Jomsky, Mark

From: Greg Gunther <ggunther@frogkick.com> « -

Sent: Monday, September 26 2016 10:15 AM

To: Jomsky, Mark A

Cc: Tornek, Terry; Hampton, Tyron McAustin, Margaret; John Kennedy; Masuda Gene; Gordo,
Victor; Madison, Steve; Andy Wilson '

Subject: 9/26 Clty Council Mtg > SUPPORT AR7 RECOMMENDATIONS i

Mayor Tornek and City Councilmembers —

Please register my full support the Recommendations of the Legislative Policy Committee outlined in AR7 — indicating
Advocacy Recommendations on specific upcoming Ballot Initiatives.

I am “in line” with all of the recommendations made, and particularly interested in the City’s support of Proposition 67
- (protecting ban on single-use bags) as well as L.A. County Measures “M” and “A “ (with full appreciation of the future
funding that may be generated to support capital improvements for our streets, traffic and parks).

Thank you —

// Greg Gunther

700 E. Union Street, #301
Pasadena, CA 91101
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HAMBER OF COMMERCE
& civic ASSOCM‘I’ION -

September 26, 2016

Mayor Terry Tornek and Pasadena Clty Councul
100 North Garfield Avenue
Pasadena, CA91109

VIAE EMAIL

Re: Propositonsf ‘
: 'De’ar Mayor Tornek and Clty Council Members,' -

' There are mult|ple Inltiatlves and measure on the ballot this November The Pasadena Chamber of

‘Commerce Board of Dlrectors has taken posrtions on many of them We W|II be communlcating the "

N

‘resultofall the recommendatlons later this week U

The Board of the Pasadena Chamber of Commerce took these posrtlons on the statewnde and county '7
~ initiatives that you are consrdermg thls evenlng Coe ' : '

o ILos Angeles County R

o Measure M: Sales tax to fund transportation in Los Angeles County SUPPORT Transportatlon and :
transit needs are underfunded, there is a significant local return for Pasadena and the area and the

' _measure is requlred to fund Gold l.ine to Claremont and other projects Important to the San Gabnel

: Valley and Pasadena ' SRR . : L :

Measure A: Assessment to fund Los Angeles County Parks OPPOSE The per square footage assessment
formula is too heavily welghted against business and commercial interests who will be paying.
significantly higher’ assessments than resrdentlal propertles The amounts belng raised are S|gn|f|cantly
~ higher than the exp:rmg parcel tax wrthout adequate tnformatron about specrf’ ic pro;ects that would be
funded : ‘ ‘ : : o

,‘/Stateof’Ca[ifornial‘.' C T ' ,' . . .:_ o

| Proposntlon 51 School Bonds OPPOSE The prop05|tion is another budgetlng by ballot box measure that B

‘ o removes the Iegrslature and the governor from declsions about spendlng and bondmg Also, the amount v '

' bein“g ra,ised is s

: Hmall that |t will not have a noticeable impact,a ) where in Callfornla.

‘ Proposltron 54 Transparency SUPPORT The proposutlon would force the leglslature t: dlscontmue the o ) '
- practice of “gut-and-amend" where legrslation is strtpped of its text atthe last minute and new text is
',};substltuted that the public has not had 3 chance to even Iearn about Would go toward assrstlng good o

L _?_government efforts in Sacramento
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Proposition 67: Overturn Plastic Bag ban. SUPPORT. The State of Callfomia levelled the competitive
markets by banning plastic bags statemde

The Chamber Legislative and Government Affairs Committee is mavking these recommendations:

Proposition 54: Cigarette Tax. SUPPORT. Californian smoking has a detrimental impact on the health of
all state residents, especially children The tax would impact clgarette use by maklng the product
,5|gn|f' cantly more expensive, Funds would be used to provude smoklng cessation, treatment and other
programs to reduce smoking rates in the state.

. Proposition 65: revenue from Disposable Bag Sales OPPOSE. The measure would be confusmg and-
complicated for stores that are no longer allowed to use plastic bags. This puts an undue burden on
'retaul grocery 'stores while. acldmg money to.an agency that is not prepared to utillze the funds

" The Pasadena Chamber and our Legislative and Government Affairs Committee took no position on
Proposutlon on Proposmon 57, as yet. :

Thank you for considering our posrtion as you dellberate the City of Pasadena 3 posxtlons on these
measures B

President and Chief Executive Officer

Ce:S. Mermell',‘_M.Jcimsky, F. Dock, P. Sanchez



