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For these reasons, and those more fully expressed in the attached
brief, Daniel Schnur, T. Anthony Quinn and Robert M. Stern request leave

to file the attached amicus curiae brief in support of Appellants.

DATED: April 3, 2024 Respectfully Submitted,

BUCHALTER, APC

By%,W
Steven G. Churchwell

Attorneys for Amici Curiae Daniel
Schnur, T. Anthony Quinn and Robert M.
Stern

BN 81696555v2



I. INTRODUCTION

Does money matter in ballot measure elections in California?
Definitely. Is it outcome determinative? Definitely not. California’s voters
have proven by their response to dozens of ballot measures over many
decades that they cannot “be bought.”

One example is the battle over a large increase in tobacco taxes in
1988, in which supporters of Proposition 99 spent just $1.84 million against
more than $21.2 million spent by the tobacco industry. The measure easily
won. On the same ballot, the insurance industry spent $55.87 million on a

“no fault” insurance measure, Proposition 104, which was defeated 25% to

75%." These are just two examples. We list 13 others below in which an
enormous spending advantage of more than 10 to 1 on the YES side of a
statewide ballot measure did not result in passage of the measure.

California’s voters derive information about ballot measures from a
. : : : 2 ..
variety of sources, including media coverage and endorsements,” political

party endorsements,3 the Attorney General’s Official Title and Summary,

the Summary by the Legislative Analyst, and the arguments and rebuttals

. 4 iy s :
“for” and “against” each measure. While the voters certainly are

: https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-1989-03-31-mn-712-story.html
(page accessed Feb. 19, 2024).

2 See, e.g., https://www.sacbee.com/opinion/election-endorsements/
article285442022.html (page accessed Feb. 25, 2024).

} See, e.g., https://cadem.org/endorsements/ (page accessed Feb. 25, 2024).

! See, e.g., https://voterguide.sos.ca.gov/propositions/1/analysis.htm
(current example; page accessed Feb. 2, 2024).
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influenced by spending on advertising for and against ballot measures, their
decision-making has proven to be, over many decades, far more nuanced
and sophisticated.

Finally, recent amendments to the Political Reform Act, requiring
that ballot measure advertisements more clearly display the “Top 3

Contributors” funding the ads, presumably have also increased voter

5
awarencss.

II. ARGUMENT
A. Money and Ballot Measures

One could say that the “modern” era of California direct democracy
began in 1972 with enactment by the voters of the California Coastal
Conservation Initiative (Proposition 20). Frustrated with inaction in the
Legislature, environmental groups sensed that the time was ripe to protect
the state’s awe-inspiring coastline via the ballot box. This election marked
the beginning of proponents placing very complex, and often lengthy,
statutes and constitutional amendments on the ballot. This almost ensured
that the state’s ballot proposition battles would become “big money”
affairs.

Two years later, the voters enacted the Political Reform Act of 1974
following the refusal of the Legislature to deal with campaign finance

reform in the wake of Watergate. These measures that came from

> https://www.fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NS-documents/TAD/
Campaign%20Documents/CampaignAdvertisementDisclosure/2023-ad-
charts/ 2023_Disclaimers_6_Final.pdf [Ad Committee Top Funder(s)
(names of top three contributors of $50,000 or more) in descending order,
beginning with the largest contributor and may not appear in all capital
letters. This text shall be in yellow].
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progressives were soon followed by a far-reaching measure from the

populist right, Proposition 13.

“That sound roaring out of the West — what was it? A
California earthquake, a Pacific tidal wave threatening to
sweep across the country? Literally it was neither,
figuratively it was both. That angry noise was the sound of a
middle class tax revolt and its tremors are shaking public
officials from Sacramento to Washington D.C.”

(Time Magazine, Cover Story, p. 13 (June 19, 1978).)

California voters willingly upended the California political order
with a ballot measure no one at the time saw coming, but which has
survived largely intact—and even been expanded with subsequent
initiatives—over the past 45 years. It seems obvious in hindsight that no
amount of money could have stopped Proposition 13, cigarette taxes, the
Coastal Act or the Political Reform Act.

Ten years after Proposition 13, four insurance-related ballot
measures appeared on the November 1988 ballot. As one magazine

summarized it:

“The insurance industry spent $90 million to
accomplish three goals: defeat two consumer backed
initiatives (Propositions 100 and 103) meant to curb its profits
and more strictly regulate its rate-making activities; and pass
a no-fault insurance initiative (Proposition 104) and a
punitive measure (Proposition 106) .... The result was a black
eye the size of Jupiter. Not only did Propositions 104 and 106
lose (no fault by a margin or three to one) but voters approved
103, the measure insurers feared most.”

(California Journal, p. 515 (Dec. 1988).)
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Results like these ostensibly influenced Professor Elisabeth Gerber’

to write in her 1998 study of funding for ballot measures:

“The analysis of direct legislative campaign
contributions shows that economic interests are severely
constrained in their ability to pass new initiatives. They
direct a much larger share of their campaign contributions
toward opposing than toward supporting initiatives and
referendums. When they do spend in support of new
initiatives, the measures they support pass at a low rate .... In
short, economic interests in California are severely
constrained in their ability to pass new laws by initiative.”

(Elisabeth R. Gerber, Interest Group Influence in the California
Initiative Process, Public Policy Institute of California (1998)
[background paper].)

Set forth below is a list of spending and results for 13 propositions
that appeared on the statewide ballot in California between 2005 and 2022.
In each case, the YES side outspent the NO side by a larger ratio than the
Proposition 22 proponents outspent the NO side. But in the case of these 13
measures, unlike Proposition 22 (which was enacted by a 58.6% to 41.4%

margin), all of them went down to defeat.

