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

Minutes from March 4, 2011
Motion by Lindsey McWilliams to approve March 4, 2011 minutes.  Steve Weir seconds motion.  Motion carried.
Miscellaneous Items
· There will be no June statewide budget election.  Other dates may be in the works including possible September or November dates.

· General information regarding rethinking the manner in which County Central Committee (CCC) election’s are conducted:
· There continues to be an ongoing effort to address CCC elections in relation to implantation of SB 6 and related costs to the election process by CACEO members.  (There is a potential author for a related bill but follow up is needed.)
· Various counties have been in contact with state and local party officials to explain the challenges and costs associated with CCC elections with mixed results.  Some officials have been receptive to change and others have resisted to varying degrees.
· There was a brief discussion regarding a historical component related to CCC elections related to CCC elections helping to ensure gender equality among party members.

· There is no bill to address the amendments to SB 6 that CACEO/SOS have formulated. 
Legislation

AB 71 (Huber)  Political Reform Act of 1974
Position:  No position

Discussion:  Political Reform Act bill.  No position, no discussion.

AB 193 (Knight) Polling place designation

Position:  Watch/Send letter of concern

Discussion:  This bill would prohibit poll places at locations where registered sex offenders reside and would require election officials to consult the sex offender database maintained by DOJ prior to designating a poll place.

Revisited last meetings concerns that bill would limit poll places at locationis like senior homes and assisted living facilities where preliminary data have shown that some offenders reside.  There are already considerable problems locating viable, accessible poll places and replacements are not easy to find. (This bill could increase costs and not get any protection for voters and pollworkers.  Focus should be on pollworkers who may be registered offenders.)  Sent letter of concern to author on March 7. 
Latest amendment appears to only change the Legislative Counsel’s summary.

Continue to watch.

AB 346 (Atkins)  Polling places

Position:  Watch

Discussion:  The recent amendment to this bill would require – generally – the establishment of at least one poll place on a higher education campus in the county (“higher education campus” means a community college, the California State University or the University of California).

SOS has discussed - with author’s staff - the intent of the legislation and related topics of voter outreach and voter turnout on campuses.  Many counties already have established specific poll place programs to serve colleges/universities.  It was noted that these locations have high turnout but there are problems related to educating students regarding voter eligibility despite best efforts.  (A lack of education about the registration process has resulted in large numbers of provisional ballots at these location.)
Send letter of concern to author regarding complexity of college voting, costs associated with provisional voting, existing college poll place programs, etc.
AB 362 (Lowenthal)  Elections: office of superior court judge; write-in candidates
Position:  Support if amended
Discussion:  This bill would require an increase (in most cases) in the number signatures required to place an uncontested judge’s name on the ballot when there is an indication that there will be a write-in candidate for the office. (The petition is required to be filed within ten days after the end of the nomination period.)  It would also require that a statement of write-in candidacy for superior court judge include a statement that the candidate satisfies eligibility requirements set by the California Constitution.
CACEO had a support if amended position last year on a similar bill (AB 1335).  Our suggested amendment related to including a statement that the candidate satisfies eligibility requirements for ANY office that has such requirements not just judge (e.g. District Attorney or Sheriff).
Motion to support if amended similar to last year’s suggestion re AB 1335 by Lindsey McWilliams.  Gloria Colter seconds motion.  Motion carried.
xAB 435 (Wagner)  Elections: candidate’s statement: nonpartisan office
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  This bill would prohibit candidate statements for a local nonpartisan office from containing a pledge, promise, or commitment regarding a matter that could come before the candidate should he/she win office.  It would also limit the statement to verifiable facts about the candidate.  It would also require that sample ballots contain a notice that the candidate statements have been prepared by the candidate or representative and have not been verified by government officials. 
Will watch.
AB 459 (Hill) Electoral college: interstate compact
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Information only for now.  Will watch.
AB 503 (Block) Processing write-in votes

