. PROPOSED PROPOSITIONS T0 -~

2 w”-;}ﬂ'ff‘{fRATiFY FOUR AMENDMENTS TO

- THECITY CHARTER ANDA
{STREET BOND ISSUE T@GETHER;'-;:}';jé;if%f:g-f:'

" To Be Submitted to the Qualified Voters -
‘ - of The City of San Dlego at the

;ffsPEcmL MUNICIPAL ELECTION
T0 BE HELD ON TUESDAY BT
~ . JUNET, 1966

of . amendments to the Charter of The Clty of San Diego, and a Street
Bond Issue will be submltted to the quahfled voters of The Cnty of San o

PHIL_LIP ACKER, cn_y Clerkﬂ,



PROPOSITION D
{THIS PROPOSIT!ON WilL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM}

PROPOSITION D. CITY OF SAN DIEGO CHARTER AMENDMENT. .
Adds Section 77b to the Charter of The City of San Diego. YES

Grants the City Counci! power to provide for a public trans-
portation system and to levy a special tax not to exceed ten |
cents (10¢) on each one hundred doilars ($100.00) of assessed |  NO
valuation to be used for such purposes.

This proposition adds Section 77b to the Charter of The City of San Diego. The partrons to be .
added are underlined. ,
Section 77b. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION. The Council may levy, in addition to all other taxes
provided for in this Charler, a special tax in an amount not to exceed ten cents (30.10) on each ,‘
* ‘one hundred dollars ($100.00) of the assessed valuation of all real and personal property within

; ”. the City, to be used for discharging any obligations undertaken by the City to” acquire, . develop, _ L

‘ operate or maintain a public transportation system or to assist a ponprofit corporation to acquire,

""" develop, operate or maintain a public transporiation System,

The Council may establish special funds, execute contracts, acquire property by purchase,

“devise, lease, gift or condemnation, and may sell, Jease, convey, exchange, dispose of, or lend .

‘property or funds in order to provide, promote or preserve a public transporiation system. The. :

.enumerated powers in this section are in aid of pubhc transpartatlen and shall not be lmlted by

any other provisions of this Charter. A \

i

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION D

: Public transportation is the life-blood of every metropolitan city. It is a basic necessity that
- benefits each resident whether he makes use of it or not. The City’s growth and ability to attract

o rew industry is dependent upon bus transportation. Workers, children, church-goers, senior citizens,

students and servicemen all need better public transportation. Many families require bus transporta- - L

-tion for shopping, visits to the doctor, and dozens of other necessary purposes. The entxre com-

MU mumty will make greater use of improved bus service. -

g The operating handicaps of the San Diego Transit Sysfem . have resulted in decreasmg semce.
and fewer riders. This trend is not uhique, but it must be reversed if San Diego is to grow and

<" prosper. Practucally all ‘major cities have acted to prowde transit through public ownership and. = 7.
<" operation,

" Your YES vote is needed so that ‘the City can buy the bus system and operate it through a non-
profit corporation. This will enable the City to not only keep the buses running, but to BUILD AND
‘IMPROVE SERVICE THROUGH THE ADDITION OF NEW EGUIPMENT, MORE FREQUENT SCHEDULES,

. EXTENSION OF ROUTES AND LOWER FARES. This will require a special transportation tax limited - .

L7 1o 10¢ per $100 -of assessed va?uatson H thlS full tax were levied it would cost the average home . .. -
. owner just over a penny a day.’, ) Co-

* Continued private operatlon can only lead to further deterioration of transit and complete loss ~

" of service. 1T IS UNTHINKABLE THAT .THE 16TH LARGEST CITY IN THE NATION SHOULD BE

= "WITHOUT PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION. NOW IS THE TIME TO {MPROVE BUS SERVICE AND REBUCE

~ THE FARES. After extensive research, Proposition D has been endorsed by many community * .
‘orgamzatuons including the San Diege Chamber of Commerce, San Dieso Taxpayers Assocnatmn o
.and Metropoman krea Rapzd Transnt ‘Committee. VOTE “YES” ON PROPOSITION D Coe o
Lo A oo sIs T A Bl POLINSKY, - PR
W - Chairman, Citizens for Better ' Ce
LT ‘,.1 Bus Service and Lower Fares. .- -



ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION D

| wish to present the following ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOS!T!ON D—TRANSIT TAX. it

: would be unfair to tax the property owner, who does not basically have gn interest in' the transit’
* syster, for the benefit of the few riders and business places that would gain by continuance of

* the system. This tax would only continue the present system which has proved to be antiquated,
_unimaginative, and a. financial loser and would probably continue that way. An entirely new

* approach to public transportation is needed with the user paying the expense. Let's not be rail-
“roaded into underwriting a white- elephant. We need an imaginative, modern approach to the -
“problem which would .attract visitors, provide sound funding, and be an asset'to the city. t can

