BLack Women for wellness

PROPOSITIONS
VOTE (HER) GUIDE
PROPOSITION 1: HOUSING PROGRAMS AND
VETERANS’ LOANS BOND
Prop 1 is a part of a legislative package to increase
affordable housing in California. It would authorize 4
billion dollars in bonds for housing-related programs
for Veterans. This includes: grants, multi-housing
projects, development of homes for low-income
families, 1 billion dollars for farm loans and housing
assistance.
The break down of the bond funding:
•
•
•
•
•
•

$1.5 billion for Multifamily Housing Program for
low-income residents
$1 billion for loans to help veterans purchase
farms and homes
$450 million for infill and transit-oriented
housing projects
$300 million for farmworker housing program
$300 million for manufactured and mobile
homes.
The proposition also provides housing assistance
for buyers, infrastructure financing, and
matching grants to expand affordable housing
stock.

BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES
This is one of three propositions that are on the
ballot about affordable housing in California. Bonds,
in general, are not the best way to fund projects
in California. But it has been the go-to for funding
projects that for whatever reason, can not get
through the traditional budget process. However, with
that said, California is an incredibly high-cost state to
live in. It currently requires the third highest wage for
fair market rent in the country, behind Hawaii and
Washington D.C. Additionally, approximately one out
of 4 homeless veterans live in the state of California
and homelessness is a top line issue for many
Californians. Because of this, even though we dislike
the bond process as a way to fund much-needed
safety net programs, we need to start investing in
affordable housing and this is an important piece to
start that investment.

PROPOSITION 2: USE MILLIONAIRE’S TAX
REVENUE FOR HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION
HOUSING BONDS MEASURE - NO PLACE LIKE
HOME ACT
This is a tricky one. This proposition is on the ballot
because it is an attempt to reallocate funds from the
Mental Health Act, a proposition passed in 2004. The
act instituted a 1% tax on Californians who make
over 1 million dollars to fund mental health services.
As a part of the California legislature package for
homelessness, the state proposed to reallocate 2
billion dollars of funds from the Mental Health Act to
the No Place Like Home Act.
The proposition :
• Allows the State to use 140 million dollars per
year of county mental health funds to repay the 2
billion dollars in bonds.
• Authorizes the department to contract and pay
out services related to supportive housing for
the targeted population i.e. people impacted by

•

severe mental health issues.
Authorizes the department to enter into loan
agreements

The proponents of Prop 2 say that the money will go
to building 20,000 homes across California, as well
as strengthening partnerships with law enforcement,
doctors and mental health services. Those who
oppose the initiative bring up concerns over misuse
of funds and the high administrative cost. It is
important to note that this is not a new tax just
redirecting the funds of an existing tax.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES
Like most bonds and propositions, it’s not perfect and
there should be a better way to reallocate the funding
without going through the proposition process.
However, this is an example of not letting the perfect
be the enemy of the good. Any money to address
both the homelessness crisis and the lack of mental
health resources in California is much needed so
that’s why we are recommending yes.

PROPOSITION 3: WATER INFRASTRUCTURE
AND WATERSHED CONSERVATION BOND
INITIATIVE
This proposition would authorize an 8.8 billion
dollars bond to address the water infrastructure
of California. This includes repairing dams, water
storage, and habitat rehabilitation and restorations.
The state fiscal analyst says that “California residents
will pay about 8.4 billion dollars in interest over
the 40-year bond”. The total cost will be 17.3 billion
dollars.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES
Sad face, yes it’s another bond proposition. However,
until we get more elected officials who are willing
to put the very boring infrastructure projects in
the budget and a public that is willing to push and
support legislation to fund said boring infrastructure,
this is our best bet to fund vital projects needed to
shore up our water supplies.

