
Memorandum 

Date: October 30, 2024 

To: Mayor and Members of the City Council 

From: Thomas B. Modica, City Manager 

Subject: Update on State and Countywide Ballot Measures – November 5, 2024 

On Tuesday, November 5, 2024, Long Beach voters will consider 10 statewide ballot 
measures and 2 countywide measures. Of the statewide measures, 5 were placed on the 
ballot by voters and 5 were approved by the State Legislature. Of the countywide 
measures, 1 was placed on the ballot by the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors 
and 1 was placed on the ballot by voters.   

This memorandum provides a summary of State and County 2024 General Election ballot 
measures including any potential impacts to the City of Long Beach (City). For additional 
information, please visit the California Secretary of State Official Voter Information 
Guide. The purpose of this memo is to provide neutral ballot information and help educate 
on the potential impacts that the measures may have on Long Beach, without advocating 
a position for or against the measures. The memo notes where City Council has taken 
positions through publicly agendized items. 

2024 Ballot Measures 

Proposition 2. Authorizes Bonds for Public School and Community College 
Facilities (Bond Measure)   

Proposition 2 was placed on the November ballot by the State Legislature via AB 247 
(Muratsuchi). Proposition 2 proposes to authorize $10 billion in general obligation bonds 
for the repair, upgrade, and construction of facilities at K–12 public schools (including 
charter schools), community colleges, and career technical education programs, 
including for improvement of health and safety conditions and classroom upgrades. The 
estimated cost to repay the bond would be approximately $500 million annually over a 
35-year period. Payments would be made from the state General Fund.

• Long Beach Impacts: If passed, this proposition could fund repairs at Long Beach
Unified School District and Long Beach City College. $1.5 billion would be used to
support community college facilities, including any mix of new buildings,
renovations, land purchases, and equipment. Community colleges would prepare
a plan listing their statewide project priorities. The Governor and the Legislature
would select specific projects to fund. $8.5 billion would be used for public school
districts to support facility projects related to the renovation of existing buildings
($4 billion), new construction ($3.3 billion), facilities for career technical education
programs ($600 million), and charter schools ($600 million). For new construction
and renovation projects, school districts would apply for and be awarded funding

https://voterguide.sos.ca.gov/
https://voterguide.sos.ca.gov/
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240AB247
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240AB247
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mainly on a first-come, first-served basis. The state would award the career 
technical education and charter school funds through a competitive application 
process.   

Proposition 3. Constitutional Right to Marriage (Constitutional Amendment) 

Proposition 3 was placed on the November ballot by the State Legislature via ACA 5 
(Low). In 2015, the United States Supreme Court ruled that same-sex couples have the 
right to marry, but outdated language in the California Constitution still states that 
marriage can only be between a man and a woman. This measure proposes to update 
language in the California Constitution to ensure alignment with the Supreme Court 
ruling.   

• Long Beach Impacts: This proposition would have no direct impacts to the City.
Proposition 3 would not change who is allowed to marry in California. This means
there would be no change in revenues or costs to state and local governments. On
May 21, 2024, the City Council adopted a resolution in support of this ballot
measure.

Proposition 4. Authorizes Bonds for Safe Drinking Water, Wildfire Prevention, and 
Protecting Communities and Natural Lands from Climate Risks (Bond Measure)  

Proposition 4 was placed on the November ballot by the State Legislature via SB 867 
(Allen). Proposition 4 proposes to authorize $10 billion in general obligation bonds for 
various projects to reduce climate risks and impacts. The estimated cost to repay the 
bond would be approximately $400 million annually over a 40-year period. Payments 
would be made from the state General Fund. 

• Long Beach Impacts: If passed, much of the bond money would be used for loans
and grants to local governments, Native American tribes, not-for-profit
organizations, and businesses. Proposition 4 could provide several resources that
the City can tap into, including: $475 million for offshore wind generation projects;
$610 million for water quality projects; $110 million for urban stormwater
management projects; $75 million for sea level rise mitigation; $100 million for
urban greening projects; and, $200 million for outdoor and recreational access. On
August 13, 2024, the City Council voted to support Proposition 4.

Proposition 5. Allows Local Bonds for Affordable Housing and Public 
Infrastructure with 55% Voter Approval (Constitutional Amendment)  

Proposition 5 was placed on the November ballot by the State Legislature via ACA 1 
(Aguiar-Curry). Proposition 5 proposes to lower the voting requirement needed to approve 
local general obligation bonds if they would fund affordable housing for low- and middle-
income Californians, or for public infrastructure including roads, water, and fire protection. 
Specifically, Proposition 5 lowers the voter approval requirement from two-thirds to 55 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA5
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA5
https://longbeach.primegov.com/portal/viewer?id=77862&type=2
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240SB867
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240SB867
https://longbeach.primegov.com/portal/item/54218
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA1
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA1
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percent.  

