
3.5 Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling.

Recommendation:    
(a) Review survey results for potential ballot measures for the November 5, 2024 General
Election, including two parcel tax measures, a bond measure, and a charter amendment
pertaining to long-term leases in City parks.
(b) Set a City Council Special Meeting entitled “November 5, 2024 General Election Ballot
Measure” for Tuesday, August 6, 2024 starting at 1:30 p.m.
(c) Direct the City Manager and City Attorney to draft ballot language and return to City
Council at the August 6, 2024 Special Meeting for consideration of placing on the November
5, 2024 ballot a measure levying a parcel tax for the purpose of funding City services to
clean, maintain, and improve San José’s parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, and recreation
facilities and fund other City services.
(d) Direct the City Manager to conduct additional polling to refine the tax rate and ballot
language.
CEQA: Statutorily Exempt, File No. PP17-001, CEQA Guidelines Section 15262,
Feasibility and Planning Studies with no commitment to future actions. (City Manager)
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RECOMMENDATION 
 
(a) Review survey results for potential ballot measures for the November 5, 2024 General 

Election, including two parcel tax measures, a bond measure, and a charter amendment 
pertaining to long-term leases in City parks. 
 

(b) Set a City Council Special Meeting entitled “November 5, 2024 General Election Ballot 
Measure” for Tuesday, August 6, 2024 starting at 1:30 p.m. 
 

(c) Direct the City Manager and City Attorney to draft ballot language and return to City 
Council at the August 6, 2024 Special Meeting for consideration of placing on the November 
5, 2024 ballot a measure levying a parcel tax for the purpose of funding City services to 
clean, maintain, and improve San José’s parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, and recreation 
facilities and fund other City services. 
 

(d) Direct the City Manager to conduct additional polling to refine the tax rate and ballot 
language. 

 
 
SUMMARY AND OUTCOME    
 
Pursuant to City Council direction through approval of the Mayor’s March Budget Message for 
2024-2025, staff commissioned a survey to explore potential ballot measures for the November 
5, 2024 General Election, including revenue measures to fund park maintenance as well as a 
Charter amendment to lengthen the term for which the City can enter into leases in City parks. 
This memorandum outlines the results of that survey and, based on those results, proposes to 
narrow consideration of potential ballot measures to a parcel tax that would fund park 
maintenance and several other City services. Staff is seeking direction regarding whether the 
City Council wishes to pursue this option. If so, the next steps would involve scheduling a 
special meeting of the City Council for August 6, 2024, where the City Council would make a 
final decision as to whether to place a measure on the ballot, directing staff to bring back revised 
ballot language for a parcel tax to that meeting, and directing staff to conduct additional polling 
to inform that revised language. 
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BACKGROUND 
 
The City Council approved the Mayor’s March Budget Message for 2024-2025 at the March 19, 
2024 City Council meeting. Through approval of the Budget Message, the City Council provided 
the City Manager with two separate items of direction to explore ballot measures intended to 
improve the condition of San José’s parks. 
 
First, through a memorandum issued by Councilmembers Ortiz, Candelas, and Jimenez and 
approved by the City Council along with the March Budget Message, the City Manager was 
directed to “explore additional funding mechanisms for operations and maintenance to improve 
our Neighborhood Parks.” 
 
Second, the March Budget Message included direction to explore a ballot measure that would 
amend the City Charter to allow longer-term leases of City parkland, as follows: 
 

The City Manager is directed to explore placing a measure on the upcoming November 
2024 ballot to allow the City to enter long-term retail and commercial leases on City park 
land and direct the resulting revenues back into our parks. 

 
In response to this direction, staff engaged the City’s polling firm, True North Research, to 
conduct a survey of potential ballot measures as directed by the City Council. This memorandum 
outlines the results of that survey.  
 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Revenue Measure Options 
 
When designing the survey, staff evaluated three potential tax measures: a parcel tax, a bond, and 
a sales tax. They evaluated the feasibility of each option and their alignment with the City 
Council’s direction to fund the operations and maintenance of City parks. 
 
Parcel Tax 
 
A parcel tax is a type of property tax that, unlike standard property taxes, is not levied based on 
the property's assessed value. Instead, parcel taxes are based on either a flat rate per nonvacant 
parcel or a rate that varies depending on use, size, number of units, or both on each parcel. Parcel 
taxes are special taxes that require two-thirds voter approval. Proceeds may be spent on services, 
capital improvement, or the operations and maintenance of City facilities. For example, proceeds 
can be spent on capital maintenance, such as replacing a park irrigation system, as well as on 
operating costs, such as routine maintenance of City parks or funding parks programs. Given the 
flexibility to spend on both operations and maintenance costs, staff identified a parcel tax as the 
best avenue to meet the objectives established by the City Council. The survey tested two 
versions of ballot language for a parcel tax. 
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Bond Measure 
 
Staff also considered a bond measure. The State of California Constitution provides that cities 
may issue general obligation bonds for the acquisition and improvement of real property if 
authorized by two-thirds of its voters. General obligation bonds are payable only from ad 
valorem property taxes, which are required to be levied in an amount sufficient to pay interest 
and principal on the bonds coming due in each year. These property tax revenues are generated 
from an additional property tax that is distinct from general property tax collections and are 
dedicated to paying debt service on the bonds and cannot be levied or used for any other purpose. 
The General obligation bonds are typically issued over a period of years and then repaid over a 
20- to 30-year period from the date of issuance. Bond proceeds may only be spent on capital 
costs - they cannot be spent on operations, such as routine park maintenance. Since a bond 
measure cannot fund operating costs, it would only partially meet the City Council’s objectives. 
The survey included one question on such a measure. 
 
Sales Tax 
 
San José cannot currently pursue a local sales tax measure. California law provides that the 
combined rate of local sales taxes may not exceed two percent, and San José is currently at that 
cap, though it is possible to raise this cap through state legislation. Staff discussed this possibility 
with the City’s delegation in the California Legislature but understands that such legislation 
could not be enacted in time to allow for a sales tax measure in November 2024. Staff will 
continue to work with the City’s delegation to explore opportunities to raise this cap. Additional 
information on a general purpose sales and use tax or the potential modernization of the City’s 
General Business Tax was provided in Manager’s Budget Addendum #10, published May 21, 
2024.1 
 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 1  
 
A statewide ballot proposition, Assembly Constitutional Amendment 1 (ACA 1), could 
potentially affect the passage threshold of some of the above options. Placed on the November 
2024 statewide ballot by the legislature, ACA 1 would reduce the threshold to pass a bond 
measure or special tax (including a parcel tax) from two-thirds to 55%, provided that the bond or 
special tax is used for the purpose of funding public infrastructure, affordable housing, or 
permanent supportive housing. If approved by voters, ACA 1 would lower the threshold of 
passage for any qualifying bond or special tax measure that also appears on the November 2024 
ballot. It is important to note that, if passed, it would only lower the passage threshold for special 
taxes that are limited to capital costs. It would not lower the threshold for a parcel tax that 
includes operating expenditures. 
 
