
I
I
I
I CALIFORNIA DEBT ADVISORY COMMISSION

I
I
! STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND
I
I

TAX BALLOT MEASURES
I
I
I

Results of the 1996 Primary Election
I
!
I

MATTHEW K. FONG
i State Treasurer and Chairman

I
i CDAC 96-5

I



I
!
,I
I
I
I

STATE AND LOCAL

i BONDANDTAXBALLOTMEASURESRESULTSOFPRIMARYELECTION
MARCH 26, 1996

!
i
I

i June 1996

I
I
I!
!

CALIFORNIA DEBT ADVISORY COMMISSION

I P.O. Box 942809Sacramento, CA 94209-0001
(916) 653-3269

I
I

TheCaliforniaDebtand InvestmentAdvisoryCommissioncomplieswith theAmericansWithDisibintiesAct

i (ADA). If youneedadditionalinformationor assistance,pleasecontacttheCommissionat (916)653-3269.



' @
I STATEOF CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA DEBT ADVISORY COMMISSION MEMBERS

I 915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 400 MaUhew K. Fong
P.O. BOX 942809 8tat# Treasurer and Chairman

SACRAMENTO, CA 94209-0001

TELEPHONE: (916) 653-3269 r_ w_,o.GovG_or

I FAX: (916) 654-'7440 _t_een conne,
State Controller

Ex©cutivoDirector
peter W. Schaafsma Robin SewTly

i $141. S._ior, Lon8 B_ach
Lucy g_l_a

June 1996 s,,, s,,,,o,,s=D,=o
/an Goldsmith

Sial# Ala#mbl_n_, San DlcJ[o
, DonhJd W, Mt_z

Tr#_ur_.T_a Colleclo_

Sanom° Counly

Robert L¢ILnd
Finance DIr#ct_', City of Palog#1d

To All InterestedParties:

This report presentsthe resultsof bondandtax measuresforthe PrimaryElectionheld March26,

I 1996. This is the seventhin a seriesof reportson statewideelectionsin Californiaprepared bythe CaliforniaDebt AdvisoryCommission.

I Of theeightyState and localbondand tax measurestrackedbythe Commission,32 (40 percent)were approvedand 48 (60 percent)failed. Representinga departurefromthe previoustwo
elections,voterswere inclinedto supportStateand localgeneralobligation(G.O.) bondmeasures

i whichappearedon the ballot. The State'stwo generalobligationbondproposalsandsix of ninelocalG.O. bondproposalswereapproved. One morelocalG.O. issuewouldhavepassedif
majorityvote provisionswere Inplace. Specialtax measures,designedto fundpublicservices
suchas seniorprograms,libraries,police,emergencymedicalandfire,were defeated at a fairly

i highrate, with onlyfive of 22 passing(23 percent).

Due to thecalifornia SupremeCourt'srecentdecisionon Proposition62 in Santa C/ara County

I Loce/Transportation Authority v. Guerdino,a numberof municipalitiesaskedtheirvoterstovalidategeneraltaxes thathad beenadoptedwithoutvoterapproval. Proposition62, passed in
1986, requiresthat specia/taxes be approvedby two-thirdsof thevotersandthat majorityvoter
approvalbe receivedforthe impositionof genera/tax increases. Votersapproved10 of 14 (71

' 62 validation that theMarch ballot.
percent)Proposition measures appearedon

This report includesa narrativeonthe resultsof the statewideelection,as wellas data on the

individualtax and bondballotmeasuresthemselves. The Commissionwouldliketo recognizetheassistanceof the Secretaryof State's Officeandthe electionsdepartmentsof the58 county
clerks'officesin preparingthisreport.
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The California Debt AdvisoryCommissionis the State's clearinghousefor publicdebtinformation.The Commissionwas created in 1981 to assistState and localgovernment
agencieswiththe monitoring,issuance,and managementof publicdebt.

I The CaliforniaDebt AdvisoryCommissionmembersinclude:

I MatthewK.FongCalifornia State Treasurer
and Chairman

Pete Wilson
Governor

or

CraigBrown
Director

i Departmentof Finance
Kathleen Connell

i State Controller
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i State Senator
Jan Goldsmith

i StateAssemblyman
Gary Miller

i StateAssemblymanDonald W. Merz
Treasurer-Tax Collector

' SonomaCounty
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t FinanceDirectorCityof Fairfield

I Additional Information concerning this report or the of theprogram
California Debt Advisory Commission may be obtained by contacting:

I PeterW.SchaafsmaExecutiveDirector
CaliforniaDebt AdvisoryCommission

I (916)653-3269
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I STATEANDLOCALBONDANDTAXBALLOTMEASURES

I Summary of Primary ElectionResultsMarch 26, 1996

I. INTRODUCTION

I This report is a summary of thebond and tax measureswhichwere decidedat the March26, 1996 Primary Electionin California.The data used to developthe reportwas received
from the California Secretary of State's Office and the 58 county clerks' election

I departments. The CaliforniaDebt Advisory Commission(CDAC) has been reportingtheresultsof bondandtax measuressince 1986.

I Primary Election Results
Eighty State and local bond and tax Table 1

I measures were tracked by the CaliforniaDebt Advisory Commission(CDAC) in the BONDANDTAXMEASURESRESULTS
March Primary Election.Of that total, 32

I (40 percent)were approvedby votersand STATE LOCAL TOTALS48 (60 percent)failed. The numberof Passed 2 30 32
measures in this election was up Failed 0 48 48

I considerablyfrom the lastPrimary electionheld in June 1994, when 61 State and Totals 2 78 80
localbondand tax measureswere reportedto CDAC. The resultsare includedinTable 1.

I
I1. SUMMARY OF STATE AND LOCAL MEASURES BY PURPOSE

In this election, the 80 bondand tax measures are categorized by education, capital
improvements,life support,general governmentand miscellaneous.The distributionof the

i measuresby purposeis portrayedChartl in Chart 1 and Table 2 shows the
passage rate of the measures by

I ALL PROPOSED BOND AND TAX MEASURES purpose.BY PURPOSE

(N=80) A. Education

I EducationGeneral 8 There wereeight educationissues
presented to the voters in the

Gov't Capital March election: six K-12 school

I 28 Imp. facilitiesbond measures, one K-12
23 school facilities/higher education

bond measure, and one special tax

_1 Mlac Life measure for education programs.8 Support Of that number, six were
13 successful.Fiveof the K-12 bond

i measures and the K-12/higher

!
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I education bond measure were approved. The 75 percent approval rate for education

measures in the March electionis a notableincreaseover the 48 percentapprovalrate in

I the 1994 Primary Election.

