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Polls are open from 7:00 am to 8:00 pm on Election Day
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Early voting starts May 9
Register to vote or update your registration online or by mail by May 23
Registered voters will automatically receive their vote-by-mail ballot in May
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Proposition A - Muni Reliability and Street Safety Bond

#E% A——Muni F[SEMNEIEZ 23T

Bond measure placed on the ballot by the Board of Supervisors and Mayor Breed. Requires a 2/3 majority vote to
pass.
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The question R9E

Shall the City issue up to $400 million in general obligation bonds for the construction, acquisition, and
improvement of certain transportation, street safety and transit related capital improvements, to be paid for by
a property tax assessment of approximately $0.010 on each $100 of assessed property value?
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Background %&£

The City’s current street, transit, and transportation infrastructure is unable to meet current and future
demands. The reliability, efficiency, and safety of the City’s street, transit, and transportation infrastructure
require modernization and new investment to maintain a state of good repair and to meet future demands.

The funding sources for City transportation infrastructure projects include federal and state grants, local
transportation sales taxes, and general obligation and revenue bonds. The City has a policy to keep the property
tax rate from City general obligation bonds below the 2006 rate by issuing new bonds as older ones are retired
and the tax base grows.
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The proposal f£%

Proposition A is a bond measure that would authorize the City to borrow up to $400 million by issuing general
obligation bonds. This bond money could be spent on City transportation infrastructure projects, including:

RE MER—IREFE - FEATIEES T REBHEFMEARS 4 BETNES - BEEFES TR
A AR it B 2 » FFE -
m $250 million on the repair and renovation of San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency bus yards,
facilities, and equipment.
n 2.5 [BEFRITTHN =T AE RN A B ELE ~ st flse fAVAEEFIEET -
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m $26 million on traffic improvements, such as new traffic signals, wider sidewalks at bus stops, and
dedicated traffic lanes.

m 2600 EETTHRATHEIGEE » WA SORETHE - EABEIE N T EME R HEE

m $10 million on improvements to the Muni train system, including the train communication and control
systems.

1000 # =TT N SEEI TV E 247 - EFESHEE RIS 247 -

m $42 million on traffic signal and street crossing improvements, such as more visible traffic and pedestrian
signals, curb ramps, and signs.
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m $42 million on street redesigns, including wider sidewalks, raised crosswalks, protected bicycle lanes, bus
lanes, boarding islands, and better lighting.
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m $30 million on projects to manage traffic speeds, including lowered speed limits and speed

radar signs. 3000 #3570 R AR E TR - E PRI (R e PR AR 20 8 R ARG -

Proposition A would allow an increase in the property tax to pay for the bonds, if needed. Landlords would be
permitted to pass through up to 50% of any resulting property tax increase to tenants, subject to individual
hardship waivers.
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Projected average annual revenues from the bonds are $30,000,000. Proposition A would require the Citizens’

General Obligation Bond Oversight Committee to review how the funds are spent. Under this proposal, bond
funds can be used only for projects that have a project labor agreement.
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Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10522770&GUID=F4643FB7-7D6D-
485A-9C3C-84FF297F8513 (PDF, 36.7 MB), located on page 27

T EETE®EHH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10522770&GUID=F4643FB7-7D6D-485A-
9C3C-84FF297F8513 (PDF, 36.7 MB), E 27 B -

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote “yes,” you want to authorize the City to borrow up to $400 million by issuing
general obligation bonds for City transportation infrastructure projects.
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A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to authorize the City to issue these bonds.

“No” (RZHE) RER @ MIRIRE “FEE” - AR AT & TS S -
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Summary of arguments for Prop A
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Summary of arguments against Prop A
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m Transit upgrades provide faster m Muni ridership has plummeted for

commutes with fewer delays, and
reduce congestion for those who
drive. NAZT4RATHE S B AR D
AEZSR RS EER A o

Intersection safety and access
improvements increase accessibility
for people with disabilities and
move the City closer to its Vision
Zero goal to eliminate pedestrian
fatalities.
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This bond measure would not raise
taxes because the City’ s capital
plan retires old bonds as new bonds
take their place, keeping the tax
rate the same.
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Access to federal matching funds
will help the City make needed
improvements now at a lower cost.
R I E & SR A IR M PUE K
HIRCA T T T
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VOTING IS

V| people power

the past two years and the City
does not need to spend more money
on Muni. The City has enough
revenue for upgrades, improvements,
and maintenance.
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m This bond measure could impose
higher taxes on all property, with
50% of the taxes passed to the
renters.
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m Project labor agreements end
competitive bidding in most cases
RSB E G/ L EIER N4 10
e AR -
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Proposition B - Building Inspection Commission

X B- ETREZRY

Charter amendment placed on the ballot by Supervisors Chan, Haney, Mandelman, Mar, Melgar, Peskin, Preston,
Ronen, Safai, Stefani, and Walton. Requires a simple majority vote to pass.

M FEETEIFZA 225 Chan, Haney, Mandelman, Mar, Melgar, Peskin, Preston, Konen, Satai, Stefani,
Walton Fl| A EE o G522 B 22 B 52 75 i) ik -

The question &

Shall the City amend the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco to revise the duties, composition, and
method of appointment for members of the Building Inspection Commission and affirm the Planning
Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act?
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Background #&

The Building Inspection Commission (BIC) oversees the Department of Building Inspection (DBI). DBI is
responsible for enforcing, administering, and interpreting the City’s housing, building, mechanical, electrical, and
plumbing codes. Today BIC has seven members, with four appointed by the mayor and three appointed by the
president of the Board of Supervisors (Board president). BIC members serve two-year terms and must meet
specific industry qualifications. Vacancies are filled by the appointing officer. The mayor’s appointees must
include a structural engineer, a licensed architect, a residential builder, and a representative of a nonprofit
housing developer. The Board president’s appointees must include a residential tenant, a residential landlord,
and a member of the public. BIC appointees are not subject to approval by the Board of Supervisors. Currently,
the BIC has the sole authority to appoint and remove the DBI director.

