


Across the globe, monarchies, theocracies and 
tyrannical regimes smother their citizens’ rights to 
voice opposing opinion, dissent against their gov-
ernment and make conscious choices regarding 
policy decisions. 

However, in America, we have the privilege and 
responsibility to voice our opinions on governmen-
tal policies that we feel are imperative to progress 
and are able to vote to enact the changes we want 
to see within the “land of the free and the home of 
the brave.”

America is a melting pot of cultures and ideas. 

The ability to vote represents the motley nature 
of our land. Every voice has the opportunity to be 
heard. 

This election has been arguably the most divi-
sive in recent history; however, divisive only neatly 
summarizes the outrageousness of our current bu-
reaucratic circus. 

The Republican party is disintegrating in the 
light of Donald Trump’s antics and controversial 
rhetoric. Between his irresponsible and offensive 
comments about women and minorities and his du-
bious business successes, many Republicans have 

decreased support for their party.
The Democratic party has also lost faith in their 

candidate because of the distrust and corruption 
revolving around Hillary Clinton, and the par-
ty lost the support of many when Sanders lost the 
nomination.

We at the Daily Titan think that in an election 
surrounded by scandals and big personalities, it’s  
important to learn and understand the policies and 
propositions. Therefore, this voter’s guide was cre-
ated to help illuminate the positions and the murky 
political climate we all now face. 
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Elections for national and statewide seats

Elections for national and statewide seats
U.S. Senate race to replace Barbara Boxer:

District Attorney General Kamala Harris (D) v. Con-
gresswoman Loretta Sanchez (D)

Harris:
-She wants to fight for a woman’s right to choose.
-Harris strives to reinstate the assault weapons ban in 
America.
-She promises to create clean energy jobs to sustain 
Economic growth.
-She’ll focus on ending human trafficking.
-Harris wants free tuition at community colleges.

Sanchez:
-Champions for commonsense legislation to keep peo-
ple on the no-fly list from having access to buying a gun 
and closing the loophole for gun shows and online sales.
-Women deserve equal pay for equal work.
-Sanchez will protect the environment and addressing 
climate change.
-She strives to work with labor and business to create a 
level playing field for all Californians to succeed in our 
new economy.

U.S. House of Representatives - California’s 39th 
Congressional District: Congressman Ed Royce (R) v. 

Brett Murdock (D)
Royce:
-Chairman of the House Foreign Affairs Commit-
tee.
-Champion for the women and girls that are victims 
of human trafficking.
-His END Wildlife Trafficking Act is now law and 
combats today’s unprecedented level of poaching 
and wildlife trafficking.
-Promotes Science, Technology, Engineering, and 
Mathematics (STEM) education in our class rooms.

Murdock:
-Lawyer and professor of American Government at 
Cal State Fullerton.
-Strong supporter of same-sex marriage and equali-
ty for all regardless of their sexual orientation.
-Wants to amend the tax code in simple ways to 
give hard working Americans a chance to get ahead.
-Believes we must overturn Citizen’s United.

State Senate for District 29:
Ling Ling Chang (R) v. Josh Newman (D)

Chang:
-Vice Chair of the Rules Committee, Appropriations 
Committee, Privacy & Consumer Protection Com-
mittee, and Finance Committee of the Council of 
State Governments (CSG-West) for the 2015-16 ses-
sion. Also served on the Diamond Bar City Council.
-Campaign themes include jobs, improving infra-
structure, expand education and ensure public safety.
-Recognized as one of two “Tech Champions” in the 
-Legislature by the Computing Technology Industry 
Association for her work with STEM majors.

Newman:
-Served in South Korea with a nuclear weapons de-
tachment and conventional artillery units in the 25th 
Infantry Division.
-Campaign themes include balancing the budget, 
making college affordable, promoting the workforce, 
preserving the environment, regulating marijuana, 
revamping the economy and helping veterans.
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Authorizes $9 billion in general ob-
ligation bonds for new construction 
and modernization of K–12 public 

school facilities; charter schools and vocational edu-
cation facilities; and California Community Colleges 
facilities. Fiscal Impact: State costs of about $17.6 
billion to pay off both the principal ($9 billion) and in-
terest ($8.6 billion) on the bonds. Payments of about 
$500 million per year for 35 years.

The state could sell 
$9 billion in general 
obligation bonds for 
education facilities ($7 
billion for K–12 public 
school facilities and $2 
billion for community 
college facilities).