i Table2RESULTS OF BOND AND TAX
MEASURES BY PURP(_SE

I Education Capital Imp. Life Support General Gov't MIca Totals

Passed 6 5 6 13 2 32

I Failed 2 18 7 15 6 48
Totals 8 23 13 28 8 80

I B. Capital Improvementsand PublicWorks

i Only five of 23 measures for capital improvementsand publicworkswere approved.TheCity and Countyof San Franciscovotersapproveda tax increaseand lease financingfor
conventioncenter expansion.Voters in the South Coast Flood Zone of the Santa Barbara

i County Flood Control and ConservationDistrictpassed a benefit assessmentincrease forflood controlsystemsand the El DoradoCommunityServices Districtvoters approved an
advisorytax measurefor landscapeand lighting.Finally,seismicmeasuresproposedfor the

i State of California and the San Bruno Park Elementary School District passed. Alsoincluded in this category of bond measures were proposalsfor parks and open space,
public buildings,recreationfacilities, regionalcommunications,street construction,water

i supply, and multiple capital improvements and public works which were all defeated. The 22percentpassingrate for capital improvementsand publicworksmeasuresreflectsa decline
from the 31 percentapprovalrate inthe June1994 electionwhen four of 13 measureswere

i approved.
C. Life Support

i proposedto increaseor enhance police,fire or emergencymedical
Of the 13 issues

services, six were approved. Successful measures included:an increase in the police
servicestax for the Blackhawkcommunitylocatedin ContraCostaCounty;an advisoryvote

I for the continuationof an assessmentin the American River Fire
Protection District; an

advisory vote for a new assessmentfor fire suppressionservices inthe Pajaro Valley Fire
Protection District; a tax increase for emergency medical and ambulance services in

I Sonoma County's Coast Life Support District; the continuationof assessment in
an

Belvedere; and the continuationof a tax for multiplelife supportservices in San Mateo
County Service Area No. 1.

D. GeneralGovernment

i Thirteen of 28 measuresfor generalgovernmentpurposeswere approved. All but one ofthe measures were general taxes, which require a majority vote. Mendocino County
proposeda sales tax for generalgovernmentpurposeswhichwas defeated by almost two-

_i thirdsof the voters(62 percent).
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I

*Note: Although San Francisco'sCity/County Measure A has multiple purposes (capital

I improvementsand general government),it is shownas a capital improvementmeasure inthe purposetableand chart.

'I E. Mlscellaneous Purposes
Ill

This category includes measures for health care and library services,seniorprogramsand

I tourism.Of the five library measures proposedin Ventura County, two passed. Voters inCalaveras County and the Tehachapi Valley Health Care Districtdefeated measures for
tourismand healthcare services, respectively.Oakland'smeasurefor seniorprogramswas

I supportedby a majorityof voters(63 percent), but it failedto reach the two-thirdsmajorityneeded for passage.

I IlL SUMMARY OF STATE AND LOCAL MEASURES BY TYPE

State and local measures by type are divided into five categories:general tax, generalobligationbonds, benefitassessment,specialtax and sales tax measuresas displayedin
Chart 2 (see below). Table 3, on page4, presentsthe resultsof these measures.

I
A, BONDS

1. State of California
General Obligation

i Bonds Chart2
Both of the State of California's ALLPROPOSEDBONDANDTAXMEASURES

i generalobligationbondmeasures BYTYPEon the ballot, Proposition192 ($2 (N=80) General
billion for the seismic retrofit G.O. Tax

i program) and Proposition193 ($3 Bonds 28billion for K-12 schools and higher tl
education), passed comfortably
with a 59.8 percent and a 61.8 Benefit

I percentapproval rate, respectively.
SpecialAss't

Tax
The passage of these G.O. bond ts SalesTax 22
measures represents a departure 1

from the two statewideprevious
electionsinwhichnoneof the proposedState G.O. measureswere approvedbythe voters.

I 2. Local General Obligation Bonds

Local agencies were successful in winning approval of six of nine general obligation bond

i measures on the March ballot. Of the three measures that failed, one received over 50percentapproval but fell shortof the two-thirdsnecessary for passage.Two of the six that
passed did so by a shallow margin. For example, the Clovis Unified School Districtof

'1 FresnoCounty$98 millionG.O. bondpassedwithjusttwo-tenthsof one percentmargin.



I
I The six local general obligation bonds approved totalled$134.4 million.All of the measures

were earmarked for K-12 school facilities. The three defeated measures were for the

I constructionof a recreationalsportsfacilityand for multiplecapital improvements,both inCathedral City in RiversideCounty,and for a K-12 schoolfacilityin the Calaveras Unified
SchoolDistrictin Calaveras County.The detailsof the State and LocalGeneral Obligation

I bondmeasuresare inTable A-1 beginningon pageA-I.
Table 3

I RESULTSOFBONDANDTAX
MEASURES BY TYPE

I G,O. Bonds General Tax Special Tax Benefit Ass't Sales Tax Totals
Passed 8 14 5 5 0 32

i Failed 3 14 17 13 1 48Totals 11 28 22 18 1 80

I B. TAXMEASURES

1. SpeclalTax Measures

I Support for special tax measures was weak, with only five pissing (23 percent) and 17
failing (77 percent). Voters approved special taxes for life support services and library

I services. Of the eight specialtax measuresfor life supportservices, three passed.Two offive measuresfor library servicesalso were approved.Special tax measuresfor education
and senior programs,health care, parks, recreationfacilities,street construction,tourism,

I and water storage were defeated. Generally, special tax measures must receive a two-thirdsmajorityfor passage.

I 2. GeneraITaxMeasures

General tax measures representedthe greatestnumberof tax measures submittedto the

I voters. Localvoterspassed 14 of the 28 generaltax measuresthat appearedon the Marchballot.General tax measures supportgeneral governmentpurposesand requirea simple
majorityfor passage.The transientoccupancytax was the mostsuccessfulgeneraltax with

I an 82 percentapprovalrate (9 outof 11), while the utilityusers'tax was the leastsuccessfulwitha 33 percentapprovalrate (3 outof 9).

I a. Proposition62Measures
Fourteen of the 28 general tax measures were Proposition62 validationmeasures. This

I electionwas the first opportunityfor localitiesto place special and general tax measuresthat may be affected by the CaliforniaSupreme Court's recent decisionon Proposition62
(Santa Clara County Local Transportation Authority v. Guardino) on the ballot. Proposition

i 62, passed in 1986, statesthat measuresrequiretwo-thirdsvoter approvalfor special taxincreasesand majorityvoter approvalfor the impositionof genera/tax increases. It was
originallydeterminedto be unconstitutionalby a Californiaappellate court in Wood/eke v.

'1 Logan. Relying on this appellate court decision,many Califomia municipalitiesadopted

I



general tax Increaseswithoutvoter approval. However,the Guardino decision has raised
questionsregardingthe validityof these measures.In response,a numberof municipalities
(other than charter cities)choseto voluntarilyput these adoptedtax measures before the
voters for validation.Of the 14 validationmeasures,four measuresincludedprevisionsfor
new tax inoreases as well as provisionsto vatidate previous, post-Proposition 62 tax
increases•

Voters approved 10 of 14 (71 percent) Proposition62 validationmeasures on the March
ballot.All.ofthe measureswere generaltaxes for general governmentpurposes.Of the four
taxes that were defeated,two were businesslicensetaxes, one a utilityuserstax, and one
a transient occupancytax. The defeated utility users' tax had been discontinuedas of
December 31, 1995, in response to the Guardino decision. The defeated transient
occupancytax will return to a pre-Proposition62 rate. And, the two defeated business
license taxes will remain intact pending the outcome of Proposition62-related state
legislationand futurecourtdecisions.

