CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF CLERKS AND ELECTION OFFICIALS

Legislative Committee Meeting

Minutes –December 9, 2009
Sacramento, California
	Attendee
	County

	Attendee
	County

	Dave MacDonald
	Alameda
	Barry Brokaw
	Sacramento Advocates

	Laurie Cassady 
	Butte
	Kari Verjil
	San Bernardino

	Debi Cooper
	Contra Costa
	Danielle Enriquez
	San Diego

	Kathy Gover
	Contra Costa
	Cathy Glaser
	San Diego

	Sue Olvera
	Contra Costa
	Deborah Seiler
	San Diego

	Steve Weir
	Contra Costa
	Barbara Carr
	San Francisco

	Geoffrey Neill
	CSAC
	Charles MacNulty
	San Francisco

	Theresa Thompson
	Fresno
	Frances Matthew
	San Francisco

	Victor Salazar
	Fresno
	Nataliye Whime
	San Francisco

	Kathy McClue
	Fresno
	Austin Erdman
	San Joaquin

	Juan Witrago
	Fresno
	Philip Chantri
	Santa Clara

	Karen Rhea
	Kern
	Elaine Larson
	Santa Clara

	Dean Logan
	Los Angeles
	Diane Moore
	Santa Clara

	Tim McNamara
	Los Angeles
	Elma Rosas
	Santa Clara

	Harriett Coleman-Russ
	Los Angeles
	Jesses Durazo
	Santa Clara

	Dorothy Scates
	Los Angeles
	Gail Pellerin
	Santa Cruz

	Marlene F. Smith
	Los Angeles
	Tricia Webber
	Santa Cruz

	Susan Conner
	Madera
	Jana Lean
	Secretary of State

	Rebecca Martinez 
	Madera
	Tess Mason-Elder
	Secretary of State

	Elaine Ginnold
	Marin
	Cathy Mitchell
	Secretary of State

	Courtney Progner
	Mariposa
	Michelle Shafer
	Sequoia

	Linda Tulett
	Monterey
	Cathy Darling
	Shasta

	Xioneida Ruiz
	Napa
	Lindsey McWilliams
	Solano

	Bruce Bolinger
	Nevada
	Janice Atkinson
	Sonoma

	Gregory Reeves
	Nevada
	Pamela Givans
	Sutter

	Neal Kelley
	Orange
	Donna Johnson
	Sutter

	Katherine Reedy
	Orange
	Cindy Niebla
	Tuolumne

	Mark Jones
	City of Pasadena
	Debie Rusell
	Tuolumne

	Jim McCauley
	Placer
	Martin Corsos
	Ventura

	Ryan Ronco
	Placer
	Maria V. Montalvo
	Ventura

	Barbara Dunmore
	Riverside
	Judith Rodriguez
	Ventura

	Alice Jarboe
	Sacramento
	Tracy Salcedo
	Ventura

	Jill LaVine 
	Sacramento
	
	


Deborah Seiler convened the meeting at 1 p.m.  Introductions were made.

Minutes from September 5, 2008
Motion by Gail Pellerin to approve September 18, 2009 minutes with edits.  Austin Erdman seconds motion.  Motion carried.
General Comments

Due to sever budget challenges CACEO has explored and/or implemented some cost saving measures.  They are:

· To potentially reduce lobbyist costs, the Legislative Committee has been encouraged to introduce less proposals.  Proposals may have to be prioritized or be put in an omnibus bill.

· Reduce the number of meetings and locate meetings in no–charge locations.  (All meetings – with the exception of the April meetings in Fresno, the Annual Conference, and New Law – will be located in County facilities in Sacramento and San Diego.)

· Legislative meeting attendance costs will be reduced from $55 to $35. 

