Rebogtial to Argument in Favor of Measurs

The City's second attempt to pass o gas tax calls to mind this wall-known guots: "Fool me onee,
shame on you. Fool me twice, shame on me.” in 2017 the City bnproperly spent nearky $150,000 of
tacpayer money on their first attempt; fortunately, Ripltn volters were not fooled and rejected the
previous tax propossl. Dot et this shomely second attempt fool you now. GET THE FACTS:

CITY'S CLAINVE Additional tax revenue Is needed to fung services for Rialte riesidents,

FACT: The City's projections for the nest fiseal year, however, show Increused property tax, utiiity user
e, and sales tax revenues, and hgher Hcense, permit, and franchise fees. tnstead of ralsing more
tanes and fees, the City should relgn in out of control government salaries and frivolous spending,

CITY'S CLAIME: The Uity hints that atifity-use toxes may be lowered if Measure U is adopted.
FACT: Measure U, however, is not conditioned on any tax being lowarad.

FACT: The truth i that Measure U could cause govermmant revenue o drop, Fuel can be transported
by truck from coastal refineries, entirely bypassing the storage facilities. if the city increases tanes by
27 times the current rate, these husinesses facllities could cluse, As g result, Rialto would lose tocal
jobs, pconomic revenue, and current stable tax hase,

FACY: Rialto cannot attract businesses and jobs by recklessly imposing a tax that could result In
increased truch waffic and poliution and higher fust prices. Bay NG on Measure U
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