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Local Revenue Measures November 2004

This November, voters in California considered more than 270 local measures' related to local agency
taxes, fees and financing. One-hundred eighteen (118) of these measures concerned city taxes, fees or financing,
Twenty-six (26) concerned counties and thirty-three (33) concerned special districts. There were more than eighty
school measutes including 55% school bonds and 2/3 vote special taxes. Among the city measures, thirty four
(34) were special taxes or bonds requiring 2/3 voter approval and seventy-three (73) concerned general taxes
requiring majority voter approval.?

Observations

1. The vatiety of unique local conditions makes drawing trends and generalizations difficult. There are
many circumstances that can have bearing on the outcome of a local measure. These vary among
localities and include:

a. The effect of spurious issues and personalities in the community. Have members of the city
council or county board received bad press? Is there a contentious development issue?

b. Local fiscal conditions and levels of service vary. Voters may perceive that the city (or county)
has plenty of revenue or that levels of service are sufficient.

c. Political leaning. Regardless of actual local conditions, populations in different localities differ in
their basic philosophies of government.

d. Local activism. The presence or lack of activist citizens to support or oppose a local measure
can have a major effect.

e. Clear and competent communication from the city/county. Short of advocacy, voters need basic
information to make a decision.

2. There are winners and losers in virtually every category of tax measure. Results in all categories in
November 2004 were mixed.

3. Generally, earmarking a tax for a special purpose (e.g. police, fire, EMS, libraries, parks, etc.) is not worth
the 2/3 vote requirement needed to pass a special tax.

4. A/B strategies where a majority vote measure is pared with an advisory measure as to use of funds do
not appear to be worthwhile.

5. Voters are much more amenable to continuing an existing tax that raising a tax.

6. All citizen initiatives to repeal or limit taxes all failed.

Transient Occupancy (Hotel/Motel) Taxes

Residents of twenty cities and four counties faced proposals to increase Hotel Taxes (Transient
Occupancy Taxes) in their jurisdictions. Nineteen of the twenty cities proposed these increases as general taxes,
requiring majority voter approval. One of these nineteen (Cathedral City) added a separate advisory measure
setting aside a portion of the increased revenue for tourism. One of these cities, Palm Dessert, merely ratified a
TOT increase that had been adopted in the 1990s by the city council when the voter approval requirements of
Proposition 62 were in dispute.

The City of South San Francisco TOT increase proposal restricted the revenues for “parks, recreation
and public safety services” and this required 2/3 voter approval.

! Includes city, county, special district and local school measures.
2 In addition, there were six advisory measures requiring majority approval and five citizen referenda to repeal or restrict local
taxes.
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Among the twenty-two measures requiting a majority vote, eleven passed and eleven failed. Among the
two special taxes, one passed and one failed.

Agency Name = _ | County Measure Nar_ Proposal %Need(YES% NO%  Go)Rate

City of Cathedral City _ _ _ RiversideCounty _MeasureR _ ¢ increase _ 50.0% 527%_ _47.3% ©_ 10%to11%
City of Cathedral City _ _ _ _RiversideCounty _MeasureS _ ° advisory _ 50.0%_ 42.8% 57.2% % SetaddeGen Fund
City of Healdsburg _ _ _ _ _ _ Sonoma County _ _MeasureQ _ _ increase _ 50.0%_718%__28.2% < 10%to12%
Cityofindio _ _ _ _ _ _ _ | Riverside County _ MeasureOO | increae _ 50.0% 36.0% 64.0% © 10%to12%
Cityof Keman __ _ _ _ _ | FresnoCounty _ MeasureT _ - _ _ 500% 49.2%  50.8% & 8%

Cityof Livingston _ _ _ _ _ | Merced County _ _MeasreG _ | increase _ 50.0%_ 53.7%__463% & 6%t 9%
City of Mission Vigo_ _ _ _ Orange County _ _MeasureK _ | increase _ 50.0% 39.2% 60.8% &  8%1010%
City of Qakdale _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Sanidaus County _Measure A _ _ increase  50.0% 39.1% _60.9% &  7%1010%
City of Oroville _ _ _ _ _ _ ButteCounty _ _ _MeasureP _ _ increase _ 50.0% 40.3%  39.7% &  9%t012%
City of PAm Desert _ _ _ _ RiversideCounty _MeasureQ _ | raify  _ _ 500%_ 69.1%__309% & 9%