2010 CACEO Legislative Proposals:

Item 1, Submitted by Betty Canady, Sacramento County:  Removes the following code sections since they do not apply to current standards and voting equipment: Section 14105 (i) Sufficient ink pads and stamps for each booth. The stamps shall be one solid piece and shall be made so that a cross (+) may be made with either end. If ballots are to be counted by vote tabulating equipment, an adequate supply of other approved voting devices shall be furnished. All voting stamps or voting devices shall be maintained in good usable condition. Section 14112 (a) No rubber stamps or ink pads shall be supplied when only ballots to be punched are used. 
Discussion:  If there is a need for pens/pencils at polls, 14105 (j) fulfills that need and 14112 (a) no longer applies to any voting systems.  This proposal may fit into other Elections Code clean up efforts so it will be held to see if it fits elsewhere.
Item 2, Submitted by Elaine Ginnold, Marin County:  
Proposal 1, Deletes obsolete references to punchcards in Sections 13002, 13004-13006. Repeals Section 13007 which refers to a revolving fund in the Secretary of State’s office for the purchase of paper ballots and punchcards. The reference to this fund for purchasing ballots is obsolete as jurisdictions now purchase ballots directly from the ballot printer and not from the Secretary of State.
Proposal 2

Deletes the specification of typeface “Roman” and “Gothic” for printing candidates’ names, ballot designations, political parties and headings on the ballot and sample ballot. Allows for the use of more modern typefaces and provides greater flexibility in layout and design of the ballot and sample ballot. Section 13105 clarifies that proper nouns, such as party designation, can be printed on the ballot by specifying “upper case and lower case” type, rather than just “lowercase type,” as is already done in Section 13107 (f). Changes requirement to print candidates’ names in all capital letters, instead, requires them to be in upper and lower case bold face type for better readability.
Discussion:  CACEO has attempted to address a need to update Division 13 of the Elections Code for several years.  (A comprehensive revision was proposed in the recent past, but did not move in Legislature.)  These proposals would be part of an effort to address problems in Division 13 in phases over the next four years.  The timeline would be:

2010:  Delete references to punchcards and revise typeface and printing instructions.

2011:  Revise voting instructions and propose that SOS approve ballot formats at time of certification of vote counting system.
2012:  Revise section on random alphabetical drawing.
2013:  Delete references to delegates at presidential primary election.
2014:  Other clean up of the Division.
Cautions were made regarding punchcard ballots still being used in some municipalities.   Additionally, SOS will also look at provisions related to revolving fund in Proposal 1.)
Motion to accept concept as CACEO proposal 10-01 by Steve Weir.  Further discussion:  Mr. Brokaw indicated that given the budget environment, it may be very difficult to find authors for proposals like these and that such bills may be costly for CACEO to introduce individually.  Suggest proposals like these be consolidated.  Motion was withdrawn and these proposals will be considered in future for introduction in other vehicles/forums.
Item 3, Submitted by Gail Pellerin, Santa Cruz County and Linda Tullett, Monterey County:  This proposal would change Elections Code 1003 thereby eliminating most special elections. In addition, it will modify the length of time some jurisdictions have to call certain types of elections in an effort to increase the odds that an established election date will fall within that time period.

Discussion: Mr. Brokaw felt that this proposal would not move.  (See section on White Paper below.)

Item 4, Submitted by Linda Tullett, Monterey County:  
Proposal 1

This proposal would remove the requirement to have unopposed county offices appear on the ballot, unless a petition is filed indicating a write-in campaign. This would change the process for non-partisan county offices and make it similar to the process for the rules for superior court judge (Division 8, Section 8203).

Proposal 2

This proposal will amend Elections Code Section 1002 to remove the requirement for ALL unopposed city offices to appear on the ballot when there is another city office or city measure that will go to the ballot.

Proposal 3

This proposal will require the central committees to pay for election services rather than the costs for political party elections being covered by tax payer dollars.

Proposal 4

This proposal will add Section 13318 to the Elections Code allowing voters to “opt out” of receiving the local voter information pamphlet in the mail. This proposal will require counties to post voter information materials on their website at the same time it is mailed to all voters.

