
Argument Against Measure B 

 

Riverside is finally allowed to vote on some facet involving cannabis dispensaries. Is an industry standard 
of a 10 % tax sufficent? Could a higher tax been voted for and win? City Council basically refuses to 
acknowledge that the immediate impact of legalized pot shops is an increase in crime, hence our city 
would require more police officers. The mere fact that they are adding five full �me overseers at a cost 
of almost a half million dollars should speak volumes to the rocky road ahead of us. 

While the measure states “poten�ally’ it could add over two million to the general fund, nowhere do 
they men�on the aforemen�oned cost or that sta�s�cally speaking for every dollar in profits ci�es are 
spending three for public safety. Please note this money is going to the general fund where council will 
spend as they choose.  

Two different ci�es have voted on a 15% tax rate and won on the ballot. The extra five percent could 
help us with the extra cost of enforcement and public safety. 

To me one of the most disturbing aspects of this whole issue is having council members ignore all the 
nega�ve evidence and comments from concerned ci�zens. It is almost like they do not care or they have 
something to gain by allowing 14 pot shops in Riverside. 

A vote of NO on this measure would tell our council that this is s�ll our city and we deserve the right to 
have a say in what goes on.  

People can always purchase cannabis on line. What this is basically doing is like adding 14 liquor stores 
into neighborhoods. We deserve beter than this. 
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