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Measure 47

Proposed by initiative petition to be voted on at the
General Election, November 7, 2006. The information in the
shaded area below will appear on your ballot.

Ballot Title

a7

REVISES CAMPAIGN FINANCE LAWS: LIMITS OR
PROHIBITS CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES;
ADDS DISCLOSURE, NEW REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

RESULT OF “YES” VOTE: “Yes” vote limits or prohibits
certain contributions and expenditures to candidates, political
committees, political parties; limits candidate’s spending to
own candidacy; adds disclosure, reporting requirements.

RESULT OF “NO” VOTE: “No” vote retains current law,
which does not limit contributors, contributions to, or
expenditures for state or local public office candidates;
maintains existing reporting requirements.

SUMMARY: Current law requires reporting of certain
contributions and expenditures, but does not limit contributors,
contributions to, or expenditures for public office candidates.
Measure limits individual contributions to candidates, political
committees, “small donor committees,” political parties, with
annual cap for all contributions; limits political committee,
political party contributions to candidates and each other;
allows unlimited contributions by “small donor committees”
(accepting only individual contributions not exceeding $50
annually). Prohibits corporate, union, organizational contribu-
tions and expenditures except through political committees
funded solely by individuals. Prohibits candidate loans. Limits:
candidate’s spending to own candidacy; “independent
expenditures” (defined) by individuals, political entities,
organizations. Establishes: new disclosure, reporting require-
ments; procedure for increasing measure’s limits to comply
with state and federal constitutions. Unspent candidate funds
revert to state. Other provisions.

ESTIMATE OF FINANCIAL IMPACT: The measure will
require $1,012,020 in state expenditures in the first year, and
less than $100,000 of state expenditures each year thereafter.

This measure has no financial effect on state government
revenues.

This measure has no direct financial effect on local government
revenue or expenditures.

Text of Measure

The change to the existing Oregon statutes is shown. New
language is in bold.

Be it enacted by the People of the State of Oregon,
Chapter 259 of Oregon Revised Statutes is hereby
amended by the addition of the following sections
(referred to therein as “this Act”):

The purpose of this Act is to restore democracy in
Oregon and reduce corruption and the appearance of
corruption by limiting political campaign contributions
and independent expenditures on candidate races and
by increasing timely public disclosure of the sources of
those contributions and expenditures. These limits and
disclosure requirements are needed so that corpora-
tions, unions, and wealthy individuals do not exercise
undue and disproportionate influence over the results
of elections and upon the policies and decisions of
candidates and public officeholders. Consistent with
the U.S. Constitution, this Act applies to campaigns for
all public offices in Oregon, except federal offices.

Oregon can make consistent progress in education,
health care, economic development, living wage jobs,
and natural resource issues, only by curtailing the
power of private economic interests to unduly dominate
our political process. We must restore fairness in
political campaigns and achieve a government that
represents the views and needs of all Oregonians
instead of allowing only a powerful few to call the tune
by providing funds to enable some candidates to
overwhelm others.

(1) Findings.

The people, acting in their legislative capacity, find
these facts:

(a) The democratic process has not functioned
properly in Oregon, due to the lack of reasonable limits
on political campaign contributions and expenditures,
including expenditures made independently of
candidates, on races for state and local public office.
Oregon is one of only five states in the United States
with no limits on political campaign contributions. All
of the prohibitions, limits, and reporting and disclosure
requirements of this Act are reasonable and necessary
to curb the undue influence of large contributions and
expenditures.

(b) Because Oregon candidates are now forced to
treat campaign fundraising as an “arms race” to be won
at all costs, they have become unduly beholden to large
contributors and the special interests able to contribute
large amounts for their campaigns. Contributions to
candidates in contests for statewide public office and
for the Oregon Legislature have increased from
$4.2 million in 1996 to $27.9 million in 2002. Less than
4% of the contributions were in amounts of $50 or less,
and 75% of the money came from only 1% of the
contributors.

