendem; and

that death penalty provided for under those state statutes shall .

not be deemed to be, or constitute, infliction of eruel or unusual
punflhments within meaning of California Constitution, article I,
section 6, nor shall such punishinent for such offenses be deemed
to’ eontrtvene any other provision of California Constitution.
Financial impact : None.

136 Vote Yes (For)
137 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Initiative Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1972

s = 2,603,927; No = 5,503,888

Proposition 18:

Om LEGISLATION. Initiative. Amends, deletes, and adds
- ' Penal Code statutes relating to obscenity. Deﬁnes nudlty, obscen-
ities, sadomasechistic abuse, sexual conduect, sexual excitement and
other related terms. Deletes “redeeming social importance” test.
Limits “contemporary standards” test to local area. Creates mis-
demeanors for selling, showing, producing or distributing specified
prohibited materials to adults or minors. Permits local govern-
mental agencies to separately regulate these matters. Provides for
tounty jail term and up to $10,000 fine for violations. Makes sixth
conviction of specified misdemeanors a felony. Creates defenses
and presumptions. Permits injunctions and seizures of materials.
Requires speedy hearing and trial. Financial impact: None.

138 Vote Yes (For)
139 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1972 Referenda

Initiative

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes = 2,733,120; No = 5,433,393

Proposition 19:

MARIJUANA. Initiative. Removes state penalties for personal use.
—_— Proposes a statute which would provide that no person eighteen
years or older 'shall be punished criminally or denied any right

or privilege because of his plnntlng, cultlvatmg, lmrvestmg, dry-

mg, processmg, otherwise preparlng, transportmg, possessing or

using iarijuana. Does not repeal existing, or limit future, legis-

lation prohibiting persons under the influence of marijuana from

engaging in conduct that endangers others. Financial impact:

None.
140 Vote Yes (For)
141 Vote No (Against)

1972 Referenda

Initiative

General Election, November 7, 1972

Yes - 4,363,375; No = 3,548,180

Proposition 20:

domn. ZONE CONSERVATION ACT. Initiative. Crestes State
Coastal Zone Conservation Commission and six regional commis-
sions. Sets criteria for and requires submission of plan to Legis-
. lature for preservation, protection, restoration and emhaneément.
of environment and ecology of coastal zone, as defined. Establishes
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-
gional commission. Prescribes standards for issuance or denial of
permits. Act terminates after 1976. This measure appropriates five
million dollars ($5,000,000) for the period 1973 to 1976. Financial
impact: Cost to state of $1,250,000 per year plus undeterminable
local government administrative costs.

142 Vote Yes (For)
143 Vote No (Against)
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REFERENDA

Description

Referenda

Initiative

General Election, November 7, 1972

s = 4,962,420; No = 2,907,776

Proposition 21:

Mumormnuromoou Initiative. Adds

tion to Education Code providing: ‘No public school student lhlﬁ,
because of his race, ereed,oreolor,benmgnedtoorberqu:edto
attend a partmuhr sclicel.” Repeals section establishing poliey
that racial and ethnic imbalance in pupil enrollment in public
schools shall be prevented and eliminated. Repeals section which
(1) establishes: factors for consideration in preventing or ehm-

nating racial or ethnic imbalances in public schools; (2) requires
‘school districts to report numbers and percenugu ‘of racial and-

ethnie groups im each schaol ; and (3) requires districts to develop

—————— plans to remedy jmbalances. Financial impaect: None

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

Referenda

Initiative

General Election, November 7, 1972

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

Proposition 22:

TURAL LABOR RELATIONS. Iﬁﬁlﬁn. Sets forth per-
ble and prokibited lsbor relation -activities of agricuitural
foyers, employees, organisations. Makes

abor practices. Creates Agricultural Labor Relstions Board with
wer to certify organizations as bargaining representatives, con-
uct elections therefor, prevent unfair labor practices, and investi-
g::,te and hold hearmgs relating to enforcement of Act. Provides
ard’s orders are reviewable and enforceable by courts. Provides
terference with Board’s performance of duties or commission -of
fined unlawful acts is punishable by fine and/or imprisonment.
ancial impact: Cost inecrease to state of $600,000 per year.

specified
of strikes, ﬁduﬁnmlmgngmﬂ-unhwhdlhﬁununhm«——————

Var. #

1972
144
145

1972
146

147

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)
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148
149
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REFERENDA

# Description

1973 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Special Election, November 7, 1973

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

TAX AND EXPENDITURLC LIMITATIONS. Initiative Constitutional

A d t. Limi‘s State expenditures; restricts use of defined surplus
revenue to tax reductions, refunds, or emergencies. Constitutionally
eliminates personal income tax for iower income persors, reduces others’
1973 tax up 1o 209 from surpius. and reduces subsequent year rates 733%.
Requires two-thirds legislative vote for new or changed State taxes.
Limits local properiy tax rates except school districts’. Requires State
funding cf new programs mandated to local governments. Provides for tax
and expenditure limit adjustments when functions transferred. Contains
special indebtedress oblization provisions. Allows local tax rate and ex-
penditure limit increases upon voter approval. Summary of legislative
analyst financial impact estimate: $170,000,000 aupual reduction in State
tax revenues and probable undeterminable future revenue reductions;
reduction in projected State program expenditures of estimated $620,000 -
000 in first year to $1,366,000,000 in fourth year and increasing thereafter,
with probable substantial offsetting coet and tax increascs to iocal gov-
ernment. The initiative provision exempting certain low income persons
from income taxes and granting a one-time 209 credit on 1973 income
taxes for all taxpayers has been accomplished by legislation passed August
23, 1973, granting low income persons exemptions and granting others a
1973 tay credit ranging from 20 to 35%.

Vote Yes (For)

1111

Vote No (Against)

Referenda

T

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)



Var. #

150
151

152
153
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REFERENDA

Descriptiocn

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.

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974

Yes = 3,803,890 No = 1,418576

Charters for Co ies iti i i i~

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

of State Constitution to provide tha i ou

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

majorityv of its electors voting, and without approval

of the Legislature. Makes charter, or changes thereto,

effective upon filing with the Secretary of State.

(continued)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
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California

Constitutional Amendment #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.



Var. #

154
155

156
157
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REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment
General FElection November 5, 1974 ==

Yes = 2,194,856 No = 2,895,260

Postsecondarvy 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 invelves 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)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
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Constitutional Amendment #4& continued:

appointment of cne 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.



Var. #

158
159

160
161
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974
Yes = 3,263,689 No = 2,127,287

Residence of Local Government Emplovees, Legislative

Constitutional 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,

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

countvy, or district. Emplovees may be required to reside

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

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Agailnst)

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974
Yes = 4,422,540 No = 949,136

Property Tax Exewptions, Legislative Constitutional

Anendment. 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)
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Constitutional Amendment #5 continued:

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

Constitutional Amendment #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.



162
163

164
165

i

Var.
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REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974

Yes = 3,567,443 No = 1,495,929

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 English, provision that court may grant

(continued)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

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 exeémptions therefrom, provisions for

specially assessing property for tax purposes, and

provisions for insurance, bank, corporation and income

taxes and subventions to local goveranment. Revises
(continued)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
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Constitutional Amendment #7 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 actioms,
provisions regarding right to sell or rent real property, provisions
concerning acquisition of lands for public improvements. Financial impact:

No increase in governmment costs.

Constitutional Amendment #8 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.



Var.

166
167

168
169
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

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 Comstitution, 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)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

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 #10 continued:

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

government costs.
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REFERENDA

Var. # ) Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974
Yes = 2,630,958 No = 2,586,035

Miscellaneous Language Changes Regarding Gender.

Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Amends

Constitution to recast various terms presently

couched in the masculine gender to refer to the

"person" or official referred to and makes other

minor, nonsubstantive language changes. Financial

impact: mnone.

170 Vote Yes (For)
171 Vote No (Against)

_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 XIT relating to regulation

of public utilities. Transfers to Article XX certain

provisions relating to franchises. Grants Legislature

plenary power to confer additional authority om 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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California

Constitutional Amendment #12 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 California

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

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

174 Vote Yes (For)
175 Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

General Election November 5, 1974
Yes = 2,452,987 No = 2,533,969

State College System. Legislative Constitutional

Mendment. 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 Vote Yes (For)
177 Vote No (Against)
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California

Constitutional Amendment #14 continued:

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

Minor, if any, state costs.
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State California

REFERENDA

Var. i 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 public body from developing,

constructing 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)

178 Vote Yes (For)
179 Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda
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 Vote Yes (For)
181 Vote No (Against)
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California

Constitutional Amendment #15 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.



Var., #

182
183
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda

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 substantially diminish the public use or

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

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
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California

Constitutional Amendment #17 continued:

Does mot 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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State California

REFERENDA

Description

Var. #.
1974 Referenda
Bond Issue
Primary Election, June 4, 1974
Yes = 2,672,874; No = 1,787,557
Proposition 1:
au%ﬁﬁmﬁiﬁﬁ¥ﬁé%mi
CAL FACILITIES BOND AGT OF |
oo by e ey e g0 |
Lurs (3250,000,000 to b ued 1o st !
Ly
Quiriag and developing lands for rec-
184 Vote Yes {(For)
185 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
LAW OF 1874, This nct provides fora
. bondhuedlwohundudhltymﬂim
dollars  ($250,000,000) to provide
funds for water poliution contzol.
L]
186 Vote Yes (For)

187 Vote No (Against)
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State Califq{nia

REFERENDA
Var. # " Description

1974 Referenda

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 4, 1974

Yes = 3,238,269; No = 1,239,684

Proposition 3:

et dl{ara ($350,000,000) to provide farm
and bome 3id for California veterans.

188 Vote Yes (For)
189 Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election; June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 4:

PROPERTY TAX REASSESSMENT IN EVENT
TION, LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AN?EN%AMMEA'?TE mm?
1, Section 2.8, of State Constitution to grant e:hluhhhnhuﬁwu:
—_— :mwmnt_of property ¢ or destroyed after lien date by
H, calamity without requiring that (1) such misfortune or calami
b,x:i:jnru [¢}] tbatbthi-np‘romnt‘n locsted in ag area n:hnmunslydulus
siate costs and minor efect, if any, on local t'zv!;nues.‘l fompact: No additionat

190 Vote Yes (For)
191 Vote No (Against)



Var. #

192
193

194
195
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gtate  California

REFERENDA

. Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 5:

HIGHWAYS AND MIASS TRANSIT GUIDEWAYS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITU-

TIONAL AMENDMENT. Extends present yss of revenues from metor vebicle

Tuel taxes and license fees for highway construetion to permit use for research,
planning, snd construction of mass transit guideways mitigation of enﬂron-

e menita] effects of each. Unlul b Xroud by maionty vote of area affected, funds
Continues existing statuto! formuls

may only be used for research an

fm- ulloutlon of revenues to cmu. wuntm. and areas of state until altered by

Permits up to 25% of area revenues available to be used to pay for

vokrmppmved bond issues. Deletes obsolete provisions. Financial Impact:

This megsyre involves no significant cost or revenue considerations,

e

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 6:

PUBI.IG LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTtTUTIONAI.
MENDMENT. Specifies that the proceedings of esch house of the Legislal
and the committees thereof shall be public exoept ag provided b mtuu or non-
current resolution, where such resolution is ado, g’ & two-thirds vote of the
members of each bouse. Ip the event of & ict, bﬁween such a statute and
4 concurrent resolution, the last sdopted shall prevail. Financial Impact: This
measure involves no significant cost or revenue consideraiions.

s arrem—rr—rrr——
e ——————

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No {(Against)



Var. #

196
197

198
199
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 7:

ST:JEH%WL SEAVICE EXEMPTIONS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL

MENT. Amends Article XXIV, Section 4, of the State Constitution to

exempt additional positions from civil service consieting of: chief adminik
afficer of the Californis Post dary Educati : iasiom 'l:nd five dep Pl

Financial Impact: This measure fnvolves little or no fiscal effect.

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

1974 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Electioﬁ, June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 8:

-

SACRAMENTO COUNTY-GITIES CONSOLIDATION. LEGISLATIVE CON-
STITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Enables County of Sacramento and all or any

—__ of the cities within that County to be consolidated as s charter city and coudty

as provided by statute, With approval of majority of county's electors voting
on consolidation question and upon such other vote a3 Legialature may prescribe

— in such statute. Charter City and County of Secramento shall be a charter city

and & charter county; its charter city powers supersede conflieting charter
county powers. Financial Impact: This measure involves no significant cost or
revenue considerations.

|

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)



Var.

200
201

202
203

204
205
206
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gtate - California

REFERENDA

Description

1974 Referenda _ -

Initiative

Primary Election, June 4, 1974

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

Proposition 9:

FINANCIAL JISCLOSURAES AND LIMITATIONS AFFECTING POLITICAL cAMFAIGNS. PUBLIC OF-
FICIALS AND LOBBY3TS—OTHER MATTERS. tNITIATIVE. Requires reporta of receipis and expendwum
in eatapmigns for state and local oﬁmnndhﬂntmmlmﬂummfw statewide candidates
messures. Probibiis public officisls from participating in hldwmun affecting_their ﬁnnm.l———

of certain amets sod income by oertain publio officials. Requires

Requires “Lobbyista”
to register and Sle re showing receipis and expenditures in setivities. Creates fuir politiosl practices
commission, Revises pamy muimnh.hwﬂ-uhhﬂﬂehﬂmﬂmmgm. [
qd_npdlmmmonolhermhedhnmmdlbo"mmm&llm : Adoption of this m
will mcresse siate and local costs up to §300,000 for the 1974-78 fiseal year an ﬁmllmmmﬁﬂom
for each subsequent, fisca! year.

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

1976 Referenda

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 8, 1976

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

BI #1: The State School Building Lease-Purchase

Bond Law of 1976 Assembly Bill No. 32 (Statutes

of 1975, Chapter 1007)

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)

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

REFERENDA

Var, f ‘ 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)

207 Vote Yes (For)

208 ' Vote No (Against)
209 Total Votes

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

1976 Referenda

Public Question

Primarv Election, June 8, 1976

Yes = 3,447,601; No = 2,055,978

pqQ # 3: California Safe Drinking Water Bond

Law of 1976. Assembly Bill 121 (Statutes of

1975, Chapter 126)

212 . Vote Yes (For)

213 Vote No (Against)
214 Total Votes

215 Votes Yes (Percent)

216 Votes No (Percent)



Var, #

217
218

219
220
221

222
223

224
225
226

68

State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976 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)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

Total Votes
Vote Yes (Percent)

Vote No (Percent)

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primarv 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)



Var.

227
228

229
230
231

232
233

234
235
236

¢
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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)

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)

Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Agalnst)

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



Var.

237
238

239
240
241

242
243

244
245
246
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976

Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 8, 1976

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

CA_{#8: Deposit of Public Moneys in Savings and

Loan Associations. Assembly Constitutional

Amendment No. 31 (Statutes of 1975, Resolution

Chapter 77)

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 #9: Bingo. Assembly Constitutional Amendment

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

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Agailnst)

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



247
248

249
250
251

252
253

254
255
256

Var, #

71

State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 8, 1976

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

CA #10: Bonds to REfund State Indebtedness

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 530

(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)

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)

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



Var,

257
258

259
260
261

262
263

264
265
266
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California
State

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 8, 1976
Yes = 2,268,310, No = 2,922,175

CA #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 = 2,390,947

CA #13: Property Tax Postponement.

Senate Constitutional Amendment No, 16 (Statutes

of 1976, Resclution Chapter 2)

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)

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



267
268

269
270
271

272
273

274
275
276

Var.

73

if ia
State Californi

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 8, 1976
Yes = 3,395,657; No = 1,626,494

CA #14: 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

1A #15: Nuclear Power Plants Initiative Statute

Initiative Measure submitted by Voters

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)

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

REFERENDA

Var. # Description

1976 Referenda
Constitutional Amendmént
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 do¥lars ($500,000,000) to provide
funds for financing housing.

277
278 Vote No (Against)
279 Total Vote

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

Vote Yes (For)




Var.

#

Deck #

Cols.

