
 
 

LWV SF Positions on the June 3rd, 2008 Ballot 
 

 
Proposition A:  San Francisco Unified School District Quality Teach and Education Act of 
2008   (Special tax of real property; 2/3 vote needed) 
 
The Question:  Should SF be authorized to levy a special tax of $198 per year per parcel of taxable 
real property beginning July 1, 2008? 
 

• The Board of Education of the SF Unified School District believes the tax is necessary to maintain quality 
education for all students in the district because funding from the State of California and Federal Government 
has been inadequate.   California’s per pupil spending is ranked 46th nationwide and 13 cities in the state pay 
teachers more. 

• The tax would be used to raise teacher’s salaries, provide retention bonuses, provide additional compensation to 
teachers working at schools with high teach turnover and hard-to-fill positions, provide Master Teacher 
program, expand the Peer Assistance and Review program, and give 

• The tax will be collected by the SF Office of Treasurer and Tax Collector.  Individuals 65 and older may be 
exempt pursuant to the Senior Citizens Exemption.  Expires June, 2028. 

 
Relevant Positions: 
 

LWVSF: Financing San Francisco Government:   
• Support measures that promote effective and equitable methods of paying for city services. 
• Increase taxes and fees if necessary to retain the current level of services 

 

LWVSF: Education 
• Support public school system that meets the educational needs of all students and that the 

Board of Education should see that necessary funds are obtained to carry out this plan. 
 

LWV California: State and Local Finances 
• Support measure to ensure revenues sufficient and flexible to meet changing needs of State 

and Local government services 
• Promotes equity and fair sharing of the tax burden and promotes a progressive tax 

structure. 
• Support making provisions for persons unable to pay fees or charges levied. 

 
LWV SF Recommends: Neutral 
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition B:  Retiree Health and Pension Benefits  (Charter Amendment) 
 
The Question:  Should the Charter be changed to increase the years of service required for new City 
employees and certain employees of the School District, the Superior Court and the Community 
College District to qualify for employer-funded retiree health benefits?   



 
Relevant Positions: None 
 
LWV SF Recommends: No position 
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition C:  Forfeiture of Retirement Benefits for Conviction of a Crime involving Moral 
Turpitude   (Charter Amendment)  
 
The Question:  Should the Charter be amended to prohibit San Francisco Employees' Retirement 
System members who are convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude in connection with their 
employment from receiving any retirement benefits funded with employer contributions? 
 
Relevant Positions: None 
 

 
LWV SF Recommends: No position 
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition D:  Diversity on City Boards and Commissions   (Charter Amendment) 
 
The Charter requires that City boards and commissions be broadly representative of the communities of interest, 
neighborhoods, and the diversity in ethnicity, race, age and sexual orientation of the City and County and have 
representation of both sexes.  The Charter does not require the City to collect data on the diversity of members serving 
on City boards and commissions.   
 
The Question:  Should the Charter be amended to make it official City policy that the membership 
of City boards and commissions reflect the interests and contributions of both men and women of all 
races, ethnicities, sexual orientations, and types of disabilities? And, should the Commission on the 
Status of Women be required to analyze, report, and track the diversity of appointments to City 
boards and commissions every two years?   
 
Relevant Positions: 
 

LWVSF: Boards and Commissions 
 Support a system of boards and commissions which effectively serves the public 
 Objective 2. Effectiveness should be judged by the following criteria: 
 a. provides a variety of viewpoints 
 Objective 3. Selection of commissioners should be based on the following criteria:: 
 d. represents the diversity of the community 
 
LWV SF Recommends:  Support 
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition E:  Appointments to the PUC  (Charter Amendment) 



  
The Question:  Should the City Charter be amended to change the manner in which PUC 
Commissions members are chosen and appointed? 
 

• Six (6) members of the Board of Supervisors would have to approve each of the Mayor's appointments before 
they are seated;  

• New members of the commission would need expertise/experience in one of the following areas:  
environmental policy & justice issues; ratepayer or consumer advocacy' project finance; water systems, power 
systems or public utility management;  

• The entire Commission would turn over on 8/1/08. 