Position:  Oppose
Discussion:  This bill would require election officials to hand tally write-in votes for candidates who may not have had votes counted because a voter failed to mark a bubble, fill in an arrow, etc. next to a write-in space.  The conditions – generally - for this hand tally would be that: the candidate requests it; the hand tally would begin within five days of the semi-official canvass; that votes for the candidate combined with undervotes for the contest be equal or greater than total votes for candidate(s) receiving highest or second highest number of votes in the case of a  vote for one candidate contest; that votes for the candidate combined with undervotes for the contest equal or are greater than total votes for candidate(s) receiving the least amount of votes sufficient to be elected for multi-candidate contests; the candidate would not pay for the process; and the elections official shall count each ballot for the candidate if voter intent can be determined.
Latest amendments contain language regarding primary election vs. other election types; time period to begin process (with 5 days of semi-official canvass); and allow the election official to stop the recount under narrow conditions.
Concerns still are that the proposal would be costly and labor intensive given the requirements to locate the targeted ballots due to voting system limitations and it would most likely severely impact canvass/certification deadlines.  There were also concerns related to the manner in which voter intent may be judged during the process described in the bill.
Motion to oppose by Lindsey McWilliams.  Steve Weir seconds motion.  Motion carries.
AB 461 (Bonilla)  Write-in candidates
Position:  Support
Discussion:  This bill is - generally - similar to AB 503 and would provide a liberal construction provision in Elections Code regarding counting write-in votes.  The process related to this bill would take effect post-canvass.
Author addressed our technical concern that the bill be only limited to recounts and not procedures like the 1% manual tally and that recount requestors would pay for the process.
AB 754 (Fletcher)  Elective office: military service
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  This bill would permit a person deployed on active military service outside of state to have an attorney-in-fact have power of attorney to complete and file a declaration of candidacy, nomination papers and any other paper necessary to run for office.
Questions were raised regarding: how the election official knows if the candidate is active military; how any notarization process might work; and how a candidate would receive any necessary paperwork?
AB 906 (Galgiani)  Protection of victims and murder witnesses: address confidentiality
Position:  No position
Discussion:  No longer election bill.  (Note:  upon closer examination after meeting, this bill does have election related provisions.  Will review at future meeting.)
AB 1141 (Achadjian) Voter education: citizenship
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Spot bill.
AB 1251 (Davis)  Elections: day of election
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Spot bill.
AB 1343 (Fong)  Vote by mail: procedures: permanent vote by mail voters: failure to return ballot
Position:  No position
Discussion:  This bill would require a permanent vote by mail voter to be removed from the permanent vote by mail list if the voter does not return a vote by mail ballot in four consecutive statewide general elections.  Current law is deletion after two consecutive statewide general elections.  Still pending a discussion with Ethan Jones; bring back to next meeting.
AB 1357 (Swanson)  Voter registration
Position:  Support
Discussion:  This bill would state the Legislature’s intent to permit and would permit county elections officials to provide voter registration forms and cards online.   Will attempt to arrange meeting with SOS staff to discuss any concerns.  Bill will be heard after Legislative break.

AB 1365 (Nielsen) Voter registration: information sharing
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Spot bill.
SB 113 (Liu)  State mandates: reimbursements
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Watch.  Addresses parameters and guidelines for mandate reimbursements.  
SB 165 (LaMalfa)  Elections: vote by mail ballot processing
Position:  Watch
Discussion:  Spot bill.
SB 183 (Correa)  Ballots: identifying information
Position: Support
Discussion:  This bill would address markings on ballots so that not all markings disqualify ballots marked in specific ways by voters.  Counties are generally concerned that the ballot duplication provisions of this bill are onerous.  There was also a wide-ranging discussion on: the kinds of markings that can be included on ballots including signature by new voters who may be under the impression that they need to sign ballots for them to count; asking for exclusion  of 14287 b (relates to voter’s writing initials on ballots); the roots of current law and how there is a history of not allowing marks on ballots to prevent potential vote buying; and the fact that machine tallying means that marks on ballots often would not be seen by the human eye anyway.
Motion to support by Janice Atkinson if provision related to duplicating ballots at 15208 b is deleted.  Lindsey McWilliams seconds motion.  Motion carries.  (San Diego County voted no on the motion.)
SB 441 (Vargas)  Elections: contributions