#

282

283
284
285
286

287

288
289
290
291

75

State California

REFERENDA

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.

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)
Total Vote

Vote Yes (Percent)
Vote No (Percent)

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.

Vote Yes (For)

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

Vote No (Percent)



Var.

292

293
294
295
296

297

298
299
300
301

76

State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

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 Articlie 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.

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% 1imit 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-

vanced to member banks.

Vote Yes (For)

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

Vote No (Percent)



302

303
304
305
306

307

308
309

310
311

Var. #

Deck i

Cols.

#
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

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 legislative session. Provides

that bills passed during a regular 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
is proposed.
Vote Yes (For)
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
Proposition No. 7: Amends section 18 to permit Supreme

Court to censure gr 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 3%
Vote Yes (For) py 1ot ppeals judges selected

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

Vote No (Percent)



Var.

i

Deck

Cols., #

312

313
314
315
316

317

318
319
320

31
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 2, 1976

Yes = 3,594,940 No = 3,139,724
Proposition No. 8: 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 county superintendent of schools.
Vote Yes (For)

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

such 90-day period not 1n 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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State California

REFERENDA

Var. # Deck # Cols. # Description

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 Xi.
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.

322 Vote Yes (For)

323 Vote No (Against)
324 Total Vote

325 Vote Yes (Percent)
326 Vote No {Percent)

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 2. 1976

Yes = 4,685,811 No = 1,835,579
Proposition No. 11: Amends Article X111 section 12 to
provide that Legislature shall adjust tax rates on

personal property, possessory interests in land and on

improvements on land exempt from taxation in any year

when assessment ratios are changed 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)



Var.

it

Deck #

Cols.

#

332

333
334
335
336

337

338
339
340
341
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1976 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 2, 1976

Yes = 3,323,671 No = 3,461,524
Proposition No. 12: Adds section 12 to Article XV1

to authorize Legislature to provide program of state

loans at Tower than prevailing interest rates to

finance installation of energy insulation, solar

heating or cooling systems in residential structures.

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)
Total Vote

Vote Yes (Percent)
Vote No (Percent)

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 1icense 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 whei

appropriated by the Legislature.
Vote Yes (For) '

Vote No (Against)
Total Vote

Vote Yes (Percentage)
Vote No (Percentage)



342

343
344
345
346

347

348
349
350

351

Var.

it

Deck #

Cols, #

81

State California

REFERENDA

Description

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
VYote 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 Chiropractic Examiners.

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

clude, among other, 60 prechiropractic college credits.
Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

Total Vote
Vote Yes (Percent)

Vote No (Percent)



Var., #

352
353

354
355
356

357
358

359
360
361
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State California

BEEFERENDA

Descyiption

1978 . Referanda

Bond Issue

Primary Election, June 6, 1978

Yes = 2,047,496; No = 3,809,609

BI #1: This act provides for a bond issue of three

hundred fifty million dollars ($350,000,000) to

provide capital outlayhfor construction or improvement

of public schools.

Vete Yes {For)
Vote No {igainst)
Total Votes

Vote Yes (Percent)
Vote No (Percent)

1978 Referenda

_Eond Issue

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 3,111,505; No = 2,706,658

BI #2: This act provides for a bond issue of three

hundred seventy-five million dollars (§375,000,000) to

provide funds for water pollution control and water

conservation. ~

Vote Yes (For)
Volte No (Against)

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



83

State California

REFERENDA

Var. ¢ ' Description

1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

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 alternmative 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.

362 Vote Yes (For)

363 ' Vote No (Against)
364 Total Votes

365 Vote Yes (Percent)
366 Vote No (Percent)

1978 Referenda
Constitutional Amendment’

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,778,474; No = 2,565,319

CA #4: 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

or community college district voting on the question,
including persons residing in such

367 Vote Yes (For) district but outside city bounddria:
368 Vote No (Against) (see over)

369 Total Votes

370 Votes Yes (Percent)

371 Votes No (Percent)



CA #4: Requires submission of such amendments as separate questions.
Financial impact: Minor increases in'local election costs could

result where voters live outside city's boundary.



var.

372
373

374
375
376

377
378

379
380
381
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State California

REFERENDA

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

of unconstitutionality or because federal law or

regulations prohibit enforcement, unless appellate court

has made such determination. Financial impact: Increases

or decreases in government.costs or
Vote Yes (For) (see over)

Vote No (Against)
Total Votes

Vote Yes (Percent)
Vote No (Percent)

1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary EFlection, June 6, 1978
Yes = 3,276,230; No = 2,109,533
CA#6: Amends Constitution, article XI, sections 1

(b) and 4 (c), to require Legislature and county charters

to provide for elected county sheriffs. Financial impact:

No direct state or local fiscal effect.

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.



var,

382
383

384
385
386

387
388

389
390
391
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Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,780,013; No = 2,414,946

CA #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

other such agencies in providing for payment of workers'

compensation, unemployment compensation, tort liability

or public 1iability losses incurred by such agencies, by

entry intc an insurance pooling arrangement under joint

exercise of powers agreement, or by membership in such
publicly-owned nonprofit corporatio

Vote Yes (foz) or other public agency as may be

Vote Neo {Against) (see over)
Total Yotes

Vote Yes (Percent)

Vote Ko  {Percent)

1978 Referenda

Constitutional‘Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,972,424, No = 3,345,622
CA #8: Adds Consfitution, article XIII, section 9.5, to

give Legislature power to provide for taxation of owner

occupied dwellings, as defined by Legislature, or any

fraction of vialue thereof, at rate lower than that levied

on other property. Tax rate levied on other property

cannot be increased as result of lowering tax rate levied o

owner occupied dwellings. Financial impact: Depends on

legislative action. Could result in reduction in local
revenues.
Vote Yes (For) U
Vote No (Apainst)

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



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

effect on local governments unpredictable.



Var.

392
393

394
395
396

397
398

399
400
401
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,696.,517; No = 2,508,989

CA #9: Amends Constitution, article XV, sectian 1.

to provide that Legislature shall set interest rate on

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

Rate 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 77 per annum. Financial impact: Depends

on legislative action. Interest costs and revenues on
judgements would increase if
Legislature raised rate.

Vote No (Against)

Total Votes

Vote Yes (Percent)

Vote No (Percent)

Vote Yes (For)

1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,306,938; No = 3,080,947
CA #10: Adds Conétitution, article XIII, section 44, to

give Legislature power to exempt from taxation all or

portion of full value of a qualified rehabilitated

residential dwelling, as defined by Legislature, for

five fiscal vears following rehabilitation of such

dwelling. Exemption shall be amount equal 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 #10: 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.

402
403

404
405
406

407
408

409
410
411

#
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State California

REFERENDA
Description
1578 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,299,581; No = 2,962,838
CA #11: Add subdivision (h) to article XIIT, section

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

located within an lexisting county become incorporated into

a new county formed after Jgnuary 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

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 2,009,835; No = 3,270,577

CA #12: 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 commission which by resolution

subject to legislative ratification by majority of each

house, biennially sets salary, retirement, insurance and

other benefits for above officials. Limits commission's
authority to provide health

Vote Yes (For) care benefits or insurance.
Vote No (Against)

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

(see over)



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. Finadncial impact: Minor increase in state
costs to support commission and staff. Otherwise, impact on state costs

unpredictable.



Var, ¢

412
413

414
415
416

417
418

419
420
421
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1978 Referenda

Initiated Act

Primary Election, June 6, 1978
Yes = 4,280,689; No = 2,326,167

TA #13: Limits ad valorem taxes on real property to 1%

of value except to pay indebtedness previously approved

by voters. Establishes 1975-76 assessed valuation base for

property tax purposes. Limits annual ipcreases In value.

Provides for reassessment after sale, transfer, or con-—

struction. Requires 2/3 vote of Legislature 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

BT #14: This act frovides for a bond issue of five

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

and home aid for California veterans.

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 1978-79 fiscal year), and
restriction on future ability of local governments to finance capital

construction by sale of general obligation bonds.



Var.

422
423

424
425
426

427
428

429
430
431

¢
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State California
REFERENDA
Description
1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1978
Yes = 2,157,725; No = 3,478,996

CA #15: Deletes constitutional authorization for the

Public Utilities Commissioner to designate a commissioner

to hold a hearing or investigation or issue an orxder

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 wvehicle

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.



Var.

432
433

434
435
436

437
438

439
440
441

#
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REFERENDA

Description

1978 Referenda

Initiated Act

General Election, November 7, 1978

Yes = 4,429,405; No = 1,475,263

IA #17: Amends initiative statute relating to

chiropractors to modify requirements and procedures

for approval of chiropractic schools and colleges.

Permits increase in fee for state license to practice

chiropractic at discretion of board of examiners.

Expands grounds for demial, suspension, or revocation

of license to include conviction of anv felonv., or

any offense substamtially 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, Nowvember 7, 1978

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

IA #18: 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)

Vote No (Against)

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



TA # 17: on plea or verdict of guilty or plea of no contest.
Financial impact: Insignificant fiscal effect on state and local

governments.

IA #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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State California

REFERENDA

Var. ¢ ' Description

1978 Referenda

Initiated Act

General Election, November 7, 1978

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

TA #19: Provides for filing charges against school-

teachers, teachers' aides, school administrators or

counselors for advocating., soliciting, imposing,

encouraging or promoting private or public sexual

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

Code between persons of the same sex in a manner likely

to come to attention of other emplovees or students;

or publicly and indiscreetly engaging in said acts.
(see over)

) Vote Yes (For)

443 ‘ Vote No (Against)
LYY Total Votes

445 Vote Yes (Percent)
446 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
447

Vote Yes (For) {see over)
448 Vote No (Against)
449 Total Votes
450 Votes Yes (Percent)

451 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 #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.



Var. §

452
453

454
455
456
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State California

REFERENDA

Description

1978 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

General Election, November 7, 1978
Yes = 4,698,244; No = 1,287,241
CA #21: Amends Constitution, article XIITA, section

2. Provides that real property reconstructed after a

disaster, as declared by the Governor, shall not be

congidered "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. ¢

457
458

459
460
461

462
463
464
465
466
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REFERENDA
Description

“£979 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Special Election, November 6, 1979
Yes = 2,433,312; No = 1,112,923

CA 1: Amends Section 7(a) of Article T of the Constitution
to provide that nothing in the California Congtifution

imposes upon_the State of Califgrnia or any public entity,

board., or offjicial any .ohligations OF responsibilities

which exceed those imposed by the United Stategs
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
Yote Yes {Percent)

Vote No (Percent)

1979 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Special Election, November 6, 1979

Yes = 2,256,797; No = 1,238,633
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 higher of 10 percent or 5 percent plus rate.of interest

charged by San Francisco Federal Reserve Bank to member

a i i loa or
(see over)

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No {Against)

Total Yotes
Votes Yes iPercent)
Votes No {Percent)



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
ﬁrqm rate restrictions. Extends exemption to loans made ér arranged by licensed
redl estate brokers when secured by lien on real property.



Var.

467
468

469
470
471

472
473
474

475
476
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REFERENDA

Description
1979

Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Special Election, November 6, 1980

Yes = 2,523,766; 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)

1379 Referenda

Constitutional Amendment

Special Election,_Novembef 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. Requeires adjustments

for changes in cost of living, population and other

specified factors, Appropriations limits may be established

or tem i ir venues
received in excess or appropriations permitted by this
(see oxler)

vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)

Total Votes
Votes Yes (Percent)
Votes No (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, #

477
478
479
480
481

Var.

482
483
484
485
486

¥
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State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election~-November 4, 1980

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

FOR THE PARKLANDS ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

This act provides for meeting the urgent recreational requirements of the people of California
through the acquisition, development, rehabilitation, and restoration of state and local parks, public
beaches and other important coastal resources, recreation areas and recreational Facilities, and his-
torical resources pursuant to # bond issue of two hundred eighty-five million dollars ($285,000,000).

AGAINST THE PARKLANDS ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.

This act provides for meeting the urgent recreational requirements of the people of Califoria
through the scquisition, development, rehabilitation, and restoration of state and local parks, publie
beaches and other important coastal resources, recreation aress and recreationa! facilities, and his-
torical resources pursuant to a bond issue of two hundred gighty-five million dollars ($285,000,000).

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

- Vote Yes (percent}
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment .. ..
General Election-—-November 4, 198Q
Yes=3,757,009 No=3,934,723

FOR THE LAKE TAHOE ACQUIS“.'IONS BOND ACT OF 1960. ool

This act prowdu funding for the purchase of property in the Lake Tahoe anm, which is nece—ry [
to prevent the environmentat decline of this unique natural resource, to protect the waters of Lake
Tahoe from further degradation, and to preserve the scenic and recreational values of Lalte Tlhne j
The amount provided by this act is eighty-five million dollars ($85,000,000}.

C iy

AGAINST THE LAKE TAHOE ACQUIS]T[ONS BOND ACT OF 1980, N
'l'huactprwidufornbondimwofmghtyﬁvemﬂhundounrs ($85,000,000) hobeusedfmme |
quﬁnﬂmcfpmpeﬂyinﬂuhhhboeregionforpuhhcpurpoaes o oy

L

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #
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488
489
490
491

Var, #

492
%93
494
495
496
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State _ CATLIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election-—-November, 4, 1980
Yes=2,014,362 No=5,251,7464

INSURANCE GUARANTEE FUNDS. TAX OFFSET. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
Authorizes enactment of statutes by the Legislature to establish insurance guarantee funds or associations for the
purpose of paying claims against insolvent insurers. Such legislation could also provide that contributions to such funds
ox amociations by insurers may be allowed s a deductible offset against their annual gross premium tax. Fiscal impact

ansh!awbalmw_!foﬁetﬂlowedbyle@hﬁon,cmnldmmltinstlte General Fund loss of ay
%30 million per year.* .7 0 5T S . Y el

A W s e e

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election—--November 4, 1980

Yes=1,807,080 No=5.,449,215

TAXATION. REAL FRQPERTY. PROPERTY ACQUISITION BY TAXING ENTITY. LEGISLATIVE CONS']"ITU-
TIONAL AMENDMENT. Article XIII A places a limitation on ad valorem taxes on real property. The sdoption of
this amendment would permit an increase in such taxes or special assessments to pay for interest and redempticn
charges on an indebtedness, approved by two-thirds of the voters, for the acquisition or improvement by the taxing
entity of real property and tangible personal property necessary for its use. Also authorizes an increase in such taxes
or ial assessments to be used in connection with refunding previously approved indebtedness issued in accordance
with law. Fiscal impact on state and local governments: To extent new indebtedness is created, ad valorem property
taxes on real property could rise. A rise in property taxes could increase state costs for reimbursements to locd.eqhhfs‘
For other possible fiscal impacts see analysis by Legislative Analyst in Ballot Pamphlet. -

B N

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

VYote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #
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501

Var, #

502
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504
505
506
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State _CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election—-—November 4, 198Q
Yes=3,053,861 No=4,164,104

TAXATION. REAL PROPERTY VALUATION. DISASTERS, SEISMIC SAFETY, CHANGE IN OWNERSHIP.
LECISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Amends Article XIII A, Section 2, te provide that in valuing
real property: “newly constructed™ shall not include reconstruction of comparable improvements after a disaster, as
defined by ‘Legislature, or reconstruction or improvement to comply with seismic safety laws; and “change in
ownership” shall not include the acquisition of comparable real property as a replacement for property damaged or
destroyed as a result of such a disaster or if the person acquiring the property was displaced by eminent dormain
proceedings, acquisition by a governmental agency, or inverse condemnation. Fiscal impact on state and local
governments: Local.—Unlmown, but probably significant, loss of property tax revenues. Moderate increase in
assessment costs. State—Unknown additional costs in aid to local school districts. Unknown increase in income tax

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

- Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election=--~November 4,1980

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

. . NI . [ S P L : - .
NUMBER OF JURORS IN CIVIL CASES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Amends Article
I, Section 16, to authorize Legislature to reduce required size of juries in civil cases in municipal or justice court.
Legislature may reduce juries in these courts from 12 persons to 8 persons, or a lesser number agreed on by the parties
in open court. Fiscal impact on state and local governments: None. ) .. o P