Municipalitieswhichhave enactedgeneraltaxes withoutfollowingthe Proposition62 voting
requirementsare monitoringthe progressof CaliforniaSenate Bill 1590. This bill would
make the Guardino decisioninapplicableto any generaltax that was imposedor increased
by an ordinanceor resolutionadoptedprior to December 14, 1995. However, if SB 1590
passes, it may face a court challengeon constitutionalgrounds.Therefore, some of the
municipalitiesare preparingtheir post-Proposition62 tax measures for voter validationin
the November5, 1996 General Election.

Note: Proposition62 validation measures listed in Table A-7 are also identifiedin the
generaltax measurestable listedon pagesA-3 andA-4.

I 3. Transactions and Use (Sales) Tax

There was onlyonesales tax measurereported. MendocinoCountyproposeda .25 percent

I general governmentpurposes, a majorityapproval pass.
sales tax for which reqLJired to It
was defeated as 62 percentof thevotersvotedagainstthe proposal.

I 4. Benefit Assessment Measures

Local agencies put 18 benefit assessmentmeasures on the March ballot• Of these 18

I five (28 percent) were approved by the voters. The majority of approved
measures,
assessment measures were for the continuationor expansion of existing life support
services.Of the nine proposedfloodcontrolassessments,whichrequirea majorityvote for

I passage, onlyone was approvedbyvoters.An advisorymeasurefor landscapeand lightingwas also approved.Six of the benefitassessmentmeasureswere advisory only; three of
those were approved.

i 5. OtherTax Measures

I In the Other Tax Measures category,San Franciscovotersapproveda proposalto increasethe City's transientoccupancytax to financethe issuanceof up to $157.5 millionof lease
revenue bondsfor expansionof the MosconeConventionCenter.

I
I
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I The detailed tables for the tax measures begin on page A-2.

I III. COUNTIES REPORTINGNO LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES

Twenty-five of the state's 58 countiesreportedno local bond or tax measures. They are:Alpine,Amador, Colusa,Del Norte, Glenn, Humboldt,Imperial, Inyo, Kings,Lake, Madera,
Merced, Modoc,Monterey,Napa, Plumas,San Joaquin,San LuisObispo,Shasta, Siskiyou,

I Sutter,Tehema, Tulare,TuolumneandYolo.

I
I
I
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I
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TABLE A-1

SUMMARY OF STATE AND GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1996

PROPOSITION TITLE RURBER YES NO AMOUNTAUTHOR|ZED PURPOSE

2 STATE NEASURES PASSED

STATE PUBLIC EDUCAT[O_ FACILITIES BONDACT 203 61.87 38.L:wh 3,000,000,000 K-12 SCHOOL/HIGHER ED

SEISHIC RETROFIT ACT 192 59.8X 40.2X 2,000,000,000 SEISNIC SAFETY

TOTAL 5,000,000,000

COUNTY AGENCY NEASURE _ NO AHOURT AUTHORIZED PURPOgE

6 LOCAL NEASURES PASSED

ALAJ4EDA PIEDHONT UNIFIED SCHOOLDIST B 80.1X 19.9Z 4,500,000 N-12 SCHOOL

FRESNO CLOVIS UNIFIED SCHOOLDIST A 66.8_ 33.17 98,000,000 K-12 SCHOOL

LASSER RICEV_D ELEHENTABYSCHOOLDIST A 68.9_ 31.1_ 6/*9,000 • K-12 SCHOOL

WESTIJOODUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST B TO._:_ 29.8Z 1,200,000 K-12 SCHOOL

SAN DIEGO ENCZNITAS UNION SCHOOLDISTRICT 0 76.7_ 23.3X 29,500,000 [-12 SCHOOL

SAN HATEO SAN BRUNOPARK ELEHENTABYSD B 74.L:_ 25.8_ 600,000 SEISHIC SAFETY

TOTAL 136,/*/.9,000

] LOCAL NEASURES FAILED

CALAVERAS CALAVERASUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST C 51.47 48.6Z 22,300,000 K-12 SCHOOL

RIVERSIDE CATHEDRALCITY I 3B.07 62.0X 5,000,DO0 MULTIPLE CIF_

CATHEDRALCITY J 33.7_ 66.37 2,000#000 RECREATION/SPORTS

TOTAL 29,300,000

SOURCE: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATEe
COUNTYCLERKSz ELECTION DEPABTHENTS A-1
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TABLE A-2

SUMMARY OF LOCAL SPECIAL TAX MEASURES

MARCH 26, 1996

COUNTY AGENCY MEASURE _ MO SPECIAL TAX AMOUNTS PURPOSE

5 NEASURES PASSED

CONTRACOSTA CORTRACOSTA COUNTY (BLACKHA_K) A 7'2.7'_ 27.3_ $17'8 RES/Sl,014 COI4)I LIFE SUPPORT

SAM NATEO SAM NATEO COUNTY SERVICE AREA RO 1 A 7'9.8¢ 20.2_ $65 PER PARCEL/6YR LIFE SUPPORT

SONOI4A COAST LIFE SUPPORT DISTRICT D 91.0_ 09.0",{ S16 VACANT/S48 RESIDENT/S160 COig4 LIFE SUPPORT

VENTURA OJAI R 69.2",{ 30.84 $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARY SERVICES

UENTURACOUNTY (OJA] VALLEY) U 7"2._ 27.1Z $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARY SERVICES

17 MEASURES FAILED

ALAMEDA OAKLAND I 62.7'_ 37.3¢ $25 PER FANILY/S17HFH/$13 NON-RES SENIOR PROGRANS

PLEASARTONUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST A 65.6_ 54.6_ $205 PER PARCEL/SYR EDUCATION PROGRAMs

CALAVERAS CALAVERASCOUNTY B 32.4Z 67.6_ 8_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX TOURISH

EL DORADO CAMERONPARK COl,g4 SERVICES DIST B 22.7"_ 77.3X $61.60 PER PARCEL/$4&.2O UNIMPROVED LIFE SUPPORT

KERN BEAR VALLEY COIOl SERVICES OIST J 63.2_ 56.8X S90 PER PARCEL MATER SUPPLY

CALIFORNIA CITY G 48.0Z 52.0_ S25 PER PARCEL/SYR STREET CONSTRUCTION

CALIFORNIA CITY H 69.]X 50.7_ S20 PER PARCEL/STR LIFE SUPPORT

TEEACHAPI VALLEY HEALTH CARE DIST ] 60.6X 39.6_ $20 PER PARCEL/4YR HOSPITAL

NARIN TIBURON C 46.6X 53.4[ $143 PER PARCEL/5YR STREET CONSTRUCTION

NEVADA SEYERS LANE COl'g4SERVICES DIST D 4Z.6X 57.4Z $200 PER PARCEL/4YR STREET CONSTRUCTION

W GATEMAYREG REC AND PARK DIST E 64.1_ 35._,¢ $12.95 PER PARCEL PARKS/OPEN SPACE

SAM DIEGO LAKE SAN HARCOSCOI4MSERVICES DIST P 53.9"/{ 46.1X FOPJ4CSD/$130 RESIDENTIAL/$&5 CONDO LIFE SUPPORT

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (BOULEVARDCSA) L 41.6_ 58.4X $50 PER DUELLING & CO_ /S5 UNIMP LIFE SUPPORT

