Taxicabs

PROPOSITION |

Shall the City regulate the fees that taxicab permit holders may charge to taxicab
operators, and the fees that operators may charge to drivers, and shall the City be
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m)

required to establish a centralized dispatch system for all taxicabs?

Digest

by Ballot Simplification Committee

THE WAY IT IS NOW: The City issues a limited number of
taxicab permits. To receive a permit, a person does not need
to have experience driving a taxicab. The permit holder may
choose to operate the taxicab, or may charge a fee to
another person or company for the right to operate the
taxicab. This fee is called a “permit use fee." In turn, the
operator may charge drivers for the right to drive a taxicab
during a particular shift. This fee is called a “gate fee.” The
City regulates fares, but does not regulate permit use fees
or gate fees.

THE PROPOSAL.: Proposition | would require the City to set
maximum permit use fees and gate fees. An increase or
decrease in the gate fee could result in an increase or
decrease in cab fares. This would also restrict operators from
requiring certain additional payments from drivers.

Proposition | would require the establishment of a central-

ized dispatch system for all taxicabs. Passengers could still
request the services of a particular taxi company.

The City would be required to consider a variety of
methods of improving taxicab service before issuing addi-
tional taxicab permits. These methods would include wheel-
chair accessible cabs and peak-time only cabs.

This proposition would require that persons receiving a
taxicab permit have a specified level of experience driving
taxicabs in San Francisco.

Under Proposition | the number of formal safety inspec-
tions of taxicabs would go from one a year to two a year.

A “YES” VOTE MEANS: If you vote yes, you want to make
these changes to the laws regulating taxicabs.

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

Controller’s Statement on “I”

City Controller Edward Harrington has issued the following
statement on the fiscal impact of Proposition I

Should the proposed ordinance be adopted, in my opinion,
it could have a significant effect on the cost of government
depending on how it is implemented. The major cost item is
a Citywide central dispatch service which could cost several
million dollars to purchase and operate. The ordinance does
not specify what agency will operate this dispatch service. If
the City operates the service, it could result in increases in
taxi fees to coverthe costs. If the dispatch service is operated
by taxicab companies and if it simply replaces individual
dispatch units, there may be no cost to government or effect
on taxi rates.

The City would be required to conduct semi-annual rather
than an annual inspection of taxicabs as provided under
current rules; the cost of the inspections would continue to
be paid for by the taxi companies.

Also, the City would be required to perform investigative
and regulatory processes and hold additional public hearings
at costs that should not exceed $50,000 to $100,000 per
year.

How “I” Got on the Ballot

On July 31, 1995 the Board of Supervisors voted 6-5 to
place Proposition | on the ballot.
The Supervisors voted as follows:
YES: Supervisors Ammiano, Bierman, Hallinan, Kennedy,
Migden, and Shelley.
NO: Supervisors Alioto, Hsieh, Kaufman, Leal, and Teng.

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST THIS MEASURE IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW THIS PAGE. THE FULL TEXT BEGINS ON PAGE 186.
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