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With less than 50 days before 
the 2020 election, California’s 
contested 39th Congressional Dis-
trict is set for a rematch between 
Congressman Gil Cisneros and 

challenger Young Kim. 
The two last squared off in 

2018, which was one of the closest 
races the country had seen. Kim 
was ahead in early reporting for 
a week before Cisneros took the 
lead, finishing with 52.6% of the 
vote to Kim’s 47.4%. 

Cisneros is a former Navy 

lieutenant commander who came 
into office during the 2018 “blue 
wave,” that saw Democrats take 
back a majority in the House of 
Representatives and pick up ev-
ery Congressional seat in Orange 
County. 
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Republicans try to reclaim 39th 
district in congressional rematch 

Running for the California State 
Assembly seat of the 65th District, 
which covers Fullerton, Buena Park 
and parts of Anaheim and Garden 

Grove, are incumbent Sharon 
Quirk-Silva and Cynthia Thacker 
in the Nov. 3 election.

Quirk-Silva, the Democratic can-
didate, is a current member of the 
California State Assembly and has 
served three terms in the State As-
sembly since 2012. Prior to that, she 
was a member of the Fullerton City 

Council for eight years, which in-
cluded two terms as mayor. Some 
of her main goals this term are ex-
panding access to affordable health-
care, increasing school funding and 
investing in infrastructure, accord-
ing to her campaign website.

CAMILLE MANALOTO
MATTHEW COOK

Staff Writers

Democrats lead race for state 
assembly with 13.5% advantage

The 29th California State Sen-
ate District seat is set for a rematch 
this November between Republican 
incumbent Ling Ling Chang and 
Democrat challenger Josh New-
man, who lost that same seat in a 

2018 recall election. The 29th Dis-
trict has historically been a major 
swing district in the Senate, with 
narrow victories by Democrats 
and Republicans over the past four 
years as the left has moved in and 
out of holding onto a supermajori-
ty in the Senate. The district is set at 
the intersection of Los Angeles, Or-
ange and San Bernardino counties, 

including Chino Hills, Fuller-
ton, Anaheim and Diamond Bar, 
among other cities. This year, the seat 
is projected to be one of the closest rac-
es in the Senate statewide. At the 
last general election in 2016, Chang 
and Newman were less than 2% away 
from each other in the final tally. 

NOAH BIESIADA
Asst. Editor

State senate canidates clash 
once again for 29th district

SEE SENATE      2  

SEE CONGRESS     2

SEE ASSEMBLY     2
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This will be the third time 
Chang and Newman run against 
each other for this seat. Newman 
won the race in 2016 and Chang 
won the recall election against 
him in 2018 following his vote on 
a controversial bill that increased 
gas taxes. This will be Chang’s 
first showdown with Newman in 
a general election since 2016. As a 
former mayor of Diamond Bar and 
state assembly member, Chang’s 
primary talking points on her 

page revolve around the state’s re-
sponse to the COVID-19 pandem-
ic, focusing on actions she took to 
help distribute personal protective 
equipment to nursing homes and 
her background in a health infor-
mation firm. 

Newman, a former officer in 
the U.S. Army, held the seat from 
2016-18. His main focuses have 
been on increasing access to vet-
eran’s resources, creating mental 
health resources and education. 
In the primary election, Chang 
pulled nearly 48% of the vote on 

her own, with Newman follow-
ing at just over 34%. However, the 
only other competition in the race 
came from Democrat Joseph Cho, 
meaning that close to 18% of the 
primary voters will now have to 
choose between the two remaining 
candidates. 

Voter registration in the dis-
trict leans to the left, with over 
39% of the district as registered 
Democrats, but nearly 33% of 
the district’s voters are regis-
tered Republicans and another 
23% with no preference. 

His Congressional seat was his 
first elected position. He has largely 
followed the party line over his first 
term, including appointing Nancy 
Pelosi as speaker of the house, de-
spite earlier signing a letter that he 
would oppose Pelosi taking over 
the role.  

Kim’s early political experience 
came from serving on former Con-
gressman Ed Royce’s staff, who 
held a seat in Congress for over 20 
years as his director of Community 

Relations and Asian Affairs. Royce 
served as the 39th district’s repre-
sentative from 1993 through 2002, 
and again from 2013-18. 

Following that, she ran for and 
won a seat in the state assembly 
in 2014, beating incumbent Sha-
ron Quirk-Silva in the 65th district, 
which covers parts of Anaheim, 
Buena Park, Cypress, Fullerton, 
Garden Grove, La Palma and 
Stanton. 

Kim lost to Quirk-Silva in the 
2016 election, who has held the seat 
ever since.  