City of Patterson_ _ _ _ _ _ ! StenidausCounty _MeasureB _ © _ _ _ - _ _ 500%_ 556%_ _44.4% & 8%

City of Red Bluff_ _ _ _ _ _ _ TenamaCounty __MeasureD _ | increase _ 50.0%_ 33.3% 66.7% «_ 10%1t012%
Cityof SanDiego _ _ _ _ _ San Diego County MeasureJ _ | increase _ 50.0%_ 41.4%  58.6% & 105%t013%
Cityof SanPablo_ _ _ _ _ _ _ Contra CostaCount Measure T _  increase_ _ 50.0%_ 530%_ _47.0% &_ 6%t012%
Cityof SanRamon_ _ _ _ _ ¢ Contra Costa Count MeasureU _  increase _ 50.0%_ 48.6%  51.4% & 7.25%t010%
City of SantaAna _ _ _ _ _ Orange County _ _MeasureM _ | increase _ 50.0%_56.2%_ _438% &_ 9%1011%
City of SantaMonica_ _ _ _ | LosAngees County MeasureN _ | incresse _ 50.0%_ 74.7%_ _253% & 12%t014%
City of Sausdlito_ _ _ _ _ _ Marin County _ _ _Measure]__ _ incresse _ 50.0%_57.8%_ _422% &_ 10%to12%
City of Tehachapi _ _ _ _ _ | Kern County _ _ _MeasureT _ _ increase _ 50.0%_ 39.%%  60.1% % 8%to12%
City of West Sacramento _ _ _YoloCounty _ _ _MeasureT _ | increase _ 50.0% 682% _318% &_ 4%t012%
County of Calaveras _ _ _ _ _ CdaverasCounty MeasureD _ _ increase _ 50.0% 41.8% 58.2% ¢ 6%1010%
County of Napa _ _ _ _ _ _ | Napa County _ _ _MeasureV_ _ | incresse _ 50.0%_ 61.9%_ _382% <  10.5%t012%
County of Siskiyou_ _ _ _ _ _ Siskiyou County | _MeasureM _ | increase _ 50.0% 38.5% ' 61.5% & 8%1010%
City of South San Francisco_ _San Mateo County Measure|_ _ | increase _ 66.7%_ 694%_ _306% &_ 8%1t09%
County of Fresno Fresno County Measure J ’ - 66.7% 44.1% 559% &% 6%

Real Property Transfer Taxes

Both proposals to increase utility transfers failed. A majority of Berkeley voters said “yes” to Measure K,
but the measure was a special tax requiting 2/3 voter approval.

Property Trander Taxes
Agency Name County Measure Name Title %Neede YES% NO%

$6/$1000 vaueof sde

Business License Taxes

Twelve cities placed Business License Tax increase proposals on their ballots. In all but two cities, the
increases were for general purposes and required a majority vote. The city of South San Francisco proposal was
to extend its business license tax to billboards and to restrict the use of the increased revenue to “parks, libraries
and public safety” This use restricion made the tax a special tax, requiting 2/3 voter approval. The measure
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failed with a 65.3% “yes” vote. Oakland’s tax on parking lots to fund public safety programs passed with nearly
70% approval. In other cities, the results were mixed with five measures passing and five failing.
Business License Tax Measures

