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

Minutes from July 19, 2011
Motion by Elma Rosas to approve July 19, 2011 minutes with amendments.  Steve Weir seconds motion.  Motion carried.
County Central Committees

At previous meetings, Ms. Seiler requested a vote on moving forward with a County Central Committee (CCC) legislative proposal from CACEO.   A vote to support this effort carried.   The proposal generally permits CCC candidates to file nomination papers with their party offices and also permit CCCs to decide whether to select members by caucus or election.  There has not been much movement regarding this proposal in the Legislature.  A core objection - by interested parties - has been to the provisions that have candidates file their paperwork with party offices rather than the county election official.  CACEO will continue to attempt to further this proposal in the future.
Senate Bill  6 (SB 6)
The majority of this meeting was devoted to reviewing recent draft legislation related to addressing concerns that various parties - including CACEO and the SOS - have had with SB 6.  SB 6 is the vehicle that provides the technical details for implementation of Proposition 14 (Top Two Primary).  This extensive review consisted of a line by line examination of the draft legislation vis-à-vis a substantial number of suggestions that had been made to the Legislature by CACEO and the SOS. (Note:  Janice Atkinson led a collaborative effort by SOS staff and various counties over the past several months to create the suggestions that were made to the legislature.)

For the most part, the review revealed that many of the suggestions made by CACEO and the SOS were incorporated into the draft although there will be some further suggestions made to the Legislature based on the review.  In effect, if this draft is signed into law, the most significant technical challenges posed by SB 6 will – most likely – have been addressed.  (That being said, it should be noted that attendees voiced a fairly significant objection to SB 6 provisions that still remain in the draft that allow party endorsements to appear in sample ballots.)
Legislation

AB 362 (Lowenthal)  Elections: office of superior court judge; write-in candidates

Position:  Support 

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 proposed that we would support the bill if an amendment was introduced into it 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).  The author amended the bill per our suggestions and we sent a letter of support.  Will send letter of support if bill goes to Governor.
AB 1412 (Committee on Elections and Redistricting)  Vote-by-Mail
Position:  No Position
Discussion:  Makes “nonsubstantive” changes to various election code sections related to definition of “ballot card”; community college resolutions; and vote by mail applications and voting by mail.

This bill has been chaptered.

SB 88 (Yee)  Elections: names of candidates

Position:  Support
Discussion:  This bill would provide various mechanisms that would prevent candidates from placing misleading transliterations in ballot materials.  Author amended bill to remove provision that CACEO found problematic related to judgment of the transliteration by local election officials.

Send letter of support to Governor.
SB 183 (Correa)  Ballots: identifying information

Position:  Support if amended
Discussion:  This bill would address markings on ballots so that not all markings disqualify ballots marked in specific ways by voters.  This bill is sponsored by SOS Counties are generally concerned that the ballot duplication provisions of this bill are onerous. Discussion of concerns continued – again - related to cost (is this a mandate?); concern about real potential for vote selling that might impact small scale elections; the impact of election code section 15210 (seems to cause all ballots with identifying ballots to be remade and counted in any case); and court case where county was ordered to count ballots with identifying marks.  New concerns were raised about actual implementation of bill provisions when processing ballots.  Discussion will continue if bill is signed into law.
No further action.
SB 199 (Correa)  Elections: vote by mail ballots

Position:  Letter of concern
Discussion:  This bill would allow vote by mail voters to return ballots to poll places outside of their county and provides that election officials deliver those ballots to the voters’ county of residence.  Some attendees were supportive of concept and others were concerned about issues related to time constraints to deliver ballots from one county to other and costs associated with such delivery.  Late minor amendments did not address our concerns. 
Counties should be aware that if this bill passes, no county will be able to certify election before end of canvass for all counties (28 days).

Forward letter of concern to Governor if bill moves out of Legislature.
SB 397 (Yee)  Online voter registration

Position:  Support

Discussion:  Similar status as last meeting since Legislature has be on recess:
· DMV has sent letter of opposition based on its workload.  This does not imply opposition by Governor.
· Counties encouraged to send individual letters of support to Assembly Committee on Appropriations.
· Counties who have members on the Assembly Committee on Appropriations are encouraged to contact regarding supporting bill.
SB 441 (Vargas)  Elections: contributions

Position:  Support
Discussion:  This bill – in its current version - 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. (EC 13305) 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.
Ms. Seiler will touch base with Barry Brokaw regarding this bill’s status.
SB 641 (Calderon)  Voter registration: one-stop voting

Position:  Oppose
Discussion:  This provides for “conditional voter registration” that would allow voters to register to vote after the 15 day close and cast provisional ballots that would be counted if the conditional registration forms could be validated.  This is not a SOS sponsored bill although the SOS supports the concept of election day registration.
Extreme challenges of implementing bill related to probable enormous costs and logistical problems continued to be discussed.  CSAC opposes this bill and needs costs from election officials by next week.  Los Angeles County could not contemplate implementing this bill until – at least – online voter registration  was implemented.