Position:  Support

Discussion:  This bill would repeal provisions that allow county central committees to include party contributor information with sample ballots based on voter’s party affiliation.  This is based on a CACEO proposal.  (San Diego recently spent approximately $25,000 on a court case involving current provisions.)  The provisions addressed by this bill will also become problematic in relation to SB 6/Prop 14 since sample ballots will most likely be combined and the contributor information will not be able to be readily tailored to a voters’ party affiliation per current law since party affiliation has become obsolete.  The bill moved out of policy committee with bi-partisan support.
SB 348 (Correa)  Elections: vote by mail ballots
Discussion:  This bill would permit vote by mail ballots to be counted if they are postmarked by election day and received by election official no more than six days after election day.  This bill is sponsored by the chair of the elections committee.  Lindsey McWilliams has been working to collect data regarding when majority of late vote by mail ballots are arriving from across the state among other data related to this bill.  (For example, in his county 12% of ballots arrive without postmarks.)

Bill will be heard on May 3 in policy committee.  Perhaps we should ask for funding related to this bill.  (Barry Brokaw is requesting cost information related to implementing the bill.)
Have submitted letter of concern to author on March 7 per discussion at last month’s meeting.
HAVA/Voting System Subcommittee

Lowell Finley, Chris Reynolds and Jana Lean of SOS gave status reports and answered questions on the Statewide Database, Voting Systems, miscellaneous HAVA activity and the Voting Modernization Board.
Voting systems:

· Lists of voting system defects based on SB 1404 requirements is being finalized before being submitted to counties.  SOS hopes to finalize comments from vendors by April 11.   The information will eventually be posted on the SOS website.  (Note:  since the initial lists of defects were submitted, there has been only one defect submission by a vendor, i.e., there is no expectation of a fast-pace listing of newly discovered defects.  In other words, the current lists seem to be comprehensive.)

· ESS&S Unity 3.2.1.0 – certified for use by EAC at the end of March – is not expected to be brought to California for certification.

· There are no apparent plans by any vendors to bring forth new products to California for testing in the near future.

· The EAC had scheduled a roundtable discussion on the lifecycle of voting systems for the first part of April but it has been indefinitely postponed due to possible Federal Government shutdown.  Mr. Finley will be attending when it is re-scheduled.  If you have information/concerns that the roundtable may want to consider please forward to Mr. Finley.
· ES&S’s Kathy Rogers has been addressing an issue where their voting machines have been offered for sale on ebay.  The general take on this is that only the hardware can be sold – not software - and that there are security concerns that are being reviewed.

· Brief discussion about how the Premier Assure package was being sporadically deployed throughout the U.S. and that it appeared in some jurisdictions that the EAC version was not the version in use.  More on this can be found by reviewing the EAC voting system deployment map at:  http://www.eac.gov/testing_and_certification/default.aspx
Statewide Database:

No updates this month on VoteCal.
Various HAVA and  Voting Modernization Board (VMB) topics:

· As previously reported HAVA State Plan update has been approved by the EAC.
· State has received its allocation based on the new State Plan.
· The old and new State Plans were contrasted.
· The new plan focuses primarily on Title 3 requirements and funding will be primarily focused on those requirements as they relate to voting systems and the statewide database.  Once the state can certify Title 3 compliance then any remaining funds may (possibly) be used for other election issues that are related to HAVA.  (Caveat:  the State is interested in determining a funding source for the maintenance of the statewide database for as long as possible after it is installed which may limit “left over” HAVA funds after Title 3 compliance.)
· No updates for VMB this month.
Voters with Specific Needs Subcommittee
· There was a quick Poll Place Accessibility Checklist (PPAC) conference call debrief related to March 24 call on “Section 3: Doorways, Hallways, and Entrances.”  The call was well attended and well received.  Will coordinate next calls in the near future.  Consensus seems for the calls to take place every two weeks.
· Extensively reviewed Department of Rehabilitation poll place surveying scripts for their video and made several recommendations to SOS staff.
The meeting was adjourned by Deborah Seiler.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim McNamara

Thank you to Jill LaVine and Janice Atkinson for their assistance in compiling this month’s minutes.
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