Agency Name County Measure Name¢Title ~__ ___ _____ __ __ _ _ %NeedeYES% NO%
City of Benicia_ _Solano County _ _ _ _ _ MeasureR _ _BusinessLicense Tax Increese_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50.0%_60.7% _39.3% &_
City of BlueLeke Humboldt County MeasureN  BusinesslicenseTex _____ __ 500%_49.9% 501% ©_
Cityof Brea _ _ _OrengeCounty  _ _ _ _ Measure C__ _Increase BusinessLicenseTax - _ _ _ _ _ _ 50.0%_ 39.8%_60.2% ©_
Cityof Day City SanMateo County ~ MeaswreN  BusinessLicenseTax Increase  500%_53.0% 47.0% &
City of East Palo 2San Mateo County _ _ _MeesureR _ _Amend BusnessLicenseTax-- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50.0%_757% 24.3% &_
City of Fernddle _Humboldt County_ _ _ _MeasweP_ _ _BusinessLicenseTax_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 500%_57.2% _42.8% &_
City of Fountain V OrangeCounty_ _ _ _ _ MeasureJ_ _ _Increase BusinessLicenseTax--_ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50.0%_ 38.3%_617% ©_
Cityof Ojai _ _ _VenturaCounty _ _ _ MeasureF_ _ _ Modification of Municipa Code-- Busn LicT _ 50.0% _ 48.3% _51.7% &_
City of Salinas _ _Monterey County _ _ _ _MeesureC__ _BusinessLicenseTax~_ _ __ _ _ ___ _ _50.0%_50.9% 49.1% &_
City of San Franci: San Francisco County _ _Proposition K _ BusinessTax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ __500%_456%_545% ©_
City of South San_San Mateo County _ _ _MeasureJ_ __ Busn Lic Tax on Billboards for Park, Library, _ 66.7%_ 65.9% 34.1%: ©_
City of Oakland  Alameda County Measure Y Parking Lot Tax for Crime& Fire Prevention 66.7% 69.6% 30.4% &

Utility User Taxes

Seventeen cities faced utility user tax measures. All proposals were for general purpose taxes and required
majority voter approval. Voters approved six measures to continue existing taxes. All six proposals in three cities
to increase existing UUTs failed. All seven proposals for new utility user taxes failed.

Utility User Tax M easures

Agency Name __ ___ County ______Measure NaProposal YES% NO%

Cityof Cudahy___ ___ Los Angeles County MeasureP__ continue _ __ 77.1% 22.9% & _
City of Grover Beach _ _ San Luis Obispo Cou MeasureO__ _continue _ __ 81.7% _ 183%_ & _
Cityof Pindle _ ____ _ Contra Costa County MeasureP___continue _ __ 62.3% _ 37.7%_< _
Cityof San Pablo _ _ _ _ Contra Costa County Measure S___continueimc_ 72.0% _ 28.0%_< _
Cityof El Cerrito _ _ _ _ Contra Costa County MeasureK_ __continue/rat _ 65.3% _ 34.7%_< _
Cityof Hercules ___ _ _ Contra Costa County MeasureL._ __continuelrat _ 76.8% _ 23.2%_& _
Cityof Berkdley __ _ _ _ Alameda County __ MeasureJ _ increase _ _ _ . 37.4%_82.6% v _
Cityof KingCity _ _ _ _ Monterey County _ MeasureG _ increase  _ _ - 28.2%_71.9% © _
CityofKing City ___ _ Monterey County _ MeasureH__ increase _ _ _ - 34.3%_ 65.7%6 ¥ _
CityofKing City __ _ _ Monterey County _ MeasureF__ extend __ _ _ - 23.5%_76.5% v _
Cityof Pdm Springs _ _ Riversde County | _ MeasureV_ _ increase _ _ _ - 25.3% [ T41% 7 _
Cityof Sdinas_ _ _ _ __ Monterey County _ MeasureB__ increase _ _ _ - 34.6%_65.4% % _
Cityof Famersville_ __TulareCounty _ __MeasureV__ new __ ___ 48.4% _51.6% ¥ _
Cityof Fremont __ _ _ _ AlamedaCounty = _MeasureV_ _ new __ ___ A4.7%_39.3% ¥ _
Cityof Greenfidd _ _ _ _Monterey County | _ MeasureJ __ new _ ____ - 18.2% 81.9% < _
Cityof Madera_ ____ _ MaderaCounty ~__MeasureM _ new - 28.7% T1.3% % _
Cityof Marina_ ___ _ _ Monterey County _ MeasureM _ new_ ___ __ ¢ 49.1% _50.9% ¥ _
Cityof SntaPaula ___VentraCounty __Measured _ new - 39.0%_61.0% © _
Cityof SentaPaula ___VenturaCounty _ _ MeasureK_ _ advisory _ _ _ 42.2%_57.8% ¥ _
City of Saratoga Santa Clara County Measure V new 19.2% 80.8% ¢
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Transaction and Use Taxes: Countywide Transportation Sales Tax Measures