In the primaries, Kim pulled in 
more votes than Cisneros, and beat 
him by 6% to bring in just over half 
the total number of votes. 

Since then, projections from 
Cook Political Report, one of the 
country’s leading nonpartisan elec-
tion analyzers, show the race is 
likely to go to Cisneros in the fall, 
shifting its listing from “Leaning 
Democrat,” to “Likely Democrat,” 
in July 2020.

Both candidates are set for a hard 
race from here until the Nov. 3 
election. 

Opposing Quirk-Silva in the 
65th District is Republican candi-
date, Cynthia Thacker. Thacker has 
served as a committee member of 
the Republican Party of Orange 
County and is a former president of 
the OC Republican Women, Feder-
ated, according to the OC Register. 

Thacker is challenging Quirk-Sil-
va on issues regarding equality for 

businesses. As a former business-
woman, Thacker said she believes 
the Democratic Party in the district 
will drive more businesses out of 
the state. Thacker is an advocate for 
President Donald Trump and is run-
ning her campaign focused around 
the people in her district rather than 
political issues. The 65th District 
has a higher democratic rating in 
terms of voter registration, but in re-
cent years has gone back and forth 

between nominating Democratic 
and Repulican members. 

As the Democratic party has a 
13.5% advantage in voters regis-
tered in the district, an advantage 
would be given to Quirk-Silva to 
retain her seat in the state assem-
bly. With the assembly woman’s 
overall experience and years in 
politics, Thacker would have to up-
set Quirk-Silva for her seat, which 
will be decided on Nov. 3.
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California Propositions: A general overview of the 2020 

PROP. 

KARINA GUTIERREZ
Editor

NOAH BIESIADA
Asst. Editor

PROP. 

With less than a month until 
election night, California voters 
are turning in ballots that will de-
fine leadership in local, state and 
federal government for the next 
two to four years. 

However, many voters struggle 
to understand propositions, which 
are placed on the ballot either by 
the state legislature or by a signa-
ture petition from the public. Prop-
ositions can override the existing 
state laws and even the state con-
stitution if they bring in enough 
votes. It can only be reversed by 
another proposition, not the state 
government. 

Below is a basic overview of 
some of the most debated state ini-
tiatives in California, and what a 
yes or no vote means. 

Property Tax Increases 
One of the more controversial 

propositions on the ballot, Propo-
sition 15 could see a large increase 
in property taxes for commercial 
properties to help fund schools and 
local government agencies. 

Placed on the ballot by a peti-
tion, the tax would only increase 
on commercial properties valued at 
over $3 million. It is supported by 
local teachers’ unions, nurses and 
small business organizations. 

Opponents of the measure say 
it is designed to get around Prop-
osition 13, one of the most con-
troversial ballot initiatives in Cal-
ifornia history that froze property 
taxes based on when a home was 
purchased to keep costs down for 
long-term residents.

The new tax assessments would 
be based on how much the prop-
erty might be sold for instead of 
what the building was originally 
purchased for, but would not affect 
homes or properties under $3 mil-
lion in value. 

An analysis by the Califor-
nia Secretary of State’s office es-
timates the new tax would bring 
in anywhere from $8-12.5 billion 
annually starting in 2025, with 
60% of the new funds going to 
counties and cities while the oth-
er 40% goes to local community 
college districts and K-12 school 
districts. 

A yes vote would mean an in-
crease in property taxes to fund 
local governments and schools, 
while a no vote would leave the 
system as is. 

Affirmative Action 
Another major debate in this 

year’s propositions comes with the 
potential return of affirmative ac-
tion programs, which would allow 
the state to “consider race, sex, color, 
ethnicity and national origin in pub-
lic education, public employment 
and public contracting,” according 

to the California Secretary of 
State’s office. 

In 1996, California voters 
passed an initiative banning any 
consideration of sex, gender or eth-
nicity for public jobs and schools, 
with many calling those programs 
a violation of the Constitution that 
benefited minorities. 

Advocates of Proposition 16 this 
year include the League of Wom-
en Voters of California, California 

Federation of Teachers and the 
Minority Business 

Con-

sortium, which have argued that 
the return of affirmative action 
would help open up opportunities 
for women and minorities who 
have been historically closed off 
due to systemic racism and wage 
discrimination. 

Those new measures could in-
clude changing college applica-
tions, a long-running debate that 
continues to grow more complex 
as the University of California vot-
ed earlier this year to phase out the 
standardized testing system that 
has impacted students’ college ac-

ceptance for decades. 
The new propo-

sition 

would align the state’s guidelines 
with those of the federal govern-
ment, setting limits to ensure that 
race, sex and ethnicity are not 
the only requirements in the ap-
plication process, but are consid-
ered among several other factors 
to provide equal protection for all 
citizens. 

