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ORDINANCE ~ EFFECTIVE ~ DESCRIPTION CITIZEN'S

NUMBER NOTES

85-804 10/1/85 Action by City Council to establish tax, 6% Includes $1000
Qctober 1, 1985 - July 1, 1986. 5% thereafter, | annual cap (lifted in
expiration 10/1/88 1988)

86-832 5/22186 Action by City Council to clarify language

"service user" and limit applicability of senior
exemption to residence only

86-837 6/29/86 Action by City Council to leave rate at 6% Tax made permanent
permanently, deletion of sunset clause
87-896 3/1/88 Ballot measure 11/3/87 raising rate from 6% to | Measure written by city
10%, majority vote applied for general tax, council. Rejection by
53.02% of vote received voters would not have
repealed the 6% UUT.
See note below.
88-919 6/7/88 Ballot measure 6/7/88 designating 4% as Measure written by city
special tax to be used for purchase of right-of- | council. Rejection by
way only, terminating upon finding by City voters would not have

Council that tax is no longer needed. Confirms | repealed either the 4%
6% for general governmental purposes. 2/3 or the 6% UUT. See

5 vote required, 83.01% received note below.
88-967 12/13/88 City Council action repealing refund provision, | $1000 annual cap
implementing penalty for delinquency removed
95-1133 711195 Ordinance amending Section 30-46 relating to

telephone tax, to include interstate,
international and cellular charges.

95-1137 11114105 Ordinance terminating 4% of tax (special) used
to purchase A. T. & S. F. Railroad right-of-way
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— 912/95 Council adds 2% tax "for general purposes," but
imposition stopped by (coincidental) court
decision supporting Prop. 62's requirement for
vote by public. At 10/10/95 meeting council
decides to put it on ballot at 3/96 efection.

Prop. F 3/26/96 Ballot measure to add 2% tax rejected by voters.

Meas. D 11/2/99 Ballot measure to repeal 6% tax rejected by voters.

The 'Summary...," (non- ltalic type above) was created by city staff in 1996 and is reproduced verbatim.
The notations in ltalic type (the right hand column and the notes of the three most recent actions) were
made by a community member in 1999 and 2001, Staffs summary of the 1987 and 1988 ballof measures
is ambiguous as to whether those measures were a vote on the 6% tax. Reading the actual measures
reveals that a "no" vote on them would not have eliminated the 6% tax as neither measure contained
language providing for termination of the 6% tax upon the failure of the measure at the polls. Specifically,
the 1987 measure proposed only "changing the rate of the utilities tax... from six percent to ten percent,"
and the 1988 measure provided only (1), that the already-existing 4% tax "shall be... placed in a special
fund only to be used... for the... Railroad Right-of-Way," (2), that the 4% tax would terminate once the right-
of-way was paid for, and (3), that the already-existing 6% tax, which had until then been referred to as 'The

Sewer Fund,' "shall be utilized for general governmental purposes,”
oy





	The info above, downloaded 5-27-15 from noutilitytax.com/History.htm, did not include these later actions:

2007:  City-sponsored Measure H, billed as a tax reduction, reduced part of the UUT to 5-1/2% but extended its reach to include "new communication technologies."

2009:  At its 10-27-09 meeting the council backed away from a decision to hire a consultant for a new $9 million sewer tax.  


