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" RATIFY SIX BOND ISSUES
TOGETHER WITH ARGUNENTS

To Be Submmed to the Quuhfled Voters )
‘ of The City of San Diego at the

SPECEAL MUNICIPAL BOND ELEET!UN
m BE HELD ON TUESAY |
DECEMBER 1, !%2

. The _fdl]éwiﬁg proposed propositions for the ratification and _‘
~approval of six Bond lIssues will be submitted to the gqualified
" voters of The City of San Diego on Tuesday, December 11, 1962,

" PHILLIP ACKER, City Clerk _




» _ PROPOSITION NO. ,
T uuPOSiT:ut\' Wilk APPEAR V\ VPiE Uf‘\LL\./T INTHE OL?&OWiNG FRONENNE

EOND PROPOSITION N, ¥: Shail The City of San Diego
incur a bonded indebtedness in the princ’:pc% amount of
$1,200,000 for the purpose of the acquisition and con- YES
struction by said city of a certain mumc ipal impreve-
ment, to wit: additions to and improvemenis (.:w : !
mclucxr‘g repairs) of the municipal water systerm. of Thas . ;
City of Scn Diego, including construciion of « fiitration
plent, water mains, reconstruction of water conduits
and the relocation of water mains, together with ol NO
hydrants, valves, appurtenances and appurtenant or |
incidental work necessary for any of the foregoing?

~

B S —

ARGUMENRT FOR PROPOSITION 1

This is but one of six propositions offered fer your considcrctic:\, all

of w:‘ich
esultec from the cdoption by Congre)s ot the new Accelerated Public Works Pro-
grc"x The importance of this end the other five nond issugs o the San D.cga
taxpayer lies in the apperwmty of gaining two things: (1) Provide urgantly nsz
public improvemonis. Our ropid growth has cuist rn,med our re.c.wce: tor fincnaing
the emire cost of needed facilities. Here is an oppertunity to get wher we need @t
. one-half the cost, and when we need it— now. (2) Genzrelly stimulcie the .c:-cm
ecoromy. The «city is in critical need of new jobs to orfset current ocdjusiments in
“manvfacturing empioyment. The entire economy benefits directly and anirectiy
from a high level of construction octivity.
The savings to the San Diego toxpover are reclisticelly c'xalyzed as follows:
The United Stotes Government has cdoprec an ucceaerc?ed public works progrem
to aid in creating employment in cerfain creos and naos provided funds for that
. purpose. Under the program, the federal government will grant to the eligible areas
one-half of the cost of any approved public wearks, This is a grant and not a loan.
The City of San Diege is ore of the qualified areas, and if it fails 1o take advantage
of the opportunity to obtain its share of the grants, the monies which it would have
received will be spent elsewhere. Such an opportunity may never again crise,
Additional savings can be anticipated from the ability to construct the proiects
promptly at existing prices rother than at o later dote when experience shows costs
will be higher It is generally conceded that the cost of improvements, public or
private, has risen at the rate of 5% per year,
Yote "Yes“ and provide needed water improvements at @ substanticlly reduced

cost.
SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITIEZ FOR BONDS
WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President CARL B, HARTNACK
and Business Maonager . T o
‘San Diego Building TrAc:des Council X‘;‘;—;ﬁ;;’ﬁ;'gm c\:/c;:c Prestdent

-

MILTON F. FILLIUS, JR., Executive Vice Pres- c:ific Teiephone and

ident, Westgote-California Corporaiion

ARGUMERT ACAINST PRUHCITION

P

No argumant ogainst inis proposition was files in the Office of the Ciry Clerk,



uBOND PROPOSIT'CN NO. 2: Shall The City-of San Diego
.- incur o bonded | -b&edness in the principal amount of
- $2,750,000 for 1 t\purpose of the acquisition and con- YES
. struction by said city of a certain mumc!pal improve- o
‘ment;” to wit: additions to and improvements (not
,--‘mcludmg repairs) of the municipal sewer system of the
- city, .including - the construction of additional sewers,
sewers to replace existing sewers and portions of exist-
“ing sewers, manholes, and oll reconstruction, appurte- NO-
nances and appurtenant or incidental work necesscry :
for any of the foregoing? -

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOS[TIQN 2

) As tndlccted in the argument for Proposmon 1, this is another of six proposi-
_ tions relating to needed public works; the same considerations affect all six
propositions, There are important limitations on the use of these bords. Pursvant -
" to a resolution adopted by the City Council, the bonds are to be issued only to the
extent that the City is able to obtain motchmg funds from the federal government
" _under the United States Accelerated Public Works program; except that the amount
" of each issue for one purpose will be a multiple of $5,000. )
' The reason for six propositions is that bonds must be issved for each separate

. purpose, and the desired purposes are: {1) Water System ($1,200,000), (2) Sewer