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #

507
508
509
510
511

Var. #

512
513
514
515
516
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State CALTIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election-~-November 4, 1980

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

- 3

G T2

TAXATION, REAL PROPERTY VALUATION. SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEMS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL

;MEND{:!ENT. Amends A{.ﬁcle X111 .?., Section 2, to authorize Legislature to provide that, in valuing real property,

i-me tern;nt;;‘:ly .;o&'lslh'uaclted shall noé mDniude :_lhe construlcl:ion‘or addition of any active solar energy system. Fiscal
pact ocal governments: Depending upon legistation enacted, local tax

reduced and state school district aid increased. s ocal property tax revenues could be

RESAE

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

- Vote Yes {percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election——November 4. 1980
Yes=3,918,199 No=3,367,711

WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND PROTECTION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND-
MENT. Amendment not effective unless SB 200 (1980) enacted and tukes effect. SB 200 adds several units to Central
Vialley Project, including delta peripheral canal, and specifies requirements for these: This amendment provides no
statute changing specified provisions of SB 200 protecting existing water rights, water quality, and fish and wildlife
resources, or the Delta Protection Act, becomes effective unless approved by electors or, under specified conditions,
by two-thirds vote in each legislative house. Restricts appropriations for specified water exportations. Restricts eminent
domain proceedings in delta. Establishes Sacramento County venue and sets court preferences for handling actions.
Fiscal impsact on state and local governments: Undetermined increase in state reimbursement of court costs to
Sacramenta County and decrease in state travel tosts. o S B N

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



517
518
519
520
521

Var. #

522
523
524
525
3526
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

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

CALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF 1976. LEGISLATIVE STATUTORY AMENDMENT.
Amends California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of 1976 by authorizing Legislature to increase from $15,000,000 to
430,000,000 the amount of previously authorized bond proceeds that may be used for grants to political subdivisions,
owning or operating domestic water systems, upon determination that such subdivisions are otherwise unable to meet
minimum safe drinking water standards. Provides that up to $15,000,000 of the $30,000,000 may be used for grants for
construction, improvement, or rehabilitation of domestic water systems which have become contaminated by organic
or inorganic compounds, or radiation. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: Revenue loss to State General Fund
of $36 million (in principal plus interest) over a 30-year period. - S

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

- Yote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

General Election—--November

Yes=3,861.614 No= 4,432,209

SMOKINC AND NO-SMOKING SECTIONS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Provides for designation of smoking and
no-smoldng sections in every enclosed public place, enclosed place of employment, enclosed educational facility,
enclosed health facility and enclosed clinic. Does not limit smoking in outdoor areas or private residences. Establishes
criteria for defining smoking and no-smoking sections. Requires signs be posted designating no-smoking areas. Violation

.is infraction punishable by $15 fine per violation. Provides no person may be taken into custody or subject to search

for violation. Allows enachment of further legislation and regulations relating to smoking. Requires implementation
standards be adopted by Department of Health Services. Fiscal impact on state and local governments: Issuance of
regulations by state, posting of nonsmoking signs by state and local governments, and enforcement of measure by state
and local governments would result in minor costs to state and local governments. Indeterminable reduction in state
and local tax revenues could result from reduced cigarette consumption. Indeterminable savings could result from
decline in smoking-related illness among employees and participants in state health-related programs and from decline
in fire losses. PR P LR I ' - o R

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #

527
528
529
530
531

Var. #

532
533
534
535
1536
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Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

General Election—-November 4, 1980

Yes=5,204,250 No=2,]198,702

JUDGES' SALARIES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Establishes base salary of a judge of a
court of record, beginning on January 1, 1981, as equal the annual salary payable as of July 1, 1950, for that office had
the judge been elected in 1978. Provides Legislature may prescribe salary increases during a term of office, may
terminate prospective increases at any time during a term of office, but shall not reduce a salary during a term of office
below the highest level paid during that term. Provides that laws setting the salaries of judges shall not constitute’an
obligation ‘of contract. Fiscal impact on state and local governments: State salary and pension reductions of
approximately $2.7 million from 1981 through 1986.

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

- Vote Yes {percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Br
Yes= 2,800,038 No=3,163,823

FOR THE PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM.

___| This set provides for a bond issue of four hundred ninety-five million dollars ($495,000,000) to be used
in @ coordinated effort to deal with the interrelated problems of meeting the recreational and
opensspace requirements of the pecple of California, conserving and extending the state’s water
supply, expanding sport and commercial fishing opportunities, and restoring and protecting the
agricultural productivity of the state’s soil resources pursuant to the Parklands and Renewable
—| Resources Investment Program. " . < . B«

4

faER

AGAINST THE PARKLANDS AND RENEWABLE RESOURCES INVESTMENT PROGRAM.
This act provides for z bond issue of four hundred ninety-five million dollars ($495,000,000) to be used
in a coordinated effort to-deal with the interrelated problems of meeting the recreational and
— | cpen-space requirements of the people of California, conserving and extending the state’s water
supply, expanding sport and commercial fishing opportunities, and restoring and protecting the
_| agricultura) productivity of the state’s soil resources pursuant to the Parklands and Renewable
Resources Investment Program. L - ' :

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constititional Amendment

Primary Election--~June 3, 1980
Yes=3,952,383 No=2.081.982

FOR THE VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980. e
This act provides for a bond issue of seven hundred fifty million dollars (5750 (K)D()Dﬂ) tu prmde

farm and home aid for Callforma veterans. ) ] PR

AGAINST THE VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1980.
This act provides for a bond issue of seven hundred fifty million dDH.H’S (5’150 000000) to pmmde
farm and home aid for California veterms |

- R

537 Vote Yes (For)

538 Vote No (Against)

539 Total Votes

540 - Vote Yes {percent)

541 Vote No (percent)
State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election--June 3, 1980
Yes=2,975,344 No=2,864,729

STATE CAPITOL MAINTENANCE. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits
any bill taking effect as urgency statute if it contains authorization or appropriation for alteration or modification of
specified historically restored areas of State Capitol or for purchase of furniture of design different from the historic
period of the Capitol restoration. Prohibits expenditure for above purposes without express appropriation. Fiscal
impact on state or local governments: No immediate fiscal effect. By makmg it more difficult to change the restured
Capitol and fumxshmgs, there could be fumre cost avmdnnce IR

542 Vote Yes (For)

543 Vote No (Against)
544 Total Votes

545 Yote Yes (percent)

546 Vote No (percent)



Var. #

547
548
549
550
551

Var. #

552
553
554
555
556
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election——June 3, 1980
Yes=2,167,478 No=3,756.100

LOW-RENT HOUSING. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Eliminates present requirement of
advance approval at an election before a low-rent housing project can be developed, constructed, or acquired by a state
public body. Substitutes therefor provisions that require advance public notice of such a project and subjects the project
to a referendum election 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 public body may proceed with the project
without further referendum. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: Local election costs 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

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election--June 3, 1980
Yes=4,445,400 No=1,618,175

FREEDOM OF PRESS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Maintains existing guarantees of free
!pe.ech and press. Adds provisions prohibiting any contempt citation by a judicial, legislative, or administrative body
against 2 pu er, editor, reporter, or other person connected with a newspaper, magazine, wire service, or radio or
telemn9n news for refusing to disclose sources of information or unpublished information obtained in course of
processing information for communication to the public. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: No significant
ﬁul‘mmt';,nf' R LL S I A ST - E ) :

I

m- T T Ay ML AR T A e

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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Var. # Description
1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election~~June 3, 1980
Yes=2,989,761 No=2,475,818

REAPPORTIONMENT. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Repeals, amends, and restates
various provisions of the Constitution relating to reapportionment of Senate, Assembly, congressional, and Board of
Equalization districts. Eliminates provisions previcusly judicially invalidated. Eliminates requirement that only persons
eligible to become citizens be counted in equalizing populations in legistative districts. Sets forth in a new article the
standards to which the Legislature is required to conform in adjusting the boundaries of these districts each decade.
These standards include requirements for single-member districts, reasonably equal population districts, contiguous-
ness of a district, a consecutive numbering system, and vespecting the geographical integrity of cities and counties. -
Fiscal impact on state or local gavernments: No direct fiscal eFect. L LE

N e’
PRSI

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

559
- Vote Yes (percent)
260 Vote No (percent)
561
State
BALLOT PROPQSALS
Var. # Description
1980 Ballot Proposals
Constitutional Amendment
Primary Election--June 3, 1980
Yes=4,986,629 No=1,026,516
DISASTER ASSISTANCE. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Specifically provides that noth-
ing in the Constitution shall prohibit the state, or any of its subdivisions or local governments, fram providing aid to
persons for the purpose of clearing debris, natural materials, and wreckage from private lands and waters deposited
thereon during a major disaster or emergency declared by the President. Such aid must be found to be in the public
interest and its cost eligible for federal reimbursement. Recipient must indemnify public entity from any claim against
it arising from rendering such aid. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: No direct state o::“l_ocal. costs.
562 Vote Yes (For)
3563 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
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BALLOT PROPQSALS

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 CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND-
MENT. Authorizes Legislature to provide for the issuance of revenue bonds to finance the acquisition, constrittion,
and installation of alternative energy source facilities and for the lease or sale of such facilities to persons, associations,
or corporations, other than municipal corporations. Provides that such revenue bonds shall not be secured by the taxing
power of the state. Provides that the Legislature may, by resolution adopted by either house, prohibit or Yimit any
proposed'issuance of such bonds. Provides measure does not authorize any public agency to operate industrial or
commercial enterprises. Fiscal impact on state ar local governments: No direct fiscal effect. If revenue bonds are
authorized in future by Legislature, indirect fiscal effects 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. R B EERIRE . e

LR

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 CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Adds Section 26510 Article XIIi of the
Constitution to provide that taxes on or measured by income which are imposed under the Personal Income Tax Law
or successor law shall not exceed 50 percent of those rates in effect for the 1976 taxable year. Requires the_ Legislature
to provide a system for adjusting personal income tax brackets to reflect annual changes in the fornia Consumer
Price Index or successor index. Adds subdivision (s} to Section 3 of Article XIII to provide that business inventories
are exempt from property taxation. Fiscal impact on state or local governments: Reduction of state income tax revenues
by estimated $4.9 billion in fiscal year 1980-81, $4.2 billion in 1981-82, and by unknown but increasing amounts
thereafter. By operation of existing statutes, estimated reduction of $3 billion in state aid to Jocal school districts and
state payments ta cities, counties or special districts commencing in 1980-81. Indeterminable but substanpal-_ret?uctnon
in other state expenditures in 1980-81 and therealfter. .- L e, e

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #

577
578
579
580
581

Var. #

582
583
584
585
586
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1980 Ballot Proposals

Constitutional Amendment

Primary Election——June 3, 1980
Yes=2,247,395 No=4,090,180

RENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL A
concern. Provides that rent contral shall
Prohibits state-enacted rent control. Pe

AMENDMENT. Declares rent control to be matter of local government
be }:\posed a(lmly by vote of thtf pegple through enactment of local ordinances.
I rmits annual rent increases bused on Cons r Pri ition:
increases bagsed on other specified factors. Requires that rent control ordinance :;::g“sl}"n: i:rr:g:i‘ss‘i:g ?: ?et;z;::
grievances mvnlvm; rent increases. Exempts specified types of rental units from rent control. Prohibits landlord
retaliation for exercise of tenant’s rights. Repeals existing rent control ordinances as of date of next election, Fiscal
impact on state or local governments: No state fiscal effect, Minor increases in local election expenditures. Possible
increase in local government costs to administer landlord /tenant grievances. Y T

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=2,821.150 No=3,544,840

TAXATION. SURTAX. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Levies a 10-percent surtax on the business income from Ca.lifor.nia
sources of energy businesses (except public utilities) whose principal activity is the obtaining, processing, distributing
or marketing of oil, gas, coal, or uranium. Allows a tax credit against surtax of $0.50 for every dollar invested in California
sfter January [, 1979, to increase the production or refining of California crude oil or gas over 1978 base levels. Requires
that surtax proceeds be used to fund increased bus and rail service for Californians and to develop alternative
transportation fuels. Prohibits businesses from passing surtax on to consumers. Fiscal impact on local or state
governments; Depending en exact amount of tax credits claimed in each year, estimated state revenue increases of
$150 to $420 million in 1980-81, and $165 to $470 million in 198182 could accur. Under existing statutes, approximately
one-half of increases would be distributed to local govermments for improvement of public transit services.

i ; . . i

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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592
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Description
1982  Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 3,621,422 No = 3,554,500

FOR THE STATE SCHOOL BUILDING LEASE-PURCHASE BOND LAW OF 1982
This act provides for a bond issue of five bundred million dollars ($300,000,000) to provide capital
outlay for construction or improvement of public schools.

AGAINST THE STATE SCHOOL BUILDING LEASE-PURCHASE BOND LAW OF 1962,
This act provides for & bond issue of five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) to provide capital
outlay for construction or improvement of public schools.

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 3,893,113 No = 3,276,068

;’Oll THE COUNTY JAIL CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1961

This act provides for the construction, reconstruction, remodeling, and replacement of county jails

and the performance of deferred maintenance thereon pursuant to a bond issue of two hundred
eighty million dollars ($280,000,000).

AGAINST THE COUNTY JAIL CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1981.

Mmtmoﬁdﬁbr&emﬂcﬁmrm&ucﬁomrmodoﬂng,mdmph&m&ntofmmwjﬁh

and the performance of deferred maintenance thercon pursuant to a bond issue of two hundred
eighty million dollars ($£80,000,000).

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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Var. #

602
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604
605
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Description
1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2. 1982
Yes = 4,840,325 No = 2,369,166

FOR THE VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1962
This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred fifty million dollars ($450,000,000) to provide farm
and home aid for California veterans.

AGANSITEEVEI'EBANS BOND ACT OF 1962.
This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred fifty million dollars ($450,000,000) 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
1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 3,780,098 No = 3,365,937

FOR THE LAKE TAHOE ACQUISITIONS BOND ACT.

"This act provides funding for the purchase of property in the Lake Tahoe Basin, which is necessary
to prevent the environmental decline of this unique natural resource, to protect the waters of Lake
Tehoe from further degradation, and to preserve the scenic and recreational values of Lake Tahoe.
The amount provided by this act is eighty-five million dollars ($85,000,000).

AGAINST THE LAKE TAHOE ACQUISITIONS BOND ACT.

‘This act provides funding for the purchase of property in the Lake Tahoe Basin, which is necessary
to prevent the environmental decline of this unique natural resource, to protect the waters of Lake
Tahoe from further degradation, and to preserve the scenic and recreational values of Lake Tahoe.
The amount provided by this act is eighty-five million dollars ($85,000,000).

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

Vote Yes {percent)
Vote No {percent)
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Var. # Description

607
608
609
610
611

var. #

612
613
614

616

1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2. 1982

Yes = 3,875,064 No = 3,323,877

FOR THE FIRST-TIME HOME BUYERS BOND ACT OF 19082

This act provides for a bond issue of two hundred million dollars i ‘
fnancing ] or 8 (#200,000,000) to provide funds for

AGAINST THE FIBST-TIME HOME BUYERS BOND ACT OF 1982.