However, in May 2024, Assemblymember Aguiar-Curry announced that she would try to amend 
the ACA 1 language to remove the special tax provisions, which would eliminate the possibility 
of a lower passage threshold for a parcel tax, even if it were limited to capital costs. This revised 

 
1 https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/112014/638518872821730000 
 

https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/112014/638518872821730000


HONORABLE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 
June 7, 2024 
Subject: Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling 
Page 4 
 
language is not available at this time but will be released in print in June to conform to the June 
27, 2024 deadline for qualifying statewide ballot measures. The decision to remove special taxes 
from the measure is based on concern about a potentially crowded ballot with many statewide 
measures in November 2024, recent polling results on the current ACA 1 language, and pressure 
from Bay Area legislators who are attempting to pass a regional housing bond. The City 
Manager’s Office of Administration, Policy, and Intergovernmental Relations continues to 
monitor this legislation as it develops. 
 
Survey Results 
 
As noted above, the survey tested support for two versions of ballot language for a parcel tax 
measure. It also included a question on support for a parks bond measure and for a Charter 
amendment that would allow longer-term leases in City parks. 
 
The survey was conducted between May 9 and May 21, 2024 and was administered to a random 
sample of 800 voters in the City of José who are likely to participate in the November 2024 
election. Respondents were split into two subsamples, of 400 each, who were used to test 
different versions of ballot language for a parcel tax. The margin of error for the entire sample is 
plus or minus 3.4%, while the margins for the two subsamples are plus or minus 4.9%. The two 
parcel tax versions tested in the subsamples are referred to as Measure A and Measure B. In each 
version, the ballot language specifies the purposes for which revenue generated by the parcel tax 
may be spent; the City would not be able to spend for a purpose that is not authorized in the 
ballot language. To accomplish this polling on an expeditious timeline, the questions on the bond 
and on park leases were not given their own subsamples; they were asked as trailing questions on 
the samples used for Measure A and Measure B. 
 
Parcel Tax Results 
 
Both versions of the parcel tax language establish a rate of one cent per square foot of residential 
property and three cents per square foot of non-residential property, generating approximately 
$31 million annually. The two versions of the language include a slightly different mix of 
services. Both versions authorize proceeds to be spent on park maintenance and removing trash, 
illegal dumping, and graffiti. In addition to these two elements, Measure A includes abatement of 
homeless encampments and funding park police and park rangers, while Measure B includes 
protecting nature and wildlife areas and funding certain programs provided by the Parks, 
Recreation, and Neighborhood Services Department. Note that the removal of trash, illegal 
dumping, and graffiti, included in both measures, and the abatement of homeless encampments, 
included in Measure A, could be funded citywide, not just in parks. The full text of the two 
versions is provided below. 
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Measure A 
In order to: 

• remove homelessness encampments in San José's parks, creeks and neighborhoods;  
• remove trash, illegal dumping, graffiti;  
• fund park Police and Rangers to reduce crime and increase safety;  
• and keep parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, and recreation facilities clean and well-

maintained;  
shall City of San José's ordinance be adopted levying an annual parcel tax of 1-cent per square 
foot of residential property (3 cents for non-residential property), generating approximately 31 
million dollars annually until repealed, with annual adjustments and citizen oversight? 

 
Measure B 
In order to:  

• keep parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, and recreation facilities clean and well-
maintained;  

• protect nature and wildlife areas;  
• remove trash, illegal dumping, and graffiti;  
• and provide gang prevention, senior health and nutrition, and children and youth 

programs,  
shall City of San José's ordinance be adopted levying an annual parcel tax of 1-cent per square 
foot of residential property (3 cents for non-residential property), generating approximately 31 
million dollars annually until repealed, with annual adjustments and citizen oversight? 

 
Over the course of the survey, respondents were tested multiple times on their support for these 
measures. At the beginning of the survey respondents were read the ballot language and asked 
whether they would support it (initial test). Respondents were subsequently given more 
information about the cost of the measure and were read arguments in favor and against it. 
Respondents’ support was retested at each step (interim tests) and a final time after all the cost 
information and arguments had been conveyed (final test.) This approach helped to predict how 
voters would respond to information they received during a campaign. Table 1 below shows the 
results of the initial and final tests; support and opposition varied in the interim tests. 
 

Table 1: Polling Results for Measure A and Measure B Parcel Tax Ballot Language 
 Measure A 

Initial Test 
Measure A 
Final Test 

Measure B 
Initial Test 

Measure B 
Final Test 

Definitely Support 32.4 33.9 29.5 31.7 
Probably Support 32.9 29.2 33.6 34.4 
Total Support 65.3 63.1 63.1 66.1 
Definitely Oppose 16.5 19.8 18.8 21.3 
Probably Oppose 11.0 12.0 10.9 8.5 
Total Oppose 27.5 31.8 29.7 29.8 
Not Sure 7.0 4.2 5.9 3.7 

 
These results suggest that a parcel tax measure in November 2024 may be viable, but there is still 
significant uncertainty about whether it would prevail. Staff would make three observations for 
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the City Council’s consideration. First, although the final test of Measure B comes very close, 
none of these results exceed the two-thirds threshold (66.6%) required for passage. With a 
margin of error of plus or minus 4.9%, both passage and failure of the measure are within the 
margin.   
 
Second, Assembly Bill 1416, enacted in 2022, may also affect the outcome. For statewide 
measures, Assembly Bill 1416 requires that a list of supporters and opponents of the measure be 
listed below the ballot language. The names of supporters and opponents are determined by who 
signed the supporting and opposing ballot arguments printed in the voter information guide. 
While this is a requirement for statewide measures, it is not necessarily required for local 
measures. The law provides that, at least 30 days before the deadline for submitting arguments 
for or against local measures, a county board of supervisors may elect not to list supporters and 
opponents for county, city, district, and school measures on the county ballot and future county 
ballots. The Administration recently was made aware the County of Santa Clara has not chosen 
to opt out of this requirement, and as such, the City can expect supporters and opponents to be 
listed along with any measures it places on the ballot. 
 
The City’s pollster, True North Research, advised that based on recent experience in other cities, 
listing supporters and opponents on a ballot tends to reduce support for ballot measures. True 
North Research indicated that this effect could occur irrespective of who is listed. It is difficult to 
determine how much support could be reduced, but True North Research indicated that it could 
be in the three to four percentage points. Staff engaged with the County Executive’s Office at the 
County of Santa Clara to determine whether the County has any plans to opt out of this 
requirement, as provided in Assembly Bill 1416. If the County does not opt out, inclusion of 
supporters and opponents may reduce support for a parcel tax. 
 