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (CAMPO CSA) N 34.1_ 65.9Z $50 PER DUELLING & COig4 /S5 UNINP LIFE SUPPORT

VENTURA CAMARILLO P 57.3Z 42.7_ $25 PER PARCEL/SYR LIBRARY SERVICES

VERTURA COUNTY V 54.7_ 45.3X $25 PER PARCEL/SYR LIBRARY SERVICES

VENTURACOUNTY (PIRU CEMETERYDIST) U 64.8Z 35.L:P'4 $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARY SERVICES

SOURCE: COUNTY CLERKS' ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-2
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TABLE A-3

SUMMARY OF LOCAL GENERAL TAX MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1996

COUNTY AGENCY MEASURE YES h_ GENERAL TAX AMOUNTS PURPOSE

14 MEASURESPASSED

BUTTE BUTTE COUNTY* A 54.4X 45.6Z 5X RES/3_ NON-RES UTILITY USERS TAX GENERALGOVERNMENT

FRESNO CLOVIS B 52.3_ 47.6_ IOZ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERALGOVERN14ENT

LOS ANGELES BEVERLY HILLS* C 65.0X 35.0"_ 14Z TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERALGOVERNKENT

LA HABRA HEIGHTSw G 83.3Z 16.7% $500 PER _ELL/$.20 PER OIL BARREL GENERAL GOVERNMENT

NARIN ROSS B 71.8_ 28.2_ $450 PER PANCEL/4YR GENERALGOVERNNENT

NAR]POSA HARIPOSA COUNTY* B 64.0_ 36.0Z 10_ TRANS[ENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

HO#O MA_OTH LAJEES* 96-A 58.1Z 41.?X 2.5X UTILITY TAX/IO_ TOT/1S YR GENERALGOVERNMENT

ORANGE GARDENGROVE* AA 54.8'rh 45.2"_ IOX TRANSIENT OCCtJPABCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

PLACER PLACER COUNTY CN LAK_ TAHOE); B O0.3X 37.7_ IOX TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANC]SCO CITY/COUNTY A 6&.lZ 33.8_ 14Z TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SIERRA SIERRA COUNTy* A O0,1X 39.?X lO'r_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERW4ENT

SOLANO BEHICIA* A 69.9"k 30.1Z 4Z UTILITY USERS TAX GENERALGOVERNMENT

SEHIC]A* B T5.4_ 24.6Z _ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

STAXISLAUS TURLOCK ] 51.0_ 49.0_ $.50 PER $1,000 OF GROSS RECE]PTS GENERALGOVERNNENT

14 MEASURES FAILED

BUTTE PARADISE B 34.6X 65.4X 3Z UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNNENT

CONTRA COSTA 14ART]NEZ D 38.3_ 61.7_ 3.25_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

WALNUTCREEK B 41.7"_ 58.3Z IOZ TRANS[EHT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

LOS ANGELES HERMOSABEACH F 34.6X 65.4_ 8_ OT]L]TY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHEHT

ORANGE GARDENGROVE* BB 47.5_ 52.5X CONTINUE BUSINESS L]CENSE TAX GENERALGOVERW4ENT

SAN BEN[TO SAN BEN[TO COUNTY* D 3Z.6_ 67,4Z $.075 PER TON OF NINERAL5 DEPLETED GENERAL GOVERNNENT

*PROPOSITION 62
SOURCE: COUNTYCLERKS° ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-3
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TABLE Ao3

SUMMARY OF LOCAL GENERAL TAX MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1996

(Continued)

COUNTY AGENCY NE/_SURE YES NO GENERAL TAX AMOUNTS PURPOSE

SAN BERNARDIND SAN BERNARDINOCOUNTY 14 41.4X 58.5_ $100_'$0.50 PER TON SOLID WASTE GENERALGOVERNMENT

SANTACLARA LOS GATOS C 37.5_ 62.5_ ZZ UTILITY USERS TAX/5 YR GENERALGOVERNMENT

SOLANO DIXON A Z8.7"_ 71.3X $12B PER PARCEL/6YR GENERAL GOVERNMENT

STANISLAUS TURLOCK* H 36.0_ 64.0Z 4X UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

TRINITY TRINITY COUNTY A 10.1Z 89.9",{ 3_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

TRINITY COUNTY* B 23.3X 70.7_ 10_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

YUBA YUBA COUNTY I 42.0_ 5B.O'k B_ TOT (CAMPGROUNDS& RV SPACES) GENERAL GOVERNMENT

YUSA COUNTY J 45.8_ 54.2X $.08 PER TON MINERAL DEPLETION GENERAL GOVERNNENT

*PROPOSITION 62
SOURCE:COUNTY CLERKS' ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-4
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TABLE A-4

SUMMARY OF _NSACTIONS AND USE (SALES)TAX MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1996

COUNTY AGENCY MEASURE ]r.Es NO TAX AMOUNT PURPOSE

1 MEASURE FAILED

MENDOCINO NENDOCINO COUNTY C 38.3Z 61.6_ 1/4 OF 1_ GENERALGOVERNMENT

SOURCE: COUNTYCLERKS_ ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-5
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TABLE A-5

SUMMARY OF LOGAL BENEFIT ASSESSMENT MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1996

COUNTY AGENCY NEASURE _ NO ASSESSMENTAMOUNT PURPOSE

5 REASURES PASSED

EL DORADO EL DORADOHILLS CONN SERVICES DIST* C 52.5_ 47.4X S30 PER PARCEL (ADVISORY) LANDSCAPE& LIGHTING

NARIN BELVEDERE A 92.5_ 7.5_ $195 RESIDENCE/S246 C014H/$56 VACANT LIFE SUPPORT

SACP.N4ENTO N,IERICAN RIVER FIRE PROTECTION DIST* N 7'7.4Z ZZ.6Z FIRE SUPPRESSION FEE/SYR (ADVISORY) LIFE SUPPORT

SANTA BARBARA SB COUNTY FCD (SOUTH COAST FLOODZONE) J96 50.6_ 49.4[ $14.77 SIRGLE FAN/S22.16 NULTIFAfl FLOODCONTROL

SANTA CRUZ PAJAROVALLEY FIRE PROTECTION DIGT* B 56.0"_ 44.0_ $15 LOT/S30 SINGLE RES/14ULTIFAIt $90+ LIFE SUPPORT

(ADVISORY)