The state would 
not have the authori-
ty to sell new gener-
al obligation bonds 
for K–12 public school 
and community college 
facilities.

Our children de-
serve safe schools 
where they can learn, 
but many schools 
and community col-
leges need repairs to 
meet health and safe-
ty standards. Prop. 
51 will fix deteriorat-
ing schools, upgrade 
classrooms, and pro-
vide job-training fa-
cilities for veterans 
and vocational educa-
tion. All projects are 
accountable to local 
taxpayers. 

 Prop. 51 was created 
for greedy developers 
to exploit taxpayers for 
profit. Prop. 51 stops 
legislators from provid-
ing fair school funding. 
Disadvantaged schools 
are left behind. There’s 
no improvement in tax-
payer accountability. It 
does nothing to fight 
waste, fraud and abuse. 
Governor Brown op-
poses Prop. 51.

PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

51
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Extends indefinitely an existing 
statute that imposes fees on hos-
pitals to fund Medi-Cal health care 

services, care for uninsured patients, and chil-
dren’s health coverage. Fiscal Impact: Uncertain 
fiscal effect, ranging from relatively little impact 
to annual state General Fund savings of around 
$1 billion and increased funding for public hos-
pitals in the low hundreds of millions of dollars 
annually.

Requires statewide voter approv-
al before any revenue bonds can 
be issued or sold by the state for 

certain projects if the bond amount exceeds $2 
billion. Fiscal Impact: State and local fiscal ef-
fects are unknown and would depend on which 
projects are affected by the measure and what 
actions government agencies and voters take in 
response to the measure’s voting requirement.

An existing charge 
imposed on most pri-
vate hospitals that is 
scheduled to end on 
January 1, 2018 under 
current law would be 
extended permanent-
ly. It would be hard-
er for the Legislature 
to make changes to it. 
Revenue raised would 
be used to create state 
savings, increase pay-
ments for hospital ser-
vices to low-income 
Californians, and pro-
vide grants to public 
hospitals.

An existing charge 
imposed on most pri-
vate hospitals would 
end on January 1, 2018 
unless additional action 
by the Legislature ex-
tended it.

Prop. 53 erodes lo-
cal control by requir-
ing statewide vote on 
some local infrastruc-
ture projects. Empow-
ers voters in faraway 
regions to reject your 
community’s needs. 
Prop. 53 jeopardizes 
water supply, bridge 
safety, other repairs. 
No exemption for 
emergencies/disasters. 
California Profession-
al Firefighters, cities, 
counties, Association of 
California Water Agen-
cies urge No on 53.

 Proposition 53 re-
quires voter approv-
al for state megaproj-
ects costing over $2 
billion in state revenue 
bonds—like the bullet 
train. Doesn’t impact 
local projects. Increas-
es transparency so tax-
payers know the true 
cost. Holds politicians 
accountable and stops 
blank checks. If taxpay-
ers have to pay, they 
should have a say.

 State revenue 
bonds could contin-
ue to be used with-
out voter approval.

State revenue bonds 
totaling more than $2 
billion for a project that 
is funded, owned, or 
managed by the state 
would require state-
wide voter approval.

 Removes all account-
ability and oversight of 
over $3 billion of tax-
payer dollars. Gives 
$3 billion to hospital 
CEOs with no indepen-
dent audit and no re-
quirement the mon-
ey is spent on health 
care. Public funds can 
be spent on lobbyists, 
perks and salaries for 
hospital bureaucrats in-
stead of children and 
seniors.

 Yes on Proposition 
52 extends the current 
state Medi-Cal hospi-
tal fee program, which 
generates over $3 bil-
lion a year in federal 
matching funds that pay 
for health care services 
for children, seniors and 
low-income families. 
Proposition 52 prohib-
its the Legislature from 
diverting this money for 
other purposes without 
voter approval.

52 53
PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS
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Prohibits Legislature from pass-
ing any bill unless published on 
Internet for 72 hours before vote. 
Requires Legislature to record its 

proceedings and post on Internet. Authorizes 
use of recordings. Fiscal Impact: One-time costs 
of $1 million to $2 million and ongoing costs of 
about $1 million annually to record legislative 
meetings and make videos of those meetings 
available on the Internet.

Extends by twelve years the tem-
porary personal income tax in-
creases enacted in 2012 on earn-
ings over $250,000, with revenues 

allocated to K–12 schools, California Community 
Colleges, and, in certain years, healthcare. Fiscal 
Impact: Increased state revenues—$4 billion to 
$9 billion annually from 2019–2030—depending 
on economy and stock market. Increased fund-
ing for schools, community colleges, health care 
for low-income people, budget reserves, and 
debt payments.

