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Proposition 14

The California Stem Cell Research, Treatments, and Cures Initiative of 2020.

Prop. 14 would generate the money necessary to keep open the state’s own stem cell 
agency — the California Institute for Regenerative Medicine — and expand its research 
capacity.  It would include dedicating $1.5 billion for Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, stroke, 
epilepsy, and other brain and central nervous system diseases.   
 
The rest of the money would go towards other research, medical training, building new 
research facilities and expanding treatment access.  

The state would sell investors bonds worth $5.5 billion, and taxpayers would then pay back 
that money, with interest, over the next 30 years. 

Estimated cost: $7.8 billion.
 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on Prop 14.
 

Rationale:  More money for science, medicine, and healthcare is almost always going to 
get a thumbs up from me.  These are absolutely dreadful and increasingly commonplace 
diseases and we need better treatment for them ASAP.  Nobel Prize winning medical 
researchers, doctors, and 70+ patient advocate organizations have studied Prop. 14 and 
endorse it.  It gets my vote too.   
 
Vote Yes on Prop. 14. 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Proposition 15

Would hike property taxes on big businesses, raising billions for schools and local governments. 
Currently, owners pay business property taxes based on the price they originally paid for that real 
estate — typically a lot less than what it’s worth today. If this measure passes, property taxes for 
many large businesses would be elevated to the property’s current, usually higher, market value. 
That would net $6.5 to $11.5 billion — 60% for cities, counties and special districts, and 40% for 
schools and community colleges.

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on 15.
 
 
Rationale:   Ref Union is about taking care of the communities we service.  We also support 
initiatives spearheaded by other unions. 
 
After this pandemic, our cities, counties, schools, and colleges will be desperate for money.  
Hundreds of programs and thousands of public jobs (including teachers) will be lost if we don’t find 
a way to raise money for them.   
 
Big business has plenty of money.   In fact, many big businesses outside of cruise lines, movie 
theaters, and airlines actually benefitted and saw record revenue from the pandemic.   
Have you seen the earnings of Wal-Mart lately?  Since the community corralled enough to support 
all of those megastores and other major corporations (at the expense of small and private 
businesses), it is time that the big boys pay a little back to help rebuild the communities that have 
spoiled them so much. 
 
What really won me over:  one of the main groups supporting this measure is the California 
Teachers Association (a union!).   Opposed was the California Business Roundtable, an industry 
group for the state’s largest businesses.   Left to me to ponder:  should I support union teachers or 
corporate fat cats?  Decisions…decisions…   
 
Vote Yes on Prop. 15. 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Proposition 16

Theoretically it would restore the possibility of affirmative action in the public sector of California — 
meaning universities and government offices could factor in someone’s race, gender, or ethnicity in 
making hiring, spending, and admissions decisions.  
 
What it would do is strike the provision in the California Constitution prohibiting us from doing so.   
 
 
Ref Union Endorsement:  Neutral  
 
 
Rationale:  On its face, it feels awkward to potentially strike this portion of our state Constitution: 

“The state shall not discriminate against, or grant preferential treatment to, any individual or group, 
on the basis of race, sex, color, ethnicity, or national origin in the operation of public employment, 
public education, or public contracting.” 
 
After all, it is a beautiful concept, symbolic of true color-blindness and gender neutrality.   
 
Except…one could argue that it is simply lip service and unenforceable anyway.  
 
Take me for example.  I’m not going to pretend like I’m color blind.  I see race. I also revere the 
differences in various cultures.  I really enjoy blending them.  I think like any other assignor, I’d feel 
awkward putting together a three-man crew of all white guys or all black guys on a game.  I love 
diversity…or perhaps I’m insecure about what I believe a lack of diversity might imply. 
 
In either case, this push for diversity is technically illegal and unconstitutional.  Ironic how we 
applaud such illegal activity nearly 100% of the time, isn’t it?
 
I don’t see Prop. 16 as a sudden shift back to affirmative action, nor does it appear to directly 
encourage it.  Therefore I don’t believe it benefits minorities of any race immediately.  I also don’t 
believe the fear mongers that say Prop. 16 would suddenly encourage discrimination or racism 
against white people.  There’s no data supporting that view either.
 

Ref Union California General Election Proposition Endorsements 4



I think a Vote of Yes on Prop. 16 will just make our Constitution reflect the reality of an economic 
and education system that is gradually getting better as more of us continue to put a premium on 
the inherent value of diversity. 
 
I think a Vote of No on Prop. 16 will make our Constitution reflect an unrealistic idealism. 
 
Some would say idealism is the enemy of progress.  Some say we should strive for it anyway.  
 
I’ll let you guys decide.  I remain neutral on Prop. 16. 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Proposition 17

 
Would allow people on parole in California to vote. The prop would also allow parolees to run for 
office if they’re registered to vote and haven’t been convicted of perjury or bribery.  