There were ten transportation sales tax measures on the ballot. Half extended existing taxes and half
were to increase sales taxes. The five continuation proposals passed, all half cent measures. Voters in Marin and
Sonoma approved new taxes. Sonoma County’s proposal, the only /4 cent measure, passed by just a few hundred
votes. Voters in Santa Cruz apparently were persuaded by local environmental groups that argued the plan
dedicated too much money to highway widening;

Countywide Transportation Sales Tax M easures (2/3 voter approval required)

Lounty  __ _____._ Measure NameTitle _ _ __ ________________YES% NO%_ .
Contra Costa County _ _MeasureJ __ _ Trensportation SdlesTax Extenson-- | _ _ _ __ 70.5% _295% < _
Sacramento County _ _ _MeasureA___ Transportation SdlesTax Extenson-- _ _ _ _ __ 74.8% _252% & _
_San Bernardino County Measurel | Transportation SdlesTax Extenson-- | _ _ _ __ 79.7% _203%_ < _
San DiegoCounty | _ _ _MeasureA_ _ _ Continuance of the existing half-cent transport_ _ 67.0% _33.0%_< _
SenMateo County _ _MeasureA__ Transportation SdlesTax Extenson-- 75.7% 24.3% O
Santa Cruz County Meeswe] _ _ Transportation Improvement SdesTax - 42.8%pgtaas ¥
SdanoCounty_ _ _ _ __ MeasureA_ _ _ Transportation Improvement SalesTax - _ _ _ _ 63.8%/36.2% ¥ _
Sonoma County _ _ _ _ _ MeasureM _ _ Quarter Cent Trensportation SalesTax-- _ _ _ _ 67.2% _328% < _
VenturaCounty _ _ _ _ _ MeasureB_ _ _ SdlesTax Incressefor Transportation -- _ _ _ _ _ 40.4%/89.6% ¥ _
Marin County Measure A Transportation Authority 70.8% 29.2% &

Transaction and Use Taxes: Countywide Special Tax Measures

There were six county measures to increase sales taxes countywide for special purposes other than
transportation. Three were for public libraries (Fresno, Del Norte and San Luis Obispo), one for the Fresno
County zoo, one for open space in Ventura County, and Law Enforcement in Los Angeles County. Of the library
proposals, only the proposal to continue an existing 1/8 cent tax in Fresno county succeeded. New taxes for
libraties in Del Norte (1/8 cent) and San Luis Obispo (1/4 cent) failed. In fact, of the six measures, all failed
except the two in Fresno County. Fresno County voters approved a proposal for a new 1/10 cent sales tax for the
County Zoo. Six in ten voters approved Los Angeles County Sheriff Baca’s long effort to pass a tax increase for
law enforcement including additional city and county officers, crime prevention programs, and upgraded
emergency communications systems, but the special tax measure fell short of 2/3 voter approval needed.

Spedial Transactions& Use Tax Measures(2/3 voter approval required)

AgencyName _ _ __ (MeasureMeTile _ __ __________________YESY NO% ~ Rate _Sunsef
County of San L uisObispo :MeasureL.  Save Our Public Libraries Transection and Use Tax Ordir__ 48.0% 520% © Ldcent - _
County of Del Norte_ _ _ [MeasureA_ Public Library Transactions& UseTax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 66.2% 338% ¢ Uscent _ - _
Countyof Fresno _ _ _ _ [MeasureB_ Library TaxRenewal_ _ _ _ _ ____________ TL0% 200% & UBcent 7 years
CountyofFresno _ _ _ _ [MeasweZ SaveOuZoo_ __ _ __ ______________ 29% 27.1% & V10cent 10 years
County of Ventura '"Measure A Open Space District and Quarter Cent Sales Tax -- 43.7% 5L3% % Uhcent 10 years
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Transaction and Use Taxes: General Tax Measures

Recent changes in the law (SB566 2003) permit a city or county to place a local transactions and use tax
proposal before the voters with a 2/3 vote of the governing board of the agency. In concert with Article XIIT of
the State Constitution, a general tax proposal requires majority voter approval. A special tax (earmarked for a
particular purpose) requites 2/3 voter approval.

