Taxicab Permits

PROPOSITION M

Shall City law be amended to authorize issuance of restricted taxicab permits inthe YES - -

names of one or more persons, and to set a full-time driving or operating
requlre_m_ent for permit-holders at 800 hours per year? i :

NO 4m =@

" Digest

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: A 1978 initiative ordinance sets rules
for how the City issues taxicab permits. A Charter
Amendment passed by the voters in 1998 created.a Taxi
Commission appointed by the Mayor.
* A permit may be issued only to an individual person. A
permit may not be issued to a business, partnership or
corporation.  Permit-holders personally must drive the
taxicab for at least four (4) hours a day on 75 percent of
business days in a year, currently interpreted as 156 shifts.
Although the 1978 ordinance does not specifically
provide for restricted permits, the City does issue permits
for wheelchair-accessible taxis. -

THE PROPOSAL:Proposition M would amend the 1978
initiative ordinance governing taxicab permits by authorizing
the Taxi Commission to issue special permits. Ownership
‘of these permits would not be restricted to an individual
person, but could be issued to two or more persons. These
permits could be issued for:

* wheelchair-accessible taxis;
* transportation emergencies; .
* taxis operated only during certain business hours,
such as “peak time";
* taxis operated only in certain areas such as neighbor-
hood-only, City only, or Airport-only.
* Fleet-taxis
The Board of Supervisors or the Taxi Commission would
define and set the restrictions on these special permits.
Permit-holders would be required to operate the permit
for at least 800 hours each year. The Board of Supervisors
or the Taxi Commission would decide what taxi-related
activities, other than driving, counted as operation,

A “YES”VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to make
these changes to the City's taxicab laws. '

A “NO” VOTE MEANS: If you vote no, you do not want to
make these changes.

Controller's Statement on “M”

City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the follow-
ing statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition M:

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my
opinion, it would have little or no impact on the City's
General Fund, but it would likely increase the level of
administrative and enforcement costs required of the City's
fee-supported taxi regulation efforts.

How “M” Got on the Ballot

On August Sth, 2000 the Department of Elections
received a proposed ordinance signed by Supervisors
Becerril, Brown, Kaufman, Leno, Teng, Yaki, and Yee.

The City Election Code allows four or more Supervisors
to place an ordinance on the ballot in this manner.

THIS MEASURE REQUIRES 50%+1 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES TO PASS.

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE P-193

SOME OF THE WORDS USED IN THE BALLOT DIGEST ARE EXPLAINED ON PAGE P-2
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‘Sunset,

Taxicab Permits.

 Everyone knows that getting a taxi, especnally in the outer
nelghborhoods, is difficult. Although we hive put more taxis on

the street in the past few years, ‘service for neighborhood

residents, seniors and the disabled is still not adequate. Itis next
to impossible to get a cab to promptly respond to calls from the
Excelsior, the Bayview and .other outlying
nelghborhoods These communities desperately require expanded
enhanced taxi service.

Propositlon Misa strnighttorward measure that will give
our Taxi Commission the ability to improve taxi service,
particularly in low income and outer neighborhoods.

. The Commission would have the ability to issue permits for:

* Wheelchair accessible taxis;
. = Transportation emergencies;

¢ Peak times;

* Neighborhood taxis;

o Airport taxis.

“Proposition M requires that all new permils go to experienced
members of the taxicab industry, ensuring that permits are held and
operated by those who know the City and its transportation needs.

Proposition M integrates taxi service into our Transit First

PROPONENT’S ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

goals by ensuring taxis are a real public transportation option,

Proposition’ M protects the City’s ability to stabilize and
expand wheelchair taxi permits, that are prohibited under
current law and subject to legal challenge. '

" Proposition M, like current law, prohibits transfer or sale of
taxi permits and prohibits issuance of any permit to a corpora-
tion, company or partnership.