7 System ($2,750,000), {3) Streets ($7,650,000), (4) Fire Fighting ($900 000) {5) Parks
.. {$2,100,000), (6) Libraries ($400,000). As mdmcfed the total bond proposal is for

'$'|5 000 000 which will permit the construction of $30 000,000 worth of required

. ’«:\pubhc improvements,

: Since o principal concept of ‘the federcl program is to accelerate the public
works program of an area, the City must propose proqecfs not previously financed;
therefore, the City has selected projects from its coputal improvements program for :

~the next five years for its planning for these bond issues. These are projects which H
the city needs, but because of the financing required, have had to be deferred.
These projects can now be accelerated by taking advantage of this opportunity,
and ‘we. will profit by having needed public works much sooner and much less
expensively. -

.~ . The bonds will provide the City’s share of matching funds fo improve existing

- ‘sewer focilities and to- provide odditions, including replacements of older sewers :

_* ‘which resulted in odor and mointenance problems, or which have reached or are el
: 'necmng capacity.

Your “Yes vote can relaeve these dehcnenctes at one-half of the cost,

L " SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS
.. 'WALTER J, DE BRUNNER, President CARL E. HARTNACK
- and Business Manager © WILLIAM E. QUIRK, Vice President

"+ San Diego Building Trades ‘Council

MILTON F. FILLIUS, JR., Executive Vice Pres-
ident, Westgate-California Corporation

and General Manager
The Pacific Telephone and
Telegraph Company

2

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 2

_ No argument against this probosiﬁon wos filed in the Office of the City Clerk,




PROPOSITION NO. 3
- (THIS PROPOSITION WH.L APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOW NG FORM)

" BOND PROPOSITION NO. 3: Shall The City of Sam
Diego incur o bonded indebtedness in the principal
- amount of $7,650,000 for the purpose of the acquisi-
ticn and construction by said city of a certain municipal |{. YES
| improvement, to wit: street work on and in the public
.. streets in said city, including grading, paving, curbs,
sidewalks, "gutters, reconstruction and resurfacing of
existing streets, safety barricades, right;of-way fenc-
"ing, planting in center strips and center islands and ‘on
‘slopes, other slope erosion control work, retaining walls,
_safety lights, signals and other traffic control ‘devices, NO
bridges, culverts, drains and drainage structures, and )
:all appurtenances and appurtenant or incidental work
necessary for any of the foregoing?

5
/

_ ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 3

) This proposuflon is the third of six relcmrzg to needed public works, and the
sdme restrictions and limitations that apply to the first two propasitions apply to
- - the bonds authorized under this proposition, Therefore, the arguments.presented
‘. for them should be read. The only distinction being that the bonds issued hereunder
- will be to provide the City’s share of matching funds to accelerate major street
construction and other street improvements. Among these projects are the construc-
tion of Ardath Road, the widening of paved roodways in College Avenue and
Harboer Drive, needed bridges, on Harbor Drive and Ventura. Boulevard, and the
" construction of required gutters and drainage facilities.

, A “Yes” vote will provide matching funds to relteve these deficiencies at
~ one-half the cost. Remember that the funds will authorize the acceleration of
-lmprovements which will result in the savings resulting from the annval normal
" increase of rising ‘construction cost. The bonds cannot be issued until. there are
- motchmg -federal funds, nor can they be expended for other than the /street
_»prciects cufhorlzed .

s . SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS .
"WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, Pres:dem CARL E. HARTNACK

_and Business Manager - . . '
San Diego Building Trades Councal GWJéUGAeMneE‘Q?&l&"(égVe':e President

MILTON F. FILLIUS, JR., Executive Vice Pres- The Pacific Telephone and,
dent, Westgate-California Corporation Telegraph Company

© ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 3

.No argbmenf against this éropOsition was filed in the Office of the City Clerk.




PROPOSITICR N&.
(TH%S PROPOS!TION WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM} ~

BOND PROPOSITION MO. 4: Shali The City of San Diego %
Jpeur & bynded indebiedaess in the pringipel emsdni ot
$900,000 for the purpose of the acquisition and con- -
struction by said city of a certcin municipal improve- - YES
ment, to wit:additions to and improvements (not
including repairs) of the fire fighting facilities of The
City of San Diegs, including the construction of the fol--
lowing: fire c’eportmem headquarters bualdmg, cddn-
tiona! fire station buildings, addition to exisiing fire
station bun]dmg, fire station buildings to replace exist-
ing fire station busldmgs, shop building for service of NO
fire apparatus, training tower, and all sewers, drains,
utilities, and appurtenant or mc:denmi work necessary
for any of the foregoing?

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 4 .