Any bill (includ-
ing changes to the 
bill) would have to 
be made available to 
legislators and post-
ed on the Internet for 
at least 72 hours be-
fore the Legislature 
could pass it. The 
Legislature would 
have to ensure that 
its public meetings 
are recorded and 
make videos of those 
meetings available on 
the Internet.

Rules and duties of 
the Legislature would 
not change.

Prop. 54 stops 
special-interest, sur-
prise legislation from 
passing either legis-
lative house without 
72 hours for review. 
Prop. 54 posts all the 
Legislature’s pub-
lic meetings online, 
so voters can review 
legislators’ public ac-
tions. A bipartisan co-
alition of goodgov-
ernment, taxpayer, 
minority, business, 
and environmental 
groups backs Prop. 
54 Requires no new 
tax money.

A NO vote continues 
free Internet & TV ac-
cess for any California 
citizen to see how laws 
are made. A NO vote 
also prevents special in-
terests like tobacco, oil, 
and drug companies 
from delaying passage 
of state laws. A NO 
vote also limits political 
“attack” ads.

A YES vote on this 
measure means: In-
come tax increases on 
high-income taxpayers, 
which are scheduled to 
end after 2018, would 
instead be extended 
through 2030.

 A NO vote on this 
measure means: In-
come tax increases on 
high-income taxpay-
ers would expire as 
scheduled at the end of 
2018.

 Prop. 55 helps chil-
dren thrive! Prop. 55 
prevents $4 billion in 
cuts to California’s pub-
lic schools, and increas-
es children’s access to 
healthcare, by maintain-
ing current tax rates on 
the wealthiest Califor-
nians—with strict ac-
countability require-
ments. We can’t go 
back to the deep cuts 
we faced during the 
last recession. www.Ye-
sOn55.com

VOTE NO ON 55—
TEMPORARY SHOULD 
MEAN TEMPORARY. 
Voters supported high-
er taxes in 2012 be-
cause Governor Brown 
said they would be 
TEMPORARY. State 
budget estimates show 
higher taxes are not 
needed to balance the 
budget, but the special 
interests want to ex-
tend them to grow gov-
ernment bigger. TELL 
THEM NO.

54 Increases cigarette tax by $2.00 
per pack, with equivalent increase 
on other tobacco products and 
electronic cigarettes containing 

nicotine. Fiscal Impact: Additional net state 
revenue of $1 billion to $1.4 billion in 2017–18, 
with potentially lower revenues in future years. 
Revenues would be used primarily to aug-
ment spending on health care for low-income 
Californians.

State excise tax on 
cigarettes would in-
crease by $2 per pack—
from 87 cents to $2.87. 
State excise tax on other 
tobacco products would 
increase by a similar 
amount. State excise tax 
also would be applied 
to electronic cigarettes. 
Revenue from these 
higher taxes would be 
used for many pur-
poses, but primarily to 
augment spending on 
health care for low-in-
come Californians.

No changes would 
be made to existing 
state taxes on ciga-
rettes, other tobacco 
products, and elec-
tronic cigarettes.

To b a c c o - r e l a t e d 
healthcare costs Cali-
fornia taxpayers $3.5 
billion annually, even if 
you don’t smoke. Prop. 
56 works like a user 
fee, taxing tobacco to 
help pay for smoking 
prevention and health-
care—so smokers pay 
their fair share for their 
costs. American Cancer 
Society Cancer Action 
Network sponsored 
Prop. 56 to prevent kids 
from smoking and save 
lives.

Follow the 56 mon-
ey: This $1.6 billion 
tax increase gives $1 
billion to health in-
surance companies 
and special interests. 
56 cheats schools 
out of $600 million a 
year by circumventing 
our minimum school 
funding guarantee. 
Only 13% of the mon-
ey helps smokers or 
prevents kids from 
starting. No on 56.

56
PROPOSITION

55

YES NO

PROS CONS

PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS



PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS
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Allows parole consideration 
for nonviolent felons. Authoriz-
es sentence credits for rehabili-

tation, good behavior, and education. It pro-
vides juvenile court judge decides whether 
juvenile will be prosecuted as an adult. Fiscal 
Impact: Net state savings likely in the tens of 
millions of dollars annually, depending on im-
plementation. Net county costs of likely a few 
million dollars annually.