Proposal 5

This proposal will make a minor change to the provision to allow a county to recover costs associated with providing services to local jurisdictions (cities, schools, districts), including items leading up to the call of an election.
Proposal 6

This proposal will require all petitions, including recalls, to include language regarding the cost of the potential election and information on who will pay for the election similar to the requirement in the California Education Code, Section 5091, when protesting a provisional appointment.

Discussion: Mr. Brokaw felt that these proposals would not move due to various considerations.  (See section on White Paper below.)
Item 5, Submitted by Cathy Darling, Shasta County:  Does away with the bifurcated presidential primary election.

Discussion: Mr. Brokaw felt that this proposal would not move.  (See section on White Paper below.)  Mr. Brokaw also commented that there is no current initiative to move the February Presidential Primary. 
Note regarding White Paper on cost saving proposals:  Suggestion made that Items 3-5 be proposed in a cost saving White Paper possibly authored by CACEO and CSAC.  Questions were raised whether Legislative Committee or Executive Board should author White Paper.  Also, suggested that Item 5 either lead White Paper or be subject of separate White Paper than Items 3 and 4.
Item 6, Submitted by Neal Kelly, Orange County:  

Proposal 1

Allows a voter to request a vote by mail ballot over the telephone.

Proposal 2

Existing law requires that in the event that no candidate files for a party’s nomination for any partisan office that would appear on the ballot in a county or a political subdivision within that county, the elections official shall refrain from printing a partisan ballot for that party, and shall send notification to those voters registered as affiliated with that party that there were no qualified candidates for the partisan office for which the voter is eligible to vote, together with a nonpartisan ballot.

This bill would repeal the above provisions.

Proposal 3

Currently county elections officials are required to call a committee meeting of the American Independent Party following a July primary election. Additionally, county elections officials are required to arrange a location for the meeting. The American Independent Party finds these requirements to be outdated and unnecessary, and they put an undue burden on local elections officials. Additionally, these provisions require local elections officials to inappropriately involve themselves in the official business of a political party.

This bill would repeal the above provisions.

Proposal 4

This bill would eliminate the requirement that the name of the party appear equidistant from the names of the candidates. 
Discussion: Orange County Board is supporting above proposals and CACEO may be enlisted to support as well.   Further technical discussion on proposals may be in order.

Item 7

Submitted by Dean Logan, Los Angeles County: 
1. Imposes monetary/misdemeanor penalties on persons, companies and organizations who render payment or other valuable consideration, and on those persons who:

· Assist another in applying to Vote By Mail with the intent to commit fraud.

· Are compensated to assist others in applying for a Vote By Mail ballot and fail to comply with the law.

2. Increases the penalties upon a third or subsequent conviction.

3. Requires employers and agents hired by them to review applications for compliance with legal requirements prior to submission and further requires employers to identify those applications that do not meet the requirements to the elections official.

4. Restricts distribution of applications for a Vote By Mail ballot to anyone who violates legal requirements.

5. Prohibits employers from compensating anyone who fails to meet legal requirements.

6. Expedites the identification of violators, and facilitates completion of research for District Attorney case referrals.

Discussion:  Concerns were raised regarding limited space on applications to add provisions and that it may be difficult to find author.  Los Angles County may assist in finding author.
Motion to accept concept as CACEO proposal 10-01 by Dean Logan.  Neal Kelley seconds motion.  Motion carried.
Item 8, Submitted by Candy Lopez, Contra Costa County:  Allows special vacancy elections to be conducted by mail.
Steve Weir will seek author.  This may not necessarily be carried as a CACEO proposal.
San Diego County will be developing proposal to address the ability for signature drives – that require a small number of signers - to force unopposed judicial candidates onto ballots.  Various suggestions were made regarding the proposal including allowing candidates to write candidate statements if forced onto ballots raising signature threshold.

All bills need to be to Legislative Council by January 22.  Bills will be introduced on February 19.
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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