This is the fourth of six proposntnons for needed pubhu works, Tne same restric-
tions and limitations that apply to the first three propositions apply to the bonds
authorized under-this proposition, 1herefore, the arguments.-presented for them
mou‘d be recd. The monies authorized by this bond issue will be to provide matching -

funds for the construction or repiccemen. of essential fire stations, o fire depariment
headquarters and training and repair facilities,

A “Yes” vote will provide motching funds for o more odeguale protection of
fife cnd property, as well aos g _substanticl savings in the cost of acquiring these
facilities. : ’ : - C

SAN DIZGO CITIZENS COMMITTEZ FOR BONDS

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President . : CARL E. HARTNACK

and Business Mancger : : ‘

:San Diego Building Trades Council - :_’:;'é g::erc?flj:j:o;/;e Prés:denr
MILTON F. FILLIUS, JR., Executive Vice Pres- The Pacific Telephone and

ident, Westgate- California Corporation Telegraph’ Company

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 4

No argument against this proposition was filed in the Office of the City Clerk, -

PROPOSIT:O\ ?\O
(TH 3 PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THE SALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM}

BOND PROPOSITION NO. 5: Shall The City of San Diego
incur a bonded indebiedness in the principal amount of
$2,100,000 for the purpose of the acguisition and con-
struction by scid city of o . certain municipal im-
provement, 10 wit: additional construction, development
and improvement (not including repmrs) of the pcrk
and recreation system of The City of San Diego, such.
- construction, development and improvement to include
grading, landscaping, shore protection, buildings for - - -
recreational purposes, service bulldings, restrooms, addi- :
tions to existing buildings, reconstruction of Caiaformc
Tower, recreational facilities including tennis courts,
shuffleboard courts and other recreational facilities, NO
sprmkler systems, roads, trails, walks, parking areas,
sewers, drains end all ufilities and appurtenant or inci-
den:pl work necessary for any of the foregoing?
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This is the fifth of six proposmons for necded public works. The same restric.
-~ tions and limitations that appiy to the first four propssitions apply 1o the bonds
© outhérized wnder this proposmow therefore, the argumenis presented for them
thould be read. The monies authorized by this bond issuve will be to provide maiching
funds foF the €enstrutiien ere Imsrevement &f park amj re reafiong! fasilities,
Among these pro{ec:s are the restoration of the Californic, r in Balboa Park,
the initic! deve.cpmem of San Clemente Canven Perk, cons. .. ion of cornmunity
cemers‘ exparsion of public vse areas in Mission bay, and the furiher deveiopment
of vcmous parks.

' A ‘Yes” vote will provide for park and recrectional projects which are required
to keep abreast with our rapidly expanding gro\»'n and continually increasing

demand upon these facilities, and ot ¢ sehstaniial saving

- SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR Bu?\DS

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President : _ CARL E. HARTNACK

gnd Business Manager ' WILLIAM E. QUIRK, Vicé President
$aa Diege Bullding Trades Council ond General Monc'gelr resiaen
MILTON F, FILLIUS, JR,, Executive Vice Pres- The Pacific Telephone and

ident, Wesrgc:e{chforma Corporation Telegroph Company
: "~ ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPGSITION 5
No argumen? against this proposition was fiied in the Otfice of the City Cferk.

PROPCEITION ¢}
(THIS PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THE BAL;OT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM)

BOND PROPOSITION NO. &: Sheail The City of San Diego
incur o bonded indebtedness in the principal amount
of $400,000 for the purpose of the ceguisition and
construction by said city of o certain municins! improve-
ment, to wit: consiruction of branch library buidings in
said city, including the construction of brench library |
buildings 1o replace exssnng pranch tibrery bu.fcmss in
soid city, and inciuding ail sewers, drains, landsceping, NG
utilities and appurtenant or incidental work necessary
for any of the foregoing?

e
3
[ £
U

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 6

This is the sixth of six propositicns for nesded public works, The same resirice
tions and limitations that apply to the first five propositions apply to the bonds
authorized under this proposition, therefore, the arguments presented for them should
be read. The manies authorized by this bond issue will be to provide matching funds
to provide additionel branch libraries in arecs of great demond and to replace
clder inadequate branches. Among the projecis plenned are rhe replacemant of
the East San Diego, University Heights and Lo Jella branches, and the construction

- of the new Pargdise Hills, East Clmremcm Allied Gardens, Skyline Hills and San
Carlos branches. .
A “Yes” vote will provide matching funds for the consiruction and rep ccement

of wgem!y needed libraries and af o substantial savings. :

SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President - . CARL E. HARTNACK

and Business Managsr ) IRk

San Diego Building Trades Council Wi“u"M E. QUIRK, Vice President
ana General Muuager

MILTON F. FILLIUS, JR., Executive Vice Pres- The Pacific Telephone and

adem Westgate- -California Corporct:on Telegraph Company

e ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION &

No_argument against this propoesition was filed in the Office of the City Clerk.
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