tyeds (DBl) 2FieEZAE (BIC) AVEIE - DBl &RHIT - BEEMMRATAVESS « 25 - 1K - &
RAVEERE - BIC HRTA CHAE - H Wl h &ifa - —4HT2EE EFEa - BIC sliBEHRISF - A
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On September 16, 2021, the San Francisco Controller released a Public Integrity Review (PDF, 1,150 KB) for
the DBI's Permitting and Inspections Processes. This report detailed the issues around projects at 555 Fulton
and 2867 San Bruno, including allegations against former senior inspector Bernard “Bernie” Curran in which he
was alleged to have taken an $180,000 loan from developer Freydoon Ghassemzadeh and failed to disclose it.
Curran was subsequently federally charged in a bribery scheme for allegedly signing off on the projects of
building inspector Rodrigo Santos’ clients, so long as they donated to Curran’s preferred youth sports nonprofit.

Become a member of the League of Women Voters of San Francisco or donate to support our work 6
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The proposal %

Proposition B is a Charter amendment that would change the composition of the BIC by eliminating the
requirement that each seat have a specific professional, background, or industry affiliation. Instead, the
proposed amendments would mandate that at least three members (two of the four mayoral appointments, and
one of the three of the Board president’s appointments) have qualifications as an engineer, architect, or
residential builder and/or work for a nonprofit housing organization.

fR% BB —IHEREIEE - B @ U EHE R AL AR B AR E R ESE « B REd TR K - DA BIC iR
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Proposition B would preserve the mayor and Board president as the nominating officers for the BIC, but would
make the nominations subject to public hearing and approval by the Board of Supervisors within 60 days.
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Proposition B would remove the ability of the BIC to directly appoint the DBI director. Instead, the BIC would
provide names of at least three qualified candidates to the mayor, who would make the appointment.

2% BRFHUM BIC E#%(Eay DBL EHEAYRES) » {UZLABIC i RIEHE DV = &f8avEEA - HilifEar -

Proposition B would eliminate the ability of the DBI director to appoint one deputy superintendent and two
assistant superintendents who are exempt from civil service.

2% B RFHUH DBI 48Es (Fan— A4 LB ABBE T ERET) (B FERIEABERE) -
Proposition B would also eliminate redundant language in the City Charter that was originally added in 1996.
R BERHHERS 1996 FHAE (ITHER) FAVTERES -

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&D=10421419&GUID=EC0OA3547-1F44-
4B8B-AB3D-9CA307D4E185 (PDF, 44.4 KB)

T EETEEHH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10421419&GUID=EC0A3547-1F44-4B8B-
AB3D-9CA307D4E185 (PDF, 44.4 KB)
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A “Yes” vote means: If you vote “yes,” you want the mayor to appoint the director of the Department of
Building Inspection and to change the appointment process and qualifications for Building Inspection
Commission members.

“Yes” (HRE) WEBR : MR  RBEALHTREGHERERHE  MHBHFREZR
R AR -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to make these changes.

“No” (FRZHZF) WERER @ MRk “FEE” - ARSI S -

Summary of arguments for Prop B Summary of arguments against Prop B.
PR B HVERRGIRE X B (IR HmRi =
m Reforming the appointment processes m There are no public arguments paid
for BIC members and the DBI or otherwise against Proposition B.
director ensures accountability and A STE B IREA AR FRES S
transparency. Gial

24 BIC By &1 DBI QEEEH(Ean AL »
ORI BRI AEARE -

m Reforms will reduce bureaucracy and
eliminate corruption.
R DB R 0 JHRRIERL -

m Reforms will make it easier to
build affordable housing in San
Francisco. R B E B =&Y
OB EH Ry -
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Proposition C - Recall Timelines and Vacancy Process
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Charter amendment placed on the ballot by Supervisors Chan, Haney, Mar,
Peskin, Preston, Konen, and Walton. Requires a simple majority vote to pass.

222 Chan, Haney, Mar, Peskin, Preston, Ronen, Walton %)

2 FEEE
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The question [5&H

Shall the City amend the Charter to change the recall process by prohibiting starting a recall before an official
has served 12 months in office, change the recall process to prohibit starting a recall when an official has less
than 12 months until the next scheduled election for that office, and change the recall vacancy appointment
process to prohibit an interim officer appointed to a vacancy created by recall from running for that vacant seat
in the next election?

BT E S EZEN R TR RN - ZIbEE BB 12 (E A ZAiR@RE izt - R BsURZELL
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Background &

Under current law, a recall is started by gathering signatures from eligible voters, and no person may start a
recall if the official has held office for less than 6 months or there are less than 6 months left before the next
scheduled election for their seat.

RISFRITAR » BE HIBE SR ERIZ LR - MR SEERREAE 6 [EH - SEREZRR AR~ —
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So far in 2022, a budget of $12 million has been requested for the recalls of three members of the San
Francisco Unified School District Board of Education (school board) and District Attorney. For a period of time,
the school district was going to be responsible for a large percentage of the cost of the school board recalls.
Ultimately, the Board of Supervisors voted to cover the entire cost of the school board recall, and the cost of
these recalls came out of the City budget.