Voters in twenty two cities and five counties considered proposals to increase sales taxes for general
purposes. Among the twenty-two city measures, two cities (Lakeport and Watsonville) placed companion advisory
measures on the ballot requesting voter advice on the use of the funds. Of the twenty two measures, ten passed.
Of the five county measures, only Del Norte voters approved its measure.

Transactionsand Use Tax: General Tax Measures (M aj ority voter approval required)

Agency Name _ _ _ __ (MeasureNarTitle _ _ _ _ _ ___ __________._ YES% NO% Rate _ _
Cityof Atwater ____ [MeesureQ 1CentSdesTax __ _____________ A1% 55 @ 1cent
CityofCopitola _ __ _ _ ‘MeasureP _ V4CentSdesTax- _____________ 59.7% _40.3% & _ 1/4cent
CyofDayCity __ _ _ ‘MeasureM _TrensadtionsendUseTax _ _ __ __ __ __ _ 350% 650% ¢ _ 1/4 cent
CityofDdano _ _ ___ _ MeasureP _ TransactionUseTax_ _ _ _ __ ________ 46.0% 54.1% < _ 1/2 cent
Cityof Famersville _ _ _ “MeasureU__ V2CentSdesTax_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ______ 64.3% _35.8%_<¢ _ 1/2 cent
CityofGat ______ ‘MeasureS _ General UsSdlesTax-- = _ 215% 786%  _ 1/4 cent
CityofLakeport | _ _ _ IMeasurel = L2CentSdesTaxIncresse _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 50.6% _40.4%_¢ _ 1/2 cent
Cityof Lekeport _  __ [MeasureJ _ Useof Sales Tax Funds(ADVISORY) 81.9% 18.1% &  advisory
CyofMadera _ ___ _ IMessurel _SdlesTax _ _ _ __ ____________._ 464% 536% ¢ _ 1/4cent
CtyofManteca _ _ _ _ _ ‘MeasureZ _SdlesTex-_ _ __ __ ____________ 220% 780%  _ 1/4 cent
CityofMontdar _ _ __ _ MeasureF _ SalesTaxIncrease _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ ____ 63.3% _36.8% ¢ _ 1/4cent
CtyofMonterey _ _ _ _ _ IMeasureK _ SdlesTax Increaseof 0.25% - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 491%509% ¥ _ /4 cent
CityofRichmond ____ (MeasureQ _ TransactionUseTax_ 50.2% 40.8% & 1/2 cent
Cityof Ridgecrest _ _ _ _ tMeasureQ _ TransactionUseTax_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _____._ 354% 646%  _ 3/4 cent
CityofSdinas _ _ _ _ _ _ [MeasureA _ Temporary Transaction and Use Taxes - _ _ _ _47.8% 522% < _ 1/2 cent
Clty of Sen Juan Bautista _ {MessureK_ _ Transactionsand UseTax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 53.4% _46.6%_& _ 3/4 cent
CyofSandCity  __ __ IMeasurel _ SdlesTaxof 05% - _ __ ___ __ ____3 56.1% _43.9% < _ 1/2 cent
CityofSanger _ _ _ __ _ MeasureS _ TransactionsendUseTax __ _ _ _ __ ____ 40.2% 59.8% < _ 1/2 cent
Cityof Sebastopol_ _ _ _ _ *MeasureT__ Community SlesTex - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ 67.4% _32.6%_< _ 1/8 cent
Cityof SouthLakeTehoe | IMeasureQ _ SdlesTax Increase-- 4 57.2% _42.8% & _ 1/2 cent
Cityof Turlock | __ _ _ fMeesureF _ TransactionandUseTax--_ __ _ __ _____ 496% 504% @ _ 1/2 cent
Cityof Watsonville __ _ _ ‘MeasureQ _ VaCentSaesTax- _ _ _ _ __ ______._ 37.2% 62.8% 2 _ 1/4 cent
Clyof Wasonville | _ _ fMessureR _ SalesTax Advisory - (ADVISORY)  _ _ _ _ 72.6% _21.4%_& _ advisory
Cityof Woodlake_ _ _ _ _ _ MeasureX__ SdlesTaxIncrease _ _ _ _ __ ___ __ __ 58.2% _41.8% < _ 1/2 cent
Cityof SanFrandisco __ ‘Proposition ) SalesTaxIncrease = _ 422% 57.8%  _ 1/4 cent
Ctyof San Francisco_ _ _ fProposition O Useof Prop JRunds (ADVISORY) ¢ 60.0% _40.0%_< _ advisory.
Countyof Colusa_ ____ (MeasureC _ Transactionsend UseTax __  _ __ _ 456% 544% v _ 112 cent
County of Del Norte _ __ [MeasureC__ Transactionsend UseTax _ _ _ _ __ _ __ __ 749 _25.1% & 1/2 cent
Countyof Tehama _ _ _ _ _ Measure A_ _ Useof Sales Tax (ADVISORY)_ _ _ _ _ __ __ 46:3% 53.7% © _ advisory
County of Tehama MeasureB  1/2 Cent Sdes Tax for three years 271% 72.9% %  1/2 cent
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Transaction and Use Taxes: City Special Tax Measures