® Assoc. Prof. of Political Science at UC, San Diego (in 1998); presently,
Faculty Innovator in Residence, Center for Academic Innovation, Univ. of
Michigan.
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B. Examples of Recent Statewide Propositions That Were Defeated
In Spite of Large Funding Advantages for the YES Side
(Ratio of YES to NO Spending Exceeded That in Prop. 22)

1. PROPOSITION 16 (2010) - NEW TWO-THIRDS VOTE
REQUIREMENT FOR LOCAL PUBLIC ELECTRICITY PROVIDERS.
(Initiative Constitutional Amendment.)

Support: $46,521,652.23

Oppose: $141,270.79

> YES Side Funding Advantage  329:1 ’

> DEFEATED Yes: 47%  No: 53%

2. PROPOSITION 10 (2008) - ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLES
AND RENEWABLE ENERGY. BONDS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
Support: $22,499,944.00

Oppose: $150,579.22

> YES Side Funding Advantage 149:1°

> DEFEATED Yes: 41%  No 59%

3. PROPOSITION 21 (2010) - ESTABLISHES $18 ANNUAL
VEHICLE LICENSE SURCHARGE TO HELP FUND STATE PARKS
AND WILDLIFE PROGRAMS AND GRANTS FREE ADMISSION TO
ALL STATE PARKS TO SURCHARGED VEHICLES.

(Initiative Statute.)

Support: $9,119,453.98

Oppose: $74,013.00
> YES Side Funding Advantage 123:1°
> DEFEATED Yes: 43%  No: 57%

" All proposition funding data from California Secretary of State website:
https://powersearch.sos.ca.gov/quick-search.php (page visited March 1,
2024), Appendix A attached (“Appx. A”), p. 1.

’ Appx. A, p. 2.

’ Appx. A, p. 3.

10
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4. PROPOSITION 33 (2012) - CHANGES LAW TO ALLOW
AUTO INSURANCE COMPANIES TO SET PRICES BASED ON A
DRIVER’S HISTORY OF INSURANCE COVERAGE. INITIATIVE
STATUTE.

Support: $17,148,249.45

Oppose: $290,838.29

> YES Side Funding Advantage ~ 59:1"

> DEFEATED Yes: 45%  No: 55%

5. PROPOSITION 1E (2009) - MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES
FUNDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE
STATE BUDGET.

(Legislative Statute.)

Support: $23,687,677.96

Oppose: $904,197.16
> YES Side Funding Advantage  26:1 !
> DEFEATED Yes: 34%  No: 66%

6. PROPOSITION 1D (2009) — PROTECTS CHILDREN’S
SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
(Legislative Statute.)

Support: $23,687,677.96

Oppose: $1,083,621.80

> YES Side Funding Advantage  22:1 .

> DEFEATED Yes: 34%  No: 66%

(cont’d on next page)

10Appx. A, p. 4.
! Appx. A, p. 5.
12

Appx. A, p. 6.

11
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7. PROPOSITION 34 (2012) - DEATH PENALTY REPEAL.
INITIATIVE STATUTE.

Support: $8,920,637.93

Oppose: $421,524.69

> YES Side Funding Advantage  21:1 .

> DEFEATED Yes: 48%  No: 52%

8. PROP 80 (2005) — ELECTRIC SERVICE PROVIDERS.
REGULATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE.

Support: $46,548,098.23

Oppose: $2,653,342.18

> YES Side Funding Advantage 17:1"

> DEFEATED Yes: 34%  No: 66%

9. PROPOSITION 16 (2020) - ACA 5 (RESOLUTION CHAPTER
23), WEBER. GOVERNMENT PREFERENCES.

(Legislative Constitutional Amendment.)

Support: $26,855,916.19

Oppose: $1,782,074.96

> YES Side Funding Advantage 15:1"°

> DEFEATED Yes: 43%  No: 57%

10.  PROPOSITION 65 (2016) - CARRY-OUT BAGS. CHARGES.
INITIATIVE STATUTE.

Support: $2,888,883.25

Oppose: $0.00

>  YES Side Funding Advantage  Infinity'*

> DEFEATED Yes: 46%  No: 54%

13Appx. A, p. 7.
14Appx. A, p. 8.
15

Appx. A, p. 9.
16

Appx. A, p. 10.

12
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11.  PROPOSITION 1B (2009) - EDUCATION FUNDING.
PAYMENT PLAN.

(Legislative Constitutional Amendment.)

Support: $33,728,235.54

Oppose: $0.00

> YES Side Funding Advantage Infinity17

> DEFEATED Yes: 38%  No: 62%

12.  PROPOSITION 1C (2009) —- LOTTERY MODERNIZATION
ACT.

(Legislative Constitutional and Statutory Amendment.)

Support: $26,994,437.92

Oppose: $0.00

> YES Side Funding Advantage Infinity18

> DEFEATED Yes: 36%  No: 64%

13.  PROP 78 (2005) - PRESCRIPTION DRUGS. DISCOUNTS.
INITIATIVE STATUTE.

Support: $80,534,402.00

Oppose: $0.00

>  YES Side Funding Advantage  Infinity'

> DEFEATED Yes: 42%  No: 58%

(cont’d on next page)

17Appx. A, p. 11.
18

Appx. A, p. 12.
19

Appx. A, p. 13.

13
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CONCLUSION

The spending advantage by the proponents of Proposition 22 did not

ensure its passage. The Court should affirm the decision of the Court of

Appeal.

Dated: April 3, 2024 Respectfully submitted,
BUCHALTER, APC

Steven G. Churchwell
Attorneys for Amici Curiae T. Anthony
Quinn, Daniel Schnur and Robert M.