This act provides for a bond issue of two hundred million dollars i '
financing ho . ($200,000,000) to provide funds for

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPQSALS

# Description
1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 72, 1982
Yes = 2,650,290 No =4,110,672

PUBLIC PENSION FUND INVESTMENT. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Constitution
presently permits Legislature to suthorize public and retirement funds to invest up to 25 percent in common
stock of co! meeting prescribed . 'This measure permits authorizing public pension and retirement
syttamsminnudinveuupwmpmenthmhcommonm-nd.withmthew cent, 5 percent in stock of
pot meeting cettain present standards. Permits Legislature, within both limitations, to authorize 0.5
percent investment in corporations whose assets are in nonpublicly traded equity instruments. Provides assets of public
pemionorretiremantﬁmdnreh-ultﬁmdl.Pruuibesﬁdudarymndardsforthdrinvemnentjmmnryofbegishﬁve
\nalyst’semmateofnet'mmdloedpwmmmtﬁwnlunpwt:lfimplamentsd.eouldremlttnopportuniﬁmfor
mﬂmﬁwww&vﬂn&mduﬁwmwwmﬂmthewﬁdmmpubhc
monormﬁrementfunds,whichewldanuﬂuplullouuwthcﬁmdx

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, Noyember 2, 1982

Yes = 2,802,425 No = 3,990,336

TAXATION. REAL PROPERTY VALUATION. NEW CONSTRUCTION. LEGISLATIVE CONSITTUTIONAL
AMENDMENT. Under existing constitutional provisions, real property is reappraised for ad valorem tax purposes
when “newly constructed.” This measure adds to existing definitions and allowed exceptions a provision that the

Legislature may provide that the term “newly constructed™ shall not include the construction or addition of any fire
sprinkder system or fire alarm system, as defined by the Legislature, provided that the construction or addition is not
required by state law or local ordinance. Summary of Legislative Analyst's estimate of net state and local government
fiscal impact: No impact until implemented by legislation. When implemented there would be: Unknown local
government loss of property tax revenues and minor to moderate increased appraisal costs. Unknown increased state
oosts 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 revenues due to lower property tax deductions.

g}é Vote Yes (For)
Vote No (Against)
619 Total Votes
620 - Vote Yes {percent)
621 Vote No (percent)
State
BALLOT PROPOSALS
Var. # Description
Ballot Proposals
General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes 3,367,595  No =3,236.686
TRANM SFER FUNDS BY LOCAL GOVERNMENTS. ISLATIVE CONSTITUTION.
mm&mwmmmdﬁtmmmmm‘
temporary transfers of funds to counties, cities, districts, and other political subdivisions to m
mmnedfcrmﬁnunmupurmhaenﬂyﬁmdsw&mdenedmynotexeeedssmmn
thepoliﬁndmbdivisionmdmwtbenplmdﬁom“mes"accnﬂngbeforeanyotherobhgmom.l
This amendment modifies the Limitation to 85 percent of “anticipated revenues” and requii
“revenues” accruing before any other obligations are met from “revenues.” Summary of Legislati
dnanmnuﬂkmngwanmamﬁndhmuangﬁguxumz::?fﬁud:gaﬁﬁg:?mﬁhﬂi -
when larger amounts of money loaned it reduce terest borrowir
cmvernly,redwelhemw&‘::wuﬂdmnﬂyoﬂ:mwhebeurmdbyﬂmmbwmwm
622 Vote Yes (For)
623 Vote No (Against)
624 Total Votes
625 Vote Yes (percent)
626 Vote No (percent)
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Var. # Description

Ballot Proposals

General Election. November 2. 1982
Yes = 2,810,191 No 4.411,677

SCHOOL TEXTBOOKS. NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
Aumlmmmwm:vdn&mmhmmdwdsmybem&m
Xbrary-type basis to pupils entitied to attend public achools but who attend nonpublic schools which do not exclude
pupils from enrollment becanse of race or color. Specifies that authorizing a textbook loan program shall not be
construed as authorizing provision of instructional materials other than texthooks; that appropriations for the textbook
loan program shall not be made from funds budgeted for support of public schools; and that so providing textbooks
is not an appropriation for school support. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government
ﬁmlimpcct_-Noimpntmﬂlhnplunentedbybgiﬂnﬁon%mimphmenteimwmudMMdexmedM
mﬂhmfwnmmdmﬂubthathlﬂ)—&thmduhndamﬁm—Smdmndﬂiﬂonﬂtlmiﬁmmnulllyingndes
§-12. Also unknown state and local administrative costs.

627 Vote Yes (For)
628 Vote No (Against)
629 Total Votes
630 Vote Yes (percent)
631 Vote No (percent)
State
BALLOT PROPOSALS
Var. # Description
Ballot Proposals
General Election, November 2, 1983
Yes = 2,314,700 No 4.362.767
UNIFYING SUPERIOR, MUNICIPAL, AND JUSTICE COURTS. LEGISLATIVE wNS'lTI'UHONALm
MENT. Provides suthorize
b ety may umm@w;dhmﬁummwmum
, justice court judges to become superior court judges; authorizes Legislature to provide powers and duties
of former municipal and justice court judges during balsnce of terms; requires Legislature to prescribe number and
compensation of judges and court enforcement officers and provide for clerk, other officers, and employees; establishes
original and appellate jurisdiction of superior court; specifies other matters. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate
of net state and local government fiscal impact: No impact untl implemented by legislation and approval vote in
mw.wmmwm:wmmmhbmmdleWEMMmd
depending on implementation. Fiscal ifnpact could vary substantially from county to county. tive costs or svings,
632 Vote Yes (For)
633 Vote No (Against)
€34 Total Votes
635 Vote Yes {percent)
636 Vote No (percent)
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637
638
€39
640
64

1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, Novemher 2, 7082
Yes = 3,359 281 No = 4,256,274

BEVERAGE CONTAINERS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires that beverage containers sold, or offered for sale,

ogshténndbcd;bmmuamntbedebrmhed.Cuuldmﬂti_nredueedlitberclunupcom,re&ucedsolidwute
&spodeoﬂs,andmmhonmwmmm“mmodbﬁom.VImbhumvdvedmdixmdmmm
depth in Analyst’s ostimate. )

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

- Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

# Description

642
643
644
645
646

Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 3,871,345 No = 3,528,463

*s conoern about the danger of-
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. This measurs identifies the paoplemd :hchn oot tegarding this, It

nuclear beatween United States Soviet Union and states : 1
wwar vuuotm&lifomh o wrl-:dlt:‘;dﬂod communication to the President of thsi Un:tlejdmit:t; vmd oth:::
o o e g S Uit St e S S s
it‘i]::‘uun:sxlaut;ig;fl o s lystemw e t:‘ﬂ‘ecl:.at:l':et'l‘ and veriﬁed.gydboth lidet Summary of Legisiative Analyst’s
mm?gmmﬁwﬁ:lw Nodiroctﬂxdeﬂectwthemtenndbcdgwammet{i

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var.

112 crate  CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

647
648
649
650
651

1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 2,497,200 No = 4,599,103

WATER RESOURCES. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Adds numerous sections to Water Code. Principal provisions: (1
hmwwsmmmmmdwdmmﬁﬁmgmg
mnunlappwmnﬁgnsdmethmﬂ)ﬂ)ﬂmfeet. (2) Instream appropriations—allows for fishery, wildlife, recrea-
Hmn},authadc.sa:muﬁc,mic,mquality,mdothetum(a) Stanislaus River and New Melones Dam—specifies
oond.ltion.lconeemmgwater m;elndum. {4) Groundwater—dsclares 11 named basins critical overdraft areas and
est:b.h.!hesmlnlgemant mtboﬂhumthae\\_dthipeciﬁedduﬁumdpowm. including authority to limit, control, or
prol;:.blt. uromdwnter extractions. Also contains policy statements, enforcement, and other provisions. Summary
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Overall fiscal effect on state and local
governments cannot be determined. Could result in $1.48 million annually {1982 prices) in increased costs for 6 years
t0 State Water Rumu'cel'Control. Board to perform new responsibilities; unknown planning, administrative and
unknown long-term nvinpinm%::;’d oww:te‘xi' " lnd o Iot S power rovenyes: and
g new A Aot .
v e supplies pumping. Analyst’s estirnate discusses

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPGSALS

Var. # Description

652
653
654
655
656

1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1983
Yes = 3,065,072 No = 3,672,121

REAPPORTIONMENT BY DISTRICTING COMMISSION OR SUPREME COURT. INITIATIVE CONSTITU-
TIONAL AMENDMENT. Repeals Legislature’s power over respportionment. Establishes Districting Commission..
Commission given exclusive authority to specify State Senate, Assembly, Equalization Board, and congressional district!
boundaries. Specifies criteria for eatablishing districts. Provides method of choosing commissioners having designated|
qualifications selected by appellate court justice panel and political party representatives. Requires districting plans
be adopted for 1984 elections and following each decennial census thereafter. Specifies commisdon’s duties and
responsibilities. Provides for open meetings, procedures, public hearings, and judicial review. Retains referendum
power. Requires Supreme Court action if districting plans not adopted within specified times. Summary of Legislativel
Analyst's estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: On assumptions stated in the Analyst’s estimate,
increased state costs of $126,000 for salaries of commission in 1983 and a comparable amount {in today’s dallars) oncJ
every 10 years beginning in 1991. |

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No ({percent)
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description
1982 Ballot Proposals

General Election, November 2, 1982
Yes = 2,840,154 No = 4,799.586

CUNS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Adds and amends statutes concerning ownership, registration, and sale of guns.
Requires that all concealable firearms (handguns) be registered by November 2, 1983. Makes registration information
confidential. Specifies procedures concerning sale and transfer of handguns by dealers and private parties. Restricts
Legislature from banning ownership of shotguns, long rifles, or registered handguns and from requiring registration
of shotguns or long rifles. Limits number of handguns to number in circulation in California on April 30, 1983. Specifies
violation penalties, including imprisonment for certain violations. Provides specified civil damage liability upon unlaw-
ful transfer of concealable firearms. Contains other provisions. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state
and local government fiscal impact: Would have an indeterminable impact on state and local governments. Administra-
tive costs: There would be major state and local administrative costs reimbursed in whole or in part by fees charged
to affected handgun owners. Program costs: This measure would have an unknown impact on the costs of maintaining
the criminal justice system. Revenues: This measure could impact sales and income tar revenues. Variables involved
for each are discussed in more depth in Analyst’s estimate.

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

- Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPQSALS

Description

Ballot Proposals

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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1984 _ Ballot Proposals
Proposition 25
General Election: November 6, 1984

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

CLEAN WATER BOND LAW OF 1984, This act provides for a bond issue of three hundred twenty-five million dollars
($325,000,000) to provide funds for water pollution control, water conservation, and water reclamation projects and
activities. . o : o e e

662 Vote Yes (For)

663 Vote No (Against)

664 Total Votes

665 . Vote Yes (percent)

666 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

STATE SCHOOL BUILDING LEASE-PURCHASE BO&D LAW OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of fou
hundred fifty million dollars {$450,000,000) to provide capitat outlay for construction or improvement of public schaool

667 Vote Yes (For)

668 Vote No (Against)
669 Total Votes

670 Vote Yes (percent)

671 Vote No (percent)
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Var. #

677
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679
680
681
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

Ballot Proposals
Proposition 27
General Election: November 6, 1984

Yes = 6,305,810 No = 2,449,626

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE CLEANUP BOND ACT. This act provides f?f a bond is§u§ of orie hundl:eéhx -
dollars ($100,000,000) to provide funds for hazardous substance cleanup. = " **" T T T 7 e

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

Ballot Proposals

Proposition 28
General Election: November 6, 1984

Yes = 6,509,504 No = 2 344 558

CALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of sevent,
million dollars ($75,000,000) to provide funds for improvement of domestic water systems to meet minimum drj,
water standards. . )

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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BALLOT PROPQOSALS

Var. # Description

1984 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 29
General Election: November 6, 1984

Yes = 5,845,487 No = 2,969,260

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of six hundred fifty million dollars ($650,000,00

to provide farm and home aid for California veterans.

682
683 Vote Yes (For)
584 Vote No (Against)
085 Total Votes
686 - Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
State
BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

Ballot Proposals

Proposition 30

General Election: November 6, 1984

Yes = 5,903,867  No = 2,940,911

SENIOR CENTER BOND ACT OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of fifty million dollars ($50.000,000) to
provide funds for senior centers.

687
688 Vote Yes (For)
689 Vote No (Against)
590 Total Votes
691 Vote Yes (percent)

Vote No (percent)
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694
695
696

Var, #

697
698
699
700
701
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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
AMENDMENT. Under the present provisions of the Constitution, real property is reassessed for taxation purpose
when new construction occurs. Exceptions are made for reconstruction after a disaster and for certain solar energy an
seismic safety construction. This measure allows the Legislature to add additional exceptions for the construction ¢
installation of any fire sprinkler system, other fire extinguishing system, fire detection system, or fire-related egre
improvement, as defined by the Legislature, which is constructed or installed after the effective date of this measur.
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: By itself, this measure h:
no state or local fiscal impact because it only authorizes the Legislature to enact a measure to implement its provision
If the Legislature enacts implementing legislation, there would be an unknown loss of property tax revenues to loc:
governments estimated to be less than $5 million annually, Implementation would increase state government expend
tures to compensate local school districts for property lax revenue losses and increase state government income ts

revenues due to lower property tax deductions. The income tax revenue increases would be only a small portion of th
property tax revenue losses. .

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

- Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

Ballot Proposals
Proposition 32
General Election: November 6, 1984

Yes = 4,775,255 No = 3,280,276

SUPREME COURT. TRANSFER OF CAUSES AND REVIEW OF DECISI?NSi LEEGlsggrgsfyﬁaﬁlgfljsg)l;&lzgg
) . isi ; jew part and not necess ‘
AMENDMENT. Adds a provision that the SuPrerne Court may review p and ol e O o B
ision. ires the Judicial Council to provide rules governing the time and pr cedt t ] :
?:cclll::i()i?lgnsgl‘?)zzzsothef things, provisions for the time and procedure If]or t;:msfer ;y;ll:_lllst{ugé?‘lhs;{g;trse;;ﬁ\z (?tf :
fecision, and as i vidently granted. Provides that this constitutional a b

D ot st o e islative Analyst's estimate of net state and local governy
; involving a judgment of death. Summary of Legis ative Analy ‘ ’
:i()s;‘.:ll Ezglli)eaf:;‘n';'ﬁi:llrijlge:sjuregwould have no significant effect on either costs or revenues at the state or local leve

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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Var. # 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 inco; _
whao is 62 years of age or older to postpone payment of ad valorem property taxes on a dwelling owned and occup:
by the person as 2 principal place of residence. This measure allows the Legislature to also provide for a disabled pers
to postpone payment of ad valorem property taxes on a dwelling owned and occupied by the person asa 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 exte
eligibility for the property tax postponement program. If the Legislature enacts implementing legislation, there wou
be an increase in state expenditures to compensate local agencies for the amount of the property taxes deferrc -
estimated to be less than $2 million annually. The state would recover these costs, with interest, when the homes 2

sold.
;83 Vote Yes (For)
704 Vote No (Against)
Total Votes
705 - Vote Yes (percent)
706 Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

Ballot Proposals

Proposition 34
General Election: November 6, 1984

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

PROPERTY TAXATION. HISTORIC STRUCTURE EXCLUSION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMEY|
MENT. Under present Constitution provisions, real property is reassessed for taxation purposes when new construet,
oceurs. Exceptions are made for reconstruction after 4 disuster and for certain solar energy and seismic safety constr,

tion. This measure adds additional cxceptions for specified construction on certified historic structures that are dwelli,
occupied by an owner as a principal residence. The exclusion applics to any addition to, or alteration or rehabilitat]
of, a certified historic structure which is 4 historically accurate reconstruction of once extant features, necessary for saf,
or handicapped access, or required by safety codes, Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and log
government {iscal impact: Loss of property tax revenues to local governments estimated to be less than $100,000 anny,)
Increase in state govermment expenditures of about 32% of this amount to compensate local school districts for th
share of property tax revenue losses.

