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The argument in favor of this measure is notable for what it leaves out. While

proponent
1)

2)

3)

4)

3)

6)

Residents

s promise “strict accountability,” key details are missing:

No Binding Requirements: There are no provisions to address rising
pension costs or aging infrastructure.

No Justification for the Increase: There is no rationale for tripling residents’
taxes.

No Stated Use of Funds: The tax produces $8 million in new discretionary
revenue, but there is no spending plan.

No Safeguards: The measure lacks protections against creating permanent
non-essential programs with new staffing that drive permanent spending
increases beyond the term of the tax.

Undisclosed Tax Cost: It does not disclose that average homeowner taxes
will increase to $3,300 initially, then climb to $4,400.

No Measurable Outcomes: It relies on broad assurances instead of
specified goals or measurable outcomes.

value public safety, which requires a spending plan that addresses the City's

structural deficit and protects long-term safety funding.

Measure E remains in place through 2027 We need a transparent. accountable, and

sustainabl
We have t
VOTE NO

e solution.

ime. Let’s get this right.




