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I present the turnout map from the November 2012 election, and maps displaying the results of the
propositions. None of the propositions were closely fought, and all passed (or failed) overwhelmingly.
This year, the most propositions were agreed upon before making it to the ballot, guaranteeing
consistent results throughout the city. Therefore, I haven't correlated the results to the Progressive
Voter index, which I normally do. The maps alone provide a pretty clear picture of the results. I provide
an explanatory paragraph for each map.
Except for turnout, all the maps are set to the same scale. Data come from the final certified Statement
of Vote.
Map 1 shows the turnout from the November 2012 election. Overall turnout was a strong 72.6%, lower
than the 2008 Presidential year but higher than other recent elections. As usual, turnout is highest in D7
and D8, and lowest in the Southeast (D10 and D11).

Given the recent financial difficulties with City College, it is a little surprising that the Community College
bond passed so easily (73%). Moreover, all the CCSF Trustee incumbents won. However, there was no
strong opposition to this measure. Prop A did particularly strongly in the usual progressive strongholds
in D5 and D9, as well as D10, which usually votes strongly for bond measures.

The Parks Bond also won strongly (72%), even though it did face some small pockets of opposition.
Mainly, this came from a few progressive activists and a few more conservative anti-development
activists; however, they had little impact. On the other hand, there was a robust Yes on B campaign.
The main difference between the Prop A and Prop B results was that while the progressive parts of SF
didn't vote quite as overwhelmingly yes for Prop B as Prop A, the support for Prop B was more balanced
across the city. Few precincts voted below 60% for Prop B, indicating consistent support throughout all
political stripes.

At first glance, Prop C looks to be a more contested proposition that fell along tradition left-right lines in
San Francisco. More moderate areas in D2, D4, and D7 were more likely to vote no, and D5, D9, and
D10 voted strongly yes. But, it should be pointed out that few precincts voted below 40% for Prop C,
which had the support of most of the political community before it went on the ballot, meaning there
was no strong opposition to this. There was also a relatively strong Yes on C campaign, yielding an
overall 65% yes.

Prop D was a bookkeeping measure, supported by nearly all of the political community. It received 83%
of the vote. It did slightly more poorly, relatively speaking, in D10 and D11. I don't have a guess for that
one. Perhaps that's where the political consultants live.

Changing to a gross receipts tax fared well in San Francisco (71%), similar to Props A and B. There was
little opposition to Prop E throughout the city, resulting in relatively consistent support in nearly all
neighborhoods. As with most of the measures this year, this one was decided before it went to the
ballot.

Prop F did as poorly (23% yes) as any measure in recent memory. Although this measure was for a study
on draining Hetch Hetchy, it in effect became a referendum on the draining itself. Indeed, even saying
the word "drain" in the ballot language was a contested issue. Both sides put money into this campaign,
but the entire city political establishment came in again Prop F, for different reasons. Even the Bay
Guardian gave it the dreaded "No No No" treatment.
There were tiny pockets of support for this at SFSU, Laguna Honda, and a couple Tenderloin precincts.
Mostly, though, Prop F was defeated with the same consensus as Props A through F.

San Francisco opposes corporate personhood at 81%. Good to know.

