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Home Rule: The Constitutional Status Quo
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Department of State. - } SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA, September 1, 1911.
To the Qualified Electors of the State of California:

_ WHEREAS, The Legislature of the State of California, at its thirty-ninth ses-
sion, beginning on the 2d day of January, A. D. 1911, and ending on the 27th day of
March, A. D. 1911, two thirds of all the members elected to each of the houses of said

Legisiature voting in favor thereof, proposed the following several amendments to the
Constitution of the State of California,

0 8 St renared and distinguished by numbers, to
wit: Senate Constitutional Amendment bro. ; Committee Substitute for Senate Con-
stitutional Amendment No. 5; Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 5; Senate
Constitutional Amendment No. 8; Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 17; Sen-
ate Constitutional Amendment No. 20; Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 22;
Sanate Constitutional Amendment No. 23; Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 26;
Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 32; Senate Constitutional Amendment
MNo. 45; Senate Constitutional Amendment Ne. 47; Senate Constitutional Amend-

ment No. 48; Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 43; Assembly Constitutional
Amendment No. 2; Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 6; Assembly Gonstitu-
tional Amendment No. 25; Assembly Constitutiomai Amendment MNo. 26; Assem-
bly Constitutional Amendment No. 28; Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 33; - -
Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 48; Assernbly Constitutionai Amendment
No. 48; Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 50--all of which said constitu- O n S I u I O n a

* tional amendments were duly passed by the Senate and Assembly of the State of
California, in the manner required by section one of article eighteen of the Consti-
tution of the State of California. :

NOW, THEREFORE, pursuant to the provisions of an act

the State of California, entitled “An act providing for the caliing of a special elec-
tion to be held on Tuesday, Octaber 10, 1911, and for the submission thereat to the

ua_liﬁod. electors of the State all amendments to the Constitution of the State of I 2 ese rve d R I h t Of
alifornia, proposed by the Lsgislature at its thirty-ninth session, commencing
on the second day of January, 1911, prescribing and providing for the publication
of said proposed amendments, and providing for the manner of halding and con-
ducting such election, and for the canvassing and return of the votes cast thereat,”
approved March 28, 1911, | have caused to be printed and transmitted, in the man- - - O
ner provided by said act, to each of the County Clerks in this State, and to the
" Registrar of voters of the City and County of San Francisco, for distribution to n I I a Ive a.n
said qualified electors, copies of the said proposed amendmonts to the Constitution
of the State of California (and accompanying statemcnts), to be voted upon at the

special election to be held on Tuesday, the 10th day of October, A. D. 1911,
P Respectfuily submitted, o ay !

o A B S Referendum

Secretary of State.

of the Legistature of

NOTICE TO VOTERS.

In the matter following, the provisions of the constitution as they now ex!st are printed
in the ordinary faced type:; the proposed changes in the constitution and new provislons

\/
thereof are shown in black-faced type, The reasons given by the legislature for the adop- S“
tion or rejection of such proposed constitutional amendments are shown enclosed in border.
. FRANK

C. JORDAN, Secretary of State.




Initiative: The Power to Bind
the Hands of Government
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Referendum: The Other
of the Legislative Coin
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Other Housing Development
Streamlining Measures
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= e R (Unintended?) Consequences and
Impacts on Local Control

Initiatives still happening
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Broad brush may complicate sprawl prevention
Referendums happen but consequences are harder to gueg




The politicians are taking away our
ability to speak out when developers
damage and gentrify our neighborhoods.

A series of recently passed laws allow developers to build multi-story,
multi-unit buildings right next door to single-family homes and deny our
ability to fight back. We are a coalition of thousands of California
neighborhood leaders organizing a 2024 ballot campaign to bring back our
ability to speak out about what happens in our own neighborhoods.
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Help Us Fight Back and WIN
For Our Neighborhoods

The Future?
Initiative Efforts to
Turn Back Toward
Local Control Over
Land Use




Conclusion: A Tough Balancing Act




Questions?

Beverly Grossman Palmer
Strumwasser & Woocher LLP
1250 6t Street, Suite 205
Santa Monica, CA 90405
(310) 933-5930

bpalmer@strumwooch.com