Our neighborhoods deserve better taxi service. Let's give our
Taxi Commission the ability to create innovative, progressive
new programs that will improve service. Proposition M makes
these improvements possible. We are in favor of bringing taxis
to the neighborhoods where they are needed. You can help by
voting Yes on Proposition M.

Mayor Willie Brown

Supervisor Alicia Becerril
Supervisor Amos Brown
Supervisor Leslie Katz
Supervisor Barbara Kaufian
Supervisor Mark Leno
Supervisor Mabel Teng
Supervisor Michael Yaki
Supervisor Leland Yee

REBUTTAL TO PROPONENT’S A.RGUIV!IENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

Proposition M is an attempted cynical manipulation of the

-riding public which will not, as promised, result in better service.

This confusing measure can be summarized thus:

It won’t put more cabs on the suecls That’s the Taxi
Commission’s job.

It won’t i improve an inefficient dispatch system. That’s lhe job
of cab companies.

It will reward those same companies by giving them their own
permits.

The Commission can authorize any of lhe specialized permits
listed in the proponents’ argument. But, the proponent conve-
niently fails to mention one class of permits this proposition
would newly authorize: fleet permits.

Current law says that all permits must go to dnvus not to
companies. Proposition M would allow them to go Lo companies
and allow them an exemption from the present driving
requirement. :

The proponents of Proposition M claim that wheelchair-acces-
sible ramp taxis are currently prohibited. But, sixty-five wheel-
chair-accessible ramp cabs, authorized under the Mumcipul
Code, are now in service.

As City officials, we are dedicated to achieving the best taxi
service possible. More cabs, and a plan for better response time
can achieve that goal. Proposition M can’t. Instead, it will give
a windfall 10 companies and hurt cab drivers.

We urge you to vote NO.

Supervisor Gavin Newsom
Supervisor Tom Ammiano
Supervisor Sue Bierman

Tauxi Commissioner Paul Gillespie
Taxi ?ommis.s‘ioner Mary McGuire

Arguments printed on this page are the.opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any officlal agency.
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Taxicab Permits

OPPONENT’S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M

Proposition M is the seventh cab company attack on the
governing law of the San Francisco taxi indusiry, Proposition K
of 1978. As in the past, this attempt is not about service, it's
about profits and power. '

As co-chair of the Mayor's Taxi Task Force, 1 became
intimately familiar with the workings of the taxi industry and the
problems of taxi service. The Task Force adopted over 50
recommendations to address those problems, among them the
creation of a Taxi Commission with ample powers to improve
service. The Commission has issued over 300 more taxi permits,
including wheelchair-accessible taxis, with almost 100 more
on the way. This fall, I will encourage the Taxi Commission to
issue even more.

Proposition K called for the issuance of as many permits as are
needed to provide good cab service. 1t allows for different kinds
of permits to be issued, including permits for wheelchair-accessible
ramp taxis, neighborhood taxis, and others supposcdly
authorized by Proposition M. Proposition K promoted better

customer service by giving service providers a share in profits:
permits can only be issued to full-time drivers, If Proposition M
passes, permit holders wouldn't even have to drive a faxi!

This partial repeal of Proposition K is replete with vague and
confusing language which company representatives could not or
would not clarify, including a provision allowing for the issuance
of a new class of “fleet permils,” and other provisions allowing
for companies, rather than individuals, to control permits,

Proposition M short-circuits the reforms begun by the Task
Force. If it passes, the losers will be the riding public who were
misled to think it would result in better taxicab service. Instead
of improving service, needed reforms would fall by the wayside
in this cab company grab for profits.

Supervisor Gavin Newsom

REBUTTAL TO OPPONENT’S ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION M

Are you able to get a cab when and where you need onc? If
you live in the Richmond, West Portal, OMI, Bayview Hunters
Point or the Sunset, can you really rely on taxis for your
transportation needs? '

Taxi service in our City’s outlying neighborhoods is scarce at
best. Unfortunately, until Proposition M, ncighborhood
transportation needs have been ignored.