Finally, it may be possible to increase support for the ballot measure by making refinements to 
the ballot language. Additional polling is required to test support for the revised language. 
Consequently, if the City Council wishes to pursue a parcel tax, staff recommends that the City 
Council direct staff to conduct additional polling over the summer. This additional polling would 
test language that combines elements of Measures A and B, includes other services not tested in 
either measure, includes a lower tax rate (for example, a rate of ½ cent per square foot) or 
changes the mix of rates between property types. Staff will also include language in the poll 
question on potential supporters and opponents of the measure, consistent with the requirements 
of Assembly Bill 1416, to test the effect of that element on public support. Staff would then 
return to the August 6, 2024 Council Meeting with recommended ballot language crafted to 
maximize potential support for the measure. 
 
Bond Measure Results 
 
The survey tested support for a bond in the amount of $500 million for the purpose of repairing 
and improving park facilities. Unlike Measures A and B discussed above, this measure was not 
tested as part of a separate subsample; it was included as a trailing question on the Measure B 
subsample. In other words, respondents were asked after they had already been polled on the 
Measure B parcel tax. While combining this question with the Measure B subsample allowed the 
survey to be completed on an expeditious timeline, it is possible that combining two measures in 
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one subsample can depress support for the second measure. The language of the polling question 
and polling results are below. 
 
Parks Bond Question 
Would you support or oppose a parks bond for the purpose of repairing and improving 
neighborhood and regional parks, playgrounds, park bathrooms, and community facilities, 
where the total amount of the bond was $500 million and the average levy on property owners 
was 12 cents per $100 of assessed value? 

 
Table 2: Polling Results for Park Bond Measure Question 
 Parks Bond Measure Results 
Definitely Support 13% 
Probably Support 29% 
Total Support 42% 
Definitely Oppose 27% 
Probably Oppose 20% 
Total Oppose 47% 
Not Sure 10% 
Prefer Not to Answer 1% 

 
Polling results for a park bond are well below the current passage threshold of two thirds. Even if 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 1 was to pass and lower the threshold to 55%, the results 
are still below the threshold. Staff does not recommend pursuing a bond measure in this cycle. If 
ACA 1 were to pass, it may be worthwhile in future election cycles to refine the ballot language 
and conduct a poll to determine whether a revised measure could meet the lower threshold. 
 
Long-Term Park Lease Results 
 
Section 1700.1 of the City Charter provides that the City Council may enter into long-term leases 
and other agreements with non-City entities for the use of public parks for terms of up to 25 
years, provided that the agreement could meet several conditions, including that: 
 

• The agreement would enhance the designated recreational purposes for the public park,  
• The park subject to the agreement is more than five acres in size and has at least one 

community serving amenity,  
• The agreement complies with an adopted City Council policy governing long-term 

agreements in City parks,  
• That any funds received by the City from the agreement shall be used for recreational 

purposes.   
 
This section only allows agreements of up to 25 years—agreements longer than this term must 
be authorized by the voters at the ballot. 
 
As discussed in the Background section, the March Budget Message included directions to 
explore a charter amendment that would allow long-term retail and commercial leases on City 
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parkland. Pursuant to this direction, the survey tested support for a ballot measure that would 
increase the current 25-year maximum term to a total of 55 years. Like the bond question, this 
question was not tested with a separate subsample; it was included as a trailing question on the 
same subsample used to test the Measure A parcel tax language.   
 
Long-Term Park Lease Question 
Would you support or oppose amending the City Charter to allow the City Council to lease 
public parkland in San José to private entities for a period of 55 years, with the requirement 
that such leases enhance the recreational purposes or maintenance condition of the park, and 
that all revenues from such leases be spent on park recreation, maintenance, and capital 
improvements? 

 
Table 3: Polling Results for Park Long Term Park Lease Question 
 Parks Bond Measure Results 
Definitely Support 17% 
Probably Support 29% 
Total Support 46% 
Definitely Oppose 29% 
Probably Oppose 15% 
Total Oppose 44% 
Not Sure 9% 
Prefer Not to Answer 1% 

 
The threshold for passage of this measure is a simple majority. Although the measure does not 
reach this mark, it may be possible in a future election cycle to improve performance through 
further refinement of the ballot language and through testing the language with its own 
subsample and more outreach—ensuring potential voters have a better understanding of the 
measure.  
 
Next Steps 
 
Based on the survey data presented in this memorandum, the Administration recommends 
narrowing consideration of ballot measures for the November 5, 2024 General Election to a 
parcel tax that would fund keeping San José’s parks clean and maintained and also support 
several other City services. If the City Council wishes to pursue a parcel tax measure, staff 
recommends that the City Council schedule a special meeting of the City Council for August 6, 
2024, where the City Council would make a final decision as to whether to place a measure on 
the ballot, direct staff to bring back revised ballot language for a parcel tax to that meeting, and 
direct staff to conduct additional polling to help inform that revised language. 
 
Staff believes additional polling is necessary to determine whether a parcel tax measure is viable 
for the November 2024 ballot. If directed to conduct additional polling, staff will develop a 
revised version of the ballot language intended to maximize potential support. Revisions will 
include selecting City services for inclusion in the measure that will be most appealing to voters 
(while maintaining the focus on park maintenance) and adjusting the tax rate. Adjustments to the 
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tax rate will include lowering the rate to increase support and potentially changing the balance of 
rates between different property types. Finally, if the County does not opt out of the Assembly 
Bill 1416 requirement, the polling will also include language on potential supporters and 
opponents of the measure. If a parcel tax measure is viable based on this polling, staff will return 
with recommended ballot language for the City Council’s consideration at the August 6, 2024 
special meeting.   
 
In advance of that meeting, staff will also monitor which other measures qualify for the ballot, 
whether from the County or the state, and return with this information. Voters’ decision on the 
City’s measure may be affected by which other measures appear on the ballot alongside it; 
understanding this context may be useful to the City Council in making a final decision.  
 
Timeline 
 
The Santa Clara County Registrar of Voters established a timeline of important deadlines leading 
up to the November 5, 2024 election. These deadlines determine the timeframe in which the City 
Council would need to decide whether to place a measure on the ballot. Table 4 below 
summarizes relevant deadlines. 
 