Seven cities decided propose sales tax increases for specific purposes, including five for public safety
(police and/or fire) services. Three of the five public safety special taxes achieved the needed 2/3 vote. In
Merced and Ukiah, the measures failed despite more than six of ten voters saying “yes,” suggesting that these
measures might have passed had they been proposed as majority vote general taxes.

Special Transactions & Use Tax Measures (2/3 voter approval required)

Agency Name _ County ~_ _ __ MeasweNamTile _ _ _ __ ___ ____________ YES% NO% _~ Rate _
Oy LosBanos _ Merced County _ _ MeasireP 12 Cent SdesTaxfor PublicSfety  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 780% _220% ©_ 12cent
City of Merced Merced County MeasureH Officer Sephen Gray Memoria Public Safety Adt 61.7% 384% 12 cent

Guyo Ukiah_ _ _ Mendocino County  MeeswreN _ _ Slesand UseTax for PublicSafety - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 65.5% ;S| ¥ _ 1/2 cent.
City o Susanville _ Lassen County  _ _ MeeswreK _ _SeraSportsComplex Specidl Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 46:3% (5310 ¥ _ 112 cent
Cityof El Cajon  SanDiegoCounty  MeasureO  Upgrade of Public Facilities-- 68.7% 31.3% & 12 cent

Municipal Service (Parcel) Taxes

Municipal service taxes, often called “patcel taxes” were on the ballot in fifteen cities. Fach requited 2/3
votet approval. Overall, seven of the fifteen achieved the 2/3 voter approval needed, including three of eight
police/fire/EMS taxes. Taxes for libraries in Sacramento and San Jose passed, while one in Berkeley failed. A
municipal service tax in the wealthy community of Piedmont passed, even as one in wealthy Atherton failed.

City Municipal Service (Parcel) Taxes (2/3 vote)