Proposition M will give the Taxi Commission the ability to
issue permits that could specifically serve outlying and low
income neighborhoods that currently lack taxi service. 11 this
is already possible as Supervisor Newsom asserts, why haven't
such permits been issued Lo serve those neighborhoods? Now is
the opportunity for real solutions -- not empty rhetoric.

Proposition M furthers the reform process begun by the
Mayor’s Taxi Task Force and the establishment of the Taxi

Commission, giving them real ability to make real change that
benefits neighborhood residents.

I you are not happy with the taxi service in your neighborhood,
Support Proposition M for real taxi service reform,

Mavor Willie Brown
Supervisor Alicia Becerril'
Supervisor Amaos Brown
Supervisor Leslie Katz
Supervisor Barbara Kaufinan
Supervisor Mabel Teng
Supervisor Michael Yaki
Supervisor Leland Yee

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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" PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M -

THE GOLDEN GATE RESTAURANT ASSOCIATION
SUPPORTS PROP M FOR BETTER NEIGHBORHOOD
TAXI SERVICE

‘The Golden Gate Restaurant Association strongly supports
Proposition M, a reasonable, slmightl’orwurd measure that will
help improve taxi service, particularly to the City’s outer neigh-
borhoods. Too few taxis to serve restaurant customers and our
staff has been a top issue for our Association. Despite success-
fully getting more cabs on the street in the last few years, service
to neighborhood businesses is still woefully inadequate.

Proposition M simply gives the Taxicab Commission the abil-
ity to address taxi service needs of our neighborhoods through

“specialized permits if necessary.

While we should all be proud of San Francisco’s reputation as
the #1 restaurant city in the world, our cab service is regularly

" criticized by visitors and locals alike. Visitors can’t get back to

their hotels after visiting some of our fine neighborhood restau-
rants. Better cab service would also relieve parking pressures in
neighborhoods if diners are confident of getting a cab. In addi-
tion, our staff often needs to take a cab home late at night for
safety reasons. Yet,-even at 1:00am they cannot rely on a cab to
take them home in a reasonable time frame, especially from
businesses in outer neighborhoods.

The lack of adequate cab service is unacceptable and harms

our City’s international reputation,- The GGRA supported the
creation of the Taxi Commission as a first step toward making
San Francisco a world-class cab city. Prop M gives the Taxi
Commission the ability to put more cabs on the street and more

cabs in our neighborhoods. Let’s become a city where you can

“cab it” to your favorite neighborhood restaurant.
Join the GGRA in supporting Proposition M.,

Golden Gate Restaurant Association
The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument

is the Golden Gate Restaurant Association PAC.

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Southern Wine and Spirits of Northern California 2.
Golden Gate Restaurant Assoclation 3. Scoma'’s, Sausalito,

More taxis equals Better Service. Who opposes this mea-
sure? The taxi medallion holders (the current permit holders)
they are claiming that big corporations will benefit. However,
corporations don’t own any medallions- they’re not allowed to
have them. Companies like Yellow are a co-op, that’s owned by
the drivers. The opponents are actually the current medallion
holders. They simply don’t want more competition.

This measure was put on by consumers that want better service,

Adam Sparks I "
GOP Candidate for Congress, Sah Francisco

The trué source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Adam Sparks. '

The Bayview Hunters Point Community Supports Prop M
. For Better Cab Service!

The Bayview Hunters Point community is simply not served
by taxis. Drivers do not pick up calls and do not drive the streets
of our neighborhood looking for passengers, Qur community is
ignored and isolated, as taxis flock downtown, stranding our res-
idents and forcing them to rely on restricted MUNI schedules.

Prop M can help bring taxi service to our community. As

“one of the City’s fastest changing neighborhoods, Bayview

Hunters Point must rely on crucial transportation services such
as taxis to help our community grow and flourish, Prop M will

give the Taxi Commission the ability to issue neighborhood per-

mits to serve our community as well as other outlying neighbor-
hoods that remain isolated.

