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REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE V

The argument FOR Measure V has 3 main reasons.

(1) The mayor is only 50% fully effective because of spending so much time getting re-
elected
Rebuttal:

Two-year mayoral terms are the dominant voting form for small cities throughout

California because the public trusts that approach for accountability.

A mayor could not be consistently re-elected every 2 years if less than fully (100%)
effective. Examples: Dan Albert of Monterey (20 years) and our current mayor (8
years).

(2) Lack of stability and consistency
Rebuttal:
Our Mayor has consistently been re-elected providing 8 years of stability and
consistency. Two year terms do not restrict consistency if a mayor is effective.

(3) Too much Campaigning. Partisanship and Fundraising ~ Rebuttal:
When Ken Gray was re-elected to council (2008), he did not campaign, raise money or
put out yard signs. He returned unsolicited donations. He received more votes than all
others. Quality, vision and integrity alone were good enough for the voters.
The advantages of incumbency increase with each re-election.
There is no reason why a popular mayor could not follow the above example. Since all
other Marina candidates (Council and Water District) are unopposed, partisanship is at
a low point.

Measure V removes the power of Marina citizens to change the composition and focus
of our council every two years. It vests the power in the council not the citizens. Do you
want professional politicians or the people to determine our future? Vote NO on V.
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