Table 4: Registrar of Voters Key Deadlines for the November 5, 2024 General Election 
Date Activity 
August 9, 2024 Last day for ballot measures to be submitted to the 

Registrar. 
August 13, 2024 Due date for primary ballot arguments and for the list 

of measure supporters and opponents. 
August 20, 2024 Due date for rebuttal arguments and impartial 

analyses. 
November 5, 2024 Election Day 

 
The City must submit any ballot measures for the November 5, 2024 General Election by August 
9, 2024. Given that August 13, 2024, is the proposed first regularly scheduled City Council 
meeting in August, staff recommends scheduling a special meeting on August 6, 2024. Staff 
would return to this meeting with a revised draft of the parcel tax ballot language. At that time, 
the City Council would make a final decision as to whether to place a measure on the ballot.  
 
 
EVALUATION AND FOLLOW-UP 
 
Should the City Council wish to pursue a parcel tax ballot measure for the November 5, 2024 
election and to schedule a special meeting on August 6, 2024 to consider placing such a measure 
on the ballot, staff will conduct additional polling over the summer, prepare a revised version of 
the ballot language, and bring it forward at the August 6, 2024 special meeting for a final 
decision by the City Council. 
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COORDINATION 
 
This memorandum has been coordinated with the City Attorney's Office, the City Manager’s 
Budget Office, the Finance Department, and the Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhood Services 
Department. 
 
 
PUBLIC OUTREACH 
 
This memorandum will be posted on the City’s Council Agenda website for the June 18, 2024 
City Council meeting. 
 
 
COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION AND INPUT  
 
No commission recommendation or input is associated with this action. 
 
 
CEQA  
 
Statutorily Exempt, File No. PP17-001, CEQA Guidelines Section 15262,Feasibility and 
Planning Studies with no commitment to future actions.  
 
 
PUBLIC SUBSIDY REPORTING 
 
This item does not include a public subsidy as defined in section 53083 or 53083.1 of the 
California Government Code or the City’s Open Government Resolution. 
 
 
 
       
 
       SARAH ZÁRATE 

Director, Office of Administration, Policy 
and Intergovernmental Relations 

 
 
For questions, please contact Peter Hamilton, Assistant to the City Manager, at 
peter.hamilton@sanjoseca.gov or (408) 535-7998. 
 
 

mailto:peter.hamilton@sanjoseca.gove


 
TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND                       FROM: Councilmember Torres, 

         CITY COUNCIL                            

    

   

SUBJECT:  POTENTIAL NOVEMBER              DATE:  June 18, 2024      

                     2024 BALLOT MEASURE POLLING 

              
Approved                  Date: 6/18/2024 

 

              
 

RECOMMENDATION  

 

1. Accept the staff recommendations. 

2. Direct staff to additionally poll a reformed real estate transfer tax which:  

a. Significantly increases projected revenues beyond 2020 Measure E. 

b. Eliminates the current tax for properties under $3M from 2020 Measure E.  

c. Increases the tax on higher value properties in line with recent successful 

measures in Los Angeles and San Francisco (i.e. 4% for properties $5-10M, 5.5% 

for properties $10-25M and 6% for over $25M).  

3. If polling on item #2 shows majority support, directing the City Manager and City 

Attorney to prepare draft ballot language to present to Council at Special Meeting August 

6, 2024 to place a measure on the November 5, 2024 ballot.  

a. Additionally direct staff to bring back options for Council consideration on an 

expenditure plan to use new revenue to address priorities including affordable 

housing and homelessness prevention and services. 

 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

We as a city just completed our budget for FY 2024-2025 and addressed a slew of 

priorities. Throughout our entire budget conversation, everyone agreed that we needed more 

revenue to provide resources to various solutions for issues facing our community. I am excited 

to see staff proactively look at opportunities for parks revenue and this is the time for us to take 

advantage of this opportunity and begin to look at what we as a city can do to generate funds 

from a transfer tax beyond what we are currently receiving from Measure E.  

 

Los Angeles recently passed a transfer tax that provides millions of dollars towards a 

broad array of housing solutions. We as a City should look into how a reformed transfer tax 

could bring in more much needed revenue to address our housing crisis while potentially 

lowering the tax burden of San Jose homeowners, more of whom are becoming impacted by 

2020 Measure E.  

 COUNCIL AGENDA: 6/18/24 

 ITEM: 3.5 



 

While this November looks to be crowded, our community has spoken and has stated that 

our unhoused crisis and lack of affordable housing are key issues facing our City. If we indeed 

are treating this issue as an emergency, then we must be intentional and proactive in exploring all 

opportunities and ensure that we are doing everything within our power locally to generate 

funding necessary to finance critical solutions.  

 

 

 

 

The signers of this memorandum have not had, and will not have, any private conversation with 
any other member of the City Council, or that member’s staff, concerning any action discussed 
in the memorandum, and that each signer’s staff members have not had, and have been 
instructed not to have, any such conversation with any other member of the City Council or that 
member's staff. 
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“The City Manager is directed to explore placing a measure on the upcoming November 2024 
ballot that would allow the city to enter long-term retail and commercial leases on city park 
land and direct the resulting revenues back into our parks.”

-- Mayor’s March Budget Message for 2024-2025

“Explore additional funding mechanisms for operations and maintenance to improve our 
Neighborhood Parks.”

-- Memorandum from Councilmembers Ortiz, Candelas and Jimenez

Two pieces of direction provided at the March 19, 2024 City Council meeting:

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Council Direction
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Amend the City Charter to allow for 
longer leases on City parkland

Passage Threshold:

50%

Park Bond to fund capital maintenance 
in City Parks

Passage Threshold:

66.67%

Measure A: Parcel Tax to fund park 
maintenance and other services 
(broader focus)

Passage Threshold:

66.67%

Measure B: Parcel Tax to fund park 
maintenance and other services 
(narrower focus on parks)

Passage Threshold:

66.67%

Assembly Constitutional 
Amendment 1 (ACA1)

On the November 2024 ballot.  
Would reduce the threshold to 

pass a bond measure or 
special tax (including a parcel 
tax) from two thirds to 55%, 
provided that the bond or 
special tax is used for the 
purpose of funding public 
infrastructure, affordable 

housing, or permanent 
supportive housing. Possible 

that the legislature could 
narrow the measure to apply 

just to bond measures.

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Survey Topics
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Sample Size
800 likely Voters

Margin of error: plus or minus 3.4% 

Subsample A

400 likely Voters
Margin of error: plus or minus 

4.9% 

Subsample B

400 likely Voters
Margin of error: plus or minus 

4.9% 

Sample is split into two 
subsamples

WHOWHEN

Conducted between 
May 9 and May 21, 
2024, by True North 

Research
• Measure A Parcel Tax
• Long-Term Leases in City Parks

• Measure B Parcel Tax
• Park Bond Measure

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Survey Methodology
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Leases in City Parks Results

Would you support or oppose amending the 
City Charter to allow the City Council to lease 
public parkland in San José to private entities 
for a period of 55 years, with the requirement 
that such leases enhance the recreational 
purposes or maintenance condition of the park, 
and that all revenues from such leases be spent 
on park recreation, maintenance, and capital 
improvements?

