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·.PR,OPOSEll PROP,OSITIONS ·TO . ' 
·:·: RATIFY. SlX BOND: ISSUES 

, ·TOGEtHER WITH ARGUMENTS 

To Be Submittecl to the Qualified'Voters 
of The City·of San Diego cit the 

: . . 

SPECIAl MUNICIPAl BOND ElECTION 
TO BE HELD ON TUESDAY, 

DECEMBER 11, 1962 

. The foli~wing proposed propositions for the ratification and . 
approval of six Bond Issues will be submitted to the qualified 

. voters of The City of San Diego on Tuesday, December 11, 1962. 

. PHILLIP ACKER, City Clerk .. 

t 
"·" ,! 



p;wposrr:oN NO. i 

CTH1S '?RO?OS:T;c;·~ V,':tL AP?EAR ON Tri;: LAL~C·T lt-\ 7~:E fOLlOWiNG i=C~~t.\)' 

80ND PROPOSI'iiOI'-: NO. i: Sholl The City of Son Diego 
incur c bonded indebtedness in the principal crnount of 
$1,200,000 for the purpose of the ocquisition o;-;d con- y;;;; 
struction by said city of o certain municipal ir..prcvc.-
ment, to wit: odd.hions to and improvernent:> (;-,ot 
incluc!ir.g repairs) of the mur.icipol wotcar systef!". of Tho: 
City of Sen Diego, indudir.g const~uction of c fiii;otion 
plcnt, water mains, reconstruction of water conduits 
end the relocation of water mains, together with oil NO 

' hydrants, valves, appurtenances end cppurtenont or 
incidental work necessary for any of :he foregoing? 

ARGUMEI'>:T FOR PRO?OS!"ilON 1 

This is but one of six proposi:ions offer11:d fer your considcrctio;c, all of w~.;,;, 
re:iuhed from the cdoption by Congr~ss o1= the n~w Accel£:ral~cd ?ub!ic VVo:-ks ?ro­
grcm. The importcnco of this end the othc:r fiv.:: ::.one i,suc~ to the Son Diego 
taxpayer lies in the op;::>ortunity of gaining two things: (1 i i>rovidv;, urg~nrly rw"::·:od 
J?.'.l~!ic improvem-:~n:·s. Our rapid growth hos ou:~trippec! our re;c..,rce:" '{;; fincn~i:-.\.J 
the entire co~t of needed facilities. Here is on oppor!uni:y to get w~.c1 we need at 

. o;,e-half the CO$!, end when we need it- now. (2) Ger,(!;c:ily sl!r.ud::!e the kc:.i 
~y. The city is in criticol need of new jobs to offset current adjustments in 

. manufacturing employment. The entire economy bc:nefits directly end indirectly 
from a high level of construction activity. 

The savings to the Son Diego taxpayer ore recli::.tkally analyzed os follows: 
The United States Government has adopted on accelerated public works pro;rcm 
to oid ·in erecting employment in certain areas end nos provided funds for that 
purpose. Under the progrom, the federal government will gront to the eligible areas 
one-half of the cost of ony opproved public works. This is a grant and not o loan. 
The City of Son Diego is or.a of the qualified oreos, end if it foils to toke advantage 
of the opportunity to obtain its shore of :he grants, the monies which it would '-love 
received will be· spent elsewhere. Such on opportunity may never o~oin arise. 
Additional savings con be qnticipoted from the ability to construct the pro!ects 
promptly ot existing prices rather than ot o later date when experience shows costs 
will be higher. It is generolly conceded that the cost of improvements, public or 
private, has risen ot the rote of 5% per year. 

Vote "Yes" and provide needed water improvements ot o substantially reduced 
cost. 

SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTE:: i'OR 50!'-jDS 

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President CARL E. i-:Ai<TNACK 
and Business Manager 
Son Diego Building Trades Council 

MILTON F. Fli.LtUS, JR., Executive: Vice ?res· 
ident~ Westgote-Colifornio Corporation 

WiLL:AN. E~ QJi;:'.:KI Vic~ President 
=:.nd G;:;~~!:'rc~ ;~.c:;.cger 
: :-.,;: ?c~trH: 1 ~lepno:-.e oncl 
I elegroph Company 
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PROPOSITION NO. 2 

(THiS PROP()SITION WILL API\EAR ON THE BALLOT iN THE FOLLOWING FORM) 

.~:.~-BoND, PRciP'oSIT'"'t\.1_ NO. 2: Sholl The City·of San Diego 
incur 0 bonded i·'"": ~\;>!edness in the principal cimount of 
$2,750,000 for ttc-:t''i:p'urpose. of the acquisition and con­
struction by_ said city of a certain municipal improve­
·i:nent;· to wit: additions to and improvements (not 

.: including 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 all reconstruction, appurte­
nances and appurtenant or incidental work necessary 
for any of the foregoing? 