Certain state prison 
inmates convicted of 
nonviolent felony of-
fenses would be con-
sidered for release 
earlier than other-
wise. The state prison 
system could award 
additional sentencing 
credits to inmates for 
good behavior and 
approved rehabilita-
tive or educational 
achievements. Youths 
must have a hearing 
in juvenile court be-
fore they could be 
transferred to adult 
court. 

 There would be no 
change to the inmate 
release process. The 
state’s prison system 
could not award addi-
tional sentencing cred-
its to inmates. Certain 
youths could contin-
ue to be tried in adult 
courts without a hear-
ing in juvenile court.

California public 
safety leaders and 
victims of crime sup-
port Proposition 57—
the Public Safety and 
Rehabilitation Act 
of 2016—because 
Prop. 57 focuses re-
sources on keeping 
dangerous criminals 
behind bars, while re-
habilitating juvenile 
and adult inmates, 
saving tens of millions 
of taxpayer dollars.

Vote NO on 57 be-
cause it: • Authorizes 
EARLY RELEASE of vi-
olent criminals, includ-
ing those who RAPE 
unconscious victims. • 
Authorizes immediate 
release for 16,000 dan-
gerous criminals, even 
convicted murderers. 
• Amends the Califor-
nia Constitution; takes 
rights away from vic-
tims; grants more rights 
to criminals.

Preserves requirement that pub-
lic schools ensure students ob-
tain English language proficien-

cy. Requires school districts to solicit parent/
community input in developing language ac-
quisition programs. Requires instruction to en-
sure English acquisition as rapidly and effec-
tively as possible. Authorizes school districts to 
establish dual-language immersion programs 
for both native and non-native English speak-
ers. Fiscal Impact: No notable fiscal effect on 
school districts or state government.

A YES vote on this 
measure means: Public 
schools could more eas-
ily choose how to teach 
English learners, wheth-
er in English-only, bilin-
gual, or other types of 
programs. 

A NO vote on this 
measure means: Public 
schools would still be 
required to teach most 
English learners in En-
glish only programs.

 Teachers, parents, 
school principals, lo-
cal school board mem-
bers, and Governor Jer-
ry Brown support Prop 
58 to help students 
learn English as quickly 
as possible and expand 
opportunities for En-
glish speakers to mas-
ter a second language. 
Proposition 58 gives 
school districts local 
control to choose the 
most effective instruc-
tion methods for their 
students.

 Prop. 58 is not about 
modernizing the way 
we teach English. It’s 
about eliminating pa-
rental rights to an En-
glish-language educa-
tion for their children. 
English-language suc-
cess has been spectac-
ular. Immigrant children 
are learning English 
faster than ever before 
and record numbers of 
immigrant students are 
gaining admission to 
our universities.

57 58
PROPOSITION PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

Asks whether California’s elected 
officials should use their authority to 
propose and ratify an amendment 

to the federal Constitution overturning the United 
States Supreme Court decision in Citizens United v. 
Federal Election Commission. Citizens United ruled 
that laws placing certain limits on political spend-
ing by corporations and unions are unconstitutional. 
Fiscal Impact: No direct fiscal effect on state or lo-
cal governments. Shall California’s elected officials 
use all of their constitutional authority, including, but 
not limited to, proposing and ratifying one or more 
amendments to the United States Constitution, to 
overturn Citizens United v. Federal Election Commis-
sion (2010) 558 U.S. 310, and other applicable judicial 
precedents, to allow the full regulation or limitation of 
campaign contributions and spending, to ensure that 
all citizens, regardless of wealth, may express their 
views to one another, and to make clear that corpo-
rations should not have the same constitutional rights 
as human beings?

59

Voters would be ask-
ing their elected officials 
to use their constitution-
al authority to seek in-
creased regulation of 
campaign spending and 
contributions. As an ad-
visory measure, Prop 
59 does not require any 
particular action by the 
Congress or California 
Legislature.

Voters would not 
be asking their elect-
ed officials to seek 
certain changes in 
the regulation of 
campaign spending 
and contributions.

 Vote YES on Prop. 59 
to tell Congress we want 
big money out of politics 
and overturn misguided 
Supreme Court rulings 
saying unlimited cam-
paign spending is free 
speech and that corpora-
tions have the same con-
stitutional rights as real 
people. Send a message 
to Congress that we’ll 
hold them accountable.