Question Text

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Long-Term Leases in City Parks

Total Support:

45.9%
Threshold:

50%
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Park Bond Results

Would you support or oppose a parks bond for 
the purpose of repairing and improving 
neighborhood and regional parks, playgrounds, 
park bathrooms, and community facilities, 
where the total amount of the bond was $500 
million and the average levy on property 
owners was 12 cents per $100 of assessed 
value?

Question Text

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Park Bond

Total Support:

42.2%
Threshold:

66.67%
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 Do not recommend proceeding with these measures 
in November 2024; consider in future cycle.

 Staff will form a work group to further develop and 
refine these measures for consideration in 2026.

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Next Steps: Leases in City Parks and Park Bond
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Measure A Final Test Results
In order to:
• remove homelessness encampments in San 

José's parks, creeks and neighborhoods; 
• remove trash, illegal dumping, graffiti; 
• fund park Police and Rangers to reduce crime 

and increase safety; 
• and keep parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, 

and recreation facilities clean and well-
maintained; 

shall City of San José's ordinance be adopted levying 
an annual parcel tax of 1-cent per square foot of 
residential property (3 cents for non-residential 
property), generating approximately 31 million 
dollars annually until repealed, with annual 
adjustments and citizen oversight?

Measure A Text

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Measure A Parcel Tax

Total Support:

63.1%
Threshold:

66.67%
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Measure B Final Test Results
In order to: 
• keep parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, and 

recreation facilities clean and well-maintained; 
• protect nature and wildlife areas; 
• remove trash, illegal dumping, and graffiti; 
• and provide gang prevention, senior health and 

nutrition, and children and youth programs, 
shall City of San José's ordinance be adopted levying 
an annual parcel tax of 1-cent per square foot of 
residential property (3 cents for non-residential 
property), generating approximately 31 million 
dollars annually until repealed, with annual 
adjustments and citizen oversight?

Measure B Text

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Measure B Parcel Tax

Total Support:

66.1%
Threshold:

66.67%
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Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Test at Lower Rate of One-Half Cent

Final Test
(1 cent per sq. ft. for residential)

Lower Rate 
(1/2 cent per sq. ft. for residential)

Measure A

Total Support: 

63.1%
Definitely Yes: 33.9%
Probably Yes: 29.2%

Total Support: 

67.4%
Definitely Yes: 34.4%
Probably Yes: 33.0%

Measure B

Total Support: 

66.1%
Definitely Yes: 31.7%
Probably Yes: 34.4%

Total Support: 

72.8%
Definitely Yes: 32.7%
Probably Yes:  40.1%

While support 
increases for both 

measures, nearly all 
additional support 

is ‘soft’ support 
(probably yes)
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Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Polling Results: Individual Programs and Services
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 Results are promising, but are still below passage threshold and given the 
4.9% margin of error could be anomalous.

 Recommend that Council direct staff to conduct additional polling over the 
summer in order to:
 Refine ballot language to maximize appeal to voters;
 Adjust the mix of tax rates between property types.
 Include language on supporters and opponents per AB 1416 and 

determine the language’s impact;

 Staff would return to a special meeting on August 6, 2024 with the results 
where Council would decide on whether to place a measure on the ballot.

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Next Steps: Parcel Tax
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RECOMMENDATION

(a) Review survey results for potential ballot measures for the November 5, 
2024 General Election, including two parcel tax measures, a bond 
measure, and a charter amendment pertaining to long-term leases in City 
parks. 

(b) Set a City Council Special Meeting entitled “November 5, 2024 General 
Election Ballot Measure” for Tuesday, August 6, 2024 starting at 1:30 
p.m. 

(c) Direct the City Manager and City Attorney to draft ballot language and 
return to City Council at the August 6, 2024 Special Meeting for 
consideration of placing on the November 5, 2024 ballot a measure 
levying a parcel tax for the purpose of funding City services to clean, 
maintain, and improve San José’s parks, playgrounds, trails, restrooms, 
and recreation facilities and fund other City services.

(d) Direct the City Manager to conduct additional polling to refine the tax 
rate and ballot language.

Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling
Staff Recommendation Item 3.5

Presenters
Sarah Zárate, Director
Peter Hamilton, Assistant to the City Manager





The Honorable Matt Mahan, Mayor of San José 

and Members of the City Council 

via email, June 13, 2024 
 

re:  Council 6/18/24, Agenda Item 3.5: “Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling” 
 

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers, 
 

We, the undersigned, are writing about the potential November 2024 Parks Ballot Measure.  While many of us 

have served or are serving on various city or county commissions, task forces, boards, and associations, we speak 

as individuals, and we sign our organization names only for the purpose of identification. 
 

Parks are important to us in the community!  Parks are the heart of our communities, the places we go to get 

outdoors for our physical and mental health, to play with our kids, to meet our neighbors: to enjoy life!   
 

In March, Staff proposed conducting a poll regarding park funding, and a number of us wrote to say we agreed 

with you that our parks need to be maintained, and we suggested asking the public for ideas and support.  Fees 

on new developments help fund new parks for new residents, and also help with some major improvements in 

existing parks; taxes on the sale or remodeling of existing homes also help some with major repairs – but there is 

a significant backlog of needed maintenance.  We all need to be willing to do our share. 
 

Council commissioned a poll to ask the community for recommendations on how to deal with the backlog.  The 

initial poll results echo our expectations, showing that the public doesn’t want to try getting money by giving 

long-term leases of our parks for commercial purposes, but people do appear to be willing to consider a parcel 

tax to keep our parks, playgrounds, trails, and other facilities clean and well-maintained, and to provide gang 

prevention, senior health and nutrition, and children and youth programs. 
 

We urge you to continue ballot language refinement for the measure to combine park maintenance with 

neighborhood services, and to abandon the investigation of a measure that would dilute core services from 

Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood Services (PRNS).  We are concerned that combining a park measure with 

homeless services is likely to attract resistance from strong park supporters.  We also think it may be a hard sell 

to ask residents to pay a tax for parks if the city discounts park fees for high-rise residential developers.  We 

hope that your consultant has some suggestions on how to mediate those oppositional forces. 
 

We thank you for surveying the public!  We look forward to seeing how your further community surveys will 

shape the ballot language.  We also look forward to providing our insights at your August Council meeting.   
 

We all want our San José to continue to be a wonderful place to live, work, and play for all of our residents! 
 

Sincerely, 
 

Lawrence Ames, chair, District 6 N’hd Leaders Group; vice chair, SJ Parks & Rec Cmsn. 

