


Section 4: Information for Paid Arguments

Paid arguments must include information about the true source of funds for the publication of the argument. It is also required to
indicate whether the true source of funds is a recipient committee. This information will be printed below the argument and the author
information in the Voter Information Pamphlet.

The true source of funds for the printing fee of this argument:

Is the true source of funds a recipient committee, as defined by CA Gov. Code §82013?

Yes No
If the true source(s) of funds is a recipient committee, list the three largest contributors below:
1.
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Section 5: Argument Text

The text of your argument will be printed exactly as submitted. Ensure that your argument meets the legal word limit. You may request
that specific argument text be printed in bold, italic, or bold italic type. Type your argument with the desired formatting, or underline the
argument text to be formatted and in the left column, mark “B" for bold, *I" for italics, or “BI" for bold italics. Other special formatting is
not permitted.

Format < Keep Text Within the Vertical Lines » # of
B, !, Bl words
per line

The proponents of Prop C are Supervisors who did NOT support the recall of all three failed
School Board members this year, directly at odds with the overwhelming majority of San
Francisco voters.

Because they didn’t like the results, these Supervisors now want to rig the system to make it
EVEN HARDER for voters to ever hold failed politicians accountable again by recalling them
from office.

The proponents of Prop C use disingenuous arguments about saving money or “special
interests,” ignoring the many costs to residents of keeping incompetent or corrupt politicians in
office. And we profoundly disagree that the San Francisco parents — and nearly 70% of voters —
who voted to recall the failed school board members this year are a “special interest.”

The Supervisors behind Prop C are pretending to solve a problem that simply does not exist.
Under current law, it's already very hard to qualify a recall election. Since 1907, just six local
recall elections have ever qualified for the ballot in San Francisco. And the first successful recall
in over 100 years was this year’s landslide recall of the three School Board commissioners. But
it would not even have been permitted if the Supervisors behind Prop C had their way!

The recall process is our LAST protection against politicians who flagrantly ignore the will of the
voters. Protect your vote and your voice. Please join parents, public education advocates and
your fellow San Franciscans and VOTE NO ON PROPOSITION C!

~ GrowSF
- SF Parent Action
~AAutumn Looijen, Co-Leader, Recall the SF School Board
~Todd David, Chair, Concerned Parents for the Recall
-Kit Lam, public school parent
_Quincy Yu, public education advocate

If handwritten information or a revision is unclear, Department staff will interpret the handwritten information
fo the best of their abilities, this interpretation is final,
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e Has received or been promised any compensation or thing of value from such a committee to perform consulting services for
that committee; or

e Has authorized their name or likeness to appear on campaign literature or in advertising that advocates for the adoption of the
measure.

Complete the following to indicate whether the Author is an individual or an organization:
Individual (or principal officer of Organization) E

pubiic eAvcaion

Organization (Entt ~ te both the Individual Author section and the Urganization

Name of Organization (Print)
Who should be listed as an Author for your Organization?

Only the Organization Both the Officer and the Organization

* Check if the title or identifying information is for identification purposes only,
if you are signing as an individual and not of behalf of an organization.

Signature - Email
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The proponents of Prop C are Supervisors who did NOT support the recall of all three failed
School Board members this year, directly at odds with the overwhelming majority of San
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