PROPOSITION 4: CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL
BONDS INITIATIVE
Proposition 4 is another bond measure, this one
specifically is for funding hospitals.
The breakdown is as follows (ballotpedia)
• 72 percent ($1.08 billion) to seven nonprofit
hospitals providing comprehensive services
that have high volumes of children eligible for
governmental programs and children with special
health needs eligible for California Children’s
Services.
• 18 percent ($270 million) to five University of
California hospitals, Davis Children’s Hospital
(UCD), Mattel Children’s Hospital (UCLA); Irvine
(UCI), San Francisco Children’s Hospital (UCSF)
San Diego Children’s Hospital (UCSD).
• 10 percent ($150 million) to public and private
hospitals that provide pediatric services to
children eligible for California Children’s Services.
This is the third bond measure Californians will be
voting on. The two other hospital bond propositions,
one for 980 million dollars and one for 750 million

dollars both passed.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: NO RECOMMENDATION
As much as we know that infrastructure is necessary
and ensuring that hospitals have the money they
need is incredibly important; for the cost of the bond,
plus interest, we feel like we need a couple more
logistics on how this is going to impact our most
vulnerable residents. Many times people of color, low
income and low-income people of color are subject
to bias and substandard care. Additionally, with
the booming healthcare industry, it does beg the
question, why do we need to provide another bond to
our hospitals. On the other hand, this Proposition is
aimed at helping the children of California, which is
a hard thing to say no. You’re on your own with this
one. But many of BWW’s partners are suggesting a
yes vote.

PROPOSITION 5: PROPERTY TAX TRANSFER
INITIATIVE (2018)
Proposition 5 is an attempt to amend the infamous
Proposition 13. It is specifically targeted to allow folks
who are 55 or over or disabled to be able to transfer
their current property tax on their home to a new
property. People in the above-mentioned categories
can transfer their current property taxes on their
home no matter (a) the new home’s market value;
(b) the new home’s location in the state; or (c) the
buyer’s number of moves. Essentially this proposition
expands and tweaks proposition 13 to include people
over the age of 55. Just for reference, Proposition 13
was passed in 1978. The Proposition reduced property
taxes drastically by setting a floor on property
tax at a 1976 baseline unless there is a change in
ownership. In addition, prop 13 extends the buying
and selling of business properties as well, which has
created a loophole for many companies to not pay
their fair share in property taxes.
This proposition was an attempt by certain entities
as a red herring to confuse people about another
proposition they had thought was going to be on
the ballot. That proposition was aimed at reforming
Proposition 13. It, however, is not on this ballot.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: NO
Although most Californians need all the breaks
they can get in this high-cost state, this proposition
is not the way. It really is just an attempt by folks
to further entrench proposition 13 into California’s
constitution. This proposition could slash up to 2
billion dollars in funds from our local cities and
schools, that very much need and depend on those
taxes.

PROPOSITION 6: REPEALS 2017’S FUEL TAX
AND VEHICLE FEE INCREASES AND REQUIRES
PUBLIC VOTE ON FUTURE INCREASES
Proposition 6 repeals a 2017 law called The Road
Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 or Senate
Bill 1. This bill increased a fuel tax on gasoline and
diesel fuel, as well as increased vehicle license fees
and enacted a transportation improvement fee. SB 1
increased the base gasoline tax by 12 cents and diesel
sales tax by 4 percent. It also added an additional
fixed rate on both fuels. The transportation
improvement fee added an additional $25 - $175 on
vehicles per year (paid usually with your registration).
The state expects about $4.4 billion dollars raised
every year to fund infrastructure projects. Unlike the
other propositions, this is a referendum, meaning
that this bill is current law and the proposition is an
attempt to strike down the law. In short, voting no on
this Proposition means that you support The Road
Repair and Accountability Act and voting yes means
you would want to strike down this legislation.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: NO
So I know we are all a bit fed up with the tax
increases that happened over the past two years,
but if we ever want to get out of the cycle of bonds
that almost all the other propositions this Fall are
about, this is that alternative. The funding for this

proposition goes to fixing the crumbled up roads,
bridges, and streets in California. If you’ve ever driven
over a bridge and felt a bit uneasy about the safety
or had to repair your tire unexpectedly because
you hit a pothole then you know first hand about
the condition of California’s roads. In addition, this
propositions has created thousands of jobs across
California in the public works spaces. Although
this is a regressive tax and the registration fees are
not cheap, we need to make sure we fund the very
important non-sexy infrastructure road projects in
California.