13 MEASURES FAILED

ALN4EDA ALAHEDA* C 43.0"_ 57.0X $68.50 PER PAR/3OYEAR (ADVISORY) PUBLIC BUILDING

ORANGE HUNTINGTONBEACH* GG 46.6X 53.4[ $36 RESIDENTIAL/S24 APT UNIT (ADVISORY) RECREATION/SPORTS

SAN DIEGO LENON GROVE* G 35.0Z 65.0X $1.15 PER BENEFIT UNIT (ADVISORY) REG COIOQJNICATIONS

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (CANPO CSA) R 32.6_ 67.6Z $70 PER DWELLING/S1225 COI_/2yR LIFE SUPPORT

SAN DIEGO RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST g 35.0_ 65.0_ FORK COF34SERVICE ZONE/S60 RESI LIFE SUPPORT

SANTA BARBARA SB COUNTYFC/) (BRADLEY FLOOD ZONE) B96 27.5Z 7"_.5Z $7.78 SINGLE FAN/S11.67 KULTIFAN FLOOD CONTROL

SS COUNTYFC9 (GUADALUPEFLOOD ZONE) C96 38.1X 61.9_ $4.12 SINGLE FAN/S6.19 KULTIFAN FLOODCONTROL

SB COUNTYFCD (LOHPOC VALLEY FLOODZONE) D96 39.6X 60.4_ $3.39 SIRGLE FAN/S5.09 HULTIFAN FLOODCONTROL

SB COUNTYFCD (LOS ALAHOS FLOODZONE) E96 29.2"_ 70.8_ $8.64 SINGLE FAN/S12.95 NULTIFAN FLOODCONTROL

SB COUNTYFCD (ORCUTT FLOODZONE) F96 31.4[ 68.6_ $6.89 SINGLE FAN/S10.34 HULTIFAN FLOODCONTROL

SB COUNTYFCD (SANTA HARIA FLOOD ZONE) G96 40.7_ 59.3][ $14.90 SINGLE FAN/S22.35 HULTIFAN FLOODCONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (SANTA NARIA RIVER FLO00 ZONE) H96 41.0_ 59.0X $5.53 SINGLE FAN/S8.31 NULTZFAN FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FGO (SANTA YNEZ FLOODZONE) 196 33.3Z 66.7_ $4.50 SINGLE FAN/S4.29 ICJLTIFAN FLOOD CONTROL

*ADVISORY
SOURCE: COUNTYCLERKS_ ELECTION DEPARTHENTS \

A-6
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TABLE A-6

SUMMARY OF OTHER LOCAL TAX MEASURES

MARCH 26, 1996

C_LIMTY AGENCY NEASURE _ NO TAX AMOUNT PURPOSE

1 HEASURE PASSED

ALLOW$157 HILLIO_I LEASE FINANCING FOR

SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANCISCO CITY/COUNTY A 6&.lX 33.8X CONVENTIONCENTER EXPANSION CONVENTIONCENTER

SOURCE: COUNTYCLERKSI ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-7



TABLE A-7

SUMMARY OF PROPOSmON 62 TAX MEASURES
MARCH 26, 1998

COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY HEASURE _ N_ TYPE OF TAX TAX ANOUNT PURPOSE

10 LOCAL HEASURES PASSED

BUTTE BUTTE COUNTY A 54.4_ 45.6X GENERALTAX 5Z RES/3Z NON-RES UTILITY USERS TAX GENERALGOVERNHENT

LOS ANGELES BEVERLYHILLS C 65.0_ ]5.0X GENERAL TAX 14_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCyTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

LA HABRA HEIGHTS G 8].IX 16.7"_ GENERAL TAX $500 PER VELL/$.2O PER OIL BARREL GENERALGOVERNNEMT

HARIPOSA RARIPOSA COUNTy B 64.0X 36.0Z GENERALTAX IOZ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GEHERALGOVERNNENT

HONO NA_4OTH LAKES 96*A 58.1][ 41.9"¢ GENERALTAX 2.5_ UTILITY TAX/IOZ TOT/15 YR GENERAL GOVERNNENT

ORANGE GARDENGROVE AA 54.8Z 45.2_ GENERAL TAX 10¢ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

PLACER PLACER COUNTY (N LAKE TAHOE) B 60.3Z 39.7"_ GENERAL TAX IOZ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

SIERRA SIERRA COUNTY A 60.1_ "49.9_ GENERAL TAX 10"_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

SOLANO BENICIA A 69.9Z 30.1X GENERAL TAX 4Z UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

BENICIA B 7'5.4_ 24.6X GENERALTAX 9_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNNENT

6 LOCAL HEASURES FAILED

ORANGE GARDENGROVE BB 47.5_ 52.5Z GENERALTAX CONTINUE BUSINESS LICENSE TAX GENERALGOVERNHENT

SAN SENITO SAN BEN]TO COUNTY D 32.6_ 67.4Z GENERAL TAX $.075 PER TON OF HINERALS DEPLETED GENERAL GOVERBHENT

STANISLAUS TURLDCK H 36.0_ 64o0Z GENERALTAX 6X UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

TRINITY TRINITY COUNTY 8 23.3Z 76.7Z GENERALTAX 10_ TRAHSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

SOURCE: COUHTYCLERKS_ ELECTION DEPARTHEHTS A-8



TABLE A-B

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF ELECTION RESULTS

MARCH 26, 1996

PLEASURE/ PASS/ VOTE
COUNTY AGENCY PROP YES NO TOTAL FAIL REQUIRED

STATE PUBLIC EDUCATION FACILITIES BONDACT 203 3,258,669 61.0X 2,OlO,O5O 38.2_ 5,268,719 PASS MAJORITY

SEISMIC RETROFIT ACT 192 3,OTB,T01 59.8_ 2,066,821 40._ 5,145,5_ PASS MAJORITY

A_A ALAMEDAt C 7,067 43.0Z 9,375 57.0Z 16,442 FAIL MAJORITY

OAKLAND I 38,939 "62.7Z 23,149 37.3X 62,088 FAIL 2/3RDS

PIEDV_3NTUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST B 3,250 80.1][ 808 19.9_ 4,056 PASS 2/3RDS

PLEASANTORUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST A 7,329 45.6][ 8#?37 54.4][ 16,066 FAlL 2/3RDS

BUTTE BUTTE COUNTY A 16,906 54.4][ 14,170 45.6][ 31,076 PASS MAJORITY

PARADISE B 3,206 34.6][ 6,062 65.4Z 9,268 FAIL MAJORITY

CALAVERAS CALAVERASCOUNTY B 3,964 32.4][ 8,252 67.6][ 12,216 FAIL Z/3RDS

OALAVERASUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST C 3,618 51.4][ 3,418 48.6][ 7,036 FAIL 2/3RDS