While the proposition 
does not directly affect the 
state’s budget, the f inal out-
come of the budget remains 
unclear as different depart-
ments could choose to im-
plement programs in differ-
ent ways, or not at all. 
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PROP. 
Independent Contractors  
In a public battle between em-

ployers and employees, if passed, 
this ballot would turn Uber, Lyft 
and Doordash drivers into inde-
pendent contractors which could 
exempt companies from provid-
ing a standard wage and hour 
restrictions. 

It would also allow driv-
ers to decide when, where and 
the amount of hours they wish 
to work, although in turn, they 
would not receive employee bene-
fits and the protection required by 
companies. 

If the law is not imple-
mented, the 

companies would hire drivers as 
official employees. The passing 
of California Assembly Bill 5 in 
Sept. 2019 made it more difficult 
for companies to treat their work-
ers as independent contractors. 

Ever since the bill’s passage, 
California has sued Uber and Lyft 
for violating the law. This ballot 
measure is a $110 million effort 
by the companies to exclude their 
drivers from the law. 

Those in favor of the proposi-
tion argue that it would provide 
workers with new benefits, guar-
anteed earnings and strengthen 
public safety. 

Opposers argue that voting no 
on the measure would stop bil-
lion-dollar companies from at-
tempting to exempt themselves 
from California law all while prof-
iting from it. Proponents also point 
out that under this bill, drivers 

would not receive protections 
or rights such as 

health care and unemployment 
benefits. 

Parole Voting
A ballot measure causing much 

debate, Proposition 17 could re-
store voting rights to those who 
have successfully completed their 
prison time or those currently 
serving parole. 

In 1974, Californian voters 
passed a ballot measure allowing 
those with completed sentences 
and not on parole to vote. As a re-
sult, approximately 40,000 resi-
dents who are no longer in prison 
are unable to legally vote because 
they are still on parole.

People eventually associated 
the issue with race since the ma-
jority of people on parole being 
Latino or Black, according to a 
2018 study. 

Opponents to the proposi-
tion argue that 

the 

measure would amend the Cali-
fornia Constitution, granting those 
who have broken the law the right 
to cast their vote, despite their pa-
role remaining incomplete.

Proponents said that those who 
have served time and have re-
stored their right to vote are less 
likely to commit future crimes, 
thus allowing them to be reintro-
duced to society. 

Rent Control 
Rent control has made an ap-

pearance on the ballot once again, 
this time granting cities the au-
thority to introduce new rent con-
trol laws or expand current ones to 
homes that are at least 15 years old. 
It would also exclude single-fami-
ly homes owned by landlords.  

The statute is being pushed 
by Michael Weinstein, the pres-
ident of the AIDS Healthcare 
Foundation, who had attempted 
to get the proposition passed in 
the previous election. 

Supporters of the proposi-
tion proclaim that, if passed, 
the measure would tackle home-
lessness by allowing families 
to stay in their homes. Those 
who argue against it hold that 
the current rent control laws in 
place are already strong enough, 
all while providing a form of 
protection that the proposition 
would lack if implemented. 

Seventeen Year Olds Voting In 
the Primaries

If passed, Proposition 18 could 
let underage high school students 
vote in the primary election as 
long as they turn 18 years old by 
Election Day. The California pri-
mary election, which was moved 
to March for the first time earlier 
this year, dictates who will be the 
final two candidates in Novem-
ber for the state Assembly and 
state Senate, as well as the feder-
al House of Representatives and 
Senate. Placed on the ballot by 
the California State Legislature, 
proponents have pointed out that 
if citizens under the age of 18 are 
allowed to hold a job, pay taxes 
and enlist in the military, then they 
should be allowed to vote. 

Opponents have pointed to sci-
entific evidence that the logic cen-
ter of teenager’s brains have not 
fully developed. But according to 
multiple researchers, the brain isn’t 
fully developed until the age of 25. 
The new law would also apply 
to any special elections held be-
tween a primary and the general 
election, including recalls and ap-
pointments to fill a vacated seat. 

The Daily Titan will be 
providing more in-depth 
analysis of the California 
2020 ballot propositions 
heading into the election. 
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Candidates compete for city council 

Eight candidates are running 
for three seats on the Fullerton 
City Council this November, 
where at least two new members 
will join a board faced with ma-
jor financial decisions in the near 
future. 

Whether or not Fullerton resi-
dents pass a new sales tax mea-
sure, the council will be chal-
lenged by a tough financial future 
that could see major cuts across 
the board while trying to fix the 
city’s aging infrastructure. 