California now prohibits state prisoners and parolees from voting. People serving their sentences in 
county jails can vote, unless they’re transferring to a state or federal prison, or they’re serving time 
for a parole violation. Sixteen other states and the District of Columbia allow people to vote once 
they’ve finished their prison sentences. Vermont and Maine let people vote while still in prison. 
 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on 17.
 

Rationale:  I don’t see the rationale behind taking away voting rights from criminals unless they are 
convicted of a crime serious enough to warrant life imprisonment.  In all other circumstances, they 
will be released into general society upon repaying their debt to it.  They should have the same right 
to vote upon what kind of society they are going to be released into.  As someone that believes our 
criminal justice system should start taking its rehabilitation responsibilities more seriously, giving 
criminals a stake in their community could act as a positive incentive for them to turn their lives 
around.  To take away a person’s right to vote is also dehumanizing and as referees we should be 
intimately familiar with  the horrible effects that can have on a person’s psyche. It’s one thing to 
punish criminals but it’s another far more uncivilized thing to dehumanize them.

Conversely, since criminals sentenced to life imprisonment will never get to participate in society 
again, they don’t have the same stake in it.  Therefore there is a justification in taking their vote 
away on how their former society is to be run.  However, everybody else should still get a say. 
Just like in Ref Union, if I ever have to suspend you for missing a game, I would not simultaneously 
take away your right to provide input towards a future account.   
Proportionality is an important element of a just punishment. 
 
Again, the worse of the worst — killers and rapists that will never see regular society again — 
should have their votes stripped and their impact on society permanently annulled.  However, 
everybody else should keep their fundamental right to vote.     
 
Vote Yes on Prop. 17. 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Proposition 18

Would allow 17-year-olds to vote in primary and special elections if they will be 18 and eligible by 
the next general election. 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Neutral
 

Rationale:  We are referees.  I always tell parents that complain about a player being too old or too 
young that age certification is up to the discretion of the tournament director…. I’m staying out of it. 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Proposition 19

Gives Californians 55 or older a big property tax break when buying a new home. To fund that new 
tax break, it would curtail a separate tax break Californians may receive on homes inherited from 
parents and grandparents.  

Typically when Californians buy a new home, their property taxes shoot way up. That’s because 
their property taxes are based mostly on the value of our home when we buy it — not its current 
market value. Baby Boomers who bought that bungalow down the street right after Woodstock are 
paying way less in property taxes than the tech yuppies who bought an identical bungalow last 
year.   

This prop would allow the Boomer couple to buy a new house anywhere in the state and retain 
relatively low property taxes. 

Also under current law, a Californian who inherits a Malibu estate can rent it out on Airbnb yet still 
pay a property tax locked in at the parents’ rate. Under this prop, if an adult heir want to keep their 
artificially low property tax bill, they’ll need to live in their inherited domicile.
 
New revenue from closing the inheritance tax break could generate billions for schools, local 
governments, and the state. A big chunk would also go to firefighters. 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on 19.

Rationale: I believe in protecting the most vulnerable — seniors — and I prefer to give them a tax 
break vs. the yuppies looking to make passive income off the backs of their parents’ success.  If we 
are interested at all in preserving the American value of hard work and wealth as a matter of 
meritocracy instead of nepotism, then measures like this will put a little well-deserved damper on 
inherited riches. 
 
Don’t worry.  This won’t stop the trust fund child from getting his parents’ beach house.  But now he 
might actually have to contribute something to society in order to pay the taxes on it.  This is a very 
good measure that gives a tax break to our hardest working generation while teaching our youngest 
generation the value of hard work.  And the excess tax money would go to schools and firefighters!  
Talk about a win-win-win! 
 
Vote Yes on Prop. 19 and make spoiled children have to work again.  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Proposition 20

Increases penalties for certain property crimes and repeated parole violations — and make it more 
difficult for some convicted felons to qualify for early parole and release from prison. 
Specifically, Prop. 20 would give prosecutors new flexibility to charge some property crimes of more 
than $250, such as “serial shoplifting” and car theft, as felonies rather than misdemeanors. 
It would increase penalties for former inmates who violate the terms of their supervised release 
three times, making it more likely that they will be sent back to jail or prison. 

It would require law enforcement to collect DNA samples from people convicted of certain 
misdemeanors — including shoplifting, forgery and illegal drug possession — to be stored in a state 
database.  And it would double the number of felonies that disqualify prison inmates from being 
able to apply for early parole consideration. 
 
Ref Union Endorsement:  No on 20.