2022 FEHZ 5 Ry ik > A 1200 EETTHTHEMHFFEANREL =41 e2BHEZEE (BFG) HI=H%KA
FIMARE - @A — R AR ESZRBAZERAEHNERE 7 - T2EGREGEBIIEEH R
S ERAEGRERHIEHE -

Under current law, there are no restrictions on appointed officers running in any local elections. Interim officers
are appointed by the mayor (or by the Board of Supervisors if the mayor’s position is vacant). Appointed interim
officers are more likely to be elected because they have name recognition, easier access to campaign finance,
and voters may feel they would be “firing” the appointed officer by voting for another candidate. Mayoral
appointments have helped expand the diversity of the Board of Supervisors because, prior to the current Board,
over half of the African American, Latino, Asian American, and female supervisors were appointed.
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The proposal £%&

Proposition C is a Charter amendment that would change the local San Francisco recall process. The
amendment would prevent voters from starting a recall petition before an officer has served 12 months in their
position or if the officer has less than 12 months left before the next scheduled election for that office.

RE CIER—HEERRBIEER » B =V A EERAZ M H I - B EEBIHIERE S E B ERAR
12 8 H 270 » B(E%E BRVEAE N —RTHEZERAE 12 6 HEHEHBERHEE -
Additionally, the Charter amendment would prohibit interim officers appointed to a vacancy created through a
recall election from running for that vacant seat in the following election. This amendment would apply for all
recalls, including the potential recall of District Attorney Chesa Boudin.
AN > BREEIEFEREEILRBERIN EEAVEER B BAE NIORBPBOEZ 2T - 2B R EANATARET
BFE A gE R T i 22 B T E SR BE R -

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10522634&GUID=BE0717A1-4082-
4C54-9466-C80B262CFEES8 (PDF, 2.6 MB), located on page 9

T EEHE®EHH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10522634&GUID=BEQ717A1-4082-4C54-
9466-C80B262CFEE8 (PDF, 2.6 MB), located on page 9 HE9 H -

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote "yes," you want to change the recall process and also the appointment process
for vacancies created by a recall.

“Yes” (EBpE) NERR ' WRFRT “Hpk” —5  ARFEFESEERRE - DU RItRE R ARy ZE
EREV TR -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to make these changes.

“No” (RHE) WEER @ WIRIRE “FEE” - AR RS -
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Summary of arguments for Prop C

$2K C HYERRGHE

m Restricting interim appointed

Summary of arguments against Prop C.

fRK C FYR B ammsi =

m Changing recall timelines could

officers from running in the next
election could level the playing
field by removing the advantages
these appointed officials have over
other candidates

PRI Ean B B 200~ — B A ]
AeoFbRiE S tan B B T HthzEE A
FIIESS - T PRbE A5 -

Shortening the timeframe for
starting recalls could stop wealthy
donors and individuals in the
political minority from starting
unnecessary recalls that support
their personal agendas
HETHFRAGRE R AV R HEZS A Al REFH L&
ARG EEUE DEORPAVE AR T
BRI EAM S A LAY RE

at lwvsf.org

prevent voters from having enough
time to organize a recall.
DU RE e PR AT AE S S R 1S 2 4
HIRFfE SR AHARAE R -

Restricting interim officers who
were appointed to fill recall
vacancies from running in the next
election, when this rule does not
apply to other interim officers,
could create an unfair exception
when there is arguably no need.
EIRHIEar MR R VR E &
SENITN —ZCEEER YRR AU A 288 FH Iy oAt
BB B - B AT REAE 2 AT TE
HIEMTE BB LRSI
Restricting the timeframe for
starting recalls could allow failed
politicians to stay in office for
longer. [E
HIBAAAEE R AR RIEAS A FIRE A D —f
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Visit sfelections.org/voterportal
to track your ballot!

FAEMRAYRE | Rastree su boleta en linea |
I-track o subaybayan ang inyong balota online

El W @ © /sfelections
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Proposition D - Victims and Witness Rights

fe D-ZEZ N ATIRER]

Ordinance placed on the ballot by Supervisors Haney, Mandelman, Safai, and Stefani. Requires a simple majority vote
to pass.

S NELIHT 72255 Haney, Mandelman, Safai, Fl1Stefani YA #EEE o SEZEHE BT 52 E7 20 77 i 17745 o

The question &

Shall the City create an Office of Victim and Witness Rights that would provide or coordinate existing City
services and seek to establish programs that provide free legal services for domestic violence victims starting
July 1, 2023?

AR EZ L — (A2 EEMEAENAE - DUEE AR ARk - WEREA]{E 2023 £ 7
A 1 BERFRERTIZEE R CE ARGV EZE ?

Background &

San Francisco provides services to victims of violent and nonviolent crime, survivors of sexual violence, and
victims of gender-based violence and discrimination through many agencies and departments.

=BT S P HRITNGERTUIRRZ EE - URIIEFE AN AR R IR 2 EE R MR

¥ -

Currently, victims and witnesses of violent crime have recourse for compensation and assistance through
several City agencies and departments. The District Attorney (DA) coordinates with and administers this
assistance through the California Victim Compensation Board. The current DA has extended this coverage to
those who experience law enforcement violence, including those hurt during lawful protests. Victims also have
access to University of California, San Francisco’s Trauma Recovery program through the DA. Victim services
are also available through the Sheriff's Office, Adult Probation, and several other City departments and
agencies. Publicly, there does not seem to be any type of official inter-agency coordination.

HAT - FIJJUIRAYZ F ARG AT DU 8 28 (8 R IR P I R A E AR R - HOTteZE (DA) EBEINZHE
HIEEZ R e iR E B 2 AR - ST R B R AR E s E R R 2 A 2 FIUAR Y
2EH B EGATERTZBHIA - ZEFFHE ] LUEE DA 52 =S i iiAtEE K2R RIB K ETH H BVE

B > AT DURIRE R AT ~ A GIHIRIELA 26 7 BBl P IR s KRR - (A FIRVEIEE - (AT
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The proposal f£%

Proposition D would create an Office of Victim and Witness Rights (Office) as a new City department. The
Office would provide or coordinate existing services for victims and witnesses of all types of crimes. The Office
would introduce an ordinance establishing a one-year pilot program to provide free legal services for domestic
violence victims, starting by July 1, 2023.
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The Office would seek to establish a permanent program to provide free legal services for domestic violence

victims, subject to further legislation. The domestic violence victim must either reside in the City or be the
victim of a domestic violence incident that occurred in the City.