Agency Name _ __ County _ ___ __ MeasureNanTile _ ___ ____________._ YES% NO%
Cityof Albany ____ AlamedaCounty  _MessureG _ _Paramedic/Ambulance Special Tax Redructt _ 805% _195% &_
Cityof Bekeley _ _ _ AlamedaCounty _ _MeasureM  _Paramedic Spedal Tax_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ 45.2% 580 ¥ _
Cityof FortBragg _ _ _ Mendocino County | _MessureM _ _ Special Tax for FreEquipment - _ _ | 69.2% _308% &_
City of Huntington Park  Los AngelesCounty _ MeasureL _ _ Community safety enhancements _ _ _ _ _ _ | 68.9% 312% &_
City of Manteca ___ _ < San Joaquin County _MeasureY _Manteca Public Safety Measure . _ _ 19.6% 804% ©_
CityofSnlLeandro _ _ AlamedaCounty _ MeasureDD _Policeand ArePared Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ S0 7% LR @
Cydpers _____ RiversdeCounty_ _ _ MeesweNN _Police& RireTex - _ __ ________ 62.8% Ganna ¥ _
Cityof Yreka _ __ _ _ = Siskiyou County | _MeasureT _ _ Special Tax for Volunteer Fire Department_ _ _53.2% 46.8% o
Townof Fairfax | Marin County _ _ _ _MessureL _ _Munidipal Services Tax for Public Safety _ _ _57.3% 42.7% ©_
Townof Paradise _ _ _ ButteCounty _ _ _ _ MeasureN _ _Animal Control Tex _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ __ __ 748% _252% _
City of Sacramento_ _ _ Sacramento County _MeasureX _ _ Parcd Taxfor Libraries-- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ 724% _216% &
CitydBekdey _ __ AlamedaCounty  Messwel _LibrarySpecid Tex _ _ _ _ ________ 00.5% el _
Cityof SnJose ¢ SantaClaraCounty__MeasureS _ _ Library and Reading Protection Messure--__ 66.9% _33.1% &_
City of Piedmont Alameda County MeasureW  Parcd Tax Continuation 795% 205% &
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Parcel tax proposals by special districts fared worse. Only three of seventeen fire district proposals
achieved the 2/3 voter approval needed. Although both library district parcel taxes passed, only one of six park
district patcel taxes passed. Al in all, just eight of thirty special district parcel taxes succeeded in garnering 2/3
voter approval.

Special District Municipal Service (Parcel) Taxes(2/3 vote)
Agency Name County Measure NaTitle YES% NO%
FIRE SERVICE

Borrego Springs Fire Protection District _ San Diego County_ _Measure Z__ Special Tax for Fire Protection and Emergen_ _79.0% _21.0% & _
El Medio Fire Protection District. _ _ _ _ E ButteCounty _ _ MeasureG _Tax Incresse- FireServices | _ _ _ _ _ 65.9%/341%] ¥ _
Forest Hill Fire Protecton District _ _ _ _ F Placer County _ _ MeasureM _Specid Tex _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ T 221% O _
Gold RidgeFireProtection Disirict. ___ SonomaCounty _ MeasureU__Specid Tax - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ 65.0%350%, ¥ _
Haldujah Junction Fire Protection District Lassen County _ _ _MeasureM _Specid Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _____ 97.1% _ 2.9% & _
Lake Shasta Community Services District_ Siskiyou County _ _MeasureN_ _Specia Tax to Fund FireProtection & Emerc_ _39.6% 60.4% &
Loomis Fire Protection District P acer County Measure W  Loomis FPD Tax 60.0%  40.0%

Newcastie Fire Protection District _ _ _ _ F Placer County _ _ MeasureR _Special Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ 66.4% 33.6% ¥ _
OakddeRural FireProtection District  StanidausCounty _MeasureJ  Specid Tex- 64.8% 352% ¥ _
Penn Valley FireProtection District _ _ _ NevadaCounty  _ MeasureR _Specid Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ______ 64.6% 355%. ¥ _
Penryn FireProtection District ~_ F Placer County  MeasureP Specid Tax 57.8% 422% ¥
PineValley FireProtection District _ _ _ San DiegoCounty_ _ Measure AA_Specid Benefit Tax for Fire Protection and E_ _61.8% 38.2% o
Placer County FireProtection District __ Placer County  MessureK  Specid Tex _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 50.9% 49.1% @ _
Westwood Community Services District _ Lassen County _ _ _Messurel | Parcel Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ 64.6% 354% ¥ _
Windsor Fire Protection District . SonomaCounty _ MessureV_ _Specid Tex - 59.4% 40.6% ¥ _
LIBRARY SERVICES ______________________________________________________
Altadena Library District LosAngeesCounty MeasureB  Parce tax toreplacelibrary funding 71.3% 22.7% &