Jean Dresden, founder, San Jose Park Advocates 

Rod Diridon, Sr., former Santa Clara Co. Supervisor; past chair, California High-Speed Rail Authority 

Gloria C. Duffy, President and CEO, Commonwealth Club of California 

Vicki Alexander, Boardmember, Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority 

Kathy Sutherland, Delmas Park 

Barbara Marshman, former Opinion Page Editor, San José Mercury News  

Bob Levy, Santa Clara Co. Planning Cmsnr; former San José and Santa Clara County Parks Commissioner 

Dan Chapman, 40+ year resident of the Shasta Hanchett Neighborhood 

Eric Carruthers, retired principal planner, Santa Clara County and resident of San José (Willow Glen) 

Virginia Holtz, former SJ Parks & Rec Cmsnr; former Boardmember, Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority 

Susan Price, past Chair of RoseGlen NA 

David Noel, President, Erikson Neighborhood Association 

















Veggielution
www.veggielution.org | info@veggielution.org

647 S King Rd, San Jose, CA 95116 | (408) 753-6705

200 E. Santa Clara St
San Jose, CA 95113
Sent via electronic mail

RE: Item 3.5 on 6/18/2024 City Council agenda, Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure
Polling

Dear San José City Council and Honorable Mayor,

Veggielution is writing to express our strong support for the proposed measures to enhance and
maintain open spaces and parks in San José in item 3.5. As an organization that values the
benefits these spaces provide to our community, we believe the staff's recommendations are
crucial for the continued well-being of our city's residents.

Reviewing survey results is essential to ensure that the proposed measures, including parcel
tax measures, a bond measure, and a charter amendment for long-term leases in city parks,
reflect our community's needs and desires. Directing the City Manager and City Attorney to draft
ballot language for a parcel tax measure is a prudent and necessary action. The funds from this
tax will be vital for cleaning, maintaining, and improving our parks, playgrounds, trails,
restrooms, and recreation facilities. This investment in our city’s infrastructure will enhance the
aesthetic appeal of our neighborhoods and contribute to the health and well-being of all
residents by providing safe and well-maintained recreational spaces.

In conclusion, we urge the Council to support the staff recommendations, considering the
substantial benefits they will bring to our community. Investing in our parks is an investment in
the quality of life, health, and happiness of every San José resident.

Thank you for your attention and dedication to this important matter.

Emily Schwing
Veggielution
Acting Executive Director











June 18, 2024

San Jose City Council
200 E Santa Clara Street
San Jose, CA 95113

Re: Support for Item 3.5 Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling

SPUR is a nonprofit public policy organization that brings people together from across the
political spectrum to develop solutions to the big problems cities face. We are writing in support
of Item 3.5, which would further consider a November 2024 parks funding ballot measure.

San José has approximately $500 million in deferred park maintenance and infrastructure costs.
This figure does not include the cost of ongoing maintenance. Although the City has made gains
in replacing many of the maintenance staffing lost during the Great Recession, the staffing levels
are still well below that peak. Given revenue trends, it is unlikely that the city will be able to
close the gap on deferred maintenance or pay for adequate maintenance going forward without
securing more sustainable funding resources.

San José’s parks are not just green spaces, they are a vital part of the city’s ecological and social
infrastructure. They play a crucial role in the health of our residents and visitors, and have the
potential to mitigate many climate risks like flooding and extreme heat. Moreover,
well-maintained parks have a direct impact on property values and economic prosperity in
adjacent neighborhoods. Our report, 'Guadalupe River Park: A Shared Future in Downtown San
José ', highlights that the revitalization of Guadalupe River Park could potentially boost nearby
property values by $2 billion. This increase in value can be harnessed and reinvested into
community facilities, infrastructure, and social programs, creating a virtuous cycle that yields
broad environmental, economic, and social dividends.

It's clear that the condition of our city parks will continue to deteriorate unless we implement
significant and sustainable funding mechanisms. We urge the City Council to take the lead in this
matter and direct staff to conduct further polling. This will provide the necessary data to consider
placing a measure on the ballot for the November 2024 presidential election, a crucial step
toward securing the future of our parks.

Sincerely,

Sujata Srivastava, Chief Policy Officer
SPUR





‭June 17, 2024‬

‭San Jose City Council‬
‭200 E Santa Clara Street‬
‭San Jose, CA 95113‬

‭Re: Support for Item 3.5 Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling‬

‭Dear Honorable Mayor & City Council,‬

‭The Guadalupe River Park Conservancy provides community leadership for the active-use and development‬

‭of the Guadalupe River Park through education, advocacy, and stewardship. We express‬‭support for Agenda‬
‭Item 3.5 Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling‬‭,‬‭and believe this is an opportunity to support key‬
‭community priorities on parks maintenance, cleanliness, and beautification. Parks uplift communities‬
‭through several ways:‬

‭Parks and open spaces are physical, social, and green infrastructure:‬‭High-quality parks support community‬
‭connection, public health, and create economic and civic value. Parks are also key elements of green‬
‭infrastructure that support our environmental resilience and ongoing fight against climate change.‬

‭Parks support equity and public health priorities:‬‭Parks nurture connection to nature and the environment‬
‭through access and programming, promote a culture of volunteerism and civic engagement, enhance‬
‭positive physical and mental health outcomes, and improve food systems security.‬

‭Parks as a vessel for economic recovery goals:‬‭Our‬‭parks play a role in our future economic‬
‭competitiveness. They have long served as economic generating engines such as: large scale events,‬
‭street vending, tourism, platform for public art, and business attraction opportunities.‬

‭Studies by Trust for Public Land and LandVote show support for land conservation and park measures‬
‭throughout the country, even through the pandemic, and ongoing funding sources for maintenance is more‬
‭limited than for other purposes (see below).‬

‭There is no lack of need within San Jose’s parks system, particularly with a maintenance backlog of over‬
‭half a billion dollars. We support Agenda Item 3.5 Potential November 2024 Ballot Measure Polling and‬
‭encourage City Council’s consideration.‬

‭Regards,‬

‭Jason Su, Executive Director‬

‭Attached:‬
‭1.‬ ‭LandVote, “TPL LandVote Database,” Summary of Measures by Year, 1988-present‬
‭2.‬ ‭Trust for Public Land, “$8.7 Billion for Parks, Climate, and Conservation Approved by Voters”‬
‭3.‬ ‭Trust for Public Land, “Fundamentals of Funding for Local Parks and Greenspace,” Executive Summary‬
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Welcome to the TPL LandVote Database!