Rationale: This proposition is all over the place.  Talk about packing a bunch of provisions into a 
single bill, making it ridiculously confusing to figure out its overarching goal.   
Prop. 20 mainly targets increasing penalties on shoplifters but then jumbles it with an initiative 
against domestic violence parolees.  What does one have to do with the other?  
 
Answer: nothing.   
 
I am all for classifying child abuse, domestic violence, hate crime and aggravated assault as violent 
crimes.  I’m in favor of severely punishing those types of offenders.  However this bill does not do 
that, at least not without also enacting a bunch of fluff that will waste police and other legal 
resources.   
 
No wonder the California Teachers Association is one of the main opponents of the measure. 
This bill just doesn’t make sense.  As a referee I like concise rules with a logic behind their adoption 
and clear measures for their enforcement.  This bill is a mess and needs redrafting to narrow its 
scope before I can get behind it. 
 
Vote No on Prop. 20.  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Proposition 21

Allows cities to pass rent control measures on almost all rental housing, as long as it’s more than 15 
years old.

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on 21.

Rationale:  Look, I get it. Even people who don’t own any property like to imagine themselves as 
landlords one day and think, “I wouldn’t want the government to tell me how much I can charge for 
my [fictitious] slum tower!!”   Well, calm yourself, you hypothetical Ebenezer. 
 
Fact of the matter is that rent control works in other countries and in the limited number of US cities 
where it has been enacted.  Having affordable rent is a cornerstone for economic mobility because 
it allows members of the working class to actually save up to buy a home.  Meanwhile, landlords in 
many areas have gone too long without a check on their power to exhort their tenants by raising 
rent to unconscionable levels.   Especially in Orange County (although I’m sure its also true in other 
areas) where corporations like the Irvine Company own a majority of rental complexes.  They have 
far too much influence on the local economy by unilaterally being able to raise rent without any 
justification. 
 
“Oh, the gym we promised you was under construction all year??  Too bad.  Your rent is going up 
8% to cover it!”  
 
Our power to keep rent fair is not in complaining or moving (because rent increases have a domino 
effect to surrounding communities anyway); our power is in instituting rent control to curb how much 
money landlords are able to squeeze from us.  I hope this is the year we finally band together to get 
it done.  
 
Furthermore, the notion that Prop. 21 would lower property values is a tenuous one at best. Rental 
properties, perhaps.  Individual home values, no.  The more people that are allowed to save up for 
a home, the more competition there will be for available homes in the future.  The more buyers on 
the market, the more demand goes up.  That is Economics 101. 
Let’s make the dream of home ownership more accessible to all.

Please vote Yes on Prop. 21. 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Proposition 22

Exempts Uber, Lyft, DoorDash, and Postmates from following the rules of AB-5 that all other 
businesses would still have to follow.  Would classify their drivers permanently as “independent 
contractors.” 
 
Ref Union Endorsement:  HELL NO on 22.

Rationale:  Imagine there’s a rule in the book that nobody likes.  Then imagine there were a 
handful of sports programs that hated it so much, that they raised $185M to rewrite it. But instead of 
rewriting it for everybody, they just want to rewrite it for themselves — so that they are the only 
teams exempt from that rule. 
 
That is exactly what a coalition of Uber, Lyft, and DoorDash is trying to do with Proposition 22.
They are sponsoring this bill so that they alone would be exempt from the wildly controversial AB-5 
measure that came into law this year. 
 
AB-5 wants to rewrite the rules on who is and who is not an independent contractor.  It has 
ramifications towards all of us, especially basketball referees.  However, Prop. 22 would NOT help 
us.  Prop. 22 would only help the phone app delivery companies while the rest of small businesses 
and freelance workers would still have to abide by AB-5. 
I’m urging you to vote no on AB-5 because I don’t think big billionaire companies should play by an 
easier set of rules than the rest of us.   
 
If you hate AB-5 and want to see it reversed, put pressure on Uber and Lyft to create a bill that 
would eradicate it outright, not just exempt themselves from it.  If they lose this initiative, they might 
realize that they need a stronger coalition, and perhaps invite referees to join them.
 
Speaking specifically to Uber drivers or DoorDash delivery boys: please don’t fall for their lies about 
how Prop. 22 would destroy the gig economy and force all of them to move out of California. 
Their business is doing just fine in London where Uber was NOT given the same exemption that 
they’re trying to get with Prop. 22.  British drivers enjoy the benefits and protections of all other 
workers in the United Kingdom with the same flexibility we enjoy here.  They’ve proven that you can 
have your cake and eat it too.
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I also have to be blunt with a few of my fellow Door Dashers that fallaciously take pride in their 
“independence” as a contractor.  I hear it from so many of them; they stick out their chest and 
boast, “I love being independent.  I love being my own boss.”