;8; Vote Yes (For)
708 Vote No (Against)
210 Total Votes

Vote Yes (percent)

711 Vote No {percent)
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717
718
719
720
721
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BALLOT PROPOSALS

Description

1984 Ballot Proposals
" Proposition 36
General Election: November 6, 1984
Yes = 4.052.993 No = 4,904,372

TAXATION. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Amends Article XIII A, enacted as Proposition 13 in
1978, adding restrictions on real property taxation, enactment of new tax measures, and charging fees. Prohibits imposi-
tion of new taxes based upon real property ownership, sale, or lease. Prohibits increasing other taxes except upon
two-thirds vote of Legislature for state taxes, and two-thirds 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 1976-77 through 1978-79. Makes other changes. Operative
date for specified provisions—August 15, 1983. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local govern-
ment fiscal impact: (1) 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 period 1984-85 to 1985-86, and by about 8150 million
annually in subsequent vears, to replace revenue losses experienced by K-12 school districts; (3) local agencies other
than schools identifiable property tax and other revenue losses of approximately $2.8 billion, net, over two-year period
1984-85 to 1985-86, and revenue losses of about $1.1 billion 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 = 3,924,346

STATE LOTTERY. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Amends Constitution to au.
thorize establishment of a state lottery and to prohibit casinos. Adds statutes providing for establishment of a state.
operated lottery. OFf the total lottery revenues, requires that 50% be returned as prizes, not more than 16% be used
for expenses, and at least 34% be used for public education. Requires that equal per capita amounts of the funds for
education be distributed to kindergarten-through-12 districts, commnunity college districts, State University and Colleges,
and University of California. Contains numerous specific provisions concerning the operation and administration of
lotteries und funds. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The effect
of this measure on state revenues cannot be predicted with certainty. Once full runge of games is operational, estimated
yield would be about $500 million annually for public education. Yield for first two years would be less. Estimated 80%
of yield would go to K-12 schools, 13% to community colleges, 5% to California State University, and 2% to University
of California.

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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Description

Ballot Proposals
Proposition 38

General Election: November 6, 1
Yes = 6.390,676  No ;42;545,539984

Official Title and Summary Prepiired by the Attorney Geﬂeral

VOTING MATERIALS IN ENGLISH ONLY. INITIATIVE STATUTE.  States declaration of public policy concerning
use of common English lunguage. Adds a-new statute requiring the Governor to write to the President of the United
States, the United States Attorney General, and all members of Congress, s communication urging that federal law be
amended so that ballots, volers’ pamphlets, and all other official voting materials shall be printed in English only.
Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The cost to the state of
providing the written communication 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

RE:APPORTIONI\'IENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.  Repeads existing ¢

tutional qnd statutory provisions. Adds provisions specifying criteria and procedures to reapportion Senate, Asuy T.‘L
congressional, and equalization districts for 1986 elections and after euch decennial census. Establishes new comnn]l "
to adopt plar_)s\ Qommisshm composed of eight former appellate conrt justices, who haven't previously been r[’pr(!q:“'
tives from districts reapportioned and meet other criteria, and certdin nonvoting members. Voting members suiu f\la
by lot equally from two lists comprised of justices appointed by governors representing political parties with iurgoq(‘rc
1) and second largest (list 2) registered voters. Plans subject to referendum, Supreme Court review. Summ‘- I‘m
Legistative Analyst’s estimate of net state und local government fiscal impact: Commission costs of up to $3.3 l;:irl“l !
for_reapporttonmem for 1986 election. Costs of $10,000 to $20,000 each to relocate an unknown number of dml"
leglsl?twe offices. One-time county costs of approximately $500,000 for new maps and election materials. Suving ';n
certain counties on printing costs of about $300,000 in 1936 and $200,000 cvery two years thereafter. Hcapportiom:sx -
after 1990 census, and following, will probably cost less than under existing law due to expenditure limit in !ﬂ(‘u\(ur::

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)



Var. #

732
733
734
735
736

Var. #
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738
739
740
741
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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

CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION LIMITATIONS. ELECTIVE STATE QFFICES. INITIATIVE STATUTE. - Limits con-
tributors :.md contributions to elective state affice candidates. Limits contributions to individuals, political action commit-
tees, parties. Individuals™ yearly contributions limited to $1,000 per cundidate, $250 per party or political action commit-
tee, Vlllth $10,600 maximum to all candidates, political action committees and parties. Parties and political action
committees’ yearly contribulions limited to $1,000 per candidate. Allows candidate expenditures only from designated
account for legitimate campaign expenditures. Regulates independent expenditures, loans, and surplus contributions.
Cand_ldates‘ may expend personal funds without limit. Provides limited public funding for candidates to match opposition
Icandldates personal expendituras. Ssmmary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal
impact: It is estimated that this measure would reduce State General Fund revenues by approximately $100,000 each
fiscal year, and increase State General Fund cxpenditures by approximately up to $1,850,000 each fiscal yea;.

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

- Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State

BALLOT PROPQOSALS

Description

Ballot Proposals

Proposition 41
General Election: November 6, 1984

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

PUBLIC AID AND MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Establishes Public Assistance
Comunission to annually survey and report on state per capita expenditures and state and county administrative costs
of public aid und medical assistance programs in California und the other states. Limits expenditures for benefits under
cach program to the national average expenditure, excluding California, plus 10%. Permits increase in any program
expenditure upon majority vote of Legislature so long as totul of expenditures do not exceed limit. Defines programs
included; exempts specified programs. Provides for amendment by two-thirds vote of Legislature after specified public
notice. Makes other provisions. Summary of Legislative Analvst’s estimute of nel state and local government fiscal
impact: Net effect would be to reduce combined state and county expenditures, beginning July 1, 1986. It is impossible
at this time to determine the size of the reduction and the impact at different levels of government. While the measure
would reduce expenditures under specified public assistaince programs by substantial amounts, these reductions would
be partially offset to an unknown extent by (1) increased costs under programs that are not subject to the measure’s
limitations and (2) reduced tax revenues resulting from the reduction in federal expenditures within the state. On

balance, it is likely that state expenditures would be reduced and county expenditures wouid be increased.

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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1984  Ballot Proposals

Praposition 16, Bond Act

Primary Election: June 5, 1984
Yes = 2,906,093 No = 2,036,736

'‘COUNTY 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). - o L :

742 Vote Yes (For)
743 Vote No (Against)
744 Total Votes
745 Vote Yes (percent)
746 Vote No (percent)
Var # 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 1984. This act provides for the construction, renovétiqnf reme
ing, and deferred maintenance of state correctional facilities pursuant to a bond issue of three hundred million do
($300,000,000). ‘ ‘

747 Vote Yes (For)
748 Vote No (Against)
749 Total Votes
750

Vote Yes (percent)
751

Vote No (percent)
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1984

Description
Ballot Proposals

Proposition 18, Bond Act
Primary Election: June 5, 1984
Yes = 3,088,486 No = 1,798,772

CALIFORNIA PARK AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES ACT OF 1984. This act provides for a bond issue of
three hundred seventy million dollars ($370,000,000) to be used for specified acquisition, development, rehabilitation,

or restoration of real property by sta
tion purposes. :

752
753
754
- 755
756

Var #

te, counties, cities and districts for park, beach, recreational, or historical preserva-

p RIS I T
LER R PR },ﬁ?“ i

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 HABITA.T ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 1984. This act brovides for a bond issue of eighty-fi:
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. '

757
758
759
760
761

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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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 S_TATEMEN'I‘S.*
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Adds a section to the Constitution prov.ldmg thi_lt no pers'on‘g
who is found liable in a civil action for making libelous or slanderous statements against an opposing cax}dxdatg dunng:
an election campaign shall retain the seat to which elected where it is judicially found that: (1) the h!:el or»slander;4
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 oFt
Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Adoption of this measure wpuld have:
no direct fiscal effect on the state or local governments. If, however, a successful candidate were f:llsquahﬁe.d from.
assuming or holding office as a result of the measure, local governments could incur additionql 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 schedu»ledﬁ
election. o o , '

762 Vote Yes (For)

763 Vote No (Against)

764 Total Votes

765 Vote Yes (percent)

766 Vote No (percent)
Var # 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-
tutxoqal provisions specifying percentage and type of stocks and corporations in which public pension funds may invest
Sgbshtutes provisions empowering Legislature to authorize investment of public pension funds by fiduciary who must
discharge (_iqﬁes 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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o 1984 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 22, Const. Amendment
Primary Election: June 5, 1984
Yes = 2,181,491 No = 2,365,466

EXEMPT STATE CIVIL SERVICE POSITIONS, LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. fr Ame;ll‘;ds
Constitution to add the following positions to the list of officers and employees of .the_‘ state that are exempf th_gri)l o g
service: the chief investment officer, the assistant chief investment officer, and principal fund managers of the Public |

Employees’ Retirement System and the State Teachers’ Retirement System. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estirnate

of net state and local government fiscal impact: This constitutional amendment wppld havé no :direct ﬁscgl ixqt%ﬁct on
the state. The measure could have an indirect fiscal impact, however, if the qddlhonal flexxbl}l_ty granted to the two
systems in selecting investment personnel affected the performance of the retirement systems’ investment programs. .

772 . Vote Yes (For)
773 Vote No (Against)
774 Total Votes
775 Vote Yes (percent)
776 Vote No (percent)
Var # 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 AMENDMENT. 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 exception 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 15 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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1984 Balliot Proposals

Proposition 24, Init. Statute
Primary Election: June 5, 1984
Yes - 2,444,751 No = 2,162,024

LEGISLATURE: RULES, PROCEDURES, POWERS, FUNDING. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Specifies that member-
hip on Senate and Assembly Rules Committees shall consist of members from two largest parties and accords largest
sarty 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 funds.
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 1984-85 Budget Act. Because the budget
will not be adopted until after the June 1984 election, the level of support for the Legislature remaining after this
reduction is made cannot be determined at this time. In the years beyond 1984-85, the measure would set an upper
limit on the growth in legislative funding. : ‘

782 Vote ,Yes (For)

783 Vote No (Against)
784 Total Votes

785 Vote Yes (percent)
786 Vote No (percent)
Var # Description

1986  Ballot Proposals
Proposition 42
Primary Election: November 4, 1986

For = 3,338,320 Against = 1,076,931

g

PRI &

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

VETERANS BOND ACT OF 1986. This act provides for a bond issue of eight hundred fifty million dollars ($850,000,-
000) to provide farm and home aid for California veterans. ' ,

— e

!

;Sg Vote Yes (For)
789 Vote No (Against)
790 Total Votes

791

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)
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1986 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 43
Primary Election: June 3, 1986

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

{Com_munity Parklands Act of 1986

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
(3100,009,000) 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 Vote Yes (For)
793 Vote No (Against)
794 Total Votes

795 - Vote Yes (percent)
796 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals

Proposition 44
Primary Election: June 3, 1986
For = 3,204,793 Against = 1,120,499

~ 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 ($150,000,000) to provide funds for water conservation, groundwater recharge, and drainage
water management, and clarifies language in the Clean Water Bond Law of 1984.

797 Vote Yes (For)

798 Vote No (Against)
799 Total Votes

800 Vote Yes (percent)

801 Vote No (percent)
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1986 _ Ballot Proposals
Proposition 45
Primary Election: June 3, 1986

45 For = 2,796,049 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 - Vote Yes (percent)
806 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

_ 1986 Ballot Proposals
- Property Taxation Froposition 46

Primary Election: June 3, 1986
For = 2,516,490 Against = 1,685,186

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

PROPERTY TAXATION. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Currently Constitution limits ad valo-
rem property taxes to maximum of 1% of the property’s full cash value. An exception to the 1% limit is provided for
ad-valorem taxes or special assessments to pay interest and redemption charges on indebtedness approved by the voters
before July 1, 1978. This measure would provide a further exception to the 1% limit; it would be inapplicable to bonded
indebtedness 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
government fiscal impact: By itself, measure has no fiscal effect. No increase can occur in property tax rate unless
two-thirds of those voting in local election approve issuance of general obligation bonds. State costs for tax relief
programs could increase, because cost of these programs rises as local property tax rate increases. State income tay.
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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Var. # Description
AllO(ﬂéggsng‘éghf%];es 1986 Ballot Proposals

¥ Proposition 47

"f:‘!to Countles and Cities Primary Election: June 3, 1986

For = 3,487,604 Against = 775,437

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

ALLOCATION 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
imposed 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 Legislature from changing the law to take any portion of vehicle license fees away from counties
and cities. However, measure would not necessarily affect 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 - Vote Yes (percent)
816 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description
IﬂgiSIatorS’ and ]udges’ 1986 Ballot Proposals
. Proposition 48
Retirement Systems Primary Election: June 3, 1986
For = 3,649,784 Against = 638,678

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

LEGISLATORS’ 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 their beneficiaries 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, 1987. 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
receive 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)
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Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 49
Primary Election: June 3, 1986

For = 2,292,678 Against = 1,805,305

» Nonpartisan Offices

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

NONPARTISAN OFFICES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Existing provisions of California
Constitution provide that judicial, school, county, and city offices shall be nonpartisan, but do not prohibit a political
party or party central committee from endorsing, supporting, or opposing a candidate for nonpartisan office. This
measre wonld add a provision that no political party or party central committee may endorse, support, or oppose a
candidate for such a nonpartisan office. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government

fiscal.impact: This measure has no direct state or local government fiscal impact.

822 Vote Yes (For)
823 Vote No (Against)
824 Total Votes

825 - Vote Yes (percent)
826 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

19864 Ballot Proposals

- Property Taxation. Disastersrroposition 50
, Primary Election: June 3, 1986

. . For = 2,910,665 Against = 1,220,565
PROPERTY TAXATION. DISASTERS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Currently, with excep-
tions, real property ad valorem taxes are limited to 1% of the full cash value base of the property (value in 1975-76 or,
thereaftér, when property is acquired from another party or new construction occurs; increased up to 2% annually for
inflation). For property reconstructed after disaster, base-year value is not increased to reflect new construction if fair
market value is comparable to that before disaster. This amendment similarly provides that base-year value may be
transferred to comparable pro&erty acquired in same county to replace property substantially damaged or destroyed
by disaster. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Beginning in
1985-86, local property tax revenues would decrease by an unknown amount. County assessors and tax collectors would
have higher administrative costs which would vary from county to county, but should not be significant. State would
replace revenues lost by school districts and community college districts. State income tax revenues could increase

because owners of replacement property could deduct smaller amounts of property taxes on income tax returns. These
effects on state costs and revenues 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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1986 Ballot Proposals

\ B Proposition 51

Mu:')tllple ll)efendantss TtOlt‘t Primary Election: June 3, 1986
Damage Liability: Initiative Statute 5T e T T
Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

MULTIPLE DEFENDANTS TORT DAMAGE LIABILITY: INITIATIVE STATUTE. Under existing law, tort damages
awarded a plaintiff in court against multiple defendants may all be collected from one defendant. A defendant paying
all the damages may seek equitable reimbursement from other defendants. Under this amendment, this rule continues
to apply to “economic 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, suffering, and others specified, 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
government fiscal impact: Under current law, governments often pay non-economic damages that exceed their shares
of fault. Approval of this measure would result in substantial savings to state and local governments. Savings could
amount to several millions of dollars in any 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

1986 Ballot Proposals

Proposition 52
Primary Election: June 3, 1986
For = 2,795,123 Against = 1,364,737

County Correctional Facility Capital Expenditure — - —
Bond Act of 1986 -

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

OOUNTY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CAPITAL EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1986. This act provides for the
construction, reconstruction, remodeling, and replacement of county correctional facilities and the performance of
deferred maintenance thereon pursuant to a bond issue of four hundred ninety-five mlllxon dollars ($495,000,000).

837 Vote Yes (For)
838 Vote No (Against)
839 Total Votes

840 Vote Yes (percent)

841 Vote No (percent)
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1986  Ballot Proposals
Proposition 53
General Election: November 4, 1986

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

‘Greene-Hughes School Building Lease-Purchase
"Bond Law of 1986

Official Title and Summary Prepared by‘ the Attorney General

CREENE-HUGHES SCHOOL BUILDING LEASE-PURCHASE BOND LAW OF 1986. " 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 to be sold at a rate not to exceed four hundred million dollars ($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

1986 Ballot Proposals

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

""'New. Prison Construction Bond Act of 1986

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT OF 1986. This act provid siti i
W | B . provides for the acquisition and construction of stat
youth and adult correctional facilities pursuant to a bond issue of five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) . e

847 Vote Yes (For)
848 Vote No (Against)
849 Total Votes

850 Vote Yes (percent)

851 Vote No (percent)
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1986 __ Ballot Proposals
Proposition 55
General Election: November 4, 1986

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

+California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of 1986

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attormey General -

ICALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LAW OF 1986. This act provides for a bond issue of one hundred

million dollars ($100,000,000) to provide funds for improvement of domestic water systems to meet minimum drinking
water standards.