CONTRACOSTA CONTRA COSTA COUNTY (BLACKHAiLK) A 1,319 7_.7_ 496 27.3][ 1,015 PASS 2/3RDS

MARTIHEZ D 3,529 38.3][ 5,694 61.7_ 9,223 FAiL MAJORITY

WALNUTCREEK B 8,T36 41.7X 12,221 58.3_ 20,957 FAIL MAJORITY

EL DORADO CAMERONPARK COIOI SERVICES DIST B 1,019 22.6][ 3,485 77.3_ 4,504 FAlL 2/3RDS

EL DORADOHILLS _ SERVICES DIST* C 2,192 52.5][ 1,979 47.4][ 4,171 PASS MAJORITY

FRESNO CLOVIS B 7,634 52.3][ 6,939 47.6][ 14,573 PASS MAJORITY

CLOVIS UNIFIED SCHOOLDIST A 23,463 66.8][ 11,625 33.1Z 35,088 PASS 2/3RDS

KERN BEAR VALLEY C01_4 SERVICES DIST J 575 43.2][ ?55 56.8_ 1,330 FAIL 2/3RDS

CALIFORNIA CITY G 885 48.0X 95? 52.0X 1,842 FAIL 2/3RDS

CALIFORNIA CITY H 906 49.35_ 930 50.7"_ 1,836 FAiL E/3RDS

TEHACHAPI VALLEY HEALTH CARE DIST I 3,462 60.4X 2,269 39.6X 5,731 FAIL 2/3RDS

LASSEN RICBNOND ELENENTARYSCHOOLD[ST A 353 68.9_ 159 31.1_ 512 PASS 2/3RDS

WESTUOODUNIFIED SCHOOLDIST B 484 70.2][ 205 29.8X 689 PASS 2/3RDS

LOS ANGELES BEVERLY HILLS C 6,504 65.0][ 2,252 35.0_ 8,756 PASS MAJORITY

HERMOSABEACH F 1,609 34.6Z 3,047 65.4X 4,656 FAiL MAJORITY

LA HABRAHEIGHTS G 1,308 83.3][ 263 16.7_ 1,571 PASS MAJORITY

_ADVISORY

SOURCES: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,
COUNTY CLERKS' ELECTION DEPARTNERTS A-9
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TABLE A-8

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF ELECTION RESULTS

MARCH 26, 1996

MEASURE/ PASS/ VOTE
COUNTY AGENCY PROP YES NO TOTAL FAIL REQUIRED

HARIN BELVEDERE A 823 92.5X 67 7.5_ 890 PASS MAJORITY

ROSS R 592 71.8_ ?-32 28.2"h 824 PASS MAJORITY

TIBUROR C 1,311 46.6_ 1,500 53.4_ 2,811 FAIL 2/3RDS

MARIPOSA NARIPOSA COUNTY R 3,514 64.0_ 1,975 36.0X 5,409 PASS MAJORITY

NENDOCINO HENDICIRO cOUNTY C - 8,309 38.3X 13,378 61.6X 21,687 FAIL MAJORITY

NO_IO I_TH LAKES 96-A B80 58.1Z 634 41._ 1,514 PASS MAJORITY

NEVADA REYERS LANE CO,g4 SERVICES DIST 0 29 42.6_ 39 57.4X 68 FAIL 2/3RDS

N GATEMAYREG REC AND PARK DIST E 3,432 64.1Z 1,919 35.9"_ 5,351 FAIL 2/3RDS

ORANGE GARDENGROVE AA 10,464 54.6"k 8,626 45.2Z 19,090 PASS HAJONITY

GARDENGROVE BS 8,951 AT.5Z 9,889 52.5_ 18,840 FAIL MAJORITY

HUNTINGTONREACH* GG 17,829 46.6_ 20,435 53.4_ 38,264 FAIL MAJORITY

PLACER PLACER COUNTY B 1,640 60.3X 1,078 39.7_ 2,718 PASS MAJORITY

RIVERSIDE CATHERRALCITY I 1,668 38.0Z 2,720 62.0_ 4,388 FAIL 2/3RDS

CATHEDRAL CITY • J 1,474 33.71¢ 2,906 66.3_ 4,380 FAIL 2/3RDS

SACRAMENTO AMERICAN RIVER FIRE PROTECTION DIST* M 1,268 77.4Z 370 22.6_ 1,638 PASS MAJORITY

SAN BENITO SAN BENITO COUNTY D 2,732 32.6_ 5,647 67.4X 8,379 FAIL MAJORITY

SAN BERNARDIMO SAN BERNANDIROCOUNTY M 88,764 41.4_ 125,136 58.5X 213,900 FAIL NAJORITY

SAM DIEGO ENCINITAS UNION.SCHOOL DISTRICT 0 12,604 76.7"_ 3,827 Z3.3X 16,431 PASS 2/3RDS

LAKE SAN HARCOSCOMRSERVICES DIST P 1,190 53.91( 1,024 46.1_ 2,222 FAIL 2/3RDS

LEMONGROVE* G 1,601 35.0_ 2,977 65.0X 4,5?8 FAIL MAJORITY

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (BOULEVARDCSA) L "112 A1.6X 157 58.4Z 269 FAIL 2/3RDS

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (CAMPO CSA) N 85 34.1X 164 65.91( 249 FAIL 2/3RDS

SAM DIEGO COUNTY (CAMPO CSA) N 81 32.4_ 169 6Z.6[ 250 FAIL MAJORITY

SAN DIEGO RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST K 131 35.0_ 243 65.0_ 374 FAll HAJORITY

SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANCISCO CITY/COUNTY A 103,680 66.1_ 53,005 33.8_ 156,685 PASS HAJORITY

*ADVISORY
SOURCES: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,

COUNTYCLERKSt ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-10 .
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TABLE A-8