NS RERT—([EAE  RRRER S B R R A GRS B - (B TR - R
RS ELWRRBEAANN » RERAEAT SRR BT EE -

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&D=10524350&GUID=8F2E6321-B77B-
45F2-82E7-E227972FCEE6 (PDF, 151 KB)

A

HEEHEEHEH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10524350&GUID=8F2E6321-B77B-45F2-
82E7-E227972FCEE6 (PDF, 151 KB)

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote "yes," you want to create an Office of Victim and Witness Rights that would
provide or coordinate existing City services and seek to establish programs that provide free legal services for
domestic violence victims.

“Yes” (BEE) WERERE @ RIHRENE - AR —(E2EEMEE AEFIAE - 2R
ek AR RS - = KB RHER T ZEE R ELAERENEE -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to establish this Office.

“No” (KHE) BWEER ' WRIRIEHE > AR REIIE A -
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Summary of arguments for Prop D

2K D ARG AR

m The current system forces victims and

Summary of arguments against Prop D

= VNSRS

m This could add bureaucracy, without

witnesses who are traumatized to
navigate a complicated and bureaucratic
system.

H ATHI S 2z F RGN 2 FH & T
NAEEFE HE R AR IR -

A central coordinating body could

directly improving victim and witness
rights.

n ETREFHRERIE  MAGEEN
B2 EFEBNE ARIRER] -

m The process for creating this

proposition did not involve enough

provide help connecting victims with
civil legal resources, as well as financial
assistance, housing, medical
reimbursement, and mental health
support.

m BRI ] LR 2 E H B REA
R ~ MEGERE) ~ (£ - BRaiE
IR fRERRE SRR -

public comment or stakeholders.
IR VAR ESIEG D BAR AR E R
B e AH R HY 28 -
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Proposition E - Behested Payments

e E—— FaniEnk

Ordinance placed on the ballot by Supervisors Chan, Mar, Peskin, Preston, and Walton. Requires a simple majority
vote to pass.

FIEPIH 7225 Chan, Mar, Peskin, Preston, filWalton S| A 2 o SE3H B 26 812 77 o] 15 4 »

The question R9E

Do you want to amend the City’s law regarding behested payments?

{RIBME SR BRI 2R A iRk H AR 2

Background #&

A behested payment is a donation solicited by a public official to benefit either a government agency or a
private organization. City law generally prohibits elected officials, commissioners, department heads, and other
City employees who have decision-making authority from seeking these behested payments from any of the
following:

aRRUE AT B R S BURF R B, A SHSEEOR A 28 T 3 oK AR - AR AEREE R - HA
F'ﬁ% HAMEMA AR T BUF AR L MEMA %WEEE?X '

~

‘ﬂ]m

m Businesses and individuals contracting with or seeking to contract with the public official's department.
BLAEE N B FTAE RO I3 T B AR T & FIRY RSB F0{E A

m People who attempted to influence the public official with respect to governmental actions.

sREEBURT R T B AR A B A -

m Lobbyists registered to lobby the public official’'s department.
sEft R A EFTE S FIRYERE -

m Permit expediters who have contacted the public official’s department during the previous 12 months; or
people involved in the public official’s department’s proceedings about administrative enforcement, a
license, or a permit.

m FEBZ 12 (6 A ABRIE AR A SFTESPIVET SRR © SRS EIR AT A B FTEEFIRVE RN TEEE -
R I EGET HTREIRAMY AR

\

The Board of Supervisors (Board) can amend this law by a majority vote.

TS HGIESBEERBIEL T MBUSAE -

The proposal #£%&

Proposition E would add two things to existing City law regarding behested payments:
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fEZE ERAESA RIS AR T g D SERE Y Z IR A A

1. Members of the Board could not seek behested payments from contractors if the Board had approved
their contracts.
WRTSEGOUAM T REENEFE - TT2EGRERAERZ K BRI -

2. The Board could amend the City’s law regarding behested payments only if the City’s Ethics Commission
approves the proposed amendments by a majority vote and the Board then approves the amendments
by a two-thirds vote of its members.

T2 EG i ESATTHAMEGIRRAVEAR - piitEhERIEIEE L AE T ENEZ G UZEE
HEE%#ZZBERE U= 2 Sl EES -

il

s

b

L]

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10524353&GUID=56EOB3B0-8687-
4D70-9BD0-8013ADDC96D9 (PDF, 133 KB)

FE1EEHH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F& D=10524353&GUID=56EO0B3B0-8687-4D70-92BDO-
8013ADDC96D9 (PDF, 133 KB)

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote "yes," you want to amend the City’s behested payments law.
“Yes” (REID) MREBMR | WIRIMYEREE - RBIVESHEIATNREECE -
A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to make these changes.

“‘No” (RHE) WERERE @ MRIRRSIHE » AR RS -
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Summary of arguments for Prop E

m This would not stop all City fundraising,

Summary of arguments against Prop E

RE E R amRh e
m This could hinder the ability of the City

but would instead exclude government
officials from raising money from those
who are seeking contracts directly from
them or whose contracts they have just
approved.

RIEZEA GIHBE &R > tH
REFH 1EEUR B BEN L B R At 57 B
& [EI St R & [EEY AP E
e

Behested payments are a loophole

that should be closed. The loophole gets
around existing laws prohibiting gifts
and bribes by using external sources of
funding that indirectly enrich public
officials.