" be clonel Vote NO on thls proposrtron and thereby demand a new and reahstrc approach o the

. problem

-

ST RONALD M. JRELAND -
, : ~ PROPOSITION £ - T
(THIS PROPOS‘T!ON WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOW!NG FOR:‘\‘\} -

PROPOSITION E. CITY OF SAN DIEGO CHARTER AMENDMENT. o
Amends Section 77 of the Charter of The City of San- Diego. . YES
Permits the use of Capital -Qutlay Funds fo purchase the '
initial- furnishings, equipment, supplies, inventory and stock. in o
- connection with the acquisition and construct ion of 2 permanent T NO -
- public rmprovement : - ’

-, This proposition amengds Sectron 77 of the Charter of The City of San ﬁrego by del etmg certain
. provisions thereof and by the addition of new prowsrons The partrons o be deleted are prmted in

- STRIKE-OUT TYPE and the portions to. be added are underlined. -

Sectron,?Y. CAPITAL OUTLAYS-FUND. There is hereby created a fund in the City 'freasury, to ..

o _be known as the Capital Outlay Fund. Into this fund each year there shall be placed all moneys =~ »

derived from taxation required or needed for capital outlay expendrtures and aft proceeds recewed."i{ :

‘ from the sale of tity-owned real property.

The moneys in the Capital Outlay Fund shall bév ’used exclusively for the acquisition, construc- \); C

" tion and completion of permanent public improvements, including public buildings and ke such

- initial furmshmgs and-equipping-thereet; equipment, supplies, inventory and stock as will establish o
© - the public rmprovement as a going concern. This fund may also be used for the acquisition, con-

o " struction and completion of real property, water and sewer mains and extensions, and other improve- 7~

< ments of a permanent character,.and also the replacement or reconstruction of the same, but not .
the repair or maintenance thereof, and shall not be used for any other purpase or transferred from -~

: -said fund, ‘except with the consent.of two- thrrds of the qualmed electors of said. Crty, voting at a "

Vgenerai or special Iectum oot

“ < No moneys in said fund. shalt be transferred at the end of a frscal year, but shall remain . .
N ‘therem as trust maneys far the purpeses above- outlined, "and the sard fund shali be used: and 7 ..

: -
[ r"
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- maintained, if possible, as a cash reaerve to enable the City to meet public emergencies'or acquire
needed permanent public improvements without the issuance of bonds.

Each year the Council may appropriate from said fund in the Annual Appropnatlon Ordrnances

except for use of the Harbor Department, sufficient moneys to care for the needs of the various

departments of the City for capital outlay expenditures of a permanent character.

ARGUMENT FOR PROPOSITION E
The construction of public improvements such as libraries, fire stations, park and recreation
centers are financed by capital outlay funds. These funds come pnmanly from sale of other City
property, sales tax or from bond sales.

A-library without books, a fire station without a tlre engine’ or a recreation center without

play equipment is of little use and is ‘obviously not a completed public improvement. These items .

under the current budget, must be. purchased from.operating funds financed by the property tax.

" Section 77 of our Charter, under the amendment proposed here, would permit the use of capital - ‘

outlay funds for equipping new Irbrarles with books.. THIS WILL REDUCE THE DEMAND ON
PROPERTY TAXES.

It rs recommended that you vote YES on Proposrtlon E. A
MAYOR FRANK CURRAN S
COUNCILMAN HELEN COBB: ~ ~ COUNCILMAN JACK WALSH _
COUNCILMAN IVOR deKIRBY ’ DEPUTY MAYOR ALLEN HITCH .- - .- -
COUNCILMAN HARRY SCHEIDLE COUNCILMAN MIKE SCHAEFER .

COUNCILMAN TOM HOM -~ COUNCILMAN FLOYD MORROW o

] ARGUMENT AGAINST. PROPOSITION E
No argument against this proposrtron was trled in the Office of the City Clerk.

. ‘PROPOSITION F
“(THIS PROPOSITION - WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM)

PROPOSITION F. CITY OF SAN DIEGO CHARTER AMENDMENT. YES oo

Amends Section 98 of the Charter of- The City of San Diego. , A
Permits the City Manager to make changes in- contracts |- _

without Counci! approval when the cost of such change |s less NO

than frve hundred dollars ($500.00).