• Long Beach Impacts: If approved by voters, this proposition would provide Long
Beach with a more realistic financing option to fund an increase in the supply of
affordable housing and to address the public infrastructure challenges that the City
is facing. The amount would depend on decisions by local governments and
voters. Borrowed funds would be repaid with higher property taxes. Proposition 5
requires local governments to take specific steps to monitor the use of bond funds
supporting housing assistance and public infrastructure.

Proposition 6. Eliminates Constitutional Provision Allowing Involuntary Servitude 
for Incarcerated Persons (Constitutional Amendment)  

Proposition 6 was placed on the November ballot by the State Legislature via ACA 8 
(Wilson). Proposition 6 proposes to amend the California Constitution to remove the 
current constitutional provision that allows jails and prisons to impose involuntary 
servitude to punish crime (i.e., forcing incarcerated persons to work). The measure also 
bans state prisons from disciplining incarcerated persons for refusing a work 
assignment.   

• Long Beach Impacts: This proposition would have no direct impacts to the City.
However, there may be a potential increase or decrease in state and local criminal
justice costs depending on how rules around work for people in state prison and
county jail change. For example, if people in prison and jail no longer face
consequences for refusing to work, prisons and/or jails might have to find other
ways to encourage working. If this is done by increasing pay, costs would increase.
If this is done by giving more time credits instead, costs would decrease because
people would serve less time. The fiscal effects of Proposition 6 on state and local
criminal justice costs are uncertain. However, any potential increase or decrease
in state and local criminal justice costs likely would not exceed the tens of millions
of dollars each year (annually), according to the Legislative Analyst’s Office.

Proposition 32. Raises Minimum Wage. Initiative Statute 

Proposition 32 was placed on the ballot by voters after an original attempt to raise the 
minimum wage in 2022. In 2025, California would have different minimum wages for 
employers of different sizes. Employers with 26 or more employees would have a 
minimum wage of $18 per hour. Employers with 25 or fewer employees would have a 
minimum wage of $17 per hour. Without Proposition 32, the minimum wage for all 
employees would be about $16.50 per hour. The proposition would not change any local 
or industry-specific minimum wages.  

• Long Beach Impacts: Proposition 32 would not impact Long Beach’s Hotel
Workers employers, as their set minimum wage is above the proposed $18. This
would affect the Concessionaire workers minimum wage, as the proposed raised

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA8
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202320240ACA8
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minimum wage is higher than Long Beach’s. It would impact the general minimum 
wage in the city.   

Proposition 33. Expands Local Governments’ Authority to Enact Rent Control on 
Residential Property. Initiative Statute 

Proposition 33 was placed on the ballot by voters and eliminates Costa-Hawkins. Under 
the proposition, cities and counties can control rents for any housing. They also can limit 
how much a landlord may increase rents when a new renter moves in. The proposition 
itself does not make any changes to existing local rent control laws. Generally, cities and 
counties would have to take separate actions to change their local laws.  

• Long Beach Impacts: For nearly 30 years, California has imposed limits on the
amount a landlord can raise the rent each year. Under Costa-Hawkins, Cities
cannot set rent control on single-family homes or apartments built after 1995, and
landlords are free to set their own rental rates when new tenants move in. Cities
would be allowed to control rents on any type of housing, including single-family
homes and new apartments, and for new tenants. This would allow Long Beach,
along with the other cities, to take their own action to change local rent control laws
if they so choose.

Proposition 34. Restricts Spending of Prescription Drug Revenues by Certain 
Health Care Providers. Initiative Statute 

Proposition 34 was placed on the ballot by voters. Proposition 34 requires affected entities 
to report certain information to the state each year (annually). The affected entities would 
have to report how much revenue they earned in California and nationwide from the 
federal drug discount program and how they spent this revenue. The state would use this 
information to help determine compliance with the new rules. The proposition allows the 
state to charge fees on affected entities to cover its enforcement costs. Under Proposition 
34, affected entities that do not submit timely and accurate information would be engaging 
in conduct that is unprofessional, dishonest, or harmful to public health or safety.  