Stern

14
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FOOTNOTE 7:

&« c 23 powersearch.sos.ca.gov/advanced.php w

Skip to Main Content | Skip to Footer

s Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
4‘ California Secretary of State

ﬂ Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search  Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g  Espaiiol

C Ot S Advanced Search Results
@® Al contributors @ Results Summary
O | Just these contributars .

$70,185,078.97 in 1,444 contributions @&

Contributor Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more,

All states A4
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the June 2010 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 014 - ELECTIONS: OPEN PRIMARIES.
(' Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $5,220,512.78 total raised - 138 contributions
Committees) - Support: $4,925 944 66 raised - 125 contributions
- Oppose: $294.568.12 raised - 13 contributions
PROPOSITION 015 - POLITICAL REFORM ACT OF 1974 CALIFORNIA FAIR ELECTIONS ACT OF 2008.
Candidates® $772,026.90 total raised - 778 contributions
O Al candidates - Support: $531.726.89 raised - 664 contributions
O [Search candidates @ - Oppose: $240,300.01 raised - 114 contributions
PROPOSITION 016 - NEW TWO-THIRDS VOTE REQUIREMENT FCOR LOCAL PUBLIC ELECTRICITY PROVIDERS.
All Offices - ® 546,662,923.02 total raised - 243 contributions
- Support: $46,521,652.23 raised - 18 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $141,270.79 raised - 225 contributions
® [searcn propositions PROPOSITION 017 - ALLOWS AUTO INSURANCE COMPANIES TO BASE THEIR PRICES IN PART ON A DRIVER'S HISTORY OF INSURANCE COVERAGE
Jun 8, 2010 ballot measures - 517,529 616 27 total raised - 285 contributions

- Support: $15,888,012 03 raised - 136 contributions
Both support & oppose v - Oppose: $1,641,604.24 raised - 149 contributions

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Contributions
Committees @

O | Just these committees
Show 10 ~ rows Sortby Date v Descending v Update

Dates: @ Download CSV [ | @
® Al dates and election cycles Showing 1 to 10 of 1,444 rows | Show more fields | @

Appendix A, Page 1
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FOOTNOTE 8:

c =

powersearch.sos.ca.gov/advanced.php

Contributions |o:

O Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other
Committees)

Candidates@

All candidates
Search candidates ]

All Offices

Ballot Measures @
@ Search proposnions

Mov 4, 2008 ballot measures

Both support & oppose

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Committees®@

Just these committees

Dates: @

@® All dates and election cycles

' Date range

mm/ddfyyyy

a
a
]
]
]
]
]
]
]

2023-2024
2021-2022
2019-2020
2017-2018
2015-2016
2013-2014
2011-2012
20039-2010
2007-2008

to mmiddiyyyy

D Election cycles

Ballot Measures on the November 2008 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 001A - SAFE, RELIABLE HIGH-SPEED PASSENGER TRAIN BOND ACT.
52 697,841 96 total raised - 191 contributions
- Support: $2,697,841.96 raised - 191 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
PROPOSITION 002 - STANDARDS FOR CONFINING FARM ANIMALS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
5$19,306,241.21 total raised - 9,995 contributions
- Support: $10,397,786.18 raised - 9,641 contributions
- Oppose: $8.908,455.03 raised - 354 contributions
PROPOSITION 003 - CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL BOND ACT. GRANT PROGRAM. INITIATIVE STATUTE
$7.955,662.04 total raised - 74 contributions
- Support: $7.955,652.04 raised - 74 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
PROPOSITION 004 - WAITING PERIOD AND PARENTAL NOTIFICATION BEFORE TERMINATION OF MINOR'S PREGMNANCY. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
$12,192,235.10 total raised - 2 423 contributions
- Support: $3,163,929.22 raised - 402 contributions
- Oppose: $9,028,305.88 raised - 2,026 contributions
PROPOSITION 005 - NONVIOLENT DRUG OFFENSES. SENTENCING, PAROLE AND REHABILITATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$10.496,665.72 total raised - 313 contributions
- Support: $7,618,138 65 raised - 223 contributions
- Oppose: $2,878,527.07 raised - 90 contributions
PROPOSITION 0086 - POLICE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT FUNDING. CRIMINAL PENALTIES AND LAWS. INITIATIVE STATUTE
54,319,519.33 total raised - 196 contributions
- Support: $1,978,836.00 raised - 78 contributions
- Oppose: $2.340,683.33 raised - 118 contributions
PROPOSITION 007 - RENEWABLE ENERGY GENERATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE
5$39,135,775.89 total raised - 45 contributions
- Support: $9,357,226 65 raised - 28 contributions
- Oppose: $29.778,549.24 raised - 17 contributions
PROPOSITION 008 - ELIMINATES RIGHT OF SAME-SEX COUPLES TO MARRY. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
$858,920,836.54 total raised - 149,065 contributions
- Support: $41,079,400.41 raised - 47,395 contributions
- Oppose: $47 841,436 13 raised - 101,670 contributions
PROPOSITION 009 - CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM. VICTIMS' RIGHTS. PAROLE. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.
§7.450,685.98 total raised - 135 contributions
- Support: $5,110,002 65 raised - 17 contributions
- Oppose: $2,340,683.33 raised - 118 contributions
PROPOSITION 010 - ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLES AND RENEWABLE ENERGY. BONDS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
§22,650,523.22 total raised - 50 contributions
- Support: $22,499,944.00 raised - 24 contributions
- Oppose: $150,579.22 raised - 26 contributions
PROPOSITION 011 - REDISTRICTING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.
517,053,019 76 tofal raised - 1,108 contributions
- Support: $15,534,703.91 raised - 1,070 contributions
- Oppose: $1.518,315.85 raised - 38 contributions
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Skip to Main Content | Skip to Footer
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_:_“- California Secretary of State

ﬁ Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g Espafiol

Contributions From:

@ Al contributors @
Just these contributors @
Contributor Location @
All states v
Contributions To:

() Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other
Committees)

Candidates @
O All candidates
‘. Search candidates @

All Offices - @

Ballot Measures @
@® searcn propositions

Nov 2, 2010 ballot measures v
Both support & oppose A

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Committees®
O Just these committees

Dates: @

@ All dates and election cycles

7 Dataranaa

W

Advanced Search Results

Results Summary

$165,864,534.98 in 10,970 contributions @

Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.