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF ELECTION RESULTS

MARCH 26, 1996

MEASURE/ PASS/ VOTE
COUNTY AGENCY PROP YES NO TOTAL FAIL REQUIRED

SAN MATEO SAN BRUNOPARK ELEMENTARYSD B 4,328 74.2Z 1,506 25.8_ 5,834 PASS 2/3RDS

SAN MATEOCOUNTY SERVICE AREA NO 1 A 1,118 ?9.8X 28.3 20.2"_ 1,401 PASS 2/3RDS

SANTA BARBARA SB COUNTYFCD (BRADLEY FLOODZONE) B96 109 27.5Z 287 72.5Z 396 FAIL MAJORITY

EB COUNTYFCD (CAJADALUPEFLO00 ZONE) C96 199 38.1Z 323 61.9_ 522 FAIL MAJORITY

SB COUNTY FCg (L01_OC VALLEY FLOOD ZONE) D96 1,532 39.6Z 2,3_ 60.4X 3,866 FAIL MAJORITY

SB COUNTY FCO (LOS ALNAOSFLO00 ZONE) E96 101 29.2"k 245 70.8Z 346 FAIL MAJORITy

SB COUNTYFCD (ORCUTT FLOOOZONE) F96 3,443 31.4Z 7,522 68.6Z 10,965 FAlL MAJORITY

• 5B COUNTYFCO (SANTA MARIA FLOOD ZONE) G96 3,587 40.7X 5,221 59_3_ 8,808 FAIL MAJORITY

SB COUNTYFCO (SANTA MARIA RIVER FLQO0 ZO H96 3,356 41.0_ /*,826 59.0X 8,182 FAIL MAJORITY

SB COUNTYFCD (SANTA YNEZ FLOOD ZONE) I96 2,054 33.3Z 4,17.3 66.7_ 6,177 FAIL MAJORITY

SB COUNTYFCD (SOUTH COAST FLOOD ZONE) J96 24,424 50.6X 23,810 49.4_¢ 48,254 PASS MAJORITY

SANTA CLARA LOS GATOS C 3,'¢08 37.5X 5,521 62.5Z 0,829 PAIL MAJORITY

SANTA CRUZ PAJARO VALLEY FIRE PROTECTION DIST* B 1,639 56.0_ 1,289 _J*.O_ 2,928 PASS MAJORITY

SIERRA SIERRA COUNTY A 852 60.1Z 565 39.9_ 1,417 PASS MAJORITY

SOLANO BENICIA A 5,755 69.9_ 2,484 30.1Z 0,2-39 PASS MAJORITY

BENICIA B 6,190 T5.4_ 2,022 24.6X 8,212 PASS MAJORITY

DIXON A 867 28.7_& 2,159 71.3Z 3,026 FAIL MAJORITY

SUNOI(A COAST LIFE SUPPORTDISTRICT D 547 91.0"& 54 09.0[ 601 PASS 2/3RDS

STABISLAUS TUNLOCK H 2,989 36.0"& 5,311 64.0"& 8,300 FAIL MAJORITY

TURLOCK I 4,163 51.0Z 4,001 49.0Z 8,16/* PASS MAJORITY

TRINITY TRINITY COUNTY A 459 10.1Z 4,096 89.9_ A,555 FAIL MAJORITY

TRINITY COUNTY B 1,051 23.3Z 3,466 76. ?'_ 4,517 FAIL MAJORITY

VENTURA CAHARILLO P 9,061 57.3X 6,757 42.7"_ 15,818 FAIL 2/3RDS

OJAI R 1,967 69.2_ 874 30.8X 2,841 PASS 2/3RDS

VENTURA VENTUSACOUNTY (OJAI VALLEY) U 843 T'Z.9_ 313 27.1_ 1,156 PASS 2/'¢RDS

VENTUSACOUNTY V 2,430 54.7_ 2,014 45.3X 4,444 FAIL 2/3RDS

*ADVISORY

SOURCES: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE.
COUNTYCLERKS' ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-11
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TABLE A-8

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF ELECTION RESULTS

MARCH 26, 1996

NEASURE/ PASS/ VOTE
COUNTY AGENCY PROP _ NO TOTAL FAIL REQUIRED

VEHTURACOUNTY(PIRU CE_TERY DIST) _ 140 64.B'_ 76 35._ 216 FAIL 2/3RDS

YUBA YUBA COUNTY I 4,334 42.0_ 5,973 58.0_ 10,307 FAIL NAJORITY

YUBA COUNTY J 5,190 45.0X 6,147 54.2Z 11,337 FAIL MAJORITY

_ADVISORY

SOURCES: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,
COUNTYCLERKS' ELECTION DEPABTNENTS A-12
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TABLE A-9

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF TYPES AND PURPOSES

MARCH 26, 1996

TYPE OF

COUNTY AGENCY DEBT/TAX AI(OUNT OF BOND OR TAX IF$) PURPOSE

STATE PUBLIC EDUCATION FACILITIES BOND ACT GO BOND $3,0OOwO00#O00 K-12 SCHOOL/HIGHER ED

SEISMIC RETROFIT ACT GO BOk_ $2,000,000,000 SEISMIC SAFETY

ALAMEDA ALAMEDA* ASSESSMENT $68.50 PER PAR/]OYEAR (ADVISORY) PUBLIC BUILDING

OAKLAND SPECIAL TAX $25 PER FAMILY/$lTMFH/$13 EOH-RES SENIOR PROGBANS

PIEDMONT UNIFIED SCHOOLDIST GO BOND $/*,500,000 K-l; ) SCHOOL

PLEASAXTOMUNIFIED SCHOOL DIST SPECIAL TAX " $205 PER PARCEL/5YR EDUCATION PROGRAMS

BUTTE BUTTE COUNTY GENERALTAX 5X RES/3)_ NON-RED UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

PARADISE GENERALTAX 3_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERALGOVERNMENT

CALAVERAS CALAVERASCOUNTY SPECIAL TAX 8_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX TOURISM

CALAVERASUNIFIED SCHOOL DIST GO BOND $22,300,000 K-12 SCHOOL

CONTRACOSTA CONTRACOSTA COUNTY(BLACKHA$iK) SPECIAL TAX $178 RED/S1014 _ LIFE SUPPORT

MARTIHEZ GENERAL TAX 3.25_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

WALNUTCREEK GENERALTAX 10_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

EL DORADO CAMERONPARK CORNSERVICES DIST SPECIAL TAX $61.60 PER PARCEL/$/+6.20 UNIMPROVED LIFE SUPPORT

EL DORADOHILLS COIQI SERVICES DIST _t ASSESSMENT $30 "PER PARCEL (ADVISORY) LANDSCAPE& LIGHTING

FRESMO CLOVIS GENERAL TAX 10){ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

CLOVIS UNIFIED SCHOOLDIST GO BOND $98,000,000 K-12 SCHOOL

KERN BEAR VALLEY CON4 SERVICES DIST SPECIAL TAX $90 PER PARCEL WATER SUPPLY/STORAGE

CALIFORNIA CITY SPECIAL TAX $25 PER PARCEL/SYB STREET CONSTRUCTION

CALIFORNIA CITY SPECIAL TAX $20 PER PAMCEL/SYR LIFE SUPPORT

TEHACHAPI VALLEY HEALTH CARE DIST SPECIAL TAX $20 PER PARCEL/4YB HOSPITAL

LASSEN RIC_ ELEMENTARYSCHOOLDIST GO BOND $649,000 K-12 SCHOOL

MESTEN)ODUNIFIED SCHOOL DIST GO BOND $1,200,000 K-12 SCHOOL

LOG ANGELES BEVERLYHILLS GENERAL TAX 14X TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

HERIIOSABEACH GENERAL TAX 8_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

LA HABRA HEIGHTS GENERAL TAX $500 PER _/ELL/$.20 PER OIL BARREL GENERAL GOVERNMENT

*ADVISORY

SOURCE: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,
COUNTY CLERKS= ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-13
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TABLE A-9

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF TYPES AND PURPOSES

MARCH 26, 1996

TYPE OF

COUNTY AGENCY DEBT/TAX AHOIJNTOF BOND OR TAX ($) PURPOSE

HARIN BELVEDERE ASSESSMENT $195 RESIOENGE/SZ46 COtg4/S56 VACANT LIFE SUPPORT

ROSS " GENERALTAX $450 PER PARCEL/4YR GENERALGOVERRHENT

TZBURON SPECIAL TAX $143 PER PARCEL/SYR STREET CONSTRUCTION

MARIPOSA RARIPOSA COUNTY GENERALTAX IOX TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

MENDOCIRO MENDiCINO COUNTY LOCAL /SALES 1/4 OF 1_ GENERAL GOVERNHENT

BOND MAMMOTHLAKES GENERALTAX 2.5X UTILITY TAX/IOX TOT/15 YR GENERAL GOVERNMENT

NEVADA BEYERS LANE COMBSERVICES DIST SPECIAL TAX $200 PER PARCEL/4YR STREET CONSTRUCTION

U GATEWAYREG REC AND PARK DIST SPECIAL TAX $12.95 PER PARCEL PARKS/OPEN SPACE

ORANGE GAP.DENGROVE GENERAL TAR 10_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAR GENERAL GOVERNMENT

GARDEN GROVE GENERAL TAX CONTINUE BUSINESS LICENSE TAX GENERALGOVERNMENT

HUNTINGTONBEACH* ASSESSMENT $36 RESIDEMTIAL/$24 APT UNIT (ADVISORY) RECREATIGR/SPORTS

PLACER PLACER COUMTY GENERAL TAX IOZ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