In Fullerton’s 1st District, both 
candidates stand against the new 
taxes. Bankruptcy attorney An-
drew Cho and business owner 

Fred Jung shared their separate 
views. Cho said the city needed 
to attract new businesses, while 
Jung said the lack of an expira-
tion date on the tax, along with 
the fact that the money was not 
specifically allocated to one 
department, made him stand 
against it. Cho has netted major 
conservative endorsements from 
outgoing Mayor Jennifer Fitzger-
ald and Young Kim, a former as-
semblywoman who is currently 
running for Congress. Jung has 
been endorsed by the OC Regis-
ter and the Fullerton firefighters 
union. 

In the city’s 2nd District, four 
candidates are running to take 
over the open seat. Businessman 
Nick Dunlap,  Chuck Sargeant, a 
dog sanctuary owner, Dr. Faisal 

Qazi, a neurologist, and Macken-
zie Chang, a federal officer who 
works with asylum seekers, are 
all leading with helping business-
es enter the city. 

Dunlap and Sargeant are 
both proponents for new busi-
ness in Fullerton, as they advo-
cate for streamlining the process 
and reaching out to companies 
that wish to move. Chang has 
said contracts with the city’s la-
bor unions need to be renego-
tiated, while Qazi’s top priority 
is renovating Fullerton’s aging 
infrastructure. 

The 4th District is the only 
race between two elected offi-
cials, with Councilman Bruce 
Whitaker defending his seat 
from attorney Aaruni Thakur, a 
member of the Fullerton School 

Board. Whitaker, who has been 
on the council for 10 years, is the 
only member of the current coun-
cil who has publicly spoken out 
against the sales tax and helped 
write the ballot statement oppos-
ing it. He said the best move for 
the city is to deal with its pension 
liabilities and look to cut spend-
ing wherever possible, rather than 
force taxpayers to pick up the 
tab. 

Thakur is one of the few candi-
dates who endorses the tax mea-
sure, as he said that without it the 
city will have to continue leav-
ing vacant positions on staff and 
cutting programs. He’s also tak-
en aim at Whitaker’s record, and 
said that in every election for the 
past 10 years, he has promised to 
fix roads, but never delivered. 

A dive into the Fullerton propositions

Proposition S: 
Fullerton residents will have to 

decide on Proposition S, which is 
a measure that, if passed, would 
institute a 1.25% sales-tax increase 
to provide funding for community 
services, street repair and emergen-
cy response services. 

The tax would provide approxi-
mately $25 million a year as the city 
faces a grim financial future.

If the measure does not pass, the 

city would have to cut annual ex-
penditures by $5 million in order to 
remain stable, in addition to finding 
an additional $6 million to main-
tain roads. 

A “Yes” vote on the measure 
would approve and authorize the 
city to implement the tax increase 
that couldn’t be ended by voters un-
til the next election year. A “No” 
vote on the proposition would reject 
the proposed tax. 

Proponents of the measure argue 
that because the funds accumulated 
by Proposition S would stay local, it 
would repair local streets and could 

address homelesness in the city by 
improving prevention services. Its 
main supporter is Mayor Jennifer 
Fitzgerald. 

Opponents of the tax increase 
claim that the measure would al-
low city officials to continue mak-
ing irresponsible policy decisions as 
they constantly overspend on sala-
ries and benefits. Bruce Whitaker is 
the proposition’s main opposer and 
the only council member to stand 
against it.   
Proposition U:

After Fullerton saw a boom in 
the use of  illegal fireworks during 

the summer, the city council will 
let the voters decide if pyrotech-
nics have a place in the communi-
ty. Proposition U would prohibit 
the sale, possession and use of fire-
works within the city. 

If the measure passes, fireworks 
would still make an annual appear-
ance on Independence Day, but in 
public displays authorized by the 
Fullerton Fire Department. The 
proposition is aimed at stopping the 
use of illegal fireworks in the city. 

The proposition is intended 
to amend the Fullerton Munici-
pal Code Chapter 7.26, which has 

permitted the sale, possession and 
use of fireworks within the city lim-
its of Fullerton since 2012. 

Opponents of the proposition 
said that the sale of fireworks has 
garnered over $2 million in profits 
from the community, therefore tak-
ing away the fireworks would take 
away from local groups. It has also 
been argued that even if fireworks 
were banned, residents would still 
use them. 

City council members who 
have voiced their opposition to 
the measure include Fitzgerald 
and Bruce Whitaker. 