 The Legislature 
should stop wasting 
taxpayer dollars by 
putting do-nothing 
measures on the bal-
lot that ask Congress 
to overturn the Su-
preme Court. Instead 
of wasting time and 
money on do-nothing 
ballot measures, poli-
ticians in Sacramento 
should focus on trans-
parency and bringing 
jobs to California.

YES NO

PROS

CONS
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Requires adult film performers 
to use condoms during filming of 
sexual intercourse. Requires pro-
ducers to pay for performer vac-

cinations, testing, and medical examinations. Re-
quires producers to post condom requirement at 
film sites. Fiscal Impact: Likely reduction of state 
and local tax revenues of several million dollars 
annually. Increased state spending that could ex-
ceed $1 million annually on regulation, partially 
offset by new fees.

 A YES vote on this 
measure means: There 
would be additional 
workplace health and 
safety requirements 
placed on adult film 
productions in Cali-
fornia and additional 
ways to enforce those 
requirements.

A NO vote on this 
measure means: Adult 
film productions in Cal-
ifornia would continue 
to be subject to current 
state and local work-
place health and safety 
requirements, includ-
ing the rules now inter-
preted to require con-
dom use in adult film 
productions.

 A YES vote on Prop. 
60 will stop adult film 
pornographers from ex-
posing their performers 
to life-threatening dis-
eases that cost taxpay-
ers millions of dollars. 
Prop. 60 gives Califor-
nia health officials new 
enforcement tools to 
ensure pornographers 
finally obey the same 
workplace protection 
rules that apply to other 
California industries.

 Prop. 60 allows 
ANY Californian to 
sue adult film per-
formers who distrib-
ute or produce adult 
content, violates their 
privacy, and weakens 
workplace safety. A 
single special interest 
group has spent mil-
lions to disguise Prop. 
60’s flaws. Join work-
ers, public health, civ-
il rights organizations, 
California Democratic 
Party and California 
Republican Party.

60
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888-4-BP-PREP
blueprintlsat.com

Use the code CSUFFALL200 to get 
$200 off the classroom course.* * Code valid for one year.

BLUEPRINT CAN HELP. 
ENROLL IN A CLASSROOM COURSE  TODAY!

Said no one ever.

I can’t wait to study for 
the LSAT.
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PROPOSITION

Repeals death penalty and replaces 
it with life imprisonment without pos-
sibility of parole. Applies retroactively 
to existing death sentences. Increas-

es the portion of life inmates’ wages that may be 
applied to victim restitution. Fiscal Impact: Net on-
going reduction in state and county criminal justice 
costs of around $150 million annually within a few 
years, although the impact could vary by tens of mil-
lions of dollars depending on various factors.

Requires background check and 
Department of Justice authorization 
to purchase ammunition. Prohibits 
possession of large-capacity ammu-

nition magazines. Establishes procedures for enforc-
ing laws prohibiting firearm possession by specified 
persons. Requires Department of Justice’s participa-
tion in federal National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System. Fiscal Impact: Increased state and lo-
cal court and law enforcement costs, potentially in 
the tens of millions of dollars annually, related to a 
new court process for removing firearms from pro-
hibited persons after they are convicted.

YES NO

PROS CONS

A YES vote on this 
measure means: No of-
fenders could be sen-
tenced to death by the 
state for first degree 
murder. The most se-
rious penalty available 
would be a prison term 
of life without the pos-
sibility of parole. Of-
fenders who are cur-
rently under a sentence 
of death would be re-
sentenced to life with-
out the possibility of 
parole.

 A NO vote on this 
measure means: Cer-
tain offenders con-
victed for first degree 
murder could contin-
ue to be sentenced to 
death. There would be 
no change for offenders 
currently under a sen-
tence of death.

Prop. 62 replaces the 
FAILED DEATH PENALTY 
SYSTEM with a strict life sen-
tence without possibility of 
parole. Prisoners must work 
and pay restitution, no inno-
cent person is executed. 

 Prop. 62 repeals the 
death penalty. Mean-
ing murderers will live 
the rest of their lives 
at taxpayers’ expense, 
with free healthcare. 

A YES vote on this 
measure means: A new 
court process would be 
created for the remov-
al of firearms from indi-
viduals upon conviction 
of certain crimes. New 
requirements related to 
the selling or purchasing 
of ammunition would be 
implemented.

A NO vote on this 
measure means: No 
new firearm- or am-
munitionrelated re-
quirements would be 
implemented.