© . This proposmon amends Section 98 of the Charter of The City of San Diego by adding certam' :
:>- . provisions. The portions to be added are underlined. o , N
Section 98." ALTERATION IN CONTRACTS. Whenever it becomes necessary in the opinion

of the Manager to make alterations, the cost of which exceeds five hundred dollars ($500.00), in
" any contract entered into by the City, such alterations shall be made only when authorized by the

»Qouncil upon written recommendation of the Manager. No such alterations, the cost.of which
exceeds five hundred dollars ($500.00), shalt be valid unless the new price to be paid for any -

“supplies, material, or work under the altered contract shall have been agreed upon in writing and

signed by the contractor and- the Manager prior to such authorization by the Council. All other .-

. alterations shall be made by agreement in writing between the’ contractor and the Manager

. ARGUMENT -‘FOR PROPOSITION F

The Crty of San Diego normally enters into . approximately 150 construction contracts every

year wrth various firms and mdrvrduats Due to weather condrtrons materlal shortage desrgn c

) —'4— o
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modifications or other conditions that may arise during the term the contract work is being. done,
it is necessary to process approximately 125 change orders on these contracts. At least 14 of these
change orders are minor involving for example, a change of a few days in completion date or a
change in the scope of the job resulting in a change in cost of less than $500.00.

Section 98 of our City Charter now reqasres that all change .orders be placed on the Council
" Docket and be approved by Council resolution. The cost of processing such a change order often

" exceeds the dollars involved in the change. THIS CHARTER CHANGE WILL REDUCE COSTS EXPE-

DITE THE WORK AND MAY RESULT IN LOWER BIDS.
" It is recommended that you vote YES on-rroposition F.
MAYOR FRANK CURRAN .
COUNCILMAN HELEN COBB COUNCILMAN JACK WALSH
COUNCILMAN [VOR deKIRBY DEPUTY MAYOR ALLEN HITCH
COUNCILMAN HARRY SCHEIdLE COUNCILMAN MIKE SCHAEFER

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOS!TiON F

In regard to the spending of public funds, especially in the area of constructmn | belleve the'
Clty Council should at ail times be completely apprised of the expenditures. Therefore, to pass = .
" the control of responsibiliy on to the staff to make the final approval of construction change orders -

wou!d set a precedent that would not be sound in fiscal responsibility.

During my two and one-half years on the City Council | have not yet experienced any delay
in" construction or inefficiency in the present ‘procedure by which the City Council approves all -
. change orders regardiess of amount. My experience also has told me that to enact 3egxslahon on
change orders requires a minimum amount of nme-——generally one to two mmutes .

- Therefore, | woud recommend a “NO" vote on Proposition F,
’ , s TOM HOM -
. : ’ Councilman, Foarth Dlstncl
- PROPOS!T&ON G )
S {THIS PROPOS!T!ON WILL APPEAR ON THE BALLOT IN THE FOLLOWING FORM)

PROPOSITION G. CITY OF SAN DIEGO CHARTER AMENDMENT. o
Amends Section 79 -of the Charter of The City of San Diego. " | vygs .
Permits property owners who initiate special assessment dis- | :
trict proceedings to employ” without cost to the City their own
atlorneys and engineers and enables the City,. upon Council { . i .
approval, to employ private attorneys’ and engmeers for Clty - NOT A

initiated proceedmos

This proposrtlon amends Sectson 79 of the Charter of The City of San Dsego by de!etmg—‘
. cerlain provisions thereof and by the addition of new provisions. The portions to be deleted are '
"= printed in STRIKE-OUT TYPE and the portions to be added are underlined.

Section”79. SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS. The Council shall have power by ordmance to provade_'

“

“for the payment of all or any part-of the cost of any. public service or of the acquisition of any -

land or other property_for public use, or of -the construction, reconstruction, operation or mainten-

- ance of any structure or work in the nature of a public facility or improvement, by levying and  ~ .
.collecting Special assessments upon property specially benefitted. The mode and manner for the -
.- . acquisition of any land or other property for public use or of the construction, reconstruction, =

* . operation or maintenance of any structure or work in the nature of a public facility or improvement .
- and the levying and collecting of -special assessments therefor shall be as prescribed at that time -

[

. by the general law of the State of Cahforma relahve theretn uniess the Councul shali by ordmance

prowde othermse .

'-‘..-5-5,-'— o
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R mth the foregemg condmon precedent

Provided—however—that—t- The legal and engineering work of preparing proceedings, plans
and specifications, costs and estimates of any improvements under this Section shall be done and
performed by the offices of the City Attorney and City Engineer . respectively _ualass However, if
there shafl be filed with the City Clerk for presentation to the Council a request in writing by
property owners interested that such legal engineering and-engineering degal- work be performed by

attorneys engmeefs and engmeers -a%%emeys—euts»de of the Caty empley, he Counc:t mag
prov:de e : of] h . of_mons