Ms. Tulett will forward letter of concern to Assembly Appropriations Committee.
HAVA/Voting System Subcommittee

Jana Lean and Lowell Finley of SOS gave status reports and answered questions on Voting Systems and the Voting Modernization Board.

· Very limited activity related to new voting systems applications being brought forward to the State.  There is a possibility that the Unisyn product that is going through EAC certification process may be introduced in California but not necessarily directly through Unisyn.

· There was discussion regarding a minor hardware modification to the HART system that has been made/approved that will provide better accessibility features.  SOS described this modification as the type of fix that is in line with their modification policy.  That is, after thoroughly reviewing a proposed modification (which includes lab testing if necessary), limited types of modifications may be made to voting system hardware.

· Briefly reviewed “Future of Voting Systems” workshop/seminar facilitated by EAC that SOS staff attended. Topics included: major voting system acquisitions by states and counties are not likely due to lack of funding; interest in extending the life of voting systems; and the difficulty in moving new voting system guidelines forward because of lack of quorum on EAC.

· The above discussion regarding the “Future of Voting Systems” led to a discussion regarding replacement parts for voting system components and the potential that acquisition of acceptable replacement parts may be problematic in the future since the manufacturing of relevant technology often is discontinued.  In light of this, counties should consult with their vendors to ensure that there is a strategic plan related to acquisition of parts.  (Michael Vu asked if there may be an ability through use procedures to address problems that may arise with component obsolescence.  Mr. Finley will review this concept.)

· Lists of voting system defects based on SB 1404 requirements was briefly discussed.  SOS is still working with data that has been submitted by vendors in order to make it more user friendly. 
Voters with Specific Needs Subcommittee

· In anticipation of late summer/early fall release of census based updated minority language requirements, subcommitee continued to discuss strategies related to minority language assistance including distributing best practice information through CACEO website.  Eren Mendez will coordinate efforts with subgroup of VWSN subcommittee to refine this effort.  Carmen Lopez (San Diego) has been compiling information with other San Diego County staff in anticipation of this activity. (Note: Attendees would like to hear from US DOJ about American Community Survey and its general perspectives regarding minority language service  compliance and will propose inviting DOJ to speak at New Law conference.)
· Poll Place Accessibility Checklist (PPAC) conference call planning continued.  Jaime Young from Santa Cruz walked attendees through her county’s formal accessibility plan in order to possibly facilitate a larger discussion through the PPAC conference calls about using the Santa Cruz plan as a basis for a model plan that most counties could adopt in some form or another.  A consequence of using the Santa Cruz plan as a model would be to build uniform accessibility practices among all of the state’s counties.  Discussion on this topic will continue.

· Held discussion regarding Elections Code section 14111 which limits who can translate ballot materials.  The statute provides that only translators/interpreters of the superior court or from an institution  accredited by the Western Association of Schools and Colleges shall provide translations related to specific election code requirements.  Since this requirement seems to constrict translator pool without apparent reason, the committee may explore introducing legislation that would attempt to expand the pool of translators.

Petition Subcommittee (Deborah Seiler – Chair)

· The first meeting of the Petition Subcommittee was held.  This subcommittee has been long anticipated and seeks to address long standing procedural issues/questions related to processing state, county, and local referenda, recall and initiative petitions by election officials.
· Staff from various from the SOS, San Diego, Sacramento, and Los Angeles Counties participated in this kick-off meeting.
· 1994 SOS/CACEO guidelines related to processing petitions were reviewed in detail during the course of this meeting and will continue to be reviewed next meeting.  The guidelines reviewed related to specific judgments that election officials are obliged to make when processing petition signatures absent specific guidance in statute.  The goal is to affirm, change or add to the 1994 guidelines.
The meeting was adjourned by Deborah Seiler.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim McNamara

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