Relevant Positions: 
  

LWVSF:  Executive Branch:   
• Support Measures to increase effectiveness and accountability of administration.  Retain the 

authority that now lies in the Mayor's position. 
  

LWVSF:  Boards and Commissions:   
• Support a system which effectively serves the public.   
• Objective 3b states that the selection of commissioners should be based on proven ability in a 

field related to the commission. 
  
LWV SF Recommendation:  Oppose 
  

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition F:  Affordable Housing Requirement for the Candlestick Point and Hunters Point 
Shipyard Mixed-Use Development Project  (Ordinance) 
 
The Question:  Should it be City policy that any mixed-use development plan the City approves in 
Candlestick Point and Hunters Point Shipyard include these requirements:  50% of all new housing 
units developed in the area be affordable, preferences for the rental or purchase of new affordable 
housing be given to families of low and moderate income, and, if Alice Griffith housing is replaced, 
units are replaced on a one-to-one basis?  Should the City be prohibited from selling, conveying or 
leasing any City-owned land at Candlestick Point unless the Board of Supervisors finds that the 
mixed-use development plan for this area incorporates these policies?  Should the following be 
repealed: Proposition D, which voters passed in June 1997 to allow the City to issue lease revenue 
bonds of up to $100,000,000 for a stadium development at Candlestick Point, and Proposition F, also 
passed in June 1997 to change City zoning to allow a stadium and related shopping/entertainment 
center to be built? 
 
Relevant Positions: 
 

LWVUS: Meeting Basic Human Needs; criteria for evaluating policies to “provide a decent home 
and a suitable living environment for every American family”  (Impact on Issues, 2004-2006, p. 73) 
 

LWVC: Housing 
Support action at all levels of government for the provision of affordable housing for all Californians 
 

LWVSF: Housing 
Support measures that provide for the needs of low, moderate, and middle income groups 



 
LWV SF Recommends:  Neutral  
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition G:  Mix ed-Use Project for Candlestick and the Shipyard  (Ordinance) 
 
Proposition G would make it City policy to encourage, subject to public input and the environmental review process, the 
timely development of Candlestick Point and Hunters Point Shipyard with a mixed-use project consistent with these 
objectives: 
 

• producing tangible community benefits for the Bayview and the City;  
• reconnecting the Hunters Point Shipyard and Candlestick Point with the Bayview and protecting the Bayview's 

character for existing residents;  
• producing substantial new housing in a mix of rental and for-sale units, both affordable and market-rate, and 

encouraging the rebuilding of the Alice Griffith Housing Development; 
• incorporating environmental sustainability; 
• encouraging the 49ers to remain in San Francisco by providing a new stadium site and supporting infrastructure; 

and  
• requiring the project to be financially sound, with or without a new stadium. 

 
The Question:  Should it be City policy to encourage timely development of a mixed-use project in 
the Bayview on Candlestick Point and Hunters Point Shipyard?  Should the City be authorized to 
transfer park land in Candlestick Point for non-recreational use if the land is replaced with new 
public parks or open spaces of at least equal size and the transfer meets the measure’s objectives? 
 
Relevant Positions: 
 

LWVUS: Meeting Basic Human Needs; criteria for evaluating policies to “provide a decent home 
and a suitable living environment for every American family”  (Impact on Issues, 2004-2006, p. 73) 
 

LWVC: Housing 
Support action at all levels of government for the provision of affordable housing for all Californians 
 

LWVSF: Housing 
Support measures that provide for the needs of low, moderate, and middle income groups 
 

 
LWV SF Recommends:  Support 
 

************************************************************ 
 
Proposition H:  Prohibiting Contributions from City Contractors   (Ordinance) 
 
The Question:  Should City law be changed to make it unlawful for City elected officials, 
candidates, or political committees they control to solicit or accept campaign contributions from 
those contractors who are prohibited from making donations under existing law? 
 
Relevant Positions: 
 

LWVUS: Campaign Finance 



Improve methods of financing political campaigns in order to ensure the public’s right to know, 
combat corruption and undue influence, enable candidates to compete more equitably for public 
office and promote citizen participation in the political process. 
 
LWV SF Recommends: Support 
 