Ballot Measures on the November 2010 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 019 - CHANGES CALIFORNIA LAW TO LEGALIZE MARIJUANA AND ALLOW IT TO BE REGULATED AND TAXED.
54,772,558 .57 total raised - 2,481 contributions
- Support: $4,327,327 49 raised - 2.186 contributions
- Oppose: $445,231.08 raised - 295 contributions
PROPOSITION 020 - REDISTRICTING OF CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS.
$23,445,5818.52 total raised - 251 contributions
- Support: $15,273.650.32 raised - 91 contributions
- Oppose: $8,172,168.20 raised - 160 contributions
PROPOSITION 021 - ESTABLISHES $18 ANNUAL VEHICLE LICENSE SURCHARGE TO HELF FUND STATE PARKS AND WILDLIFE PROGRAMS AND GRANTS FREE ADMISSION TO ALL STATE PARK
SURCHARGED VEHICLES.
$9,193.466.96 total raised - 349 contributions
- Support: $9.119,453.98 raised - 345 contributions
- Oppose: $74,013.00 raised - 4 contributions
PROPOSITION 022 - PROHIBITS THE STATE FROM TAKING FUNDS USED FOR TRANSPORTATION OR LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROJECTS AND SERVICES.
$7.842,791.61 total raised - 3.156 contributions
- Support: $5,158,606.18 raised - 3.131 contributions
- Oppose: $1,684,185.43 raised - 25 contributions
PROPOSITION 023 - SUSPENDS AIR POLLUTION CONTROL LAWS REQUIRING MAJOR POLLUTERS TO REPORT AND REDUCE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS THAT CAUSE GLOBAL WARMING
UNEMPLOYMENT DROPS BELOW SPECIFIED LEVEL
543.232,560.36 total raised - 1,576 contributions
- Support: $10,665,304.82 raised - 180 contributions
- Oppose: $32,567,255.56 raised - 1,396 contributions
PROPOSITION 024 - REPEALS RECENT LEGISLATION THAT WOULD ALLOW BUSINESSES TO CARRY BACK LOSSES, SHARE TAX CREDITS, AND USE A SALES-BASED INCOME CALCULATION TC
TAXABLE INCOME
530,913,867 .60 total raised - 147 contributions
- Support: $15,410,867.60 raised - 71 contributions
- Oppose: $15,503.000.00 raised - 76 contributions
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FOOTNOTE 10:
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Skip to Main Content | Skip to Footer

»: Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
. “.- California Secretary of State

ﬁ Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g  Espaiiol

Contributions From:
Advanced Search Results
@ All contributors @ Results Summary
| Just these contributors @ $371,067,257.22 in 21,034 contributions @
Contributor Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states N
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the November 2012 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 030 - TEMPORARY TAXES TO FUND EDUCATION. GUARANTEED LOCAL PUBLIC SAFETY FUNDING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
) Ewverything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $119,071,713.13 total raised - 7,739 contributions
Committees) - Support: $65,567,362.75 raised - 4,272 contributions
- Oppose: $53,504,350.38 raised - 3,527 contributions
PROPOSITION 031 - STATE BUDGET. STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE
Candidates® $4,708,977 30 total raised - 225 contributions
O All candidates - Support: $4,089,921.33 raised - 196 contributions
O |search candidates . - Oppose: $619,055 97 raised - 29 contributions
PROPOSITION 032 - PROHIBITS POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS BY PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS. PROHIBITIONS ON CONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
All Offices v @ $137,107.511.15 total raised - 1,861 contributions
- Support: $60,301,228.46 raised - 721 contributions
Ballot Meas”"e?_. - Oppose: $76,806,282 69 raised - 1,140 contributions
® [search propositions PROPOSITION 033 - CHANGES LAW TO ALLOW AUTO INSURANCE COMPANIES TO SET PRICES BASED ON A DRIVER'S HISTORY OF INSURANCE COVERAGE. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
Nov 6, 2012 ballol measures v 517,439,087.74 total raised - 141 contributions

- Support: $17,148,249.45 raised - 110 contributions
Both support & oppose v - Oppose: $290,638.29 raised - 31 contributions
PROPOSITION 034 - DEATH PENALTY REPEAL. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
59,342 162 62 total raised - 4 769 contributions
- Support: $8,920,637.93 raised - 4,664 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $421.524 69 raised - 105 contributions
PROPOSITION 035 - HUMAN TRAFFICKING. PENALTIES. SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$3,743,678 69 total raised - 565 contributions
- Support: $3.743,678.69 raised - 565 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

Exclude contributions between allied committees

O [ Just these committees

Dates: @
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Contributions From: Advanced Search Results
® All contributors @ Results Summary
' |Just these contributors | @ $45,988,816.14 in 4,652 contributions @
Contributor Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states v
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the IMay 2009 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 001A - STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIA BUDGET PROCESS. LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY " BUDGET STABILIZATION FUND
' Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $41,083,416.55 {otal raised - 4,247 contributions
Committees) - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions

- Oppose: $7.355,181.01 raised - 3,640 contributions
PROPOSITION 001B - EDUCATION FUNDING. PAYMENT PLAN.
Candidates® $33,728,235.54 fotal raised - 607 contributions
- Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions

' All candidates

U | Search candidates @
PROPOSITION 001C - LOTTERY IMODERNIZATION ACT.
All Offices 4 . 526,994, 437.92 total raised - 606 contributions
- Support: $26,994,437.92 raised - 606 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
® |search propositions PROPOSITION 001D - PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
May 19, 2009 ballot measures - 524,771,299.76 total raised - 814 contributions
- Support: $23,687,677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Both support & oppose v - Oppose: $1.083.621.80 raised - 227 contributions
ST TR T e e AT T PROPOSITION 001E - M.ENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FUNDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
524,591,875.12 total raised - 640 contributions
- Support: $23,687,677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $904,197.16 raised - 53 contributions

PROPOSITION 001F - ELECTED OFFICIALS' SALARIES. PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS
523,846,310.79 total raised - 740 contributions
i - Support: $23,846.310.79 raised - 740 contributions
Dates: ® - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

O | Just these commitiees

Appendix A, Page 5

21



FOOTNOTE 12:

= c 2% powersearch.sos.ca.gov/advanced.php w

ip to Footer

«w Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
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Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g' Espaiiol

Contributions From:
Advanced Search Results
@ All contributors @ Results Summary
Justthese contrioutors @ $45,988,816.14 in 4,652 coniributions @
Contributor Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states v
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the May 2009 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 001A - STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIABUDGET PROCESS. LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY " BUDGET STABILIZATION FUND
[ Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $41,083,416.55 total raised - 4,247 contributions
Committees) - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions

- Oppose: $7,355,181.01 raised - 3,640 contributions
PROPOSITION 001B - EDUCATION FUNDING. PAYMENT PLAN.

Candidates® §33,728,235.54 total raised - 607 contributions
O All candidates - Support: $33,728,235 .54 raised - 607 contributions

Search candidates @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

PROPOSITION 001C - LOTTERY MODERMIZATION ACT.
All Offices - @ $26,994,437 .92 total raised - 606 contributions
- Support: $26,994,437.92 raised - 606 contributions

Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
® searcn propositions PROPOSITION 001D - PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.

$24.771,299.76 total raised - 814 contributions

IMay 19, 2009 ballot measures b4
- Support: $23,687 677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Both support & oppose A - Oppose: $1.083,621.80 raised - 227 contributions
U —— PROPOSITION 001E - M.ENTAL HEALTH SI;RVICES FUNDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
524 591,875 12 total raised - 640 contributions
- Support: $23,687,677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $904,197.16 raised - 53 contributions
O [Just hese commiiees PROPOSITION 001F - E!_ECTED DFFIC.IAL.S' SALARIES. PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS.
$23.646,310.79 total raised - 740 contributions
- Support: $23,846,310.79 raised - 740 contributions
Dates: @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
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Contributions From:

@ All contributors @
Just these contributors @
Contributor Location @
All states v
Contributions To:

O Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other
Committees)

»: Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
“ / California Secretary of State

Independent Expenditures Search  Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g

Candidates @
O All candidates
Search candidates [ ]

All Offices v @

Ballot Measures @
@® searcn propositions

Nov 6, 2012 ballot measures v
Both support & oppose v

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Committees@
O Just these committees

Dates: @

Espaiiol

Advanced Search Results

Results Summary

$371,067,257.22 in 21,034 contributions @

Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.

Ballot Measures on the November 2012 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 030 - TEMPORARY TAXES TO FUND EDUCATION. GUARANTEED LOCAL PUBLIC SAFETY FUNDING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
$119,071,713.13 total raised - 7,799 contributions
- Support: $65,567,362.75 raised - 4,272 contributions
- Oppose: $53,504,350.28 raised - 3,527 contributions
PROPOSITION 031 - STATE BUDGET. STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE
$4,708,977.30 total raised - 225 contributions
- Support: $4.089,921.33 raised - 196 contributions
- Oppose: $619,055.97 raised - 29 contributions
PROPOSITION 032 - PROHIBITS POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS BY PAYROLL DEDUCTIONS. PROHIBITIONS ON CONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$137,107,511.15 total raised - 1,861 contributions
- Support: $60,301,228 46 raised - 721 contributions
- Oppose: $76.806,282.69 raised - 1,140 contributions
PROPOSITION 033 - CHANGES LAW TO ALLOW AUTO INSURANCE COMPANIES TO SET PRICES BASED ON A DRIVER'S HISTORY OF INSURANCE COVERAGE. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$17.439,087.74 total raised - 141 contributions
- Support: $17,148,249 45 raised - 110 contributions
- Oppose: $290,838.29 raised - 31 contributions
PROPOSITION 034 - DEATH PENALTY REPEAL. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$9,342 162.62 total raised - 4,769 contributions
- Support: $8,920,637.93 raised - 4.664 contributions
- Oppose: $421,524 69 raised - 105 contributions
PROPOSITION 035 - HUMAN TRAFFICKING. PENALTIES. SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$3,743,678.69 total raised - 565 contributions
- Support: $3,743 678 .69 raised - 565 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
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Contributions From:

@® All contributors @
Just these contributors .
Contributor Location @
All states A
Contributions To:

O Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other
Committees)

Candidates®
O All candidates
) gearch candidates @

All Offices ~®

Ballot Measures @
® search propositions

Nov &, 2005 ballot measures v
Both support & oppose v

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Committees®

) Just these committees
Dates: @

@ Al dates and election cycles
O Date range

mm/dd/yyyy to mmvddiyyyy
O Election cycles

[ 2023-2024

I mmms mmmn

Advanced Search Results

Results Summary

$399,310,419.27 in 22,946 contributions @

Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.