We support Prop M and its goal to bring taxi service to alt of
San Francisco's neighborhoods!

Melvin Washington, President, Bayview Merchants Association
Dwayne Robinson, Executive Director, Bayview Barber College

The true source of funds used to pay for the printing fee of this
argument is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi*Service.

The three Ia'rgest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National

‘1 Cab.

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

Senior and Disabled Leaders Support Prop M
. Prop M finally legalizes the City’s ramp or wheelchair accessi-
ble taxis. For too many years, this important program that provides
seniors and the disabled with transportation options other than
MUNI has been subject to legal challenge, because restricted

permits, such as ramp taxis, are prohibited under currerit taxi law,

Isn’t it time this program is brought into compliance with the
~ American’s with Disabilities Act and ramp taxis are awarded the
same protections regular taxi permits are? We think so. Prop M
ensures that this program no longer exists under the cloud of pos-
sible legal challenge.
Protect the City’s wheelchair taxi program by voting Yes on
Prop M. ‘

FDR Democratic Club for Persons with Disabilities and Seniors
August Longo ‘

Alyce G. Brown

Leonard L. Brown

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is the Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1, Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab. :

Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender Community
Leaders Support Better Neighborhood Taxi Service
San Francisco’s Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender com-
munity supports putting more taxis in our City’s neighborhoods.
As a progressive City, we discourage the use of private automo-
biles and. encourage the use of alternative public transportation.
Yet, the availability of taxis in our neighborhoods is unreliable at
best. Prop M gives residents real transportation options, moves
us a slcf) closer to making taxis a real component of our City’s
Transit First policy, and encourages greater use of taxis by all
residents,
Give the Juxi Commission the ability to improve neighborhood
taxi service. Vote Yes on Prop M.

Alice B. Toklas Lesbian/Gay Democratic Club
Wayne Friday, Police Commissioner

Paul M. Hogan, Alice B. Toklas PAC Co-Chair
Anna Damiani

The'true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contributors to the. true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National

Cab.

San Francisco Taxicab Drivers Support Prop M

As San Francisco taxicab drivers, we support Proposition M
because it will help the Taxi Commission reform the taxicab
industry. Proposition M will give drivers the flexibility to drive
better shifts, such as Thursday, Friday, and Saturday nights
schedules when drivers can earn better money. ‘Proposition M
will move drivers who are on the waiting list for a taxi medallion,
closer to obtaining one. ‘As taxi drivers, we support
Proposition M, it is the next step in taxicab industry reform!

David Fernandez
Ahmed Abdulkader
Frank Chan
David Stefani
Asfaw Tedia
Christopher Ulich
Cao Hoang Minh
M. Rosenblum
Mr. Marinov

Luis Curiel
Roger Cardenas

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab. . i

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.

P-183



Taxicab Permits

Democratic Leaders Support Prop M for Better
Nelghborhood Taxi Service
Prop M will ensure that all San Francisco’s nenghborhoods are
served by taxis. Prop M gives the Taxi Commission the ability to
issue special permits that will provide better service to Bayview
Hunters Point, the Sunset, West Portal, the Richmond, Western
Addition, Excelsior and Ingleside neighborhoods to name just a
few. Every neighborhood outside downtown needs more taxis.
Prop M is a straightforward measure that can finally make a
. difference in taxi service. For too long, our City’s outer and
low income neighborhoods have not been able to use taxis as
a real public transportation option. Prop M will give our
- neighborhoods this desperately needed option by allowing the
Taxi Commission to lmally address neighborhood service needs.
Let's give the Commission the ability to try some innovative
solutions that can help bring taxis to underserved communities.
We urge you to support Prop M for innovative, progressive
solutions!