852 Vote Yes (For)
853 Vote No (Against)
854 Total Votes

855 - Vote Yes (percent)
856 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals

Proposition 56

General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 4,038,085 Against = 2,751,378

- ‘Higher Education Facilities Bond Act of 1986 -

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

m EDUCATION FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1986. ‘ This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred million
dollers '($400,000,000) to provide capital for construction or improvement of facilities at California’s public higher
education institutions, including the University of California’s nine campuses, the California State University’s 19 cam-
puses, the California Community College’s 106 campuses, and the California Maritime Academy, to be sold at a rate not
to exceed two hundred fifty million dollars ($250,000,000) 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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57 Retirement Benefits for Non _ ... 8110t Proposals

N judicial and Nonlegislative proposition 57
Elected State Constltutional Officers General Election: November 4, 1986
For = 4,851,214 Against = 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
officers 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 successors on or after November 5, 1986. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s
estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: This measure would reduce the future retirement benefits of
fewer than 20 people, resulting in annual state 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 . Vote Yes (percent)
866 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals

Proposition 58
General Election: November 4, 1986

- Taxation. Family Transfers ror - 5,709,645 Against = 1,638,812

TAXATION. FAMILY TRANSFERS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. State Constitution Article
XIII A, enacted as Proposition 13 in 1978, with certain exceptions, places a limitation on real property taxes equal to 1
percent of its full cash value listed on the 1975-1976 tax bill. Property may be reassessed on “purchase” or other “change
of ownership.” This measure amends Article XIII A to provide the terms *“purchase” and *“change of ownership” do not
include the purchase or transfer of (1) real property between spouses and (2) the principal residence and the first
$1,000,000 of other real property between parents and children. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of state and
local fiscal impact: Measure would reduce local property tax revenues. Cities, counties, and special districts would lose
an estimated $17 million in 1987-88, $37 million in 1988-89, and increasing amounts in future years. Remaining losses
would be to school and community college districts. Increased state aid from the State General Fund would offset these
losses, resulting in an estimated loss to the General Fund of $11 million in 1987-88, $23 million in 1988-89, and increasing
amounts 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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1986 __ Ballot Proposals

Proposition 59
General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 5,422,619 Against = 1,164,585

Elected District Attorney

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General _—

ELECTED DISTRICT ATTORNEY. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Presently the State Con-
stitution 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 am.end.s the Cons‘tltuh‘on to
require the Legislature provide for an elected district attorney in all counties. Summary of Legxsla‘twe Analyst’s estimate
of state and local government fiscal impact: This measure would have no direct state or local fiscal effect.

872 Vote Yes (For)
873 Vote No (Against)
874 Total Votes
875 - Vote Yes (percent)
876 Vote No (percent)
State CALTFORNTA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

. Ballot Proposals
- Taxation. Replacement 93— P

R Proposition 60

Resxdences General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 5,121,859 Against = 1,528,254

TAXATION. REPLACEMENT RESIDENCES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. State Constitu-
tion Article XIII A, enacted as Proposition 13 in 1978, with certain exceptions, places a limitation on real property taxes
equal to 1 percent of the value of its assessed value listed on the 19751976 tax bill. Property may be reassessed on change
of ownership. This measure amends Article XIII A to permit the Legislature to allow persons over age 55, who sell their
residence and buy or build another of equal or lesser value within two years in the same county, to transfer the old
residence’s assessed value to the new residence. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local
government fiscal impact: This measure has no direct state or local fiscal effect unless the Legislature passes laws
implementing it. If the Legislature passes such laws, property tax revenues would be reduced. The loss of this revenue
would probably amount to several million dollars per year beginning in 1987-88. Cities, counties, and special districts
would bear 60 percent of this loss. The other 40 percent would affect community college and school districts. Higher

state aid to community college and school districts would offset these losses. The State General Fund would bear the
cost for 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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1986 _ Ballot Proposals
Proposition 61
General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 2,341,883 Against = 4,523,463

COMPENSATION OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS, EMPLOYEES, INDIVIDUAL PUBLIC CONTRACTORS. INITIATIVE
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Sets Governor’s annual salary at $80,000; other *“Constitutional”’
officers at $52,500. Limits maximum compensation of elected or appointed state and local government employees and
individual public contractors to 80% of Governor'’s salary. Requires people’s vote to increase salaries of constitutional
officers, members of Board of Equalization, legislators, judiciary, and specified local elected officers. Prohibits public
officials and employees from accruing sick leave or vacation from one calendar year to another. Summary of Legislative
Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: Public official and employee salary and benefit-related
reductions would amount to $125 million in the first year at the state level and roughly the same amount at the local
level. 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
would be implemented, (4) its effect on governmental efficiency resulting from its limitation on pay for officers,
employees and contractors. Net fiscal impact is unknown.
882 Vote Yes (For)

883 Vote No (Against)
884 Total Votes

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

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 62

»'Taxation. Local Govemments General Election: November 4, 1986

. . e For = 3,858,119 Against = 2,798,805
and Districts. Initiative Statute

TAXATION. LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND DISTRICTS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Enacts statutes regarding new or
increased taxation by local governments and districts. Imposition of special taxes, defined as taxes for special purposes,
will require approval by two-thirds of voters. Imposition of general taxes, defined as taxes for general governmental

‘ , will require approval by two-thirds vote of legislative body; submission of proposed tax to electorate; approval
w, majority of voters. Contains provisions governing election conduct. Contains restrictions on specified types of taxes.
Restricts use of revenues. Requires ratification by majority vote of voters to continue taxes imposed after August 1, 1985.
Summary qlf Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The measure prevents
imposition of new or higher general taxes by local agencies without voter approval. It also could reduce existing tax
revenues to local agencies, if a majority of their voters do not ratify the continuation of new or higher taxes adopted
after August 1, 1985. As this is a statutory, not a constitutional, initiative, the provisions of this measure imposing penalties
and requiring voter approval cannot be applied to charter cities. :

887 Vote Yes (For)

888 Vote No (Against)
889 Total Votes

890 Vote Yes (percent)

891 Vote No (percent)
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1986 __ Ballot Proposals

Proposition 63

General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 5,138,577 Against = 1,876,639
Official State Language. Initiative Constitutional Amendment

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

OFFICIAL 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 ot
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 ( FOY‘)
893 Vote No (Against)
894 Total Votes
895 - Vote Yes (percent)
896 Vote No (percent)

State CALIFORNIA

BALLOT PROPOSALS

Var. # Description

1986 Ballot Proposals

Proposition 64
General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 2,039,744 Against = 5,012,255
ACQUIRED IMMUNE DEFICIENCY SYNDROME (AIDS). INITIATIVE STATUTE. Declares that AIDS is an infec-
tious, contagious and communicable 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
conditions maintained by the director of the Department of Health Services. Provides that both are subject to quarantine
and isolation statutes and regulations. Provides that Department of Health Services 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 fiscal effect of the
measure could vary greatly depending upon how it would be interpreted by public health officers and the courts. If
only existing discretionary communicable disease controls were applied to the AIDS disease, given the current state of
medical knowledge, there would be no substantial change in state and local costs as a direct result of this measure. If
the measure were interpreted to require added control measures, depending upon the level of activity taken, the cost
of implementing these measures could range to hundreds 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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_ 1986 Ballot Proposals
Proposition 65
General Election: November 4, 1986

For = 4,400,471 Against = 2,632,617

RESTRICTIONS ON TOXIC DISCHARGES INTO DRINKING WATER; REQUIREMENT OF NOTICE OF 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 specified conditions, district or city attorneys and other persons to seek
injunctions and civil penalties. Requires designated government employees obtaining information of illegal discharge
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 1987 and thereafter would depend on many factors, but could exceed
$1,000,000 annually. These costs would be partially offset by fines collected under the measure. ———

902 Vote Yes (For)

903 Vote No (Against)

904 Total Votes

905 - Vote Yes (percent)

906 Vote No (percent)
State
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907 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 66, Primary Election:
908 Vote No (Against)

909 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

910 Vote Yes (percent)

911 Vote No {percent) YES = 3,833,206 NO = 1,379,782

Elected County Assessor

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

ELECTED 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) Proposition 67, Primary Election!
913 Vote No (Against)

914 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

915 Vote Yes (percent)

916 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,488,251 NO = 979,354

67 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 was
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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917 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 68, Primary Election:
918 Vote No (Against)
919 Total Votes June 7, 1988,
920 Vote Yes (percent)
921 Vote No (percent) | YES = 2,802,614  NO = 2,501,263
6 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 $5,000 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 furids 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 Campaign Reform Fund is estimated at $9 million starting in 1988-89. 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 Déficiency 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) Proposition 70, Primary Election:
928 Vote No (Against)

929 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

930 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 and 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 plants 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: Assuming 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) Proposition 71, Primary Election:

933 Vote No (Against)

934 Total Votes June 7, 1988. 1
93s Vote Yes {percent)

936 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,544,731  NO = 2,662,463

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

APPROPRIATIONS LIMIT ADJUSTMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Constitution limnits
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 $700 million in 1988-89, 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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Variable # Description

937 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 72, Primary Election:

938 Vote No (Against)

939 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

940 Vote Yes (percent) y
941 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,046,358 NO = 3,264,653

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 deriv?d fr9m state
sales and use taxes on motor vehicle fuels be used only for public streets, highways, and mass transit gmdew:flys.
(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 a_nd 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 1989-90, 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 bf:
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 1990-91, 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

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 $1,000 from each person, $2,500 from each
political committee, and $5,000 from a political party and each “broad based political committee,” as defined. Permits
stricter local limits. Limits gifts and honoraria to elected officials to $1,000 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 Analyst’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
8$1.1 million a 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 railings.
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Variable # Description

947 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 74, Primary Election:
948 Vote No (Against)

949 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

950 Vote Yes (percent)

951 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,640,711 NO = 2,641,256

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 ($1,000,000,000)

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) Proposition 75, Primary Election:
953 Vote No (Against)

954 Total Votes June 7, 1988.

955 Vote Yes (percent)

956 Vote No (percent) 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. 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 #

957
958
959
960
961

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

Description

Proposition 76, Primary Election:
June 7, 1988.

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

76 ‘Veterans Bond Act of 1988

to provide farm and home aid for California veterans.

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 ($510,000,000)

Variable i

962
963
964
965
966

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

Description
Proposition 77, Primary Election:
June 7, 1988.

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

7 7 1 California Earthquake Safety and Housing

Rehabilitation Bond Act of 1988

Earthquake Safety and Housing Rehabilitation program.

Official Title and Sufnmary 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
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Variable # Description

967 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 78, General Election;
968 Vote No (Against)

969 Total Votes Novemher 8, 1988.

370 Vote Yes (percent)

971 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,355,974 NO = 3,929,122

78 Higher Education Facilities Bqnd Act of 1988

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of six }}undre‘d million
dollars ($600,000,000) to provide funds for the construction or improvement of facilities of California’s p1_1b11c -}ug;her
education institutions, including the University of California’s nine campuses, the California State University’s 19
campuses, the 70 districts of the California community colleges, and the California Maritime Acadgmy. 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 # Description

972 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 79, General Election:
973 Vote No (Against)

974 Total Votes November §, 1988.

975 Vote Yes (percent)

976 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,651,366 NO = 3,576,515

79 1988 School F aéilities Bond Act |

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

1988 SCHOOIL. 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 = 5,501,465 NO = 3,558,137

80 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 elght hundred
seventeen million dollars ($817,000,000) to provide urgently needed funds to relieve overcrowding in the state’s
prisons, county jails, and Youth Authority facilities through new construction.

Variable # Description

982 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 81, General Election:
983 Vote No (Against)

984 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

985 Vote Yes (percent)

986 Vote No (percent) YES = 6,621,776 NO = 2,619,300

8]- California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of 1988

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney Ceneral

CALIFORNIA SAFE DRINKING WATER BOND LLAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of seventy-ﬁve

million dollars ($75,000,000) to provide funds for improvement of domestic water systems to meet minimum drinking
water standards.
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Variable # Description

987 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 82, General Election:
988 Vote No (Against)

989 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

990 Vote Yes (percent)

991 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,601,766 NO = 3,375,935

82 Water Conservation Bond Law of 1988

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

WATER CONSERVATION BOND LAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of sixty million dollars
($60,000,000) to provide funds for a local water projects assistance program, water conservation programs, and
groundwater recharge facilities.

Variable # Description

992 Vote Yes (For) Propositicen 83, General Election:
993 Vote No {(Against)

994 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

995 Vote Yes (percent)

996 Vote No {(percent) 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 Attormey General

CLEAN WATER AND WATER RECLAMATION BOND LAW OF 1988. This act provides for a bond issue of
sixty-five million dollars ($65,000,000) 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
requiremerits. :
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Variable # Description

997 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 84, General EleclLion:
998 Vote No {(Against)

999 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1000 Vote Yes (percent)

1001 Vote No (percent) 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
dolla_rs ($300,000,000) to provide funds for a housing program that includes: (1) emergency shelters and transitional
housmg 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 # Description

1002 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 85, GCeneral Electioni
1003 Vote No (Against)

1004 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1005 Vote Yes (percent)

1006 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,813,324 NO = 4,321,576

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 f i
NS . or a bond f
seventy-five million dollars ($75,000,000) to provide funds for a library construction ang renovation progrrlazri.ss;ue °
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Variable # Description

1007 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 86, General Election:
1008 Vote No (Against)

1009 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1010 Vote Yes (percent)

1611 Vote No {(percent) YES = 4,913,604 NO = 4,061,767

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 Property Tax Revenues. Redevelopment Agencies

Official Title and Summary Pfepared by the Attomey 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 redevelqpment
agency don’t have to be applied to repayment of the bonded indebtedness. This measure authorizes the Leglslatu_re
to require all revenues produced by the rate increase go to the taxing agency for purpose of the repayment of its
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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1017 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 88, General Election:
1018 Vote No (AgainstL)

1019 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1020 Vote Yes (percent)

1021 Vote No (percent) YES = 6,514,143 NO = 2,194,932

88 Deposit of Public Moneys

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

DEPOSIT OF PUBLIC MONEYS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Currently, the State
Constitution authorizes the Legislature to provide for the deposit of public moneys in any bank, savings arlld loan
association, or in any credit union in California. This measure amends the State Constitution to a_uthon.ze t}_me
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 ﬁspal effe_:ct.
However, adoption could result in greater interest income to the state and local governments by increasing

competition for the deposit of public moneys.

Variable # Description

1022 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 89, General Election:
1023 Vote No (Against)

1024 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1025 Vote Yes (percent)

1026 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,928,991 NO = 4,031,422

| 89 I Governor’s Parole Review

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

GOVERNOR’S PAROLE REVIEW. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 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 parcle
could result in relatively minor costs.
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1027 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 90, General Election:
1028 Vote No (Against)

1029 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1030 Vote Yes (percent)

1031 Vote No (percent) YES = 6,080,275 NO = 2,734,732

‘ 90 l 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
loss 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 1989-90.

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

9]- 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, 1990. Exempts justice court judges who
held office on January 1, 1988, from the 5-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.
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1037 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 32, General Election:
1038 Vote No (Against)

1039 Total Votes November B8, 1988.

1040 Vote Yes (percent)

1041 Vote No (percent) YES = 6,259,305 NO = 2,174,224

92 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 # Description

1042 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 93, General Election:
1043 Vote No (Against)

1044 Total Votes November 8, 1988,

1045 Vote Yes (percent)

1046 Vote No {percent) YES = 6,273,718 NO = 2,583,966

93 Veterans’ Property Tax Exemption

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 affect 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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1047 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 94, General Election:
1048 Vote No {(Against)

1049 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1050 Vote Yes (percent)

1051 Vote No (percent) YES = 5,719,900 NO = 3,062,872

94 Judges

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

JUDGES. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 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) Proposition 95, General Election:
1053 Vote No {Against)

1054 Total Votes November 8, 1988,

1055 Vote Yes (percent)

1056 Vote No {(percent) YES = 4,090,433 NO = 4,962,405

95 Hunger and Homelessness Funding. Initiative Statute

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

HUNGER 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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1057 Vore Yes (For) Proposition 96, General Election:
1058 Vote No (Against)

1059 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1060 Vote Yes (percent)

1061 Vote No {percent) YES = 5,758,706 NO = 3,468,214

96 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 of judicial proceedings to local governments and laboratory costs to local and state
governments could range up to $1 million annually depending on cost of courtroom hearings, the nature of the tests,
and the number of persons subject to them.