Ballot Measures on the November 2005 ballot have received
PROP 73 - TERMINATION CF MINOR'S PREGNANCY. WAITING PERIOD AND PARENTAL NOTIFICATION. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
5$17,458,559.05 total raised - 5,907 contributions
- Support: $5,567,067.02 raised - 644 contributions
- Oppose: 11,891,492 03 raised - 5,263 contributions
PROP 74 - PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS. WAITING PERIOD FOR PERMANENT STATUS. DISMISSAL. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
574.912,281.92 total raised - 9,799 contributions
- Support: $55,525,487 57 raised - 8,581 contributions
- Oppose: $19,386,794.35 raised - 1,218 contributions
PROP 75 - PUBLIC EMPLOYEE UNION DUES. REQUIRED EMPLOYEE CONSENT FOR POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$108,694,603.43 total raised - 11,951 contributions
- Support: $50,415,543.54 raised - 10,050 contributions
- Oppose: $58,279,059 89 raised - 1,901 contributions
PROP 76 - SCHOOL FUNDING. STATE SPENDING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDIMENT.
$88,170,5804.63 total raised - 9,980 contributions
- Support: $55,525.487 57 raised - 8,581 contributions
- Oppose: $32.645,317.06 raised - 1,399 contributions
PROP 77 - REAPFORTIONMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
578,6820,600.89 total raised - 9,372 contributions
- Support: $56,738,791.52 raised - 8,414 contributions
- Oppose: $22,081,809.37 raised - 958 contributions
PROP 78 - PRESCRIPTION DRUGS. DISCOUNTS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
580,534 402 00 total raised - 60 contributions
- Support: $80,534,402.00 raised - 60 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
PROP 79 - PRESCRIPTION DRUG DISCOUNTS. STATE-NEGOTIATED REBATES. INITIATIVE STATUTE
$128,041,874.63 total raised - 759 contributions
- Support: $46 731,983 23 raised - 635 contributions
- Oppose: $81,309,891.40 raised - 64 contributions
PROP 80 - ELECTRIC SERVICE PROVIDERS. REGULATION. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$49.201.,440.41 total raised - 846 contributions
- Support: $46,548,098.23 raised - 797 contributions
- Oppose: $2,653,342 18 raised - 49 contributions
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#» Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
¥ California Secretary of State

Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g  Espariol

S Es Advanced Search Results
@ Al contributors @ Results Summary
| Just these contributors @? $767,190,508.50 in 30,239 contributions @
Contributor Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states A
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the November 2020 ballot have received
N PROPOSITION 014 - AUTHORIZES BONDS TO CONTINUE FUNDING STEM CELL AND OTHER MEDICAL RESEARCH. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
L) Ewverything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $15,970,402.79 total raised - 460 contributions
Committees) - Support: $15,969,052.79 raised - 458 contributions

- Oppose: $1,350.00 raised - 2 contributions
PROPOSITION 015 - INCREASES FUNDING FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS, COMMUNITY COLLEGES, AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES BY CHANGING TAX ASSESSMENT OF COMMERCIALAND INDUSTRIAL

Candidates® PROPERTY INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL -
) All candidates $143,496,776.68 total raised - 10,789 contributions
Search candidates @ - Support: $68,6584,397.93 raised - 2,166 contributions
- Oppose: $74,812,378.75 raised - 8,623 contributions
All Offices v @ PROPOSITION 016 - ACA 5 (RESOLUTION CHAPTER 23), WEBER. GOVERNMENT PREFERENCES
$28.637,991.15 total raised - 7,600 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Support: $26,855.916.19 raised - 1,193 contributions
® | searcn propositions - Oppose: $1,782,074.96 raised - 5,407 contributions

PROPOSITION 017 - ACA 6 (RESOLUTION CHAFTER 24), MCCARTY. ELECTIONS: DISQUALIFICATION OF ELECTORS.

Nov 3, 2020 ballot measures hd ) e
$1,943,082.16 total raised - 405 contributions
Both suppert & oppose ~ - Support: $1,943,082.16 raised - 405 contributions
Exclude contributions between allied committzes - Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
PROPOSITION 018 - ACA 4 (RESOLUTION CHAPTER 30), MULLIN. ELECTIONS: VOTING AGE.
$1,336,045.08 total raised - 435 contributions
Committees® - Support: $1,338,045.08 raised - 435 contributions
') - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
) Just these committees

PROPOSITION 018 - ACA 11 (RESOLUTION CHAPTER 31), MULLIN. THE HOME PROTECTION FOR SENIORS, SEVERELY DISABLED, FAMILIES. AND VICTIMS OF WILDFIRE OR NATURAL DISASTERS ACT.
. $47.039,842.04 total raised - 231 contributions
Dates: @ - Support: $46,994,939.30 raised - 227 contributions
- Oppose” $44 902 74 raised - 4 contributions
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Both support & oppose v - Oppose: $27.330.32 raised - 6 contributions

PROPOSITION 055 - TAX EXTENSION TO FUND EDUCATION AND HEALTHCARE. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

559,469,438.74 total raised - 482 contributions

- Support: $59,466,438.74 raised - 479 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $3,000.00 raised - 3 contributions