’ ees&s-eﬂd%es—e#—eueh—mﬁerée—eﬂgmeefs—wé-aﬁemeys— tls 3 condmon precedent to the Counc;ls
] granting permission for the employment of private attorneys or engineers, the property owners
Tinterested, the private attorney or the engineer, as appropriate, shall agree to hold the City free
. and harmless of and from any and all fiability or cost or expense if for any reason the project is
"~ _ abandoned by the Council or the assessments are not levied or collected. On City-initiated projects - -
- toward which the City or other public agency contributes a portion of the costs, the Council -

may provide for the employment of pnvate attorneys or -engineers wrthout requmng cemphance

'ARGUMEN’I_’ FOR PROPOSITION G

- . This amendment will permit the City Council to supplement City- engineering forces during
o - peak work: ‘eriods. Special projects which would interrupt the uniform “operation of the City Engi--
*. neering Department could be contracted fo private industry. Individuals and groups desiring that™
. - specific engineers and attorneys be ‘used on mprevement d:stnct pro1ects could have them -
DR employed with the consent of the City Council.. :

“ “Passage of this amendment mll strengthen pnvate mdustry and at the same time’ ass«st m the

A YES vote should be cast for thss proposnlon

,',‘;triefflcnent use of City forces. . s ‘ . S

o \"' SAN DIEGO CHAPTER CAUFORNIA CGUNCJL »’

SAN DlEGO COUNTY BU%LD;NG AND - © OF CIVIL- ENGINEERS AND LAND SURVEYORS
- CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL ~ . .7 'CHARLES R..CRULL, President :
WALTERJ De BRUNNER Business Manager WILUAM R. NOTHOMB, .Seeretary S

-

ARGUMENT AGA1NST PROPOSITION G

Ne argument agamst thts propos;tson was fﬂed m the Offnce of, the Clty Clerk

LN LT

R



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

PROPOSITION H. CiTY OF SAN DIEGO BOND PROPOSITION:-
Shall -the City of San Diego incur bonded indebtedness in the
principal amount of $5,000,000.00 for the purpose of the acqui- YES
sition and construction by said City of certain municipal im- C
provements, to wit: street work in the City including the widening, .
reconstruction, surfacing, resurfacing, alignment and realignment
of existing streets, the construction of new streets together with
appurtenances and appurtenant work and the relocation of NO v
utilities, limited, however, as to all such work, to major streets ~
of the Select Street Syrstem7

. ARGUMENT FOR PROPOS!TION H
a2 Propos:tmn H deserves a "YES” vote because:
We, the people of San Diego, are currently faced with the decision of whether to finance
: the development of our vitally needed major sireet system in the developed areas of the City
« ~through the issuance of a bond issue or the use of extended improvement districts. Under the
" latter system, some 90% of the City's homeowners will-be invoived with an assessment averaging
not less than $100 to be paid over a ten year period. Under bond financing for the projects, ait
San Diego property owners participate in the street development program at a total cost averaging
- $36—paid over a twenly year period. Bond financing assures that the development of 25 major -,
street projects will be completed within a ten year period at a lower cost to homeowners. Extended
district financing is more expensive, and will take more than twme LS &ong to complete the same
projects.
‘ The passage of thls bond issue will, throsgh the addition of State Gasoline Tax funds,
abutting property-owner participation in the specific projects, special assessments to owners of
unsubdivided lands, and City Capital Improvement Funds; assure an immediate start on this -

i

will decrease the traffic loading on San Diego’s already overburdened street system. -, .
. This bond issue, and the resulting development of San Diego's major street system, is of vital
impotance to the economy of our City. If is.important that all the people of San Dlego support
.this issue We urge yoar “YES” vote on Proposnt:en H on June 7th. -
DR, EARL RICHMOND, Chairman
Citizens Committee for a “YES”
R vote-on Proposition H.

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION H

tf the city council. can divert money from the Room tax, the Capital Outlay Fund and Sales -
tax revenues for .non-essentials, such as a sports stadium ‘and advertising for tourists, it can

$20 Mitlion major street systemi. This involves 25 major streets in the City's developed areas, and .

" eliminate waste and extravagant spending and come up with sufficient money to pay for essentials, . -

- such as street improvements, by tapping the seif-same sources.
The problem of every big city, and San Diego is no exception, is the same: 100 many peop¥
. - And the idea of spending morney for advertising to bring more of them here is sheer nonsense..
- Because of its natural assets San Diego will continue to grow in spite of the “go-go” boys who.
~want to turn a desirable place to live into an undesirable one.

" Anaggressive cost-reduction plan is long overdue for evéry city department. As candtdates‘ .

" for trimmed payrolls and expenditures, } suggest the ‘municipal golf courses be checked as an
exampie of where money may be saved wlthout ampamng thelr functtons And this is only one of
many city activities, - -.- : « ’

- Vote for econumy. efﬁcuency and lower taxes R MIN oN - w‘wt' .
L TR Tmem s Sanbego T
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