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VOTE NO on Measure L!
Residents cannot afford to have a new sales tax increase imposed by the

City!

We both have witnessed while serving as your City Councilmember and as
your City Treasurer serious municipal mismanagement in Upland.

The 2020 Grand Jury Report documented how the City interfered with my
duties and responsibilities as your City Treasurer. I resigned. The Grand
Jury Report documented serious problems and noted “The San Bernardino
County Civil Grand Jury is aware that there potentially may be criminal
activity associated with these actions that are not within the jurisdiction of
the Civil Grand Jury.” Interestingly, no criminal actions were filed.

Mismanagement should not be rewarded by raising sales taxes! The new
City Manager and City Council should conduct community meetings to
discuss the prior Resident Taskforce recommendations to significantly
reduce costs while maintaining good service levels.

One of the cost saving options recommended by the Resident Taskforce was
outsourcing the Police Department to the County Sheriff. There is a potential
$10 MILLION ANNUAL savings opportunity. This City Council must
allow an open, honest and transparent discussion of this cost saving
opportunity.

Our neighbors in Rancho Cucamonga and Chino Hills use the County
Sheriff police services and are two of the safest City’s in California.
Upland’s transition from having its own Fire Department transferred to
County Fire was a seamless transition to residents.

You deserve to know about a $10 MILLION cost savings opportunity before
allowing the City to increase the sales tax. VOTE NO!
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