Who are you kidding?  You are not independent.  You are simply an employee without benefits.  
You have no real control.  The clients you get are whoever Uber or Postmates choose to send you.  
The money you make is whatever Uber or Postmates decide to offer you with a “take it or leave it” 
option and no power of negotiation. 
 
You can pick your own hours of course, and you can work for as long as you want, which is good 
for Uber and Postmates because ultimately you are serving THEIR customers, not yours. 
 
If you want to be a true independent contractor in the food delivery industry, then build your own 
app or start your own courier service, attract your own clients, and set your own prices.   
Until then you’re just doing Uber’s bidding and are at the whim of their terms and conditions.  
 
The other day I received an offer from DoorDash to deliver a single Chipotle burrito bowl from Costa 
Mesa to Laguna Beach.  They offered me $8 for a 10-mile trip.  Of course I declined and then sat 
for 10 minutes in a parking lot awaiting their next offer.  Completely at the mercy of whatever they 
decide to send me.  I didn’t feel like some empowered independent contractor.  I felt like their bitch.  
And you cannot lie to me and say that at one point in your deliveries you have not felt the same 
way.  
 
Therefore please stop allowing these big businesses to scare you away from voting towards 
bettering your work situation.  Hold their feet to the fire and demand more for your time and efforts. 
 

As a referee and a Postmates driver, I urge you: 
 

VOTE NO on PROP. 22.
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Proposition 23

This would require kidney dialysis clinics to have at least one physician present during all operating 
hours, and to report infection data to the state. It would also require that operators get approval 
from the state’s health department before closing a clinic and prohibit clinics from discriminating 
against patients based on insurance type.
 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Neutral
 

Rationale:  I don’t believe that it is right to endorse or even vote on a measure that might be literal 
life-or-death for some people unless I really know what I’m doing.  On this matter, I currently don’t.  
Dialysis is complicated, the ramifications of this bill may stretch far and beyond my imagination.  
Therefore, I’m not going to risk making the wrong choice.  Doctors, nurses, other healthcare 
workers, patients, and their families should be the ones voting on this.   
 
I may pick a side based on conversations I have with actual medical professionals about what 
would be best for patients and what would preserve the most lives.   
 
Until then, I offer no endorsement.

Ref Union California General Election Proposition Endorsements 13



Proposition 24

Changes California’s data privacy law: 

• By letting you tell businesses to limit the use of sensitive data, such as your exact location, health 
information, race and religion,

• By prohibiting businesses from holding onto your data for longer than necessary,
• By allowing the government to fine companies up to $7,500 for violating children’s privacy rights, 
• By creating a new state agency to enforce the privacy law, investigate violations and assess 

penalties,
• By reducing the number of businesses that have to comply, making it apply only to companies 

that buy or sell data of at least 100,000 households a year.
 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Neutral
 

Rationale:  As you all know, I’m an open book.  Privacy laws don’t really speak to me. However I 
can understand and appreciate people’s valuing of their privacy.  Some of the elements of Prop. 24 
are incredibly abstract, however, so I’m not sure if this law will have the impact that it hopes to 
achieve.  The opposition ironically believes that this law would further hurt consumer privacy, 
although I don’t exactly understand their argument how. 
 
Currently, I just don’t know enough about the measure to offer any endorsement and I don’t really 
care enough about the issue to ever learn more about it. 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Proposition 25

Transforms how people get out of jail while awaiting trial — making California the first state to 
replace cash bail with an algorithm. 

Today, rich Californians can afford cash bail, while poorer people either pay bail bond companies or 
sit in jail awaiting trial.  This measure, if passed, would uphold a 2018 law that sought to eliminate 
cash bail and replace it with an algorithm to assess a person’s risk for not appearing at trial — the 
higher the risk, the less likely they are to be released. 
 

Ref Union Endorsement:  Yes on 25. 
 
 
Rationale:  As a J.D., I’m familiar with how the bail system works.  It’s inherently discriminatory and 
incredibly outdated.  It needs to be upgraded to give the poor the same presumption of innocence 
as it does for the rich. 
 
Plus the bail bond industry is as predatory as pay day lenders.  Essentially if a poor person gets in 
trouble, they can bypass jail, but then they’re indebted to bail bond lenders for a ridiculous amount 
of time and money. That is why that entire industry is paying so much to try and defeat this 
measure. 
 
Of course it is naive and idealistic to believe that justice will ever treat rich and poor alike, but Prop. 
25 is at least a step in the right direction.  
 
Vote Yes on Prop. 25. 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Thank You!

 
I appreciate getting the opportunity to share with you my take on these propositions.  I welcome 
your feedback and discourse on any of the issues outlined above.  Whether you agree with our 
endorsements or not, please lend your voice on November 3rd so that we all have a fair say in how 
our country is run.  Cheers!
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