RIVERSIDE CATHEDRALCiTY GO BOND $5,000,000 I_JLTIPLE CIPI#

RIVERSIDE CATHEDRALCITY GO BOND $2,000,000 RECREATiGR/SPORTS

SACRAMENTO AMERICAN RIVER FIRE PROTECTION DIST* ASSESSMENT FIRE SUPPRESSION FEE/5YR (ADVISORY) LiFE SUPPORT

SAN BEMITO SAM BENITO COUMTY GENERALTAX $.075 PER TON OF MINERALS DEPLETED • GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SAN BERNARDINO SAN BERNARDINOCOUNTY GENERALTAX $100+$0.50 PER TON SOLID t/ASTE GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SAN DIEGO ENCINITAS UNION SCHOOLDISTRICT GO BOND $29,500,000 K-12 SCHOOL

LAKE SAN NARCOSCO_ SERVICES DIST SPECIAL TAX FORMCSD/$130 RESIDENTIAL/S65 CONDO LIFE SUPPORT

LEMONGROVE'_ ASSESSMENT $1.15 PER BENEFIT UNIT (ADVISORY) REG COMP3JNICATIONS

SAN DIEGO COUNTy (BOULEVARD CSA) SPECIAL TAX $50 PER DWELLING & CORM/$5 UNIMP LIFE SUPPORT

SAIl DIEGO COUNTY (C/U(PO CSA) SPECIAL TAX $50 PER DWELLING & COHM/$5 UMIMP LIFE SUPPORT

SAN DIEGO COUNTY (CANPO CSA) ASSESSMENT $70 PER DGELLING/$1225 CONH/2YR LIFE SUPPORT

SAN DIEGO RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST ASSESSMENT FORM COMMSERVICE ZONE/S60 RES]" LiFE SUPPORT

SAN FRANCISCO SAM FRANCISCO CITY/COUNTY GENERAL TAX 14X TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

*ADVISORY

SOURCE: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,
COUNTYCLERKS' ELECTION DEPARTHEBTS A-14
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TABLE A-9

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF TYPES AND PURPOSES

MARCH 26, 1996

TYPE OF

COUNTY AGENCY DEBT/TAX AMOUNTOF BONDOR TAX ($1 PURPOSE

SAN HATEO SAN BRUNOPARK ELEMENTARYSD GO BOND $600,000 SEISMIC SAFETY

SAN MATEO COUMTYSERVICE AREA NO 1 SPECIAL TAX $65 PER PARCEL/6YR LIFE SUPPORT

SANTA BARBARA SB COUNTY FCO (BRADLEY FLOODZONE) ASSESSMENT $7.78 SINGLE-FAN/S11.67 MUTI-FAH FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (GUADALUPEFLOOD ZONE) ASSESSMENT $/*.12 SINGLE-FAN/S6.19 tfdTI-FAR FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FOD (LOMPOCVALLEY FLOOD ZONE) ASSESSMENT $3.39 SINGLE-FAN/$5.09 NUTI-FA!q FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCO (LOS ALAMOS FLOODZONE) ASSESSMENT $8.64 SINGLE-FAN/S12.95 MUTI-FAH FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (ORCLITT FLOOD ZONE) ASSESSMENT $6.89 SINGLE-FAN/$1B.34 NUTI-FAN FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (SANTA MARIA FLOODZONE) ASSESSMENT $14.90 SINGLE-FAN/S22.35 HUTI-FAH FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (SAMTA MARIA RIVER FLO00 ZONE) ASSESSMENT $5.53 SINGLE-FAH/$8.31 MUTI-FAH FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTy FCO (SAMTA YNEZ FLOODZONE) ASSESSMENT $4.50 SINGLE-FAM/$6.29 MUTI-FAR FLOOD CONTROL

SB COUNTY FCD (SOUTH COAST FLOODZONE) ASSESSMENT $14.7'7 BINGLE-FAH/$22.16 HUTI-FAN FLOOD CONTROL

SANTA CLARA LOS GATOS GENERAL TAX _:_ UTILITY USERS TAN/5 YR GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SANTA CRUZ PAJARO VALLEY FIRE PROTECTION DIST* ASSESSMENT $15 LOT/S30 BINGLE-FAM LIFE SUPPORT

SIERRA SIERRA COUNTY GENERAL TAX I_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SOLANO BEMICIA GENERALTAR 4_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNHENT

BEMICIA GENERAL TAX 9"_ TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAN GENERAL GOVERNMENT

DIXON GENERAL TAX $1;)8 PER PARCEL/6YR GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SONONA COAST LIFE SUPPORTDISTRICT SPECIAL TAX $16 VACANT/$/_8 RESIDENT/S160 COIOI LIFE SUPPORT

STAMISLAUS TURLOCK GENERAL TAX 4_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

TONLOCK GENERAL TAX $.50 PER S1,,000 OF GROSS RECEIPTS GENERAL GOVERNMENT

TRINITY TRINITY COUNTY GENERALTAX "4_ UTILITY USERS TAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

TRINITY COUNTY GENERAL TAX IOX TRANSIENT OCCUPANCYTAX GENERAL GOVERNMENT

VENTURA CAJ4ARILLO SPECIAL TAR $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARY SERVICES

OJAI SPECIAL TAX $25 PER PARCEL/SYR LIBRARY SERVICES

VENTURACOUNTY (OJAI VALLEY) SPECIAL TAN $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARY SERVICES

VENTURACOUNTY SPECIAL TAX $25 PER PARCEL/BYR LIBRARY SERVICES

*ADVISORY

SOURCE: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE,
COUNTYCLERKSI ELECTION DEPARTMENTS A-1S
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TABLE A-9

STATE AND LOCAL BOND AND TAX MEASURES
SUMMARY OF TYPES AND PURPOSES

MARCH 26, 1996

TYPE OF

COUNTY AGENCY DEBT/TAX AMOUNTOF BOND OR TAX IF$I+ PURPOSE

VENTURA COUNTY (PIRU CEMETERYDIST) SPECIAL TAX $35 PER PARCEL LIBRARy SERVICES

YUBA YUSA COUNTY GENERALTAX 8Z TOT (CAk'PGROUNDS& RV SPACES) GENERALGOVERNMENT

YUBA COUNTY GENERALTAX $.08 PER TON MINERAL DEPLETION GENERALGOVERNMENT

*ADVISORY

SOURCE: CALIFORNIA SECRETARYOF STATE.
COUNTYCLERKS_ ELECTION DEPARTHENTS A-16
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