Supe; visor Leslie ‘Katz

Alex Wong, Chair, Asian Pacific Democratic Club

Dean Goodwin, Co-Chair, Alice B. Toklas Lesbian,
Democratic Club

Lee Ann Prifti, Alice'B. Toklas Executwe Boaxd

Juanita Owens, member, Democratic County Central Committee
Tom Hsieh, Supervisor Candidate, District 4

Dennis Herrera, member, Democratic County Central
Committee : :

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contrlbuiors to the true source recipient com-
" mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab.

Gay .

'PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

~ Small Business Leaders Support Prop M
We've all experienced the frustration of trying to call or ﬂag
down a taxicab. Unfor tunately, in our City they are too few and
far between. That hurts our small neighborhood busmesses, the
economic backbone of our City.
As longtime residents and business owners from every district

-of San Francisco, we know how crucial taxis are for our cus-

tomers. Many of our customers are elderly and too frail to ride

a MUNI bus home with their packages. They often rely on taxis
as their only form of transportation. But too often, taxis simply
aren’t available to take these customers home. In addition, many
of our employees use taxis to take them home late at night after
work, when it is just not safe to take the bus or walk.

Prop' M will help ensure that neighborhood businesses aren't
ignored in favor of passengers at downtown businesses, Prop M
will help our small businesses survive by putting cabs in our.
neighborhoods — where they are needed!

Please join us voting Yes on Prop M.

Melvin Washington, President, Bayview Merchants Association
Stephen Cornell, President, Brownies Hardware

" Philip DeAndrade, Owner, Goat Hill Pizza

Adam Sparks, ‘GOP Candidate for Congress
Arthur Bruzzone, Past Chair, SF Republican Party
Dwayne Robinson, Executive Director, Bayview Barber College

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contributors to the true source reciplent com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab. .

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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PAID ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION M

Current and Former Taxi Commissioners Support Prop M
~ As current and former members of the San Francisco Taxi
Commission, we have worked hard over the past two years to
improve taxi service for the entire City. While the Commission

.recently voted to put 100 more taxis on the street, neighborhoods
remain underserved, :

Prop M is a straightforward measure that simply gives the
Commission the ability to issue more restricted use permits,
should the Commission determine that is necessary. The
Commission must still hold public hearings on any proposal it
puts forth and welcomes and encourages public input.

The voters approved the creation of the Taxicab Commission
two years ago. While the Commission has made great strides in
reforming certain areas of outdated taxi law, its hands have been
tied by those same laws that limit its ability to make real sub-
stantive improvements in service, particularly to our City’s outer
neighborhoods. Prop M will give the Commission the ability, if
necessary, to issue permits for:

8 peak times taxis;

 transportation emergencies; and

* neighborhood and airport only taxis.

We hope you'll join us in taking a step toward real reform and
real improvements in service;

Join us in voting Yes on Proposition M.

Rachialle Franklin, Vice President, Taxi Commission
Vincent Agbayani, Taxi Commissioner

Jane Bolig, Former Taxi Commissioner

Clwis Dittenhafer; Former Taxi Commissioner

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.’

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab.

Proposition M makes the driving requirement for permit hold-
ers flexible. Prop M allows a permit holder driver to take a fam-
ily or medical leave without the fear of losing their taxicab per-
mit; Under current law, a permit holder who becomes ill or dis-
abled for longer than three months loses their taxicab permit.
That's just not fair to hard working drivers. Vote Yes on M, it will
help drivers that need medical or family leave,

John Vo

Thong Minh Cao
William Tickle

Hai Van Nguyen
Philip Lellman
Mike Dashti
Donald Mitchell
Domingo Opolakia
Roger Cardenas
Roberto Hernandez
John Ballentine
Mike Garza
Victoria Thompson

‘Cao Huang

Cesar Ascarrrunz

The true source of funds used for the printing fee of this argument
is Coalition for Better Neighborhood Taxi Service.

The three largest contributors to the true source recipient com-
mittee are: 1. Yellow Cab Cooperative 2. Luxor Cab 3. National
Cab.

Arguments printed on this page are the opinion of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency.
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