ARSI SRR AR A BRI - IE

RIS TARR MR R AR
SEFAAY SN B < B A A AP

at lwvsf.org

to work with nonprofit partners. The
City needs to allow charitable giving to

help residents and communities recover

from the pandemic.

m SRR T IR E R AR
REJT - ATREAZEEZEN - LEE
A E e B R B RS -

m This could disproportionately impact
disenfranchised groups, such as
communities of color and the LGBTQ+
community.

m S ORISR L e R A RS Y
St 2 > LhanA (o AT E A
LGBTQ+1t & (AR eI ALE) -
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Proposition F - Refuse Collection and Disposal

feK F- N E

Ordinance placed on the ballot by Mayor Breed and Supervisors Chan, Haney, Mandelman, Mar, Melgar, Peskin,
Preston, Ronen, Safai, Stefani, and Walton. Requires a simple majority vote to pass.

FNELIH T B0 R R Tl 2255 Chan ~ Haney ~ Mandelman ~ Mar ~ Melgar ~ Peskin ~ Preston ~ Ronen ~ Safai -
Stefani fil Walton J A BESE - 522G H 2 B 72T 5E1#7 -

The question &

Shall the City change the membership of the Refuse Rate Board, how refuse rates and regulations are set, and
the rules governing future changes?

ARG EL BN ERE B EHINE - A ECEHIRERER - DUEERAE LAIRE ?

Background #&

As part of a widespread investigation into corruption within the Public Works Department, it was discovered
that, for several years, Recology had given substantial gifts to and for the benefit of City employees in order to
influence decisions and allow the company to overcharge customers. City employees pled guilty to charges in
the scandal. Recology was required to lower rates, reimburse ratepayers almost $100 million, pay criminal
penalties, and agree to specific reporting and disclosure remedies.

FES AR ISR T R TR Z S AT 43 - 282K Recology [MTHIE THEX T REAGYIIL Ryt
SALH] > DL AR H A E AR F ZUE R - HEUE B LR PRI EREIE - Recology #rEIRIE(K
R FIBAIR AL 1 {83570 » SIS EET - MR F HEAHE B Ae Ay SR A B RGE I -

After the scandal was uncovered, the public and City officials agreed that stronger regulations were needed to
prevent further systemic problems from occurring. A Refuse Working Group of ratepayers helped draft this
ballot measure, Proposition F, to revise the existing rules.

BREIEROLR - ARNITBUNE B — 268 Ry > R8RS LA b E A — DAY S MR » — (B A HLR S FH A4
NAHRRH TARHE B S T IS A I SR8 - B F > DUERTHA A -

Under current law, the City is authorized to regulate the collection, transport, and disposal of refuse and also
require refuse collectors to obtain permits from the Department of Public Health. The City’s Refuse Rate Board
(Rate Board) sets refuse collection rates for residential customers. The Rate Board has three members: the City
Administrator, the General Manager of the Public Utilities Commission, and the City Controller. When the Rate
Board receives an application to change refuse rates, the application is referred to the director of Public Works,
who holds a public hearing. Then the director makes a recommendation to the Rate Board and, if no one
objects, the recommendation becomes final. If someone objects, the Rate Board holds a public hearing and can
modify the director’'s recommendation. Only the voters can amend these laws.
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RIBERITARE - TTBUNARERTENIRAVILEE ~ EIaf R E - WEORIRU R A BN A MG 7T5E - A
AR ERZEE (Rate Board) =AM - WIHTEH S - AHBERZ B GRAH - st Eate - 15
[ERFFRCEHIRERE R - EERE B GUEIEORE NIRRT HERR - ZH eI AL B BRI
HHEBTARIEEY - 2% - A TR MR Z B e et - I RS - R A Ry i Rk -
WHE AR ERZAGREBTARRIERES > WA LEBIMARER - NAEBERA EEUELARE -

The proposal #£Z&

Proposition F would restructure of the Rate Board. It would also change the process by which rates and
regulations are set for both residential and commercial customers, and the rules governing how future changes
are made. The Rate Board members would be the City Administrator, the General Manager of the Public
Utilities Commission, and a new Ratepayer Representative. The City Controller would assume new duties as
Refuse Rate Administrator (RRA).

FIRREFEEREZ /Y BRI RERNEES PHIEERNARARE - DUEEARAA A ey
RIAT - R B ER BRI EEE - AHEES B GEAHENT VRGN AR - i ZETEREE
HIREREE A (RRA) HUHTIRE -

Proposition F would make other changes, including:
RE P RgiEn e e

m The Ratepayer Representative would be recommended by The Utility Reform Network (TURN) or
another organization recognized by the Board of Supervisors as dedicated to protecting ratepayers. The
mayor would appoint the Ratepayer Representative subject to the Board of Supervisors’ approval.

n BRI AR E OB ENCEMEEE (TIRN) BB gl TR E BN OReEAE A AVAHER SRR -
T RSB GFHUAE I EaERGNARRE -

m As the RRA, the City Controller would be responsible for oversight and accountability for the rate-setting
process and for monitoring rates and proposing new rates. Any new rates would be in effect for at least
two years, but not longer than five years.

m {Ef RRA - ST RGBT HER E AR ENME > BEEESTR I ER o EOEFZ=aya 38
Z/VEWF - BB

m Prior to any rate changes, the RRA would present at public hearings of the Commission on the
Environment and Commission on Streets and Sanitation. Then the Rate Board would hold an additional
public hearing and issue a final decision.

n TEHEREH RS AT > RRA R EERIRZ B g B EZ S g ARESE - 21k BRER
SRR TR MY A B PRSI S M B A ORE -

m Only the voters can change the Rate Board’s membership or its authority over setting rates. The Board of
Supervisors may change other parts of the ordinance by a two-thirds vote, if those changes are
recommended by the mayor, Rate Board, and the RRA.

n FHERARENEERZEGNNEERENHTIEERIINES) - RN - BXZE G RRA 2R Bk
B EAE 7y > B e nl i =0y 2 “INFRIAREEIT B -

1
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m Applicants for refuse collection permits would be required to include information in their applications
establishing their ability to avoid disruptions in service.

m HEFH SRR AT REAY AL HH ES TR R (R RE s I P e e s th BrRE T &N, -

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10559919&GUID=FA61B13E-8A8B-
4627-90D2-B6A2FDD38BD1 (PDF, 840 KB), located on page 20

TR https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&D=10559919&GUID=FA61B13E-8A8B-4627-90D2-
B6A2FDD38BD1 (PDF, 840 KB), E.&5 20 I -

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote “yes,” you want to change the membership of the Refuse Rate Board, how
refuse rates and regulations are set, and the rules governing future changes.

