CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF CLERKS AND ELECTION OFFICIALS

Legislative Committee Meeting

Minutes – January 04, 2008
Los Angeles, California

	Attendee
	County

	Attendee
	County

	Helen Kawagoe
	Carson 
	Jill LaVine
	Sacramento

	Steve Weir
	Contra Costa
	Cathy Darling 
	Shasta 

	Eren Mendez
	Contra Costa
	Deborah Seiler 
	San Diego

	Karen Rhea
	Kern 
	Michael Vu
	San Diego

	Tim McNamara
	Los Angeles
	Billie Alvarez 
	Santa Barbara 

	Elaine Ginnold
	Marin 
	Elma Rosas
	Santa Clara

	Neal Kelley
	Orange 
	Jesse Durazo
	Santa Clara

	Ryan Ronco
	Placer 
	Lindsey McWilliams
	Solano 

	Jim McCauley
	Placer 
	Lee Lundrigan
	Stanislaus

	Pat Hammers 
	Riverside 
	Jana M. Lean
	SOS

	Barbara Dunmore
	Riverside
	Ronda Paschal 
	SOS

	
	
	Michael Wagaman 
	Assembly Speaker’s Office 


Deborah Seiler convened the meeting at 9 a.m.  Introductions were made.

Minutes from December 5, 2007

Motion presented by Steve Weir to approve December 5, 2007 minutes with amendments.  Jim McCauley seconds motion.  Motion carried.
Guest Speaker:  Michael Wagaman – Mail Ballot Elections
· Background:  Michael Wagaman, Ethan Jones, Joe Holland, Elaine Ginnold and Rhonda Paschal met regarding mail ballot elections and precinct size.  That discussion resulted in Mr. Wagaman’s desire to expand dialog during this meeting.

· Core issues/concerns/background information regarding increasing registration caps at precincts (over 1,000 registered voters) from SOS and Speaker’s Office:

· SOS is interested in precinct size proposals; realizes that one solution does not work for all counties; wants a long term solution since the 1250 registered voter solution that was previously law did not work:; higher PAV now, etc.

· Another concern is that larger precinct sizes could cause vote centers to have longer lines.
· If solution that subtracts absentee voters to increase precinct size is used, concern is that communities may loose convenient poll locations through overall precinct reduction.
· Core issues/concerns/background information regarding all mail ballot elections from Speaker’s office:

· Will all mail ballot elections harm overall voter participation?
· Will all mail ballot elections bias turnout and/or negatively affect specific “demographics”/communities?

· That any proposal for mail ballot elections on a small scale not be seen as a natural path to all mail ballot elections being initiated to replace poll place elections  vis-à-vis the first two bulleted concerns above
· If any “pilot” mail ballot election legislation is passed with a post-election report provision, then the report should show some level of sophistication and address the three prior bullet points
Legislation

AB 1292 (Mendoza)  Absentee voters: ballot materials
Position:  Watch with concern.
Discussion:  This bill provides that candidate statements be included with mail ballots.  These statements are already provided with sample ballots.  Cost and logistic considerations for counties are great.
AB 1654 (Huffman, et al)  Mail ballot elections:  statewide and local elections
Position:  Support concept.
Discussion:  Discussion regarding draft amendments to this bill that would introduce an all mail ballot pilot election provision into the Elections Code that would be limited to a small number of counties.

Also, concerns related to draft provisions that may limit number of registered voters who can vote at a “vote center”.

CSAC is interested in CACEO position regarding the proposals in draft.  Concerns raised regarding voting center provisions that may be in bill, i.e., if pilot counties cannot perform, then this could be a vehicle that causes vote center concept to become problematic.

Steve Weir would like to see a committee of stakeholders from CACEO, SOS, etc. to address this issue in earnest.  

No consensus regarding supporting draft proposal related to pilot.  

2008 CACEO Legislative Proposals:

Item 6, submitted by Elaine Ginnold (Marin County) and Janice Atkinson (Sonoma County).  Proposal to change the word from “District” in Elections Code Section 4108 to “Jurisdiction” in order to allow the governing board of any jurisdiction, including schools and cities, to call an all mail ballot election on election dates designated for all mail ballot elections.
Motion presented to accept as CACEO proposal 08-06 by Jesse Durazo.  Barbara Dunmore seconds motion.  Motion carried.
Item 7, submitted by Candy Lopez, Contra Costa County:  Proposes to amend Elections Code Section 13307 (c) which provides that the “local agency” may estimate the cost of the candidate statement and require the candidate to pay in advance.  This proposal clarifies who has the authority for determining if the candidate will be required to pay the additional costs when the estimated amount paid is less than the actual costs and who is responsible for billing the candidate for those costs. 
Motion presented to accept as CACEO proposal 08-07 by Cathy Darling.  Billie Alvarez seconds motion.  Motion carried.  (Lee Lundrigan opposes.)
Item 8, submitted by Billie Alvarez, Santa Barbara County:  Proposes to amend Elections Code Section 2154 to include prior registration as a rebuttable presumption, i.e., if no prior registration is shown, it shall be presumed that the person is not registered to vote in California; and an affidavit of registration shall be valid notwithstanding failure to complete prior address information.
Discussion:  Background discussion regarding SOS’s perspective on this issue regarding the inclusion of prior address on voter registration forms.  Governor may have concerns regarding this proposal.
Motion presented to accept as CACEO proposal 08-08 by Jill LaVine.  Jim McCauley seconds motion.  Motion carried.  (Lee Lundrigan opposes.)
Item 9, submitted by Dean Logan, Los Angeles County:  Proposes to delete ambiguous language in provisions regarding ballot designation worksheet.  Elections Code section 13107.3 specifies that each candidate who submits a ballot designation must file a ballot designation worksheet in addition to the nomination documents filed pursuant to 8020.  Elections Code section 8020 governs nomination procedures for a primary election.  Presently provided, the law could be interpreted such that only a candidate filing for an office in a primary election would file the worksheet.
Motion presented to accept as CACEO proposal 08-09 by Jim McCauley.  Steve Weir seconds motion.  Motion carried.  (Lee Lundrigan opposes.)
Voters with Specific Needs Subcommittee

· Continuation of refinement of Multilingual Glossary.  Goal is for uniform usage of terms in California election community on core election terms.  Review of VWSN manual continued.  Assignments reviewed.

· Monthly conference call plan discussed regarding specific VWSN topics.  All counties will be invited.  Aim is to facilitate inter county dialog for line staff.
HAVA/Voting System Subcommittee:

Ted Selker of Caltech/MIT Voting Technology Project gave presentation related to steps that the EAC should consider taking to improve the November 2008 election.  Questions and answers followed.
Jana Lean and Bruce McDannold, of SOS gave status reports and addressed questions on the Statewide Database, VMB, and Voting Systems.

· Next VMB meeting will be January 16, 10:30, Los Angeles.  Regarding CHANGE TO APPROVED PROJECT DOCUMENTATION PLAN: Receive staff report for approval of changes to county plan, City and County of San Francisco – Phase 2.  For more information, see http://www.ss.ca.gov/elections/vma/home.html:  
· VMB meetings are tentatively scheduled to be quarterly in April, July, and November with more meetings to be scheduled if and when needed.
· Statewide database meetings with counties regarding RFP being held regionally.  Cannot hold meetings by conference call due to confidentiality considerations.  Counties should focus on sections 4, 6, and 9 of RFP.  SOS hopes to produce only one addendum to the RFP based on stakeholder feedback.
The meeting was adjourned by Deborah Seiler.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim McNamara

Thank you to Jill LaVine for her assistance in compiling this month’s minutes.
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