Proposition 63 will im-
prove public safety by keep-
ing guns and ammunition 
out of the wrong hands. 
Preventing violent felons, 
and domestic abusers are 
reasons why Law enforce-
ment and public safety 
leaders support Prop. 63.

Law enforcement, an-
ti-terrorism experts and 
civil liberties groups 
overwhelmingly oppose 
Prop. 63. It imposes 
costly burdens on law 
enforcement and the 
taxpayer and only af-
fects the law-abiding.

62 63Prohibits state from buying any 
prescription drug from a drug 
manufacturer at price over low-
est price paid for the drug by 

United States Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Exempts managed care programs funded 
through Medi-Cal. Fiscal Impact: Potential for 
state savings of an unknown amount depend-
ing on (1) how the measure’s implementation 
challenges are addressed and (2) the respons-
es of drug manufacturers regarding the provi-
sion and pricing of their drugs.

A YES vote on this 
measure means: 
State agencies would 
generally be prohibit-
ed from paying more 
for any prescription 
drug than the lowest 
price paid by the U.S. 
Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for the 
same drug.

A NO vote on this 
measure means: State 
agencies would contin-
ue to be able to nego-
tiate the prices of, and 
pay for, prescription 
drugs without reference 
to the prices paid by 
the U.S. Department of 
Veterans Affairs.

 The California Drug 
Price Relief Act re-
quires all prescription 
drugs purchased by 
the State of California 
are to be priced at or 
below the price paid 
for the same drug by 
the U.S. Dept. of Veter-
ans Affairs. 

Prop. 61 would in-
crease prescription 
prices, reduce patient 
access to needed med-
icines, produce more 
bureaucracy and law-
suits that cost taxpayers 
millions and hurt veter-
ans by increasing their 
prescription costs.

61
PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS PROS
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SUSAN for 
city council

•Fullertonʼs Infrastructure
•Public Employee Pensions

•Homelessness
•Overdevelopment

 GAPINSKI
VOTE

to fixA Fresh Perspective for Fullerton for 
property owners' rights and less 
government interference for 
business owners.

Endorsed by Representative Ed Royce.

ollow us
on

PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

Legalizes marijuana under state 
law, for use by adults 21 or older. 
Imposes state taxes on sales and 
cultivation. Provides for industry li-

censing and establishes standards for marijuana 
products. Allows local regulation and taxation. 
Fiscal Impact: Additional tax revenues ranging 
from high hundreds of millions of dollars to over 
$1 billion annually, mostly dedicated to specific 
purposes. Reduced criminal justice costs of tens 
of millions of dollars annually.

A YES vote on this 
measure means: 
Adults 21 years of 
age or older could 
legally grow, possess 
and use marijuana 
specifically for non-
medical purposes, 
but only with cer-
tain restrictions. 

 A NO vote on this 
measure means: Grow-
ing, possessing, or us-
ing marijuana for non-
medical purposes 
would remain illegal. It 
would still be legal to 
grow, possess, or use 
marijuana for medical 
purposes.

Prop. 64 creates a 
safe legal system for 
adult use of marijua-
na. It controls, regu-
lates and taxes mari-
juana use, and has the 
nation’s strictest pro-
tections for children. 
It provides billions for 
afterschool programs, 
drug treatment and 
cracking down on im-
paired driving. 

Proposition 64 pur-
posely omits DUI stan-
dard to keep marijua-
na-impaired drivers off 
highways. California As-
sociation of Highway 
Patrolmen and Senator 
Dianne Feinstein strenu-
ously oppose. Negative 
images seen on Legaliz-
es ads promotes reckless 
disregard for child health 
and safety.

64 Redirects money collected by gro-
cery and certain other retail stores 
through mandated sale of carryout 
bags. Requires stores to deposit bag 

sale proceeds into a special fund to support spec-
ified environmental projects. Fiscal Impact: Poten-
tial state revenue of several tens of millions of dol-
lars annually under certain circumstances, with 
the monies used to support certain environmental 
programs.

 A YES vote on this 
measure means: If state 
law (1) prohibits giving 
customers certain car-
ryout bags for free and 
(2) requires a charge for 
other types of carryout 
bags, the resulting rev-
enue would be depos-
ited in a new state fund 
to support certain envi-
ronmental programs.

A NO vote on this 
measure means: If 
charges on carryout 
bags are required by a 
state law, that law could 
direct the use of the re-
sulting revenue toward 
any purpose.