Yes” (BEEFR) HRER @ WRIFRERE - ARMESENIRERZ BN EER - NHE R NERAYH]
ETR » PR EEARKELHIHE -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to make these changes.

“No” (KHR) HERRE | WRIRRSHRE  ACRIRA R E s -
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Summary of arguments for Prop F

$2 K F HEmRaiE

Professionals will be responsible
for providing anti—-corruption
safeguards by regularly auditing to
detect waste, fraud, or abuse, and
making fair and reasonable rate
recommendations. =2
EAN TR B TR R OrE i - 2 H
FaTRBURE ~ HEFECEA - W
INPEHREREE -

A Ratepayer Representative will
serve the public interest on the
Rate Board. RN \AF
RHEBERE G Ry AR AR -

The changes may provide customer
savings and reduce overcharges.
EEME R REE KR P EIEE N 0 MR
DI

The changes create greater
transparency and accountability
without creating a new department
PRy il oo N A il ) = A T =l
S AR R -
The current rules are nearly 100 years
old and need updating.

BRITHRIC AT 100 FRYFESE » FFEE
Hr o

The refuse collectors’ wunion,
mayor, and all Supervisors support
this proposition. RIIUTEEE T & -

i RAFTARE NS # SCRE—fE% -

Summary of arguments against Prop F

$RE F RIS A Rt =

The current process is complicated,

yet works well because existing

resources, advocates, and oversight

mechanisms are more effective than

those proposed. HFIHVIETCEEIATE

B AR R > REANER - &

HETNETERFILL R AV E AR -

Anti—corruption safeguards are in

place by law and court order.

SEENDER S TEHUE T RIBHRIE

i -

Current costs are reasonable

H R R S FE -

This proposition causes

and more bureaucracy
20t

- HEHERE A5

uncertainty,
and spending.
AIEFATREE M
E'Z °

Changing powers and duties is not
helpful to collection or ratepayers
because bills could go up and
services down.

FE IR R Ry B N IR SR B A
AR NIRRT S Lk
MR E FTRE S %

This proposition was developed
without substantial public
involvement.

BEFRZEAYRER DR EH AR -
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Proposition G - Public Health Emergency Leave

X G—AIHERSME

Ordinance placed on the ballot by Supervisors Chan, Haney, Mandelman, Mar, Melgar, Peskin, Preston, Ronen, Safai,
Stefani, and Walton. Requires a simple majority vote to pass.

FNELIHT 72255 Chan ~ Haney ~ Mandelman ~ Mar - Melgar - Peskin ~ Preston ~ Konen ~ Safai ~ Stefani F/
Walton SA €52 o SEZERT B 22 B0 22 7 B

The question [5&H

Shall the City require employers with more than 100 employees worldwide to provide paid public health
emergency leave, not to exceed 80 hours a year, for their employees in San Francisco?

EEIEZEORATHIRIRE Bl 100 ARYE T HHEAE = miVE SR EEREE 80 /NSAY#Hr AL AR
SRR ?

Background %&£

Currently, the City requires private businesses to provide paid sick leave to employees based on the number of
hours worked in San Francisco. City employees also receive paid sick leave. Currently, there is no required paid
sick leave for Spare the Air days.

HAT » ATTERAVE SRR R B =T TIER N B M HE i Fem i - T e RtE =2 Fii i -
‘R BN PR R T ER IR -

COVID-19 and worsening fire seasons have revealed significant public health emergencies that can negatively
impact the health of workers, and their families and neighbors. Through this new law, the City's Board of
Supervisors is proposing to address public health threats such as these by specifically requiring additional paid
leave when official public health emergencies arise.

FE BN BTE EH K SEFEIERMTE T - BRI A AR SE e B TR HEFR AN ERFEEL S
s o BIBETANNAR > TSEEIEREE T EMIIZEE A EESBERAR Rl EORES MR R - Lo
FEST A S A -

The proposal f£%

Beginning on October 1, 2022, Proposition G would require the City and private employers with more than 100
employees worldwide to provide up to 80 hours per year of paid leave in the event of an official public health
emergency. The law would only apply to San Francisco workers. Certain nonprofit employers would be exempt
from the law.

7€ 2022 ££ 10 F 1 HBH4A » £2% G KERATHIE ééH%EEEL 100 N\HVRLAE e EAER A B EMATAHE L
B - SEHEF RS 80 /NEHVITHT IR - BEUAR S BEANE = TRV LIFRYR T « FREIREHITEAH
A e 2 ] A2 PETA AR -
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The hours of paid public health emergency leave would be based on the number of hours worked in a two-week
period, with a maximum of 80 hours covered. Public health emergency leave can only be taken during an
officially declared public health emergency. These public health emergencies would include:

T S HART AR B IR R/ N ESGRE RS W A P TR /N B > 4RI RSB R 80 /N » AR AR BN RESE
BT EMIAIEERSEN MEA - Efsesd M A S s

m A San Francisco or California emergency relating to any infectious disease, as declared by a local or state
public health official.

n A EGN A I 4 E B E MY BT aME LY A B A =5 i B B = H M

m When a Spare the Air Alert is in effect.