PROPOSITION 7: PERMANENT DAYLIGHT
SAVING TIME MEASURE
Proposition 7 would allow California to have
permanent daylight saving time if the federal
government law changes to allow states to opt
into permanent daylight saving time. This would
also require a two-thirds vote from the California
legislature in order to move to permanent daylight
saving.
BWW RECOMMENDATIONS: NO.
Friends, out of all the important things that need
changing in California, this has to be near the bottom
if not the bottom. First, the federal government
would need to pass a new law saying that states
can do this before this could ever be considered.
Second, it actually is not all that helpful. During the
winter months, we get less daylight as it is, because
of, well, science. Having permanent daylight saving
time doesn’t permanently give us daylight, it, in fact,
makes it that during the winter months many of us
would be sending our kids to school, going to work
and exercising in the dark.

PROPOSITION 8: LIMITS ON DIALYSIS
CLINICS’ REVENUE AND REQUIRED REFUNDS
INITIATIVE
Proposition 8 is aimed directly at dialysis clinics. It
would limit the charges to 115 percent of the cost
for direct patient care and quality improvement cost
including education and technology. In addition, it
requires a rebate if dialysis companies exceed that
limit, as well as prohibit clinics from refusing patient
care based on the source of payments. If passed,
the proposition would require the dialysis clinics
to calculate the amount of revenue that exceeds a
specific cap then require that the money be given
back to payers (excluding government entities).
Currently, there are 588 licensed clinics in the state
of California serving about 80,000 patients each
month. The vast majority of dialysis clinics are
owned by two for-profit companies, DaVita which
owns 50% of the market and Fresenius Medical Care
that owns about 22%. There is an estimated total
profit of $3 billion annually from dialysis clinics.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES.
Unfortunately, dialysis is something alive and well
in too many communities of color throughout
California. Whether it was from lack of access
to good food, lack of education around health or
nutrition or lack of access to good health care, many
folks across California spend three to four days a
week in a dialysis center. There are an estimated
10,000 African-Americans with kidney failure is need
of dialysis to stay alive.
This proposition is rooted from legislation SEIU UHW
tried to get passed earlier this year. The legislation,
that died attempted to 1) implement safe staffing
levels to better serve patients, 2) establish a 45
minimum turnaround time to allow patients to
recover from treatment and allow healthcare workers
the time to properly disinfect dialysis equipment
for the next patient, 3) mandate annual inspections
versus the current trend of every 5-6 years. Prop
8 is another attempt for UHW to try to tackle the
behemoth task of overhauling the very profitable
business of dialysis care. Our belief is that any
incentive for dialysis care centers to invest more in
the training and treatments of patients is a priority.

We also believe that we shouldn’t be using for-profit
business models when it comes to the health and
wellness of Californians. Hopefully, with the passage
of this Proposition the dialysis industry can reorient
itself to providing patient- centered care.

The measure would require ambulance providers
to manage staffing levels sufficient to provide
employees with the required breaks.

PROPOSITION 9: ASKS GOVERNMENT TO
DIVIDE CALIFORNIA INTO THREE STATES

To be honest ya’ll. This feels like we should take the
lead from the folks who are directly impacted by
this law, which is not us. They are 17,000 emergency
medical technicians (EMTs) and paramedics in
California. This proposition would only affect the
private sector EMT and paramedics (which is 75%
of the market).

This proposition was removed from the ballot. It
wanted to cut California into three separate states.

