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FUND PARKS, WATER INTRAFRASTRUCTURE, AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION WITH A $4.1 BILLON BOND
!"/ Y E S

Proposition 68 would authorize $4.1 billion in bonds so the state can invest in state and local parks, environmental 

protection and restoration programs, water infrastructure projects, and flood protection initiatives. This would increase 

California’s annual budget by approximately 0.12% (i.e. $232 million out this year’s state budget of $190 billion) for the next 

three decades. 

Funding for the development, improvement and maintenance of water systems, urban parks and open spaces in California 

has been relatively sparse throughout the State’s history. In 2013, the Environmental Protection Agency assessed California 

as the state in most need of repairing its aging water systems — an effort that would require roughly $44 billion. The last 

state bond to support these types of projects passed more than fifteen years ago. That proposition was largely focused on 

supporting California State Parks — not urban parks that are more accessible to disadvantaged communities — and didn’t 

focus on combating the impacts of climate change.

To address this lack of accessibility and investment, state legislators, led by State Senate President Kevin De Leon, 

developed Prop 68 as a dedicated source of funding with a special focus on park systems in low-income neighborhoods 

and water systems heavily affected by drought and climate change. Governor Jerry Brown signed the proposed ballot 

measure after it passed both the State Senate and Assembly. Since Prop 68 is a general obligation bond, California’s 

Constitution requires the voters to weigh in and approve it with a simple majority vote.

In the midst of our long-term water crisis, Prop 68 includes money to support water recycling projects, clean up 

contaminated water, and recharge underground water basins. There is considerable funding for flood protection projects 

as well. Recent flooding events have severely impacted California and demonstrated the potential catastrophes extreme 

instances of drought and waterfall can wreak on the state. These highly irregular weather patterns also contribute to water 

shortages in our State. Hundreds of thousands of Californians lack access to safe drinking water already. It’s also important 

to note that Prop 68 funding will not support environmentally destructive new dams or Governor Brown’s controversial 

plan for new tunnels to deliver water from the San Joaquin Delta to Southern California.
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Prop 68 has a strong equity component. At least 15% of funding will be dedicated to projects in communities with median 

household incomes less than $40,000. The largest single item is $725 million dedicated for “park-poor” urban places. 

This funding will greatly improve park access for low-income communities, especially across Los Angeles County. This is 

significant because park financing until now has primarily focused on investments for parks outside of dense urban areas. 

Prop 68 changes that and makes these communities a priority for park development for the first time.

Prop 68 is a step in the right direction, especially when one takes into account the national political climate, which is why 

we support it. California is not a top priority for President Trump’s administration and as such, California should not expect 

to see high levels of federal investment any time soon. If our state wants to improve and maintain critical infrastructure 

systems, we need to fund such endeavors ourselves. Unlike previous proposals in which Los Angeles lost out on resources 

to other parts of the state, the equity-based frameworks in Prop 68 ensure that much of the proposed funding will benefit 

Los Angeles County and its disadvantaged communities.

In addition to widespread support of environmental and conservation organizations such as the Sierra Club, Environmental 

Defense Fund, Heal the Bay, TreePeople, The Nature Conservancy, and the Trust for Public Land, Prop 68 is backed by the 

LA and California Chambers of Commerce, the League of California Cities, the Association of California Water Agencies, 

the American Heart Association, and the American Lung Association. 

The only organized political opposition to Prop 68 comes from right-wing taxpayer leagues like the Howard Jarvis 

Association and some Republican state legislators who reflexively oppose government spending, especially for the benefit 

of urban areas and disadvantaged communities.

LA Forward urges voters to vote Yes on Prop 68. 
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DEDICATE VEHICLE FEES & GAS TAX REVENUES EXCLUSIVELY TO TRANSPORTATION PURPOSES
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Prop 69 requires that money raised through increased vehicle fees and gas taxes be exclusively spent on transportation 

systems.

This proposition exists because in 2017 the California legislature passed a bill, SB 1, that increased gas taxes and vehicle 

registration fees in order to raise $52 billion over the next ten years. This funding was intended to address California’s 

massive infrastructure and transportation deficit, including a freeway maintenance backlog of $59 billion.

Conservative groups are working to put a rival measure on the November 2018 ballot that will repeal SB 1. By passing Prop 

69, we will take away conservatives’ ability to claim SB 1 money will be misdirected to other purposes. And we can also 

ensure that this new source of funding will address the genuine transportation infrastructure problem as initially intended.

Although much of the funding from SB 1 is currently slated to support highway and road repair, there are allocations for 

massive transit and other progressive transportation programs. Another $100 million is allocated for Active 

Transportation, which includes improvements to walking and biking infrastructure. Of that, $25 million will bolster 

community-planning efforts. Additional funding is dedicated to workforce and job training strategies related to 

transportation.

In order for California to foot the bill for its major infrastructure needs and prevent the passage of an initiative to 

overturn SB 1, LA Forward urges a yes vote on Prop 69. 
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Proposition 70 would interfere with the state’s ability to fund the fight against climate change. Specifically, Prop 70 

would amend the California Constitution to require a two-thirds vote of both the State Assembly and Senate to spend 

revenue from the state’s “cap-and-trade” climate program beginning in 2024. (The cap-and-trade program operates 

somewhat similarly to a tax on greenhouse gas emissions.)