A7 SR B

Under Proposition G, public health emergency leave could be used under the following circumstances (includes
telework):

RIZFER G AU MBI ER A EAERTAE (EEEmRLD)

m When an employee is unable to work due to public health officials’ orders in response to the emergency,
or due to the employee’s health care provider’s advice to isolate or quarantine.
EETHAMMEEE BENESd S » SR EE A\ BAVIREE R R A LS TR -
m When the employee or a family member in the same household tests positive for, or becomes ill with the
infectious disease.
& e BEE R R EE R B EZY R el 2 5 M BRI -
When the employee must care for a family member who has become ill with the disease.
w B TR BRI R RER B
When a Spare the Air Alert is in effect and the employee works outdoors and is pregnant, older than 60,
or has a heart, lung, or respiratory condition that makes them sensitive to poor air quality.

n EREZRAEEREE > BTRFINLIFE HBEZ - 60 gL SR - FEPFSiR A B2e
i B R ©

An employee may choose whether to use public health emergency leave or paid sick leave when both forms of
leave apply. Unused public health emergency leave does not roll over to the next year. Because the law would
take effect on October 1, 2022, only one week (up to 40 hours) of public health emergency leave would be
available for the remainder of 2022.

EWEE AR - BIAREERSREN TR - @Mk - 8 TR E h R - REMRAIEE
VR EIEE T4 o AR 2022 4210 A 1 HAER - NIELE 2022 FRRIERREA - AEER
SREAE—E (&% 40 /M) -

Controller’s statement: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10536633&GUID=0634818F-C131-
430A-AEFB-609AE9A7B3F8 (PDF, 911 KB), located on page 25
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TEEEH: https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=10536633&GUID=0634818F-C131-430A-AEFB-
609AE9A7B3F8 (PDF, 911 KB), F& 25 H -

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote “yes,” you want the City and private, for-profit businesses with over 100
employees worldwide to provide up to 80 hours of paid leave to San Francisco workers in the event of a public
health emergency or Spare the Air Alert. This would be in addition to regular paid sick leave.

“Yes” (BRE) NERER ' WRIFRERSE - REMA R LIRS A HEE RS E A R E B
AR EEAE = EREEE A 100 240 E 8 THYEAIMERAA (58 R HAE =58 TIERY B TR (IR 2 80 {E/NEf
ARG - IEREE F AR RTR R T -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you do not want to require Public Health Emergency paid sick leave.

‘No” (HE) NERE  MIRIRSHE - RIREIFAERAE A RSB IRE -
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Summary of arguments for Prop F

$2 K F HEmRaiE

m Emergency paid leave will help

Summary of arguments against Prop F

$RE F RIS A Rt =

m Requiring private businesses that

protect workers and the general

population, and will minimize the

need for closure of essential

businesses and services due to sick

workers.

L R B Ot B A0S 78
B+ MRFE AR R D IR B T A

T R PAE A SE B AR S HY AR 2

No one should have to choose

between earning a living and

protecting themselves and others

from an infectious disease or life-

threatening air quality.

A NEZA AT REE Ot AR

AZAH G B G R AR A Y 2 SR 2 e

LHBERE -

By providing public health

are already struggling to recover
from the COVID - 19 pandemic to
provide 2 weeks of public health
emergency leave to workers is an
expensive burden.

FORIEAERE COVID-19 yEfBRyZ & 257
WARAIRLERZE R T AR WIERY AL

AR TBRETHRA SR AKE -
m Taxpayers will ultimately be

responsible for funding public

health emergency leave for

thousands of City employees. 4HFi7 A

o i A R AT T R B LAY A A
LRBATRESHIRIES -

m Proposition G does not apply to
nonprofits, so those workers would
not benefit from additional paid

emergency paid leave, we will be leave. 222 G fy%ESN
prepared for any future pandemics. eSO AN IR S F4HS, > HIkiE
A AR BRI o T Bb 2 TR tha225 o

HoF R TE A AR SR SR AT (B 2B 45 -
Public health emergency leave will
be available upfront, without
having to be accrued.
AHEHAEBRTNBTETR TR - 55
ET
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Proposition H - District Attorney

RE H——iEREE

Initiative placed on the ballot by public petition. Requires a simple majority vote to
pass. ﬂ%ﬁgif 2§5ﬂ§5@%ﬁ?@%&2§¥%?“35%?2&

BT FEAE -

The question [5&H

Shall Chesa Boudin be recalled (removed) from the Office of District Attorney?
EGE E TSRS IEREE e (F) ?

Background &

The district attorney is responsible for investigating and prosecuting violations of state and local criminal laws.
WSR2 B AT P ENEESTE SN T RER T R -

The recall, if successful, would remove incumbent District Attorney Chesa Boudin, who was elected
in 2019 with a term ending on January 8, 2024. If Boudin is removed, the mayor would appoint a
replacement interim district attorney. Under current law, the interim appointee could then run for
district attorney in the next election.

WIERBER ) » BEHIEIRZEE RIS R R - MEUE 2019 558 - £HI2 2024 £ 1 H 8 H - LR HHEE
PR - T R Lo — BRI TR ZEE - IRIBBUTARE » BRI ERE o e T IR i BEt T i 2L E -

A recall effort was started on April 28, 2021, by a group called the San Franciscans for Public Safety. Organizers
had until October 25, 2021, to gather the required signatures in order to move the recall forward. On
November 9, 2021, the San Francisco Department of Elections determined the recall petition contained enough
valid signatures to be included on the ballot.

2021 4 H 28 H » —(E#& 5 “=SFMERARZE” AUHSEE TRERER - A8 TIAE 2021 £ 10 H 25
HZ AT 24 - DU ERE e fE st - 2021 4 11 H 9 1 > =& T BEERENHERD 1 SRR S A R AN AR
% o LR ILRE AR A B ABESE

Note: A proposed amendment to the City Charter on this ballot (Proposition C: Recall Timelines and Vacancy
Appointments) may alter the replacement process.