   

               

Across the country, dozens of state and local governments each year vote to raise public funds in support of land conservation. The Trust For Public Land's LandVote® D
source of information about these measures. The database brings together the most comprehensive history available for conservation finance measures that have bee

Use the reports, accessed from the measures menu above or the list at left, to explore the database. In each report, click on the columns to sort by different variables. A
report, there are tables displaying the totals. Click graph to see a bar chart of the totals. You may also customize any existing report or create a new report. Searching fo
Use the find feature on the measures menu.

See the latest list of Upcoming Elections and learn how to get involved. 

For help or advanced queries email landvote@tpl.org. For more information about the data, please see the note below.

The Trust for Public Land helps states and communities raise public funds for conservation. More information on TPL's conservation finance services can be found on TP

Citing LandVote®: To recognize the valuable role of LandVote®, users of LandVote® are asked to formally acknowledge the data source. This acknowledgment should
citation. The citation can be formatted as follows:

The Trust for Public Land, LandVote®, 2022, www.landvote.org.

© 2005-2022 The Trust for Public Land. All rights reserved.

Note About the Data

LandVote tracks two major types of conservation ballot measures:
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Home $8.7 Billion for Parks, Climate, and Conservation Approved by Voters

$8.7 Billion for Parks, Climate, and Conservation Approved
by Voters

San Francisco
2022-11-09

San Francisco, CA- In one of the most competitive Midterm elections in recent memory, voters across
the country showed once again at the ballot box that they are not simply partisan red or blue, but
willing to vote for a greener and healthier future for their communities.

According to a Trust for Public Land analysis, on Election Day, voters approved nearly $8.7 billion in
new funding for parks, climate resilience, and land conservation. The $8.7 billion approved by voters on
November 8 is the largest amount of new state and local funding approved for conservation since
2016.

Trust for Public Land actively helped design and organized voter support for parks, climate, and land
conservation measures on the November 2022 ballot in 33 communities. Thirty of these measure have
been approved, creating $8 billion in new funding.  Altogether, the Trust for Public Land worked with
local residents on over one-half of all of the parks and conservation measures on the ballot this
November.

“The effects of climate change and the pandemic over the last few years have had a huge impact on
people’s lives and their communities. Parks and protected natural areas continue to demonstrate their
immense value for providing clean air, clean water, and wildlife habitat, helping to mitigate and make
communities more resilient to a changing climate, and improving our physical and mental health.” said
Will Abberger, director of Conservation Finance at Trust for Public Land. “There’s so much power in
asking voters to vote ‘Yes’ for conservation, which is why Americans of all political stripes in
communities large and small across the country voted to protect and expand their access to the
outdoors.”

The 2022 election gave voters in 63 jurisdictions throughout the country an opportunity to weigh in on
the value of outdoors spaces to their quality of life.  Ballot measures funding new parks, climate
resilience and adaptation, and land and water conservation were approved in at least 54 cities,
counties, special districts, and states, an 86 percent passage rate. A complete listing of all November
2022 conservation ballot measures can be found on the Trust for Public Land’s LandVote website at
www.LandVote.org

TPL is the national leader in supporting community organizations, and advising state and local
governments, to design, pass, and implement state and local public funding measures for parks,
climate, and conservation. Since the inception of its Conservation Finance program in 1996, the Trust
for Public Land has helped pass 646 ballot measures—an 83 percent success rate—creating nearly $93
billion in voter-approved funding for parks, land conservation, and climate change mitigation.

The following ballot measures supported by the Trust for Public Land were approved by voters:

California



Marin County –Marin County voters approved a new parcel tax to finance a $23 million bond to help
purchase the 110-acre Tiburon Ridge, also known as the “Martha Property,” by 77 percent.
Acquisition of this property would to protect critically endangered open space, natural areas,
wildlife habitat, and water quality for surrounding Tiburon and Belvedere.

Colorado

Douglas County – Measure 1A, which will fund parks, trails, open space, historic preservation, and
conservation for the next fifteen years, was approved by 88 percent. This renewal of the 0.17
percent sales and use tax is expected to raise $217 million.
Routt County – Routt County voters approved Prop 1A, the reauthorization of the County’s Purchase
of Development Rights (PDR) program, by 85 percent.   The measure will provide continued funding
for the PDR program for the next ten years to conserve water, wildlife, and working ranches.  At a
rate of 1.5 mills, the property tax levy is expected to raise $29 million. 
Windsor – Issue 3F was approved by 59 percent and will increase the Town’s sales and use tax by
$1.62 million annually at a rate of 0.25 percent. The measure will provide dedicated funding for
open space land acquisition, stewardship, operations, and maintenance. The sales and use tax
increase is expected to raise $32 million over twenty years.

Florida

Alachua County – Alachua County voters voted 52 percent to renew the county’s popular Wild
Spaces & Public Places program, which will conservatively raise $246 million for parks and land
conservation over ten years. An additional $246 million will also be raised for repair of existing
roads, fire stations and public facilities, and provision of affordable housing. This one-cent sales tax
will replace the existing half cent sales tax. This is the fourth conservation funding measure before
Alachua County voters in 22 years and the third with assistance from TPL.
Brevard County – Brevard County voters approved $50 million in bonds to extend the County’s
Environmentally Endangered Lands program to acquire, improve and maintain wildlife habitat,
wetlands, woodlands, and lands that protect Indian River Lagoon and St. Johns River by 70 percent.
Funding will also maintain and improve nature education centers. The bonds will be backed by a
property tax of up to 0.1465 mills.
Indian River County – By 78 percent, Indian River County voters approved a $50 million bond to
continue the County’s highly successful conservation land acquisition program. This is Indian River
County’s third land conservation funding measure, following successful bond measures in 1992 and
2004. TPL assisted with the $50 million bond measure in 2004. Funds would be used to preserve
environmentally significant lands to restore the Indian River Lagoon, protect water resources,
natural areas, wildlife habitat, and drinking water sources.
Nassau County – By 68 percent, Nassau County voters approved a $30 million bond to establish a
new county land conservation program to acquire lands that improve water quality and protect
drinking water sources, natural areas, beaches and the St. Mary’s, Nassau and Amelia Rivers.
Conservation of these lands will also help reduce flooding, conserve wildlife habitat, and provide
outdoor recreation. Nassau County has already received 750 project proposals for places that
residents would like to see conserved. TPL has worked with Nassau County since 2019 to move this
measure to the ballot. The measure was referred to and subsequently removed from the November
2020 ballot due to the economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic.
Polk County – By 58 percent, Polk County voters approved a 0.20 mill property tax increase to
preserve water resources, environmental lands, and fish and wildlife habitat.  The measure would
generate $200 million over twenty years and support $75 million bond.