Proposition 34 establishes four penalties for violating the new rules. All four penalties 
would apply if affected entities spend less than 98 percent of their net federal discount 
revenue on direct patient care. The penalties also would apply if the affected entities 
engage in conduct that is unprofessional, dishonest, or harmful to public health or 
safety. Proposition 34 adds Medi-Cal Rx to state law. Because Medi-Cal Rx already is in 
effect, the proposition does not change the current approach Medi-Cal uses to pay for 
drugs.  

• Long Beach Impacts: Proposition 34 would not affect the City of Long Beach, as it
only applies to healthcare organization have spent more than $100 million on
things other than direct patient care in the last decade — and own and operate
multifamily housing units “with at least 500 high-level violations.”
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Proposition 35. Provides Permanent Funding for Medi-Cal Health Care Services. 
Initiative Statute 

Proposition 35 was placed on the ballot by voters. Proposition 35 makes the existing 
health plan tax permanent beginning in 2027. The state would still need federal approval 
to charge the tax. The tax would continue to be based on the number of people to whom 
health plans provide health coverage. The proposition allows the state to change the tax, 
if needed, to get federal approval, within certain limits. In addition to making the health 
plan tax permanent, Proposition 35 creates rules on how to use the revenue. Generally, 
these rules require the state to use more of the revenue to increase funding for Medi-Cal 
and other health programs. The rules are different in the short term (in 2025 and 2026) 
and the long term (in 2027 and after). Proposition 35 also changes which Medi-Cal 
services and other health programs get funding increases compared to current law.  

• Long Beach Impacts: Proposition 35 on the November ballot would not impact the
city of Long Beach, as it is making the existing health plan tax permanent and
create dedicated funding for some Medi-Cal services.

Proposition 36. Allows Felony Charges and Increases Sentences for Certain Drug 
and Theft Crimes. Initiative Statute 

Proposition 36 was placed on the ballot by voters. Proposition 36 makes several key 
changes related to punishments for theft and drug crimes. First, it increases the 
punishment that could result for some of these crimes after a person has two or more 
prior convictions. Second, it creates a new treatment-focused court process for 
possession of hard drugs (e.g., cocaine, heroin, methamphetamine, and fentanyl).  Third, 
it requires courts to warn people when they are convicted of manufacturing or selling 
fentanyl to others that they can be charged with murder if they keep doing so and 
someone dies from the fentanyl they provide. Specifically, Proposition 36 increases 
punishment for repeat theft and drug crimes in three ways:    

• Turns Some Misdemeanors into Felony/misdemeanor Wobblers: For example,
currently, theft of items worth $950 or less is a misdemeanor regardless of how
many times the person is convicted of theft. Proposition 36 makes this crime a
felony/misdemeanor wobbler, which means there is discretion to escalate the
punishment, if the person has two or more past convictions for theft crimes (such
as shoplifting, burglary, or carjacking). A felony sentence would range between 16
months to three years in county jail or state prison. These changes undo some of
the punishment reductions in Proposition 47.

• Lengthens some Felony Sentences: For example, Proposition 36 allows felony
sentences for theft or damage of property to be lengthened by up to three years if
three or more people committed the crime together.  This provision was created to
address smash-and-grab retail theft.

• Allows some Felonies to be Served in Prison: Sentences for selling certain drugs
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(such as fentanyl, heroin, cocaine, or methamphetamine) can be lengthened 
based on the amount sold. Currently, these sentences are served in county jail. 
Proposition 36 will allow a judge to sentence someone to serve their time in state 
prison instead of the county jail.     

Proposition 36 creates a “treatment-mandated felony,” instead of a misdemeanor, when 
a person has prior drug possession convictions.  This applies to people who 1) possess 
certain drugs (such as fentanyl, heroin, cocaine, or methamphetamine), and 2) have two 
or more past convictions for some drug crimes (such as possessing or selling drugs). 
These people must be offered treatment, such as mental health or drug treatment, and 
those who accept and finish treatment would have their charges dismissed. Those who 
do not accept or finish treatment could be sentenced to serve between 16 months and 
three years in county jail or state prison. This change undoes some of the punishment 
reductions in Proposition 47. The proposition also requires courts to warn people that they 
could be charged with murder if they sell or provide illegal drugs that kill someone. This 
warning would be given to people convicted of selling or providing certain drugs (such as 
fentanyl, heroin, cocaine, and methamphetamine). This could make it more likely for them 
to be convicted of murder if they later manufacture or sell illegal drugs to someone who 
dies from those drugs.  