Variable # Description

1062 vVote Yes (For) Proposition 97, General Election:
1063 Vote No (Against)

1064 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1065 Vote Yes (percent)

1066 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,776,182 NO = 4,116,102

97 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 1987, 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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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 revenues in excess of State’s appropriations limit; and exempting excess funds from
appropriations limit. Adds provisions to IZducation Code requiring excess funds to be used solely for instructional
improvement and accountability and requiring schools to report student achicvement, 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 Lo 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 # Description

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

Initiative Constitutional Amendment and Statute

| 99 Ciguae... . Tobacco Tax. Benefit Fund.

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

CIGARETTE AND TOBACCO TAX. BENEFIT FUND. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND
STATUTE. ' Imposes additional tax upon cigarette distributors of one and one-fourth cents (1% 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 198889
(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 $500,000 in 1988-89 and $300,000 in subsequent years.
There would be no substantial net effect on sales and excise tax revenues to the state, cities, and counties.
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Variable # Description

1077 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 100, General Election:
1078 Vote No (Against)

1079 Total Votes November B8, 1988.

1080 Vote Yes (percent)

1081 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,849,572 NO = 5,562,483

‘ ].OO 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 discrimination, 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) Proposition 101, General Election:
1083 Vote No (Against)

1084 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1085 Vote Yes (percent)

1086 Vote No (percent) YES = 1,226,735 NO = 8,020,659

Initiative Statute

l 101 Automobile Accident Claims and Insurance Rates.

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENT CLAIMS AND INSURANCE RATES. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Bgduces bodily injury,
uninsured motorist rates to 50 percent of October 31, 1988, or October 31, 1987, level, whichevey is lower, adjpsted for
medical inflation. Limits motor vehicle accident recovery for noneconomic losses such as pain and suffenpg to 25
percent of economic losses, as defined. Prohibits attorney contingent fees greater th?.n 25 percent of economic losses,
as defined. Limitations not applicable to survival, wrongful death actions or actions mvolylng serious and' permanent
injuries and/or disfigurement. Provisions expire December 31, 1992. Summary of Legislative _A‘naly'st 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 affect'ed lgcal 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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Variable # Description

1087 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 102, CGeneral Election:
1088 Vote No (Against)

1089 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1090 Vote Yes (percent)

1091 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,208,787 NO = 6,116,276

10 2 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 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 103, General Election:
1093 Vote No (Against)

1094 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1095 Vote Yes (percent)

1096 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,853,298 NO = 4,630,689

103 Insurance Rates, Regulation, Commissioner.
' Initiative Statute

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. There:after requires
every insurer offer any eligible person a good-driver policy with 20-percent differential. Reqpires public hearing and
approval by elected Insurance Commissioner for automobile, other property/cgspalty‘ insurance rate changes.
Requires automobile premiums be determined primarily by driving record. Prthblts. C.hSCI.'lmlnatIO'n, prlce-ﬁpng,
unfair practices by insurance companies. Requires commissioner provide comparative pricing information. Aut.honzes
insurance activities by banks. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local goverqment 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 lo_cal governments yvould hE'lVB
unknown savings from lower insurance rates. Gross premium tax reduction of approximately $125 mllhon for fust
three years offset by required premium tax rate adjustinent. Thereafter, possible state revenue loss if rate reductions
and discounts continue but gross premium tax is not adjusted.
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Variable # Description

1097 Vote Yes (For) Proposition 104, General Election:
1098 Vote No (Against)

1099 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1100 Vote Yes (percent)

1101 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,391,285 NO = 7,015,155

]-04 Automobile and Other Insurance. Initiative Statute

Official Title and Summary Prepar'ed 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
years if no other changes are made in insurance rates.

Variable # Description

1102 Vote Yes {(For) Proposition 105, General Election:
1103 Vote No (Against)

1104 Total Votes November 8, 1988.

1105 Vote Yes (percent)

1106 Vote No (percent) YES = 4,846,681 NO = 4,046,554

10 5 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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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

10 6 Attorney Fees Limit for Tort Claims.

Initiative Statute

Official Title and Summary Prepared by the Attorney General

ATTORNEY 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 reascnable 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 respense
could affect the number of cases filed and settled, and the size of awards.



BALLOT PROPOSALS -~ 1990 State: cA

Variable # Description:
V1112 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue
V1113 Vote No (Against)
V1114 Total Votes XPrimary General Special Other
V1115 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90 -
V1i116 Vote No (percent) 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 State: CA
Variable # Description:
V1117 Vote Yes (Tor) Bond Issue
V1118 Vote No (Against)
V1119 Total Votes ¥rimary _General _ Special _Other
V1120 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90
V1121 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,795,091 NO = 2,170,877

PASSENGER RAIL AND CLEAN AIR BOND ACT OF 1990. This act provides for a bond issue of one billion dollars
($1,000,000,000) to provide lunds 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.

{a:07



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1122 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Legislature
V1123 Vote No (Against) ,
V1124 Total Votes ¥Primary _General _Special _Other
V1125 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90
V1126 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,627,505 NO = 2,116,439

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 additional 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 # Description:
V1127 Vote Yes (For) Legislative Constitutional Amendment
V1128 Vote No (Against)
V1129 Total Votes x Primary _General _Special _Other
V1130 Vote Yes (percent) Date: ¢/5/90
V1131 Vote Ne (percent) YES = 3 931,938 NO = 972,851

PROPERTY TAX EXIMPTION IFOR SEVERELY DISABLED PERSONS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT.  Mecasure would permit Legislature to allow severely disabled homeowners to transfer base year
values of former primary residences to replacement dwellings, purchased or newly constructed on or after the
effective date of this measure. This measure would also exclude from the definition of “newly constructed™ the
construction, installation, or modification of any portion or structural component of a single or multiple family
dwelling eligible for the homeowner’s exemption if such construction, installation or modification is for the purpose of
making the dwelling more accessible to severely disabled persons. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net
state and local government fiscal impact: Mcasure would have no dircct state or local fiscal cffeet because it merely
authorizes the Legislature to implement its provisions. If implemented by Legislature, reductions in annual property
lax collections from the reappraisal of replacement homies beginning in 1990-91, would result in property tax revenue
loss of probably $1 million to $2 million per year. However, exclusions of structural improvements for use by disabled
persons from reappraisal would not reduce revenues by a signiflicant amount. Cities, counties and special districts
would bear approximately two-thirds of the revenue loss, with the remainder affecting school districts and community
college districts. However, existing law requires the state to replace lost education revenues if they caused the amount

of funding per student to fall below existing levels, as adjusted for inflation. C



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1132 vVote Yes (For) Legislative Constitutional Amendment
V1133 Vote No (Against)
V1134  Total Votes Xrimary _General _Special _Other
V1135 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90
V1136 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,621,023 NO = 2,378,029

THE TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF AND SPENDING LIMIT@TIO_N {\CT OF 1990. This measure wctn.:ld ;I:Etl::
a statewide traffic congestion reliel program and update the spendmg limit on state and lo‘(;a gox::rtnmeg (o] treaffic
reflect the needs of a growing California population. It would prov1de_ new revenues to_r e us%h_ o Te ut;‘e traffle
congestion by building state highways, local streets and roads, and p_ubllc mass transit faci 1t1esA 1strrlxei1330eand 1d
enact a 55% increase in truck weight fees and a five-cent-per-gallqn increase in the fuel tax on Augus e and an
additional one cent on January 1 of each of the next four years. This measure updates the state a;()ipro};l)na ro'ns.tl it to
allow for new funding for congestion relief, mass transit, health care, services ,f(')r the elderly, '1;(1i ot tgr prxtoon ¥ovide
programs, while still providing an overall limit on state and local spending. This measurt? lwI(?)u dclgmdmute anc{) ovice
that public education and community colleges receive _at‘least .40% of the state Cenerd1 l;m u ged,  wou'd
provide that revenues in excess of the state appropriations limit are allocated equally between educatio

taxpayers.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1137 Vote Yes (For) Legislative Constitutional Amendment
V1138 Vote No (Against)
V1139 Total Votes ¥ Primary Ceneral _Special _Other
V1140 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90
Vil4l Vote No (percent) YES = 2,994,562 NO = 1,799,519

STATE  OFFICIALS, ETHICS, SALARIES. OPEN  MEETINGS. LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT, Prohibits legislators, statewide elected officers from accepting  honoraria, or accepting
compensation for representing another before a state board or agency. Dirccts Legislature to enact laws applicable to
legislators, statewide elected officers, implementing honoraria and compensation prohibitions, limiting acceptance of
gifts, strengthening conflict laws, prohibiting receipt of income from lobbying firms, and prohibiting lobbying for
compensalion within 12 months after leaving office. Repeals current provisions setting salaries, bencfits of legislators,
elected stalewide officials; establishes seven-member Commission, appointed by Governor, to annually establish
salaries, benefits. Mandates 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 salaries, benefits established by Citizens Compensation Commission. Relatively minor costs to state for support of
Comimission and enforcing provisions of this measure. )

r A



BALLOT PRCPOSALS - 1990 State: cp

Variable # Description:
V1142 Vote Yes (For) Legislative Statute
V1143 Vote No (Against)
V1144  Total Votes XPrimary  General Special Other
V1145 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90 - o
V1146 Vote No (percent) 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

yvear. Increases penaltics for unlawful practice of chiropractic and violation of the Chiropractic Act. Minimum fine is

increased from $30 to $100. Maximmum fine is increased from $250 to $750. Possible imprisonment increased from a

minimum of 30 days and maximurn of 90 days to a maximum of six months without specification of a minimum.

Surmmary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: State Board of Chiropractic

Examiners 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 State: (A
Variable # Descriptieon:
V1147 Vote Yes (For) Legislative Statute
V1148 Vote No (Against)
V1149 Total Votes xPrimary _General _Special _Other
V1150 Vote Yes (percent) Date: §/5/90
V1151 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,435,095 NO = 1,395,087

MURDER OF A PEACE OFFICER. CRIMINAL PENALTIES. SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCE. PE'ACE OFFICER
DEFINITION. LEGISLATIVE INITIATIVE AMENDMENT. The Briggs Death Pcnalty _Initiahve 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 made to this section since its enactment. 'I‘he‘ Legislature l.las reclassified peace ofﬁcer.s'by
grouping them into different categories and has made other changes since 1979. This statute conforms the deﬁ?rltlon
found in the Initiative Act to the new classifications, thereby increasing the numbers and types of peac&la o 1cert5'
covered by the act. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state aqd local government ﬁs;;a 1¥p£t1;.;.
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.

AN



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable Description:
V1152 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amend iati
ment b
V1153 Vote No (Against) ¥ Initiative
V1154 Total Votes X Primary General S ial
V1155 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/—50 —pesta Other
V1156 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,690,115 NO = 2,026,600
H] 3y

CRIMINAL LAW. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Amends state Constitution
regarding criminal and juvenile 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 murder definition; increases penalty for specified murders; expands special circumstance
murders subject to capital punishment; increases penalty for minors convicted of first degree murder to life
imprisonment without parole; permits probable cause finding based on hearsay; requires court to conduct jury
examination. Summary of Legislative Analyst's estimate of net state and local government fiscal impact: The net fiscal
effect of this measure is unknown. The measure makes several significant changes to the criminal justice system.
How the measure will be implemented and interpreted is unknown. There may be only a minor fiscal impact on state
and local governments, or there may be a major fiscal impact.

BALLOT PROPOSALS -~ 1990 State: (Ca
Variable { Description:

V1157 Vote Yes (For)

s R
V1158 Vote No (Against) ratutory Initiative

V1159 Total Votes XxPrimary  General Special Other
V1iie0 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90 o -
Vilel Vote No (percent) YES =

2,579,810 NO = 2 963 574

RAIL, TRANSPORTATION. BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Authorizes general obligation bond issue of
$1,990,000,000 to provide funds principally for passenger and commuter rail systems, with limited funds available for
public mass transit guideways, paratransit vehicles, bicycle and ferry facilities, and railroad technology museum.
Allocates certain amounts to specified state and local entities through a grant program administered by the California
Transportation Commission. Program will require some matching funds from local entities. Appropriates money from
state General Fund to pay off bonds. Summary of Legislative Analyst’s estimate of net state and local government
fiscal impact: 1f all authorized bonds are sold at 7.5 percent interest and paid over the typical 20-year period, the
General Fund will incur about $3.6 billion in costs to pay off bond principal ($2 billion) and interest ($1.6 billion). The
estimated annual cost of bond principal and interest is $180 million. . N

cALlY



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: (A

Variable # Description:
V1l62 Vote Yes (For) Statutory Initiative
V1163 Vote No (Against)
V1164 Total Votes Frimary General Special Other
V1165 Vote Yes (percent) Date: g/5/90 N -
v1lee Vote No (percent) 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 wetlands; 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:
Vile7 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
V1168 Vote No (Against)
VIl69 Total Votes XPrimary General _Special Other
V1170 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 6/5/90 - B
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 yecars following national census. Amends
Constitution to create Joint Legislative Fthics 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 one-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
are probably minor.

cAb-



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1172 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
V1173 Vote No (Against)
V1174 Total Votes X Primary _General Special Other
V1175 Vote Yes {percent) Date: 6/5/90 - -
v1176 Vote Mo (percent) YES = 1,761,460 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 State: CA

Variable # Description:

V1177 Vote Yes (For)

Bond Issue
V1178 Vote No (Against)

V1179 Total Votes Xrimary _ General Special Other
V1180 Vote Yes (percent) Date: /5/90 - o
V1181 Vote No (percent) YES = 2 .714,045 NO = 2,133,996

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT OF 1990. 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.
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BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1182 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue
V1183 Vote No (Against)
V1184 Total Votes XPrimar i
X Yy _General
V1185 Vote Yes (percent) Date: §/5/90 neral Special  Other
V1186 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,687,831 NO = 2,195,889
L ’

HIGHER EDUCATION FACILITIES BOND ACT OF JUNE 1990. This act provides for a bond issue of four
hundred fifty 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, 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. The use of funds authorized under this ac!
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 State:
Variable # Description:

V1187 Vote Yes (for)
V1188  vote No (Against)

V1189 Total Votes

. Primar G i
V1190 Vote Yes (percent) Date: ¥ veneral  Speclal _Other
V1191l vyote No (percent) YES = NO =



BALLOT PRO

POSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1192
V1193
V1194
V1195
V1196

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

TOXIC CHEMICAL DISCHARGE. PUBLIC AGENCIES.
LEGISLATIVE STATUTE

State: CA

Description:

Legislative Statute

_Primary ¥ General
Date:11/6790
YES = 3,332,755

_Special _Other

NO = 3,542,901

e The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (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.

e This measure extends to public agencies, other than publicly owned water systems, the discharge and

release prohibition and warning requirement.

e Exempts specified public agencies from discharge and release prohibition during public emergency, to
protect public health, specified storm water or runoff situations, other circumstances.
e Exempts specified public agencies from clear and reasonable warning requirements during emergency.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1197
V1198
V1199
V1200
V1201

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

Vote Yes ~nt)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary YGeneral

Date: 11/6/90
YES = 4,153,879

VETERANS BOND ACT Of-’ 1990

# This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred million dollars ($400,000,000) to provide farm and
home aid for California veterans.

