
REBUTIAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE F 

San Jose City leaders want you to believe that Measure Fis about public safety- but it is not. 
• Nearly 90% of the city employees receiving RETROACTIVE PENSION INCREASES under 

this measure are not police officers or firefighters. 

City leaders want you to believe that we have fewer police officers today because of pension 
reform - but we do not. 

• Since 2008, the mayor and city council has had to eliminate 285 sworn police positions 
to balance the budget - because SKYROCKETING PENSION costs have been taking 
hundreds of millions of dollars away from services. 

City leaders want you to believe that that Measure F makes the pension system more 
sustainable - but it does not. 

• Measure F will allow employees back into the old retirement system that we know was 
UNSUSTAINABLE. 

City leaders want you to believe that Measure F will prevent the city from making promises it 
cannot keep- but it does not. 

• Instead it continues to make promises that the taxpayers cannot afford to keep. 

City leaders want you to believe that the pensions under Measure F will provide large savings -
but they do not. 

• The city's pension contribution rates will INCREASE by 36% for many employees. 

• San Jose is already saving the $40 Million claimed by Measure F's proponents. 

70% of San Jose voters approved Measure B in 2012 to provide fair, sustainable pensions. This 
"""' measure undoes that. Higher pension costs mean one thing: MORE CUTS TO CITY SERVICES:!:: o 

Don't go backward. Vote no on Measure F: www.ProtectPensionReform.com 
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The above signed proponent (s) or author(s) of the rebuttal argument 

against ballot measure Fat the General Municipal Election for the City 

of San Jose to be held on November 8, 2016 hereby state that the 

argument is true and correct to the best of (his/her/their) knowledge 

and belief. 



AUTHORIZATION FOR ANOTHER PERSON TO SIGN REBUTTAL 
ARGUMENT 

The following majority of _3_ authors of the Argument in favor /~easure _F_ 

authorize the following person(s) to prepare, submit or sign the Rebuttal to the Argument in 

81 against Measure _F_ for the City of San Jose General Municipal Election to be held 

on November 8, 2016. (EC 9285) ~ 
= 

Signatures of a majority of the authors of the Argument in favor I against Measure _F_ are require&~ 
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The following authors are authorized to prepare, submit or sign the Rebuttal to the Argument In favor I 
against Measure ~F __ _ 

Office 

se Onfy 

Print Name Pete Constant 

Title/Org Retired SJ Police Officer/ Former SJ City Councilmember 

Print Name Mark Hinkle 

Title/Org President. Silicon Valley Taxpayers Association 

Print Name Steven Haug 

Title/Org Treasurer Silicon Valley Taxpayers Association 

Print Name Alberta Brierly 

Title/Org Retired Library Worker 
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Print Name ~J~a"-n""S"'o~u~le~ _______________ M(0

Title/Org __ R'-'e~t=ir~ed~B~u~si~n~es~s~w'-'o~m~a~n~-------------

Attach this form to the Form of Statement of Authors Form submitted with the Argument in favor I against 
Measure _£____ . 