Illinois

Forest Preserves of Cook County – TPL has been working since 2016 to establish dedicated funding
for the Forest Preserves. Cook County voters approved the 0.025 percent property tax increase on
the November ballot by 68 percent. The measure will generate over $1 billion over 25 years. This
funding will be used to implement Forest Preserves’ “Next Century Conservation Plan,” which
proposes to restore 30,000 acres and acquire land to expand the forest preserves, improving air and
water quality and protecting wildlife habitat and natural areas for the Cook County, especially in
Chicago’s southeastern suburbs.

Massachusetts



Community Preservation Act – Five Massachusetts municipalities voted to adopt the Community
Preservation Act, a state program that allows communities to establish a local property tax
dedicated to open space, outdoor recreation, historic preservation, and affordable housing.
 Worcester, the second largest city in Massachusetts, approved CPA at 52 percent, which will
generate $24 million for watershed protection and affordable housing. The towns of Boylston,
Natick, Shelburne and Westborough also approved CPA.

Montana

Ravalli County – Based on a successful 2006 land conservation bond, Ravalli County voters
approved a $10 million bond at 71 percent. The measure will extend funding for this western
Montana county’s Open Lands Program, designed to manage increasing county growth, preserve
open space, protect the Bitterroot River, bolster the local economy, and maintain wildlife habitat
through voluntary conservation easements and the creation of new recreation amenities.

New York

New York (statewide) – At $4.2 billion, this is the largest state measure on the November 2022
ballot. It was referred to and subsequently removed from the November 2020 ballot due to the
economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic. In 2021, the New York Legislature again referred the
measure to the November 2022 ballot. New York voters approved the bond by 67 percent. In
addition to providing significant funding for climate adaptation and resiliency, the Clean Air, Clean
Water, and Jobs Bond requires that at least 40 percent of the funding be dedicated to projects that
improve the environment in environmental justice communities, ensuring substantial and
meaningful impact in communities that have been hardest hit by pollution historically.
Gardiner – Following the successful New Paltz, NY, measure in 2020, Gardiner became the second
municipality in Ulster County to approve a new real estate transfer tax to support a local
Community Preservation Fund. The new tax was approved by 74 percent. The fund will be used to
protect the town’s river and streams, drinking water source, working farms, and wildlife habitat. The
1.25 percent real estate transfer tax would generate an estimated $8 million over twenty years.

North Carolina

Buncombe County – Buncombe County voters approved two companion bond questions on the
ballot: a $30 million bond for land conservation, trails, and protecting farms and forests and a $40
million bond for affordable housing. The bonds were approved by 69 percent and 62 percent,
respectively. Both are backed by modest property tax levies. These bonds will enable Buncombe
County to protect an estimated 6,000 acres of land by 2030, assist in completing a robust system of
trails, and provide workforce housing in Buncombe County.

Ohio

Cleveland MetroParks – Metropolitan Cleveland voters approved a 10-year, 2.7 mill levy for the
Parks District, replacing their existing levy, by 77 percent. The measure is expected to generate $960
million over ten years.

Pennsylvania

Carbon County – Carbon County is the first county in Pennsylvania to consider dedicated funding for
land conservation since 2008. The $10 million bond was approved by 81 percent and will protect
drinking water sources, the water quality of lakes, rivers, and streams, working farms and local food
sources, and wildlife habitat.
Westtown – Westtown voters approved both an earned income tax increase and property tax
increase to help fund the acquisition of historic Crebilly Farm, site of the Revolutionary War Battle
of the Brandywine.  The measure passed at 66 percent.

South Carolina

Beaufort County – Beaufort County voters approved by 53 percent the first county sales tax measure
dedicated to land conservation under new state enabling legislation passed earlier this year. The



one-cent sales will apply only for two years and raise up to $100 million to preserve land, purchase
easements, and protect water quality. The measure enables land conservation not only in Beaufort
County, but also in more rural and disadvantaged adjacent Jasper, Hampton, and Colleton Counties.
This is the sixth land conservation funding measure considered by Beaufort County voters, following
successful bond referenda in 2000, 2006, 2012, 2014, and 2018.
Berkeley County – Berkeley County voters renewed the county’s 1 percent transportation sales tax to
both repair roads and, for the first time, also fund a county “greenbelt” program by 74 percent. The
Berkeley County program is modeled on neighboring Charleston County’s successful greenbelt
program. The Berkeley County program is estimated to generate $59 million for the purchase of
property for conservation, passive and active greenspace, protecting natural resources, agricultural
or heritage landscapes, and scenic corridors.

Dorchester County – The Dorchester County approved a renewal of their transportation sales tax
that also includes funding for a new “greenbelt” program by 59 percent. This measure will generate
$35 million to protect land and improve water quality in this Charleston-area community which is
experiencing rapid growth. This is the third ballot measure TPL has supported in Dorchester County,
having worked on successful park bonds in 2010 and 2019.

Texas

Dallas – Proposition A, which allows the City of Dallas to increase its hotel tax by 2 percent, was
approved on Tuesday with 68 percent voter support. An estimated $300 million of the $1.5 billion to
be generated will go toward renovation and repair of the historic 277-acre Fair Park, one of Dallas’s
oldest parks and home to the annual State Fair of Texas. The majority of the funds will support the
creation of a new convention center.
Kendall County – Located deep in the heart of the Texas Hill Country, Kendall County is the fifth
fastest growing in the country. Kendall County voters approved a $20 million bond for land
conservation to protect the Guadalupe River, drinking water sources, working farms and ranches,
and wildlife habitat by 67 percent.

Utah

Cache County – Voters in Cache County, UT approved a $20 million general obligation bond at 54
percent. The measure will fund open space land acquisition to protect the water quality, wildlife
habitat, and agricultural lands. Funds from the bond will also be spent on addition trails, trail
connectivity, and maintaining the integrity of the scenic mountain vistas throughout the county.
Salt Lake City – At 69 percent, Salt Lake City voters approved an $85 million general obligation
bond to the November ballot to fund key priorities in the city’s park master plan and to ensure
equitable investment into parks and trails throughout the city. City Council cited seven specific
projects for funding that will improve quality of life, water and air quality, and create more access to
open space for all residents, with a particular emphasis on the historically underserved west side of
the city.

Washington

King County – Voters in the greater Seattle area of King County voted 68 percent for a measure that
will double the existing mill levy enabled by Washington’s Conservation Futures program. The
measure will generate $440 million with the goal of conserving 65,000 acres of open space over
the next thirty years, including forests, trails, rivers, farmlands, and green spaces.
Metro Parks Tacoma – Voters in metropolitan Tacoma voted 63 percent to restore their park district’s
property tax levy to 75 cents per $1,000, the maximum allowable tax rate for parks districts under
state law. Restoring funding for the Metro Parks District will generate to $148 million to fund
wildfire prevention, operations and maintenance of parks and facilities, preserve open space,
expand youth programming, and improve safety and security.
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