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 2 

YES 

NO 

. As· indicated in the argument for Proposition 1, this is another of six proposi­
tions relatr'ng to needed public works; the some considerations affect all six 
propositions. There are important limitations on the use of these bon·ds. Pursuant· 
to a resolution adopted by the City Council, the bonds ore to be issued only to the 
extent that the City is able to obtain matching funds from the federal government 

. under the United States Acceferoted 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 issued for each separate 
purpose, and the desired purposes ere: (1) Water System ($1 ,200,000)., (2) Sewer 
System ($2,750,000), (3) Streets ($7,650,000), (4) Fire Fighting ($900,000), (5) Perks 
($2, 1 00,000), (6) librcri_es ($400,000). As indicated, the total bond proposal is for 

· $15,000,000 which will permit the construction of $30,000,000 worth of required 
\' public improvements. 

· Since a principal concept of ·the federal program is to accelerate the public 
works program of an area, the City must propose projects not previously financed; 
therefore, the City has selected projects from its capitol improvements program for 

· · ·the next five years for its planning for these bond issues. These are projects which 
. the city needs, but because of the financing required, hove hod to be deferred. 

Thes_e projects con now be accelerated by taking advantage of this opportunity, 
end '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 to improve existing 
·s~wer fccili_ties and to- provide additions, including replacements of older 'sewers 
which resulted in odor and maintenance problems, or which hove reached or are 
b'eoring capacity. · · 

· Your "Yes" vote can relieve these deficiencies at 'one-half of the cost. 

SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS 

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President 
and Business Manager 
San Diego Building Trades Council 

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

CARL E. HARTNACK 

WI.LUAM E. QUIRK, Vice Presr'dent 
and General Manager · 
The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Company 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 2 

No argument against this proposition was filed in the Office of the City .Clerk . 
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PROPOSITION NO. 3 

(TH!S PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING F.ORM} 

BOND PROPOSITION NO. 3: Shall The City of San· 
Diego incur a. bonded indebtedness in the principal 
amount of $7,650,000-for the purpose of the ocquisi· 

YES tion and· construction by said city of a certain municipal 
impr.ovement, to wif: 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 
bric!ges, culverts, drains and drainage structures; and 

. all appurtenances and appurtenant or incidental work 
·necessary for any of the foregoing? .,, 

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 3 

·. This proposition is the third of six relating to needed public works, and the 
· sa'me restrictions and limitations that apply to the first two propositions appl-y to 
. the bonds authorized under this proposition. Therefore, the arguments presented 

. for them should be read. The only distinction being that the bonds issued her.eunder 
· 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 roadways in College Avenue and 
Harbor 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 relieve these deficiencies at 
one-half the cost. Remember that the funds will authorize the acceleration of 
improvements which wiil result in the savings resulting from the annual normal 
il)ci·eas.e of rising ·construction cost. The bonds cannot be issued until. there are 
matching·-federal funds; nor can they be expended for other than the "street 

. projects". authorized. 

. --·-··· SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS 

, WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President 
and Business Manager · · 

·San Diego Building Trades Council 

.MILTON F. FILUUS; JR., Executive Vice Pres­
. ident, Westgate-Califomia Corporation 

CARL E. HARTNACK 

WILLIAM E. QUIRK, Vice Preside.nt 
and General Ma·nager 
The Pacific Telephone and . 
Telegraph Company 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 3 

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

;·· ,; 



~ROF'OSJnCN NO. 4 

(THIS PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THE BALlOT IN THE FOllOWING FORM) ·· 

I 
i 

BOND ?ROPOSITION NO. 4: Sholl lhe City of San Diego 
.i"~up ~ li>llrHie.,j il\sei;HIH:il'lEU~ in the ~rineipsl enig~nl sf 
$900,000 for the purpose of the acquis1tion and con­
struction by said 'city of a certain municipal im;:>rove­
menl, to wit:·· additions to and improvements (net 
including repairs) of the fire fighting facilities of The 
City of San Diego, inc I uding the .construction of the fol­
lowing: fire depar.tment headquarters building, addi­
tional fire station buildings, addition to existing fire 
station building, fire station building's to re;:>lace exist­
ing fire station buildings, shop building for service of 
fire apparatus, training tower, and all sewers, drains, 
utilities, and appurtenant or incidental work necessary 
for any of the foregoing? 

YES I 
, __ ., __ 1 

! 

NO 

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 4 

This is the fourth of six propositions for needed public works. Tne some restric­
tions and limitations that apply to the first three propositions op;:>iy to the bends 
authorized under·· this proposition, therefore, the arguments. presented for them 
snou!d be read. The monies avthorized by this bond issue will be to ;:_lrovide motchi:-.g · 
funds for the construction or replacement of essential fire stations, a fire deportrr.ent 
headquarters and training and repair facilities. 

