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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