PROPOSITION 10: EXPANDS LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS’ AUTHORITY TO ENACT
RENT CONTROL ON RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY
INITIATIVE STATUTE
Proposition 10 otherwise known as the rent is Too
Damn High Proposition, seeks to repeal the CostaHawkins act. Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act went
into effect in 1995, stated that local cities cannot
enact rent control. In addition, rent control cannot
apply to any single family homes, any newly built
housing completed after Feb 1, 1995, and rent control
laws cannot tell landlords what they can charge a
new renter when first moving in.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES ( LIKE HELL YES!)
This is the third proposition on the ballot having
to do with affordable housing. Particularly because
affordable housing is absolutely needed in the state.
Currently, California is home to the largest homeless
population in the country. The vast majority of people
in California pay way over the 30% of gross income.
The numbers are worse when it comes to women
of color. The median wage of a single Black mom is
70.9% of fair market rent in California. In 2016 the
Black community of this state used 44% of their
income to pay rent, up 4% from 2011. In the last
homeless count, Californian’s homeless population
increased a whopping 14% in one year (2016-2017)
and again from 2017 to 2018. Black people are
severely overrepresented homeless populations
throughout the State.
Although this proposition is not the holy grail that is
going to make California affordable again, it is a tool
in the tool shed to find a way to address the high
cost of housing in California. Many of the opponents
suggest that homelessness is just an issue of lack
of housing however, that is not the case. Luxury
apartments have an unoccupancy rate hovering
around 12%, way more than the 5% economist say is
needed for fair housing market. However, the overall
vacancy rate for Los Angeles is 1.5%, which makes it
super difficult to find affordable rents.

PROPOSITION 11: AMBULANCE EMPLOYEES
PAID ON-CALL BREAKS, TRAINING, AND
MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES INITIATIVE (2018)

BWW NO RECOMMENDATION:

EMTs and paramedics often are called to duty on
their break when there is an emergency. However
current California laws dictates that it is illegal
to have people on-call while they are on break.
Particularly, workers must be provided breaks
that are off duty and not interruptible even if an
emergency occurs. This law would allow, for example,
if an EMT is taking their break and got an emergency
call, they would answer the emergency call and get
their break back later. Seems pretty fair to us, but we
know the devil is in the details here.

PROPOSITION 12: CALIFORNIA, FARM ANIMAL
CONFINEMENT INITIATIVE
Prop 12 would require that chicken/hens that are
used for laying eggs, veal calves and breeding pigs
would have baseline minimum space requirements
for cages. All egg-laying hens, after Dec 31, 2021, will
be required to be in a cage-free environment. It also
requires the state of California to issue regulations
and ban the sale of products that do not meet the
new standards once it goes into effect.
BWW RECOMMENDATION: YES
Now I know some of you are like why do these hens
need to be free, they are more important things than
this, and you are right it is. But it is more important
than one thinks. Currently, the law dictates egg
laying chicken/hens, pigs and veal only need enough
room to turn around, freely lie down, stand up and
extend their limbs. This law would require hens be
uncaged, 24 square feet of floor space for pigs and 43
square feet of floor space for veal. Animals kept in
small spaces where they can’t really move or walk is
primed for diseases to spread. Because of this, many
animals are pumped full of antibiotics to keep them
from dying of infections. Animals having more room
to stretch their legs and move is not only healthier
for the animal itself, it’s healthier for those of us who
eat these animals as well. Healthier animals can lead
to fewer antibiotics in our meat.

Proposition 11 would require private ambulance
providers to require workers to remain on-call
(reachable by a portable communications device i.e.
cell phone) during meal and rest breaks. The measure
would require ambulance providers to pay workers
at their regular rate during breaks, not make workers
take a meal break during the first or last hour of
a shift, and space multiple meal breaks during a
shift by at least two hours. If a worker is contacted
during a meal or rest break, the initiative would
mandate that the interrupted break not be counted
towards the breaks the worker is required to receive.
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