_Special  Other

NO = 2,884,851
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BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1202
V1203
V1204
V1205
V1206

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote Ne (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary ZXGeneral
Date:11/6/90
YES = 3,449,401

_Special _Other

NO = 3,619,457

PH(H{EIKE[HJCAJTO%JFA(HIJTTESIH)N[)ACH‘OF'NCFVENHHER1990

e This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred fifty million dol'lars' ( $450,000,009) to prf)v@e funds fo}:
the construction or improvement of facilities of California’s publu; higher ed}lcatl'on, institutions, Whll(':l
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_ Hast.mgs Collegfa 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 befor‘e ]l{ly.l, 1990. .

¢ The use of funds authorized under this act includes, but is not necessarily lm_uted 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 #

V1207
V1208
V1209
V1210
V1211

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State; CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary XGeneral
Date: 11/6/90
YES = 2,871,183

_Special  Other

NO = 4,239,091

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION BOND ACT OF 1990-B

e 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 f Description:
V1212 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue
V1213 Vote No (Against)
V1214 Total Votes _Primary XGeneral _Special _Other
V1215 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/90
V1216 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,134,875 NO = 3,904,145

CALIFORNIA HOUSING BOND ACT OF 1990

e 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 two hundred million dollars ($200,000,000), to provide
financial assistance to first-lime 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 shelters and transitional housing for homeless families and individuals,
(3) a multifamily mortgage loan and bond insurance program,
(4) farmworker housing, and
(5) rehabilitation loans to enable unreinforced masonry rental buildings to withstand earthquakes

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1217 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue
V1218 Vote No (Against)
V1219 Total Votes _Primary XGeneral Special Other
V1220 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90 -
V1221 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,679,108 NO = 3,424,276

SCHOOL FACILITIES BOND ACT OF 1990

o 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. .

A



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1222 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue
V1223 Vote No (Against)
v1224  Total Votes _Primary XGeneral _Special Other
V1225 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/90 - -
V1226 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,574,002 NO = 4,329,678

COUNTY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CAPITAL EXPENDITURE
AND JUVENILE FACILITY BOND ACT OF 1990

e This act provides for a bond issue of two hundred twenty-five million dollars ($225,000,000) to provide
funds for the construction, reconstruction, remodeling, replacement, and deferred maintenance of
county correctional facilities and county juvenile facilities. :

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: (a

Variable # Description:

V1227 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue

V1228 Vote No (Apainst)

Vi2z29 Total Votes _Primary XGeneral Special Other
V1230 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6790 B B
V1231 Vote No {(percent) YES = 3,024,141 NO = 3,886,587

WATER RESOURCES BOND ACT OF 1990

e This act provides for a bond issue of three hundred cighty million doliars (_$380,000,000) to provide lfur'lds
for a water resources program and makes changes in the Water Conservation Bond La_w of 1988 relating
to administrative fees and the California Safe Drinking Water Bond Law of 1976 relating to loans.

/,O.,‘!.
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BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1232
V1233
V1234
V1235
V1236

BALLOT PRO

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

Vote Yes {(percent)
Vote No (percent)

CALIFORNIA PARK, RECREATION, AND WILDLIFE

State: CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary yGeneral

Date: 11/6/90
YES = 3 330,877

ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 1990

@ This act provides for a bond issue of four hundred thirty-seven million dollars ($437,000,0001 to provide
funds for a program of acquiring, developing, rehabilitating, or restoring real property for state and local
park, beach, recreation, greenbelt, wildland fire protection, coastal, historic, or museum purposes.

POSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1237
V1238
v1i239
V1240
V1241

e This act provides for a bond issue of two hun
construction, reconstruction, remodeling, repl

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary XGeneral
Date: 11/6/90
YES = 1,830,612

_Special _Other

NO = 3,743,765

_Special Other

NO = 5,100,520

COUNTY COURTHOUSE FACILITY CAPITAL

facilities.

EXPENDITURE BOND ACT OF 1990

dred million dollars ($200,000,000) to provide funds for the
acement, and deferred maintenance of county courthouse

5/{‘./"'



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1242
V1243
V1244
V1245
V1246

# This act provides for a bond issue of thirty million dollars ($30,000,000) to provide funds for child care

facilities.

BALLOT PRO

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Bond Issue

_Primary General
Date: 11/6/90
YES = 3,360,443

_Special _Other

NO =

C}HLI)CAJHEFA(HLFFHﬁiFHQANCHNC}ACTWDFIQQ)

POSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1247
V1248
V1249
V1250
V1251

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State:

Description:

_Primary _General
Date:
YES =

NO =

3,719,971

_Special _ Other

A



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1252
V1253
V1254
V1255
V1256

other stockholders in those corporations.

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature

_Primary ZXGeneral _Special _Other
Date: 11/6790
YES = 3,225,340 NO = 3,815,030

LOCAL HOSPITAL DISTRICTS.
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e 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.
e Provides that the district shall be subject to the same obligations and liabilities imposed by law upon all

e 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 #

V1257
Vi258
V1259
V1260
V1izZel

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature

_Primary XGeneral _Special _Other
Date: 11/6/90
YES = 3,229,081 NO = 3,859,304

MOTOR VEHICLE FUELS TAX. RAIL TRANSIT FUNDING.
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e 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 Vf-:hicles for the
acquisition of rail transit vehicles and rail transit equipment which operate only on exclusive public mass
transit guideways.



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1262
V1263
V1264
V1265
V1266

specified.

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by LEégislature

_Primary XGeneral _Special _Other
Date:11/6/90
YES = 3,001,351 NO = 4,332,827

ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES. TAXES. K
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

® Adds to Constitution, alcohol beverage excise tax rates, proceeds payable to General Fund.
® 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 20 cents per gallon; fortified wines from 2 to 20 cents per
gallon; distilled spirits from $2.00 to $3.30 per gallon.
e Amends Constitution to exclude excise surtaxes imposed by this measure from appropriations limit, as

e Provides that tax rate modifications of this measure control over conflicting provisions of Propositions

134 and 136.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990

Variable #

V1267
V1268
V1269
V1270
V1271

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Legislature

_Primary ¥ General _Special _Other
Date:11/6/90
YES = 4,431,687 NO = 2,750,764

EARTHQUAKE SAFETY. PROPERTY TAX EXCLUSION.
LEGISLATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e Amends California Constitution to authorize Legislature to exclude from property tax assessment
construction or installation of earthquake safety improvements in existing buildings.

e Authorizes Legislature to define improvements eligible for the exclusion.

e Existing 15 year exclusion applicable to earthquake safety reconstruction or improvements for specified
existing unreinforced masonry buildings not affected by this amendment.



BALLOT PROPOSALS :_1990
Variable #

V1272 Vote Yes (For)
V1273 Vote No (Against)
V1274 Total Votes

V1275 Vote Yes (percent)
V1276 Vote No (percent)

§tate: CA

ﬁéscription:

Statutory Initiative

_Primary ¥ General _Special _Other
Date:11/6790
YES = 2,636,663 NO = 4,760,022

ENVIRONMENT. PUBLIC HEALTH. BONDS.

INITIATIVE STATUTE

e Requires regulation of pesticide use to protect food and agricultural worker safety.
e Phases out use on food of pesticides known to cause cancer or reproductive harm, chemicals that

potentially deplete ozone layer.

e 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.

e Creates prevention, response fund from fees on oil deliveries.

o Establishes water quality criteria, monitoring plans. Creates elective office of Environmental Advocate.

e Appropriates $40,000,000 for environmental research.

e Authorizes $300,000,000 general obligation bonds for ancient redwcods acquisition, forestry projects.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990
Variable #

y1277 Vote Yes (For)
v1278 Vote No (Against)
V1279 Total Votes

vi280 Vote Yes (percent)
v128] Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative

_Primary XGeneral _Special _Other
Date: 11/6/90
YES = 1,982,369 NO = 5,184,506

DRUG ENFORCEMENT, PREVENTION, TREATMENT, PRISONS. BONDS. {.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE

e 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.
e Authorizes issuance of $740,000,000 of general obligation bonds for drug abuse, confinement, and

treatment facilities.

e 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 - 1990 State:

Variable # Description:
V1282 Vote Yes (For) Bond Issue by Initiative
V1283 vVote No (Against)
V1284 Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1285 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90
V1286 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,528,887 NO = 3,842,733
FOREST ACQUISITION. TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES. )

BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE.

e Authorizes 10-year state acquisition program, limited logging moratorium, to permit public acquisition of
designated ancient forests providing wildlife habitat.

® Requires wildlife surveys, mitigation measures. Limits logging sites, including those near waterways.

o Requires state-funded compensation, retraining program for loggers displaced by new regulations,
acquisitions. :

e Authorizes general obligation bond issue of $742,000,000 to fund acquisition, other provisions.

® Limits timber cutting practices, burning of forest residues, on California timberlands.

e Mandates sustained yield standards.

o Imposes new timber harvesting permit fees.

e Revises Board of Forestry membership.

e Discourages foreign export of forest products. Imposes penalties for violations.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1287 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
V1288 Vote No (Against)
v1289 Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1290 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90
V1291 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,723,763 NO = 4,490,973

LIMITS ON TERMS OF OFFICE. ETHICS. CAMPAIGN FINANCING.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.

Limits elected statewide officials to eight successive years in office; state legislators, Board of
Equalization members to twelve successive years.

Limits gifts to elected state, local officials.

Enlarges conflict of interest prohibitions, remedies applicable to state, local government officials.
Prohibits use of public resources for personal or campaign purposes.

Authorizes special prosecutors.

Establishes campaign contribution limits for elective offices.

Provides partial public campaign financing for candidates to state office who agree to specified
campaign expenditure limits.

Substantially repeals campaign ballot measures, 68 and 73, enacted June, 1988.

o0 00 00 [
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BALLOT PROPOSALS — 1990 State: oy

Variable # pescription:
V1292 Vote Yes (For) Constitdtional Amendment by Initiative
V1293 vote No (Against)
V1294  Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1295 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/30
V1296 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,959,238 NO = 3,140,773

MARINE RESOURCES.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e Establishes Marine Protection Zone within three miles of coast of Southern California.

e Commencing January 1, 1994, prohibits use of gill or trammel nets in zone.

¢ Between January 1, 1991 and December 31, 1993 requires additional permit for use of gill nets or
trammel nets in zone.

® Requires purchase of $3 marine protection stamp for fishermen in zone.

o Establishes permit fees and $3 sportfishing marine protection stamp fee to provide compensation to
fishermen for loss of permits after January 1, 1994.

e Directs Fish and Game Commission to establish four new ocean water ecological reserves for marine
research.

BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA
Variable # Description:
v1297 Vote Yes (For) Statutory Initiative
V1298 Vote No (Against)
vi299 Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1300 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90
V1301 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,281,937 NO = 4,877,808

DRUG ENFORCEMENT AND PREVENTION.
TAXES. PRISON TERMS. INITIATIVE STATUTE

e Establishes Safe Streets Fund in State Treasury.

e Appropriates funds in account for Anti-Drug Education (42%); Anti-Drug Law Enforcement (40%);
Prisons and Jails (10%); Drug Treatment (8%).

e Increases state sales and use taxes %, cent for four years starting July 1, 1991; increased funds transferred
to Safe Streets Fund.

e Limits state administrative expenses to 1%.

e 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 - 1990 State: (.,

Variable # Description:
V1302 vVote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
V1303 Vote No (Against)
V1304  Total Votes _Primary XGeneral _Special _Other
V1305 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/90
V1306 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,284,277 NO = 5,076,822

ALCOHOL SURTAX. CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. .
INITIATIVE STATUTE

o Establishes Alcohol Surtax Fund in State Treasury.

e Imposes surtax of five cents per 12 ounces beer, 5 ounces most wines, 1 ounce distilled spirits.

e Imposes additional per unit floor stock tax. '

e Proceeds deposited into Alcohol Surtax Fund.

e Guarantees 1989-90 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 State: CA
Variable # Description:
V1307 Vote Yes (For) Statutory Initiative
V1308 Vote No (Against)
V1309 Total Votes _Primary ZXGeneral _Special _Other
V1310 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/90
V1311 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,191,301 NO = 5,015,928

PESTICIDE REGULATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE

e Expands state pesticide residue monitoring program for produce, processed foods.

e Establishes state training, information programs for pesticide users.

e Mandates review of cancer-causing pesticides.

e Creates, modifies pesticide-related state advisory panels.

o Creates state-appointed advocate to coordinate pesticide policies.

® Eliminates some industry fees for pesticide regulatory programs.

e Restructures penalties, system of fines, for regulatory violations.

e Provides for state disposal of unregistered pesticides.

e Appropriates $5,000,000 annually through 1995 to fund pesticide-related research.

e Provides that between competing initiatives regulating pesticides, measure obtaining most votes
sufpersedes components of other(s) dealing with pesticide enforcement for food, water and worker
satetv.



BALLOT PROPOSALS — 1990

Variable #

V1312
V1313
Vi3lé4
V1315
V1316

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative

_Primary Xbemeral _Special _Other
Date:11/6/90
YES = 3,439,621  NO = 3,744,620

STATE, LOCAL TAXATION. INITIATIVE 7

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e Abolishes per unit basis for special personal property taxes; requires such taxes based on property value;

limits rate of tax to 1% of value.

e Extends % 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.

e Requires charter cities to get majority voter approval of new or increased local general taxes.

e Provides temporary exceptions for disaster relief.

e States that conflicting measures on November, 1990 ballot, which impose special taxes with less than 3
vote, are invalid.

BALLOT PRO

POSALS ~ 1990

Variable #

V1317
V1318
V1319
V1320
V1321

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

Vote Yes (percent)
Vote No (percent)

INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM PROCESS.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

State: CA

Description:

Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
_Primary X Gemeral _Special _Other

Date: 11/6/90
YES = 3,157,383 NO = 3,860,756

[

e 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.

e 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) Bond Issue by Initiative
V1323 Vote No (Against)
V1324 Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1325 Vote Yes (percent) Date:11/6/90
V1326 Vote No (percent) YES = 2,108,389 NO = 5,201,891

FORESTRY PROGRAMS. TIMBER HARVESTING PRACTICES.
BOND ACT. INITIATIVE STATUTE

e Authorizes $300,000,000 general obligation bond issue to fund, 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 5,000 acres.

e Limits timber cutting practices, requires state-approved timber and wildlife management plans, on
certain private timberlands exceeding 5,000 acres.

e Mandates timberland, wildlife, global warming studies.

e Authorizes state acquisition of designated timberlands, suspends state’s eminent domain power for
10-year period over other timberlands.

e Urges Congress ban foreign timber exports.

e Provides between competing timber initiative(s) this measure overrides other (s).

BALLOT PROPOSALS ~ 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1327 Vote Yes (For) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
v1328 Vote No (Against)
V1329 Total Votes _Primary )g_General _Special _Other
V1330 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90
V1331 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,867,047 NO = 3,288,144

PRISON INMATE LABOR. TAX CREDIT.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE

. Am_ends state Constitution to permit state prison and county jail officials to contract with public entities,
businesses and others, for inmate labor.

e Limits inmate labor during strike or lockout situations.

) Addststatutes requiring state prison director to establish joint venture programs for employment of
inmates.

o Requirgs inmate wages b_e comparable to non-inmate wages for similar work.

o Makes inmate wages subject to deductions for: taxes, room and board, lawful restitution fines or victim
compensation, and family support.

¢ Allows inmate’s employer ten percent of wage tax credit against defined state taxes.



BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State: CA

Variable # Description:
V1332 Vote Yes (For) . o
V1333 Vote No (Against) Constitutional Amendment by Initiative
V1334 Total Votes _Primary X General _Special _Other
V1335 Vote Yes (percent) Date: 11/6/90
V1336 Vote No (percent) YES = 3,744,447 NO =3,432,666

LIMITS ON TERMS OF OFFICE, LEGISLATORS’
RETIREMENT, LEGISLATIVE OPERATING COSTS.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

e 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.

e 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. . .
e Limits expenditures of Legislature for compensation and operating costs and equipment, to specified

amount.
BALLOT PROPOSALS - 1990 State:
Variable # Description:

Vote Yes (For)

Vote No (Against)

Total Votes _Primary _General _Special _Other
Vote Yes (percent) Date:

Vote No (percent) YES = NO =