YES ON 65— In a 
deal brokered by spe-
cial interest lobby-
ists, the Legislature 
REQUIRED grocery 
stores to CHARGE and 
KEEP fees on certain 
bags at checkout. Gro-
cers get $300 million 
richer, while shoppers 
lose $300 million. 

Prop. 65 is sponsored 
by outof-state plastic com-
panies from South Caroli-
na and Texas. They don’t 
care about California’s envi-
ronment, they just want to 
confuse voters and distract 
from the real issue: the need 
to phase out plastic grocery 
bags. 65 is deceptive and 
doesn’t deserve your vote.

65
PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

Changes procedures governing 
state court challenges to death sen-
tences. Designates superior court for 
initial petitions and limits successive 

petitions. Requires appointed attorneys who take 
noncapital appeals to accept death penalty ap-
peals. Exempts prison officials from existing reg-
ulation process for developing execution meth-
ods. Fiscal Impact: Unknown ongoing impact on 
state court costs for processing legal challenges 
to death sentences. Potential prison savings in the 
tens of millions of dollars annually.

 A YES vote on this 
measure means: Court 
procedures for legal chal-
lenges to death sentenc-
es would be subject to 
various changes, such as 
time limits on those chal-
lenges and revised rules 
to increase the number 
of available attorneys for 
those challenges. 

A NO vote on this 
measure means: There 
would be no changes 
to the state’s current 
court procedures for le-
gal challenges to death 
sentences. The state 
would still be limited 
to housing condemned 
inmates only at certain 
state prisons.

Our death penalty sys-
tem is bogged down by de-
cades of appeals. We need 
to reform it, not repeal it, 
by passing Proposition 66. 
Prop. 66 saves millions, 
brings closure to victims’ 
families and justice to bru-
tal murderers. Innocent per-
sons won’t be executed un-
der Prop. 66. 

 Prop. 66 is not real re-
form. We don’t know all 
of its consequences, but 
we do know this: it adds 
more layers of govern-
ment bureaucracy caus-
ing more delays, costs 
taxpayers money, and 
increases California’s 
risk of executing an in-
nocent person. 

66
PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS
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“The most basic duty of government is to 
defend the lives of its own citizens. Any 

government that fails to do so is a govern-
ment unworthy to lead.” 

Donaldjtrump.com

“We have to stop our jobs from being 
stolen from us. We have to stop our com-
panies from leaving the United States, and 

with it, firing all their people.”
September 26, 2016

First Presidential Debate

“I want every single inner city child in Amer-
ica who is today trapped in a failing school to 
have the freedom – the civil right – to attend 

the school of their choice.”
September 8, 2016
Cleveland, Ohio

“Under my plan I’ll be reducing taxes tre-
mendously from 35 percent to 15 percent 
for companies, small and big businesses. 

That’s going to be a job creator like we hav-
en’t seen since Ronald Reagan.”

September 26, 2016
First Presidential Debate

“According to federal data, there are at least 
2 million criminal aliens now inside the 
country. We will begin moving them out 

day one, in joint operations with local, state 
and federal law enforcement.”

August 31, 2016
Donaldjtrump.com

National Security

Immigration

Tax Reform

Education

Unemployment
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“My foreign policy will always put the inter-
ests of the American people, and American 

security, above all else. That will be the foun-
dation of every decision that I will make.”

April 27, 2016
Washington D.C.

“It’s been said that the Second Amendment is 
America’s first freedom. That’s because the Right 

to Keep and Bear Arms protects all our other 
rights. We are the only country in the world that 
has a Second Amendment. Protecting that free-

dom is imperative.”
Donaldjtrump.com

“We’re going to cancel the Paris Climate 
Agreement and stop all payments of U.S. 
tax dollars to U.N. global warming pro-

grams.”
May 26, 2016

Donaldjtrump.com

“I refuse to allow America to become a 
place where gay people, Christian people, 

and Jewish people, are the targets of perse-
cution and intimidation by Radical Islamic 

preachers of hate and violence.”
June 13, 2016

Donaldjtrump.com

“Our elected representatives in the House 
and Senate must: 1. Completely repeal 

Obamacare. Our elected representatives 
must eliminate the individual mandate. No 

person should be required to buy insurance.” 
unless he or she wants to.”

Donaldjtrump.com

Climate Change

Second Amendment Rights

Healthcare 

Terrorism

Foreign policy



“Online or off-line, the bottom line is that 
we are in a contest of ideas against an ide-
ology of hate, and we have to win. Let’s be 
clear, though, Islam is not our adversary.”