Nisenen Recreation and Park District __ NevadaCounty _ Measure K _Specid Tax . _ _ __ ___ 19.7%°80.3% ¥ _
San Juan Ridge Recreation and Park Distric Nevada County | _ _Measwre O _Specid Tax _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ________ 35.9% 6426 ©
South Sutter Recreation & Park Digtrict Sutter County MeasureJ  Specid Tax 57.3%  42.7%

Palm DriveHealth Care Didtrict_ _ _ _ _ SonomaCounty_ _ _MeasureW _Parcel Tax-- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ 68.8% 312% & _
Tahoe Cemetery District _______ _ F Pacer County _ MeasureT TahoeCemeteryTax  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 63.1% ST.0% ¥
Three RiversMemorial Digrict Tulare County MeasureZ  Three Rivers Memorial Special Tax 61.9% 381% %
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General Obligation Bonds with Property Tax Increases

Voters approved five of eleven bond proposals with property tax increases.

City and Special Digrict Bond Measures(2/3vote)

AgencyNeme ________( County MeasweNamiTite YES® NO%  Rate

CiyotEsmddo . __ SaDiegoCourty _ MeasreP __PublicSdeyBord e~ __ 615%_32.5% ¢ SIGISL00000AV
CiyofNaiond Gty ____ __ _ SnDiepCony_ MeasreS __PicSdey FalyBondisse- (5.3 38 0 SLISO000AY
Cydldagte (¢ CotraCostaCourty MeaswreN. _Road andDrainRepeir Bond_ 51.8% 422 . S2USL00000AY
CityofLosAngdes _ ______ L Los AngelesCaunty _MeasreQ __ Clen Weter, Oceen, River, Beach, Bey St 758%_ 24.2% ¢ S10/S100000AY
CiydfLenonGove_______ S SnDigpConty  MeawreR  LibayBonds- G2.7% 3.3 9 SI55100000AV
CiyotMating ________ (¢ CortraCodaCounty_Measre0 __Libray, Parksé Rerestion Bond ____ _ 6L3% 7% ¢ SSI00000AV
CiydfSmfandso S Son FancisooCounly_Propsiion A _AffoddieHasingBonds 648% B4 ¢ SI0SL00000AY
Cityof SanFrancisco San Francisco County Propostion B~ Higtorical Presavation Bonds 57.9% 42.1% ¢ $1.23/8100,000A\
BART o ____! AlamedaCounty _ _ MeasueAA _EathquakeSdelyBond 67.9%_ 32.1% < $7.04$100,000A)
Pdomar Pomeradoealth 9sten S Diego County __ Measure BB _ Hosptd, Emergeny Care Trauma Cente 1 _698% _ 30.2% - $17.75/5100,000
Washington Township Health Care Digtric Alameda County Measure FF - Bonds-- 704% 29.6% & $10/$100,000AV

Citizen Initiatives to Repeal or Limit Local Taxes

The November 2004 ballot included six citizen sponsored initiatives in five cities that would repeal or

limit local taxes. All failed to garner the majority vote needed for passage.

AgencyName = _ | County | MeasureNameTitle  _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _______.
CiyoBuditn ___ _______ SantaBarbaaCounty MeasureX _ _ Tax SunsetInitiative- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __
CityofMorenovalley _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Riversde County_ _ MessureM _ _ Reped Utility UserSTex - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
CiyoiMoenovalley_ _ __ __ __ Riverside County__ MessureN _ _ Regulations on Management of Electric Utlity -- _ _
City of Watsonville ________ _ SantaCruzCounty | MeasureT _ _ 911FeeRepedl - City of Watsonville
SataCruz County -- Unincorporated Are Santa Cruz County _ MeasureK _ _ 911 FeeRepedl - Unincrpordted Area_ _ _ _ _ _
City of Sen Francisco San Frandisco County  PropositionL  Useof Hotel Tax to Preserve Movie Theaters

YES% NO%

Sources: County elections offices, Smart Voter (http://www.smattvoter.org) by the League of Women Voters of California.