St RIPEESE (WTTEE) HIBEHEIEFR (15 C - BEBRFETHIZE G Tar) AT5E B EZ R (T ERITRE ©

The proposal £

Proposition H is a recall measure that would remove Chesa Boudin from the Office of District Attorney. If
voters approve the recall measure, Boudin would be removed from office 10 days after the Board of
Supervisors declares the election results and the mayor would appoint a replacement. The City would hold an
election for district attorney, at the earliest, as part of the general election on November 8, 2022.
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Controller’s statement: No statement is available.
TETERE ©

A “Yes” vote means: If you vote "yes," you want to remove Chesa Boudin as the San Francisco District

Attorney.
“Yes” (EE) NEER @ WRFEERE - ARIRAZER MEERRN =T ERS -

A “No” vote means: If you vote “no,” you want to keep Chesa Boudin as the San Francisco District Attorney.

“No” (RHZE) HNERER : MRIRRSHE » ARMHE S SR E=F ks E -
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Summary of arguments for Prop H.

$2 3 H HEmRLH R

m Boudin refuses to enforce existing laws
to prosecute illegal gang activity, drug
dealers, and repeat criminal offenders
based on his political views.

m SN HBUAERL - @EEIEERITERIT
EFRESFREEIEE) - BIRAE
i -

m Under the current district
attorney, there have been no new
innovative or progressive programs
to rehabilitate criminal offenders
or prevent crime. TR T
WELERIHET » I A FHYRIE S
sFEAREUE SRR IUSE -

m Ve cannot wait until the next
election to restore safety to our

homes, our neighborhoods, and our

businesses. IR REALE T
TR LI RMINZ E ~ tHEAI R
HIZE4s

m Boudin is failing to protect survivors of
domestic violence.

n SRR IRERERTINETS -

Summary of arguments against Prop H

$R H BN Rt =

m Recall supporters want to short circuit

the process to divert attention from
solutions that can make our city safer
over time.

BE RS Fr (M E e ke AR - DAEERS
RGHTEEERLARGH - s <
BRI ERERTT -

Boudin has prioritized and
prosecuted homicides, sexual
assaults, and hate crimes, held
corporations accountable for wage
theft, and charged police officers
with excessive force.

Boudin {BSEEFEAREA ~ MHEERACFIIRIE
JE > WEBFAEEHICENEE » B
ETREFEHEIINESR -
Criminalizing poverty and filling the jails
won't make San Francisco any safer.

{SE &R A FE IR R BB A & (o =
Sneas e

Boudin is the first district attorney to
provide translation services in court for
victims.

RS E — A ARE B R 2 E et
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Ready to return your ballot? You have options. Will your ballot be returned by another person? Complete by
Explore your options by reviewing the Voting Instructions included SREMNERARAZES ? WI—ALTRE o

vith your vote-by-mail packet or viit sfelections.org/VEM.

Do not delay, vote and retur your ballot today!

BHRETHIRR ? TESESHERE -

SRS A I  sfelections.org/VBM «
DORR | SRERRAXCCHERR |

—
e e e T
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1234 number St. San Francisco
T e A

our

e [
ballot| £ MIAA - MENSLWELY - GRALENUCHRESTROWS 'SFRAXXXXX001 - 15tClass EC

{) (415) 554-4375 @) sfelections.org g sfvote@sfgov.org
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% Be a voter! %
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You are eligible to register to vote in San Francisco if you are:
ERFa TR - A B =ETa RE

Vv A United States citizen

Vv Aresident of San Francisco

v At least 18 years old on Election Day

v Not in prison or on parole for a felony conviction
v Not found mentally incompetent to vote by a court

VEBIAER

v=ETER

VIERER HI /DA 18 5%

VRN E IR ASR BB
VIEBEREE IR tH_ESRAE IR

Are you 16 or 17? Pre-register to vote at registertovote.ca.gov.
RS2 16 %X, 17 5% ? 1F registertovote.ca.gov. FEE L

Not a citizen? Learn about voting for school board at
sfelections.org/noncitizenvoting.

JEANRER ? {F sfelections.org/noncitizenvoting  FHEiEFFEE B SR 5@ o

Want more voting information? Visit sfelections.sfgov.org or call 415-554—

4375, FHBEES T P EEEEEH? SR sfelections.sfgov.org =88 415-554-4375.

% Get even more election resources %

K BEEZEEEF

This Pros & Cons Guide is just one of many nonpartisan resources the League of
Women Voters of San Francisco provides to help you become a more informed
and active participant in elections. We also offer:

Become a member of the League of Women Voters of San Francisco or donate to support our work

at lwvsf.org

34


http://registertovote.ca.gov/
http://registertovote.ca.gov/
https://sfelections.sfgov.org/non-citizen-registration-and-voting
https://sfelections.sfgov.org/non-citizen-registration-and-voting
https://sfelections.sfgov.org/
https://sfelections.sfgov.org/

LW.EAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS'

BN U =T AR RIS R S R RE R 2 — > 5ERBIR
IR B Ry B ARG Y BE LS - PPt

m Candidate forums
m Statements from candidates
...and more!

| [ESEINET
W35

Visit lwvsf.org/vote for all our election resources.

ahfE Iwvsf.org/vote EEVERFIFTANEEELER

And, follow us on Facebook (facebook.com/LWVSanFrancisco), Instagram
(instagram.com/Iwvsf), and Twitter (twitter.com/LWVSF).

1F Facebook (facebook.com/LWVSanFrancisco), Instagram
(instagram.com/Iwvsf), and Twitter (twitter.com/LWVSF) | E&5EF I |
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