A "Yes" vote will provide matching funds for a more adequate protectio.-, of 
life· and property, as w~ll as a substantial scvir.g§_ in tne cost of acquiring these 
facilities. · · · · , 

I 

SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMM:TTI:~ ::OR BONDS 

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President CARL E. HARTNACK 
and Business Manager 

.Son Diego Building Trades Council WILL!AN. E. QUIRK, Vice President 
and General Manager · 

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

The Pacific Telephone and 
ielegroph Company 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION 4 

No orgume'nt 'against this proposition wcs filed in the Office of the City Clerk. 

PROPOSITION NO. 5 

(THIS PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM) 

BOND PROPOSITION NO. 5: Shall The City of Son Diego 
incur o bonde.d indebtedness i11 the principal amount of 
$2,100,000 for the purpose of the acquisition end con· 
struction by said city of a . certain munici;:>ol im­
provement, to wit: additional construction, development 
and improvement (not including repairs) of the perk 
and recreation system of The City of Son Diego, such. 
construction, development ond ·improvement to include 
grading, landscaping, shore ;:.rotection, buildings for 
recreational ;:>urposes, service buildings, restrooms, addi­
tions to existing buildings, reconstruction of California 
Tower, recreational facilities including tennis courts, 
shuffleboard courts and other recreational facilities, I 
sprinkler systems, roods, trails, walks, parking areas, 
sewers, drains end all utilities and appurtenant or inci­
den:i'l work necessary for any of the foregoing? 

YES 

NO 



. A:teut<t~~rt ~c~ r~\':)?C:tlTt~~~,; s 
This is the fifth of six propositions for needed public wc,rks. The some re~tric· 

~ tions and limitolions tho! apply tc the first four ;::.ropositic"s apply to the bonds 
authorized under this proposition; lnerefcre, the org1.1me;o;~. prescntcd for them 
should be read. The monies outhori:z:ed by this bond issu' wiii be to provide matching 
f.,nel~ hlf the ~€H'it!r><~l1Qn @lie lriisrev;!rf\bnt ,_; }"yf4 Hl'l!ii,..rr ::r"~fil>n9l feEilttt\"s, 
Among these projects ore the restoratio:< of t!le Calif.ornia._,,~~ ~;r in Balboa Pork, 
the initicf development of San Ciemer,!e Perk, con~ ...... )ction of cor.-;;-,1:.;nity 
Ccnters 1 expor.sivn of t:~vbiic 1 • .:~0 orcos in 2.~y, ciid th~ i~r~~cr deve:opniar.t 
of various parks. · · 

A "Yes" vole will prov;de for pork and recreational projects which ore required 
to keep abreast with our and continuo!iy increasing 
demand upon these facilities, ~.:::..:::.!..:::...::.=::=:::.!.!.=:.;...;;:..::!-!."-'-' 

SAN DIEGO CITIZc:~S CO/v,::,;iTEE FOR BONDS 

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President 
and Business Manager 
Son Diego Building Trades Council 

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

CARL E. hARTNACK 

WILLIAM E. QUIRK, Vice President 
and General Manager 
The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Company 

ARGUMENT AGAINST p;<QPOSIT!ON 5 

No argument ogoinst this proposition was fiied in the Oifke of the City Clerk. 

PROPOS!TlON NO. 6 
(THIS PROPOSITION WILL APPEAR ON THe BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM) 

BOND PROPOSITION NO. 6: Sheil The City of San Diego 
incur a. bonded indeOtedness in the pri:-:cipol cmo:;;-;t 
of $400,000 for the purpose of the occ;u!s:rion and '.'i:S 
.construction by said city of o certa::-; munlci~c~ in"'.;;;rove· 
ment, to wit~ consiructjon of brcnc:: librc.;y Ouldir:gs in 
scid city, including the constrvc7ion of branch liorcry 
buildings to replace existing branch librory buildi:<gs in 
soid city/ and inciuding- al! sewers~ drains, landsca~i;--;gl NO 
utilities and appurtenant or incidental work necessary 
for any of the foregoing? 

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION 6 

This is the sixth of six propositions for needed public works. The same restric­
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 monies authorized by this bond issue will be to provide matching funds 
to provide additio:1al oranch I ibraries in areas of great demand and to replace 
older inadequate branches. Among tne projects planned are the replacement of 
the East San Diego, University Heights and La Jolla branches, and the construction 
of tne new. Paroclise Hills, East Clairemont, Allied Gardens, Skyline Hills and San 
Carlos branches. · 

A "Yes" vote will provide matching funds for the construction and replacement 
of urgently needed libraries and at o substcmtia! savino;~ 

SAN DIEGO CITIZENS COMMITTEE FOR BONDS 

WALTER J. DE BRUNNER, President 
and Business Mana9er · 
San Diego Building Trades Council 

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

CARL E. HARTNACK 

WIL[IAM E. QUIR:\,.Vice President 
and Ge;oeral M::;nager 
The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Company 

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSiTION 6 

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