PROPOSITION 056 - CIGARETTE TAX TC FUND HEALTHCARE, TOBACCO USE PREVENTION, RESEARCH, AND LAW ENFORCEMENT. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Justinese commitees $105,533,234.44 total raised - 433 contributions
i - Support: $34,555,388.99 raised - 350 contributions
Dates: @ - Oppose: $70,977,845.45 raised - 83 contributions
PROPOSITION 057 - CRIMINAL SENTENCES. JUVENILE CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS AND SENTENCING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE.
@® Al dates and election cycles 521,695,220 16 total raised - 340 contributions
O' bate range - Support: $19,926,509.77 raised - 180 confributions

- Oppose: $1.768,710.39 raised - 160 contributions
mm/ddiyyyy to mmiddiyyyy PROPOSITION 058 - SB 1174 (CHAPTER 753, STATUTES OF 2014), LARA. ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION
- $5,660,312.99 total raised - 179 contributions

¥ EEEN GRS - Support: $5,560,312.99 raised - 179 contributions

(] 2023-2024 - Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
PROPOSITION 059- SB 254 (CHAPTER 20, STATUTES OF 2016), ALLEN. CAMPAIGN FINANCE: VOTER INSTRUCTION
L 2021-2022 5511,626.43 total raised - 877 contributions
[ 2019-2020 - Support: $511,626.43 raised - 877 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
U 2017-2018 PROPOSITION 060- ADULT FILMS. CONDOMS. HEALTH REQUIREMENTS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
[ 2015-2016 $5,221,052.81 total raised - 233 contributions
- Support: 4,665,698 .96 raised - 25 contributions
[ 2013-2014 - Oppose: $555,353.85 raised - 208 contributions
[ 2011-2012 PROPOSITION 061- STATE PRESCRIPTION DRUG PURCHASES. PRICING STANDARDS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
5128 258 357 16 total raised - 863 contributions
) 2009-2010 - Support: $19,152,196.55 raised - 735 contributions
] 2007-2008 - Oppose: $109.106,160.61 raised - 128 contributions
PROPOSITION 062- DEATH PENALTY. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
[J 2005-2008 $28,789,520.27 total raised - 33,983 contributions
[ 2003-2004 - Support: $16.218,521.16 raised - 4,842 contributions
- Oppose: $12,570,999.11 raised - 29,141 contributions
[] 2001-2002 PROPOSITION 063- FIREARMS. AMMUNITION SALES. INTIATIVE STATUTE.

56,334 072 04 total raised - 11,165 contributions

- Support: $5,288,048.33 raised - 5,568 contributions

Clear Form Search - Oppose: $1,046,023.71 raised - 5,597 contributions

PROPOSITION 064- MARIJUANA LEGALIZATIOM. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$26,428,080.86 total raised - 936 contributions
- Support: $24 816,611 86 raised - 842 contributions
- Oppose: $1,611,469.00 raised - 94 confributions

PROPOSITION 065- CARRY-OUT BAGS. CHARGES. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
52,888 883.25 total raised - 32 contributions
- Support: $2.888,883.25 raised - 32 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - O contributions
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.- Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
22y California Secretary of State

Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g  Espafiol

Contributions From:
Advanced Search Results
@® All contributors @ Results Summary
Just these contriutors __|@ $45,988,816.14 in 4,652 contributions @
Contributer Location @ Impertant - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states hd
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the May 2009 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 001A - STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIA BUDGET PROCESS. LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY " BUDGET STABILIZATION FUND
) Ewverything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $41,083,416.55 total raised - 4,247 contributions
Committees) - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions

- Oppose: $7,355,181.01 raised - 3,640 contributions
PROPOSITION 001B - EDUCATION FUNDING. PAYMENT PLAN.

Candidates® $33,728,235 54 total raised - 607 contributions
O All candidates - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions
Search candidates @ - Cppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
PROPOSITION 001C - LOTTERY MODERNIZATION ACT.
All Offices v @ 526,994,437 .92 total raised - 606 contributions
- Support: $26,994,437.92 raised - 606 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
® [searcn propositions PROPOSITION 001D - PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
May 19, 2008 ballot measures - 524,771,299.76 total raised —.814 contrmunons
- Support: $23,687 677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Both support & oppose hd - Oppose: $1,083,621.80 raised - 227 contributions
s S ey yu— PROPOSITION 001E - MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FUNDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
$24.591,875.12 total raised - 640 contributions
- Support: $23,687 677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $904,197 .16 raised - 53 contributions

PROPOSITION 001F - ELECTED OFFICIALS' SALARIES. PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS
$23,846,310.79 total raised - 740 contributions
. - Support: $23,846,310.79 raised - 740 contributions
Dates: ® - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

O | Just these committees
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Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g  Espariol

Contributions From:
Advanced Search Results
@® All contributors @ Results Summary
Just these contriutors __|@ $45,988,816.14 in 4,652 contributions @
Contributer Location @ Impertant - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states hd
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the May 2009 ballot have received
PROPOSITION 001A - STATE BUDGET. CHANGES CALIFORNIA BUDGET PROCESS. LIMITS STATE SPENDING. INCREASES "RAINY DAY " BUDGET STABILIZATION FUND
) Ewverything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $41,083,416.55 total raised - 4,247 contributions
Committees) - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions

- Oppose: $7,355,181.01 raised - 3,640 contributions
PROPOSITION 001B - EDUCATION FUNDING. PAYMENT PLAN.

