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CALIFORNIA

BY RACHEL PRINGLE

After the Election

Unlike the 2005 special election, which 
resulted in no passed propositions, this 
November California voters responded 

to the state propositions with a variety of 
answers.

While there were still plenty of nays, all 
of the statewide initiatives passed, giving more 
funding to improve highways, port security, air 
quality, and transportation programs, as well as 
providing funds for emergencies and disasters. 
The passage of Proposition 1D, the public edu-
cation facilities bond, will benefit UC Berkeley 
by providing the school with millions of dollars. 
The Los Angeles Times has stated that UC Berke-
ley’s research in the hard sciences has been 
suffering because of a lack of funding, which has 
hurt recruiting for professors and slowed down 
large projects. Proposition 1D, which doles out 
10.4 billion dollars to K-12 as well as to higher 
education, will ease some of the financial strain. 
UC Berkeley, though, will receive only $26.75 
million out of the $890 million designated for 
all of the University of California campuses.

Despite the success of the first five initia-
tives, voters rejected Propositions 85 through 
90, which varied widely in their intent and 
support. Proposition 85, another effort to 
require parental notifications for minors seeking 
abortions, received another rejection. Although 
Proposition 87, which would have taxed oil 
drilling companies in the state to fund research 
on alternative energy, had the most political star 
power—including former President Clinton and 
An Inconvenient Truth’s narrator Al Gore—the 
celebrities failed to win over Californians. 

Proposition 83, on the other hand, which 
severely restricts where sex offenders can live 
and which requires sex offenders to wear a 
monitoring device for life, won by a landslide. 
Though voters heartily endorsed this proposi-
tion, on both sides of the political spectrum, 
it may have some trouble coming into effect. 
Following the election, two separate suits 
were filed, each opposing different parts of the 
measure. An anonymous sex offender on parole 
filed his suit in federal court in Los Angeles stat-
ing that the lifelong electronic monitoring is an 
unconstitutional invasion of privacy. The lawsuit 

referred to the tracking bracelet as a “scarlet 
letter.” Filed in San Francisco, the second suit 
has managed to temporarily block the provision 
of the initiative that prohibits former offenders 
from living within 2,000 feet of a school or park. 
This lawsuit claimed that the proposition was 
unconstitutional because it added yet another 
punishment for ex-convicts who had already 
served their penalties years ago. 

Attorney General Bill Lockyer responded 
that the plaintiff does not have legal standing to 
sue because Proposition 83 is not intended for 
former offenders. One of the few opponents of 
the proposition, Assemblyman Mark Leno (D-
San Francisco) stated that Lockyer’s statement 
contradicted the impression of the measure’s 
regulations. He said that those who backed the 
proposition had clearly spoken about banishing 
sex offenders that “live among us.” It seems that 
even after the people have spoken, what they 
say isn’t always what they end up doing.

The results of the election were neither 
overwhelmingly conservative nor liberal. The 
voters in California re-elected Schwarzenegger 
and passed some of the initiatives he backed, yet 
vetoed many. Forecasting the outcome of the 
election would have been just as impossible as 
forecasting what happens next.
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