• Long Beach Impacts: Proposition 36 could potentially impact the City of Long
Beach in two primary ways. Since currently LA County policy mandates that police
may issue a citation, but not arrest, a person for misdemeanor theft or drug
possession, by increasing the charge to felony level it will give law enforcement
the ability to arrest people who have already been convicted twice of theft and/or
drug possession. Second, by elevating the punishment for repeated drug use and
offering “treatment-mandated felony,” it is expected that more people may accept
treatment for drug addiction. On September 17, 2024, City Council received and
filed a presentation on Proposition 36 with a 5-3 vote (1 absent member). By
receiving and filing the presentation, City Council elected to have individual officials
decide on their personal position rather than taking a City position.

County of Los Angeles Measures 

Measure A. Homelessness Services and Affordable Housing Ordinance 

The measure was placed on the November ballot by voters. The measure would establish 
a permanent 0.5 percent sales and use tax to reduce and prevent homelessness and 
provide affordable housing. This measure would repeal Measure H, the quarter-cent sales 
and use tax enacted in 2017 that would otherwise expire in 2027, and replace it with a 
half-cent sales tax, until voters decide to end it.    

• Long Beach Impacts: The measure would fund a wider variety of homeless
resources and new affordable housing. For example, the prior tax paid for shelters
and services, but not for new housing. More than a third of the money raised by
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the new tax would go to the Los Angeles County Affordable Housing Solutions 
Agency, to be spent on new homes and services aimed at preventing people from 
becoming homeless. If approved by the voters, the sales and use tax is estimated 
to generate approximately $1.076 billion annually in local government revenue. 
61.25 percent (approximately $656 million in the first year) would be allocated to 
the County for Comprehensive Homelessness Services, the Local Solutions Fund, 
Homelessness Solutions Innovations, and Accountability, Data, and Research. 
35.75 percent (approximately $383 million in the first year) would be allocated to 
the Los Angeles County Affordable Housing Solutions Agency for Affordable 
Housing and Prevention. 3 percent (approximately $32 million in the first year) 
would be allocated to the Los Angeles County Development Authority for Local 
Housing Production.  Furthermore, it would allow the City’s Measure A to return to 
the full one percent ahead of schedule, generating $12 million in FY 25 and the full 
$24 million in FY 26 for public safety and infrastructure. On August 13, 2024, City 
Council voted to take an official position in support of this County measure with a 
6-1 vote (2 absent members).

Measure G. Los Angeles County Government Structure, Ethics and Accountability 
Charter Amendment  

On July 30, 2024, the County of Los Angeles Board of Supervisors voted to place a 
measure on the November ballot. The measure proposes to increase the number of 
Board of Supervisors from five to nine elected members. In addition to increasing the size 
of the Board of Supervisors, the measure — if passed by the voters – would make the 
county CEO an elected position, instead of one appointed by the Board of Supervisors, 
with administrative and executive powers. The measure would also create an 
independent ethics commission that would increase restrictions on lobbying and 
investigate misconduct. Additionally, the measure would create a non-partisan legislative 
analyst's position to review proposed county legislation.  

• Long Beach Impacts: Measure G would dramatically overhaul county government.
If approved by the voters, the City could fall in a different Supervisorial District,
depending on where the district lines are established. However, the county would
not see all nine supervisors until 2032, after a redistricting process. The county
executive would be elected by 2028 and would be able to veto board policies and
have full responsibility for department heads. As a result, the Government Affairs
Office would play a more active role in advocacy efforts with the elected County
CEO. The county auditor estimated that one-time costs to implement the changes
would be approximately $8 million, which would include new office space and
hiring new staff. That does not include any ongoing costs, including salaries and
benefits for the four new supervisors and their staff. It is unclear where the money
to pay for the changes will come from. However, the language in the ballot measure
prohibits the county from raising taxes to pay for the reforms.

https://file.lacounty.gov/SDSInter/bos/supdocs/193728.pdf
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Next Steps 

City staff will continue to monitor the impacts of state and countywide ballot measures on 
the City and will provide follow-up information as appropriate. If you have any questions, 
please contact Sarah Patterson, Manager of Strategic Partnerships and Government 
Affairs, at sarah.patterson@longbeach.gov. 

CC: DAWN MCINTOSH, CITY ATTORNEY 
DOUGLAS P. HAUBERT, CITY PROSECUTOR 
LAURA L. DOUD, CITY AUDITOR 
APRIL WALKER, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER 
TERESA CHANDLER, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
MEREDITH REYNOLDS, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
GRACE YOON, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
TYLER BONANNO-CURLEY, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
KEVIN LEE, CHIEF PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICER 
MONIQUE DE LA GARZA, CITY CLERK  
DEPARTMENT HEADS 

mailto:sarah.patterson@longbeach.gov

