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CI'J.Y OJUNCIL .MEE:riNG 
MAY 21, 1986 

Following introduction of the matter by Staff and 
recommendation by the City of Lodi Recreation and Parks 
Crnrnission, COuncil, on notion of Mayor Pro Tempxe Olson, 
Pinkerton second, adopted Resolution No. 86-82 urging 
support of COmmunity Parklands Act of 1986, Proposition 43. 
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COUNCIL COMMU~ICATION 

TO: Cl ty Counc:ll Project Data 

FROH: ·City Manager 

DATE: May 15, 1986 

SUBJECT: Proposition 43 -- Community Parklands Act of 1986 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council approve by Resolution support 

Proposition 43 - The Community Parklands Act of 1986. 

RECC:HHENDATION BY: Recreation and Parks Commission and Staff 

BACKGROUND: Please note the attached flyer, which addresses the 1986 

Community Parklands Act. It will mean $101,000.00 in revenue 
to the City of Lodi that may be used for development, 

rehabilitation, improv~ment or restoration of recreation, 
historic areas, or park facilities. 
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Attach. 

To date there is no organized opposition to this proposition. 

~ (~J . 
Ron Williamson, Director 
Recreation and Parks Department 
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PROPOSITION 43 

Proposition 43 authorizes the issue of S 100 
nullion In swe bonds to pro\idt' for de\-elop­
ment. rehabillt:ltion, improvement or resto­
ration of recreation, historic are2S, or park 
facillties. This money may also 1,e used for 
acquisition and 10 repair park infrastruc· 
tures. Proposition 43 funds will be distrib­
uted according 10 a simple formula based on 
population. Each community v.ill recene 
funds and will decide on Its ov.n funding 
priorities. 

PROPOSITION 43 

California's fine local park S}'Siem can't keep 
up with accelerating population grov.'th. Over 
the next 20 years, the SWe's population is 
expected 10 Increase by 7.3 million. 10 a 
total of ow:r 31 million. The demands placed 
on our local park S}'Siems art overwhelming. 
In California, parklands operated by loal 
gomnments receive an zverage of 1.000 
anntW recreational \'isits per acre -
significantly higher than swe and national 
parks. 

Due to existing local funding problems, 
many city, county and district park facilities 
are deteriorating or remain undeveloped for 
fuU public use and many new projectS that 
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PARKLANDS 
ACTOF1986 
PROPOSITION 43 

havt> been in tht' planning suge for years 
have not been huilt 

Proposition 43 meets this serious shortfall in 
funding for local park and recreati1>n proj­
ects and pro,ides a reliable funding source 
for California's future recreation needs. 

PROPOSITION 43 

Tbt- costs of Proposition 43 will be spread 
out 0\'er twenty years through the sale of 
swe bonds so thai the people who benefit 
from better parks v.ill be the ones who pay. 

The cost to each Californian v.ill be only 
pennies a month if Proposition 43 pas.~. 

PROPOSITION 43 

The Honorary Ouirman of the 'tes on 43 
ampaign is State Senalor Roben Presley, 
author of the legislation which placed Propo­
sition 43 on the ballot. Major League Base­
ball Commissioner Peter Ueberroth and C. 
Carson "Casey" Conrad. former Executive 
Director of the President's Council on Ph)'si· 
cal Fitness have expressed their suppon by 
signing the ballot argument for Proposition 
43. Proposition 43 has Strong bi-partisan 
suppon from members of the State Legisla· 

rure and has hf'Cn endor~l'd h' the C:tliforniJ 
Chamber of (~>mmrrre. tht· Wfnrn1a TX<­
payer~ .\.'i.'ioci:IUon. thr l.t·J~ut· of \\om!'n 
\'otrrs of California. cimrn~ and prnfr~smnal 
organizauon~. and my and coun~·!!ml'rn­
mcnl~ throu!!hout the ~:;~:c 

PROPOSITION 43 

No Ofllanlzed opposition to Proposition -t_~ 
ha.\ yl't emrrged. 

PROPOSITION 43 

You can help pa.'i.<> Proposition 43: 
• Enlist organizations 10 endorse 

Proposition 43 
• \\'rite letters to thr editors 
• Ofllanize- communi~· support 
• Contribute mone)' 

.· 
PROPOSITIOH 43 

$100 MILLION FOR LOCAL PARI\S 



RESOLUTION NO. 86-82 

RESOUJI'IOO OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF Iffil 
ENDORSING PROPOSITIOO 43, a.t-!MUNITY PARKLANDS ACr OF 1986 

WHEREAS, Proposition 43 authorizes the issue of 100 million in 
state bonds to provide for developnent, rehabilitation,· ilrproverrent or 
restoration of recreation, historic areas, or park facilities. This 
n-oney may also be used for acquisition and to repair park 
infrastructures. Proposition 43 funds will be distributed according to 
a sinple formula based on population. F.ach camtUility will receive 
funds and will decide on its O't-"1 funding priorities. 

WHEREAS, Califomia's fine local park system can't keep up with 
accelerating popliation growth. OVer the next 20 years, the State's 
population is expected to increase by 7. 3 million. The demands placed 
on our local park systems are oven-Jhelming. 

WHEREAS, due to existing local funding problems mcmy city, rounty 
and district park facilities are deteriorating or remain undeveloped 
for full public use and many new projects that have been in the 
planning stage for years have not been built. 

lUi THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City 
of Uxli does hereby urge the sUpport of Proposition 43 as it addresses 
the serious shortfall in funding for local park and recreation projects 
and will provide a reliable funding source for California's future 
recreation needs. 

Dated: May 21, 1986 

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 86-82 was. passed and 
adopted by the City Council of the City of Lodi in a 
Regular Meeting held Nay 21, 1986 by the follCMing vote: 

Ayes: Council Members - Olson, Pinkerton, Snider, 
and Reid (Mayor) 

Noes: Council Members - None 

Absent: Council Members - Hinctnnan 

!llav ~ flh~u 
ALICE M. RE~ 

City ClE'rk 

86-62 