November 19, 2015
Council on Foreign Relations

“If the FBI is watching you for suspected ter-
rorist links, you shouldn’t be able to just go buy 
a gun... You shouldn’t be able to exploit loop-
holes and evade criminal background checks 

by buying online or at a gun show.”
June 13, 2016

Cleveland, Ohio 

“Let’s … make debt-free college available to 
everyone. ... And let’s liberate the millions 

of Americans who already have student 
debt.”

June 22, 2016
North Carolina Rally

“There are still too many places where les-
bian, gay, bisexual, and transgender Ameri-
cans are targeted for harassment and vio-

lence. There are still too many young people 
out there feeling hopeless and alone.”

September 26, 2015
Human Rights Campaign

“It’s outrageous that multi-millionaires and 
billionaires are allowed to play by a differ-
ent set of rules than hardworking families, 

especially when it comes to paying their 
fair share of taxes.”
January 11, 2016
Waterloo, Iowa

LGBT Rights

Tax Reform

Terrorism

Second Amendment Rights

Education
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“I want us to invest in your future. That means 
jobs in infrastructure, in advanced manu-

facturing, innovation and technology, clean 
renewable and small business, because most of 

the jobs will come from small business.”
September 26, 2016

First Presidential Debate

“The American people support comprehensive 
immigration reform not just because it’s the right 
thing to do—and it is—but because they know it 
strengthens families, strengthens our economy, 

and strengthens our country. … We can’t wait any 
longer for a path to full and equal citizenship.” 

May 5, 2015
Las Vegas, Nevada

“I won’t let anyone take us backward, deny 
our economy the benefits of harnessing a 
clean energy future, or force our children 

to endure the catastrophe that would result 
from unchecked climate change.”

November 29, 2015
Time Magazine

“As your president, I want to build on the 
progress we’ve made. I’ll do more to bring 

down healthcare costs for families, ease 
burdens on small businesses, and make sure 

consumers have the choices they deserve. 
And frankly, it is finally time for us to deal 
with the skyrocketing out-of-pocket health 
costs, and particularly runaway prescription 

drug prices.”
September 21, 2015

Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Climate Change

Immigration

Healthcare 

Economy
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A Yes vote approves, and a No vote rejects, a statute that pro-
hibits grocery and other stores from providing customers sin-
gle-use plastic or paper carryout bags but permits sale of recy-

cled paper bags and reusable bags. Fiscal Impact: relatively small fiscal effects 
on state and local governments, including a minor increase in state administra-
tive costs and possible minor local government savings from reduced litter and 
waste management costs.

 A YES vote on this measure means: 
Most grocery stores, convenience 
stores, large pharmacies, and liquor 
stores would be prohibited from pro-
viding single-use plastic carryout 
bags. Stores generally would be re-
quired to charge at least 10 cents for 
any other carryout bag provided to 
customers at checkout. Stores would 
keep the resulting revenue for speci-
fied purposes.

A NO vote on this measure 
means: Stores could continue to 
provide single-use plastic carryout 
bags and other bags free of charge 
unless a local law restricts the use 
of such bags.

 YES on 67 protects California’s suc-
cessful efforts to PHASE OUT PLAS-
TIC GROCERY BAGS. Plastic bags 
strangle wildlife, litter communities, 
raise clean-up costs, clog recycling 
machines. Bans on plastic grocery 
bags are WORKING IN 150 CALI-
FORNIA COMMUNITIES. Don’t let 
out-of-state plastic companies stop 
California.

 DON’T BE FOOLED. Prop. 
67 is a $300 million annual HID-
DEN TAX on consumers who 
will be forced to pay 10 cents 
for every grocery bag at check-
out. Not one penny goes to the 
environment. All $300 million 
goes to grocer profits. Stop 
the bag tax . . .VOTE NO ON 
PROP 67

67
PROPOSITION

YES NO

PROS CONS

Campaign Finance Summary
as of Sep. 30, 2016

Hillary Clinton (Democrat):

• Totalcontributions: $333,205,478
• Total receipts: $460,168,401
• Total disbursements: $400,504,099
• Cash on hand: $59,664,302

 Source: fec.gov

Donald Trump (Republican): 

• Total contributions: $100,930,879
• Total receipts: $224,449,710
• Total disbursements: $189,673,422
• Cash on hand: $34,776,287

Source: fec.gov
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