NOAH BIESIADA
Asst. Editor

KARINA GUTIERREZ
Editor

ARIANNA GUTIERREZ / DAILY TITAN
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Column: Apoliticism is not an option

The upcoming election is argu-
ably the most crucial election our 
generation and generations before 
us have had the opportunity to 
witness. 

As expressed in both presiden-
tial debates this year, some of the 
major issues at hand in this elec-
tion include racial inequality, cli-
mate change and management 
of the COVID-19 pandemic — 
all carrying a massive risk to the 
lives of Americans. 

Voter turnout is expected to in-
crease dramatically during this 
election, as many people have be-
come more politically educated 
and active through social media 
and community advocacy. 

Unfortunately, there are still 
some people who don’t care 
enough to submit their ballot. 

In the last few months, I’ve 
spoken to multiple people who 
have expressed their distaste for 
political discussion and are un-
sure whether they will be voting 
in this election. 

I’ve heard phrases like, “I don’t 
like the drama of it” and “I’m just 
not passionate about politics.” 

I hate to break it to you, but 
choosing not to vote or voting 
for random candidates as a joke 
is a gross and selfish example of 
privilege, as it does nothing to 
improve the awful situation our 

country is in. While the topic of 
politics, especially during the last 
four years, is oftentimes ugly and 
can lead to heated conversations, 
this is in no way a valid reason to 
abstain from voting. 

If you’re debating whether or 
not to vote or looking at the elec-
tion solely through the lens of 
your own personal needs, please 
take a moment to think about the 
nation’s several underrepresented 
groups who need your vote and 
not just yourself. 

Making up nearly one-sixth 
of eligible voters in the United 
States, many adults living with 
disabilities depend on the votes of 
able-bodied citizens to advocate 
for them and their struggles. 

Ballot locations offer little help 
to those with physical disabili-
ties, and state laws revoke the vot-
ing rights of many adults who are 
mentally disabled over inaccurate 
stereotypes regarding cognitive 
capabilities. 

In 30 states, U.S. citizens pre-
viously charged with felonies are 
unable to vote in important elec-
tions even after they have com-
pleted their prison sentence. 

Two states revoke citizens’ vot-
ing rights until they have com-
pleted their prison sentence and 
parole and 19 states revoke citi-
zens’ voting rights until they have 
completed their prison sentence, 
parole and probation. Nine states 
even have the ability to revoke cit-
izens’ voting rights for the rest of 
their lives.  

Concerning the stigma around 
those who have committed 

felonies and their value to Amer-
ican society, it is important to rec-
ognize the fact that we have nev-
er been and will never be able 
to spend a day in these people’s 
shoes. Their inability to vote de-
pletes them of their opportunity to 
express their voice and contribute 
to society. 

On any given day of the year, 
over 500,000 people in the U.S. 
are homeless, yet election pro-
cesses do little to offer them ac-
cessible means to voting in major 
elections. Although every state al-
lows voting registration for people 
without housing, the procedures 
for them to successfully sub-
mit their ballots, such as require-
ments of a valid mailing address 
and state-issued ID, are exhaust-
ing and cause extremely low voter 
turnout. 

Along with these groups, many 
immigrants and their children 
who have made lives for them-
selves in the U.S. are still unable 
to express their views through the 
means of voting, which places an 
even greater dependence on the 
votes of abled citizens. 

If you don’t feel the need to 
vote to uphold your own rights, 
vote to uphold theirs. For those 
who still don’t think your vote re-
ally matters: Look around. 

Even if you were able to ignore 
all of these vulnerable groups de-
pending on you to advocate for 
them, it’s impossible to invali-
date the number of deaths and in-
justice our nation is experiencing 
during this election season. 

Under the current leadership, 

over 200,000 people have died 
from COVID-19, making our na-
tion’s death rate from the virus the 
highest in the developed world. 
Abstaining from voting means 
submitting to and accepting the 
lack of responsibility and action 
from the country’s political lead-
ers. During one of the most para-
mount election seasons in Amer-
ican history, we have the power 
to decide what matters most to us 
and our community and vote ac-
cordingly. Privilege is blatantly 

obvious when people choose not 
to vote, ultimately depleting our 
values and opinions. 

Engaging in politics shouldn’t 
be a choice. Whether or not your 
privilege allows you to ignore pol-
itics or act like they don’t matter, 
voting is a crucial means of pro-
tecting human rights and creating 
a more unified nation. 

Don’t undermine your 
strength as a voter. Your vote 
may not matter to you, but it 
matters to someone else.

While politics can often be 
ugly, there is no valid reason 
to abstain from voting.

KENNEDI LOPES
Asst. Editor

REBECCA MENA / DAILY TITAN