Candidates® $33,728,235 54 total raised - 607 contributions
O All candidates - Support: $33,728,235.54 raised - 607 contributions
Search candidates @ - Cppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
PROPOSITION 001C - LOTTERY MODERNIZATION ACT.
All Offices v @ 526,994,437 .92 total raised - 606 contributions
- Support: $26,994,437.92 raised - 606 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions
® [searcn propositions PROPOSITION 001D - PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
May 19, 2008 ballot measures - 524,771,299.76 total raised —.814 contrmunons
- Support: $23,687 677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Both support & oppose hd - Oppose: $1,083,621.80 raised - 227 contributions
s S ey yu— PROPOSITION 001E - MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FUNDING. TEMPORARY REALLOCATION. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.
$24.591,875.12 total raised - 640 contributions
- Support: $23,687 677.96 raised - 587 contributions
Committees® - Oppose: $904,197 .16 raised - 53 contributions

PROPOSITION 001F - ELECTED OFFICIALS' SALARIES. PREVENTS PAY INCREASES DURING BUDGET DEFICIT YEARS
$23,846,310.79 total raised - 740 contributions
. - Support: $23,846,310.79 raised - 740 contributions
Dates: ® - Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

O | Just these committees
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ﬁ Quick Search Advanced Search Independent Expenditures Search Frequently Asked Questions CAL-ACCESS g' Espaiiol

Contributions From:

Advanced Search Results
@ Al contributors @ Results Summary

Just these contributors | @ $339,310,419.27 In 22,946 contributions @
Contributer Location @ Important - Adjustments may apply for ballot measures. Find out more.
All states v
Contributions To: Ballot Measures on the November 2005 ballot have received
- PROP 73 - TERMINATION OF MINOR'S PREGNANCY. WAITING PERIOD AND PARENTAL NOTIFICATION. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
) Everything (Candidates, Ballot Measures & Other $17,458 559.05 total raised - 5,907 contributions

Committees) - Support: $5,567,067.02 raised - 644 contributions

- Oppose: $11,891,492.03 raised - 5,263 contributions
PROP T4 - PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS. WAITING PERIOD FOR PERMANENT STATUS. DISMISSAL. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
Candidates® 574,912.251.92 total raised - 9,799 contributions
' All candidates - Support: $55,525,487 57 raised - 8,581 contributions
Search candidates @ - Oppose: $19,386,794 35 raised - 1,218 contributions
PROP 75 - PUBLIC EMPLOYEE UNION DUES. REQUIRED EMPLOYEE CONSENT FOR POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.

All Offices ve $108,694,603.43 total raised - 11,951 contributions
- Support: $50,415.543.54 raised - 10,050 contributions
Ballot Measures @ - Oppose: $58,279,059.59 raised - 1,901 contributions
© | searcn propositions PROP 76 - SCHOOL FUNDING. STATE SPENDING. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENCVENT
Nov 8, 2005 ballot measures = $88,170,804.53 total raised - 9,980 contributions

- Support: $55,525,487 57 raised - 8,581 contributions
Both support & oppose v - Oppose: $32,645,317.06 raised - 1,399 contributions
PROP 77 - REAPPORTIONMENT. INITIATIWVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.
$78,620,600.89 total raised - 9,372 contributions
- Support: $56,738,791.52 raised - 8,414 contributions
- Oppose: $22,081,809 37 raised - 958 contributions
PROP T8 - PRESCRIPTION DRUGS. DISCOUNTS. INITIATIVE STATUTE.
$60,534,402.00 total raised - 60 contributions
- Support: $80,534,402 00 raised - 60 contributions
- Oppose: $0.00 raised - 0 contributions

Exclude contributions between allied committees

Committees @
O Just these committees

Dates: @

Appendix A, Page 13
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I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am a citizen of the
United States employed in the County of Sacramento. I am over the age of 18 and not a
party to the within cause of action. My business address is 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1900,
Sacramento, California 95814. On April 3, 2024, I served the following document(s):
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T. ANTHONY QUINN, DANIEL SCHNUR AND ROBERT M. STERN IN
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By filing via TrueFiling: I filed and served such document(s) via TrueFiling, thus
sending an electronic copy of the filing and effecting service on all registered users for
this case.

By email: I caused such document(s) to be served via electronic mail on the
parties in this action by transmitting true and correct copies to the following email

addresses from my email at dpowers@buchalter.com:

Rob Bonta
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Michael J. Mongan

Solicitor General

Janill L. Richards

Principal Deputy Solicitor General
Thomas S. Patterson

Senior Assistant Attorney General
Samuel T. Harbourt

Deputy Solicitor General

Anya M. Binsacca

Supervising Deputy Attorney General
Jose A. Zelidon-Zepeda

Deputy Attorney General

1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor
Oakland, Ca 94612
Janill.Richards@doj.ca.gov

Attorneys for Respondents State of California and Katie Hagen
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Richard R. Rios

Deborah B. Caplan

Benjamin N. Gevercer

Olson Remcho, LLP

1901 Harrison Street, Suite 1550
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Robin Tholin

Altshuler Berzon LLP

177 Post Street, Suite 300
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skronland(@altber.com

Nicole G. Berner

Steven K. Ury

Service Employees

International Union

1800 Massachusetts Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

steven.ury(@seiu.org

Attorneys for Petitioner Service Employees International Union

By First-Class Mail: By following ordinary business practices and placing for
collection and mailing at 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1900, Sacramento, California 95814, a
true and correct copy of the document(s), enclosed in a sealed envelope; in the ordinary
course of business, the document(s) would have been deposited for first-class delivery
with the United States Postal Service the same day they were placed for deposit, with

postage thereon fully prepaid.

The Hon. Frank Roesch

Alameda County Superior Court
Administration Building, Dept. 17
1221 Oak Street

Oakland, CA 94612
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Supreme Court Clerk and Executive Officer
350 McAllister Street

San Francisco, CA 94102-4797

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and the
United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3rd day of

April 2024, at Sacramento, California.

Dondelle Y. Powers
DANIELLE Y. POWERS
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