Imposing the onerous requirement that a supermajority, rather than a simple majority, is needed before the funds can be 

allocated would create unnecessary legislative gridlock, empower special interests and lobbyists, interfere with 

California’s normal budget process, and potentially delay or even prevent the use of the cap-and-trade revenue funds 

altogether. The cap-and-trade funds will still be collected and deposited in a dedicated Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund 

whether or not this proposition passes. There’s no reason to place additional barriers on putting this money to good use.

As a result of Prop 13, instituted in 1978, passing a budget in California required a supermajority for over three decades. 

This requirement routinely crippled the legislature’s ability to govern and empowered a conservative minority. As a result, 

the Legislature approved budgets far after the legal deadline year after year. In response, California voters approved Prop 

25 in 2010 which lowered the requirements for passing a budget and allocating funds back to a simple majority. The voters 

that year acknowledged the inefficacy of the supermajority requirement and rejected it. Since then, budgets have routinely 

been passed on schedule and progressive priorities have been easier to implement.

Prop 70 now seeks to resurrect the two-thirds requirement that created gridlock and empowered a conservative minority 

by imposing a supermajority requirement on spending money from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund. This initiative 

came about as a backroom political deal primarily between Governor Jerry Brown and Republican legislators to secure the 

necessary votes to pass the legislation extending California’s cap-and-trade program by a two-thirds majority. It has no 

positive effects aside from empowering conservative and business interests. It’s opposed unanimously by progressive, 

environmental, and social justice groups, and nearly all Democratic members of the state legislature. The main supporters 

of the plan are the California Chamber of Commerce, Republican state legislators, and Governor Brown.

LA Forward strongly recommends that voters reject this proposition and vote NO. 

REQUIRE TWO-THIRDS LEGISLATIVE MAJORITY TO SPEND MONEY ON FIGHT AGAINST CLIMATE CHANGE
EF  N O
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Under current California law, California ballot propositions go into effect the day after the election unless they specify 

another effective date. Proposition 71 changes the default effective date of ballot propositions to the fifth day after the 

California Secretary of State certifies election results, but no later than 38 days after the election.

Why make a change now? Because California law has begun to require counting vote-by-mail ballots that arrive as late 

three days AFTER Election Day.

And even if this were not the case, it would not be possible to finalize and certify the vote count by Election Night. This 

creates uncertainty and ambiguity about whether or not a closely contested ballot proposition has become the law of 

the land. This is not good thing for anyone. The postponement of the effective date will streamline the electoral process. 

It’s worth reiterating that if the authors of a proposition want their measure to go into effect more quickly, they can still 

achieve that objective. Prop 71 merely changes the default date that prevails if the authors don’t include a date of their 

own in the proposition’s legal language.

There is no organized opposition to Prop 71. 

LA Forward recommends a YES vote.

BALLOT PROPOSITIONS TAKE EFFECT AFTER OFFICIAL CERTIFICATION OF ELECTION RESULTS
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SANTA MONICA MEASURE LV: EXTREMIST NIMBY MEASURE TO BAN MOST NEW HOUSING AND 
MIXED-USE PROJECTS
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Proposition 72, if passed, will incentivize the spread of rainwater capture systems on homes and businesses by 

preventing their construction from triggering increased property taxes. 

Because of Prop 13, passed by voters in 1978, the taxable value of residential and commercial properties is only 

reassessed when they are sold or substantial new construction is done. This creates a disincentive for property owners to 

make upgrades, which is problematic when it creates obstacles to improvements that benefit the broader public. Over 

the last 40 years, California voters have excluded upgrades like solar energy, accessibility for disabled persons, fire 

prevention, and earthquake safety. Now the legislature has proposed adding rainwater capture systems to this list.

It’s no secret that California faces a growing water crisis. Climate change is decreasing the average annual amount of 

precipitation California receives while creating huge swings in precipitation from one year to the next and altering its 

geographic distribution. Los Angeles, for example, can expect to receive less water from the Sierras’ melting snowpack  

but the amount of rain locally is projected to remain the same. The bad news is that almost none of that rain is currently 

captured for use. Instead, 90% of it flows into the ocean via street sewer drains and concrete-lined river channels. 

Rainwater capture systems are one important way to mitigate and adapt to this difficult situation. They are defined as 

“facilities designed to capture, retain, and store rainwater flowing off rooftops or other manmade aboveground hard 

surfaces for onsite use.” This water can be used for irrigation or other purposes aside from drinking and bathing. These 

devices reduce consumption of increasingly scarce water from public systems, which beefits everyone. By decreasing 

the amount of water drawn from rivers and lakes, these systems benefit the plants and animals that in and nearby.

Rainwater capture systems have been proven to work. In Australia, more than one-third of the homes capture rainwater 

from their roofs and the systems play an important role in dealing with droughts and chronic water shortages. 

Prop 72 is supported by environmental organizations, wildlife protection groups, and the California Democratic Party. 

There is no opposition.

LA Forward recommends a YES vote.

INCENTIVIZE SPREAD OF SYSTEMS TO CAPTURE RAINWATER FOR REUSE ON HOMES & BUSINESSES
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