(c) Large contributions distort the political process
and impair democracy, with these adverse effects:

(1) Corrupting public officials and causing them to
take actions that benefit large
contributors at the expense of the public interest;

(2) Causing public officials to grant special access and
accord undue influence to large contributors;

(3) Significantly impairing the opportunity for voters
to hear from candidates who do not accept large
contributions and for those candidates to communicate
with voters; and

(4) Fostering the appearance of corruption and
undermining the public’s faith in the integrity of elected
officials and the political process.

(d) Candidates engage in the money “arms race” due
to their accurate perception that expenditures influence
the outcome of elections. In contests for the Oregon
Senate, the candidate spending the most money won
87% of the races in 2002 and 94% of the races in 2004.
The two exceptions in 2002 and the only exception in
2004 were former legislators who still spent an average
of $195,000 each. In contests for the Oregon House of
Representatives, the candidate spending the most
money won 92% of the races in 2002 and 90% of the
races in 2004. The five exceptions in 2002, including
two incumbents, spent an average of $167,000 each.

(e) Oregon candidates have become overly dependent
upon large contributions from a very few donors. In the
2002 legislative races, over 98.5% of Oregon registered
voters made no contributions at all. In the primaries,
49% of the contributed money came from 3% of the
donors in contributions averaging over $4,100 each. In
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the general election, 69% of the contributed money
came from 6% of the donors in contributions averaging
just under $6,700 each. For the primary and general
election campaigns combined, only 3.6% of the funds
came from those contributing $50 or less.

(f) Candidate campaigns spent almost $15 million in
the 2002 contest for Governor alone, easily surpassing
the $2.4 million spent in 1998, the $6.9 million spent
in 1994, and the $3.2 million spent in 1990. In 2002,
each major party candidate spent over $4 million, and
the average spent in the primaries by the four losing
candidates taken seriously by the press was $1.5
million.

(g) Contributions are given also to obtain access to
and the favor of whichever candidate is elected. In
2002, almost 40% of money contributed to the legisla-
tive leadership political committees came from donors
who contributed to both the Republican leadership
committees and to the Democratic leadership commit-
tees. Nearly one-third of contributions to winning
Oregon candidates after the close of the last reporting
period in 2000 were first-time contributions from
donors who had financially supported the losing candi-
date in the same race.

(h) Contributions to and expenditures for candidate
campaigns in excess of those allowed by this Act are
considered to be large contributions and expenditures
in Oregon.

(i) Corporations have been granted state-conferred
advantages for the purpose of economic gain and the
amassing of wealth, including perpetual life, limited
liability, and the issuance of securities. The use of
corporate treasury funds for political purposes distorts
the democratic process, threatens the integrity of the
elections process, and overwhelms the voices of
ordinary citizens. Corporate spending on politics does
not necessarily reflect public support for the political
agenda of the corporation. Therefore, corporate use of
treasury funds for political purposes should be
restricted to the maximum extent allowed by the United
States Constitution and the Oregon Constitution.

(i) Examples of the undue influence exercised due to
large campaign contributions include:

(1) In 2004, the Oregon Lottery Commission disre-
garded its own study (showing that Canadian provinces
pay video poker outlets commissions of 15% of the
money taken in, instead of the 32% paid in Oregon) and
continued to allow video poker parlors in Oregon to
keep an extra $85 million per year that should be going
to schools. The Commission answers to the Governor
and the Legislature, and the Oregon Restaurant
Association, whose clients were on the receiving end of
the extra $85 million, contributed over $1.2 million to
their candidacies in the last 3 elections.

(2) Enron Corporation took over PGE in 1997 and in
2001 got from the Oregon Public Utility Commission
(OPUC) the largest electricity rate increase in Oregon
history — over $400 million per year. The OPUC also
refuses to make PGE pay back any of the more than
$700 million PGE has charged Oregon ratepayers since
1997 for “federal and state income taxes” that in fact
neither Enron nor PGE has ever paid. The OPUC answers
to the Governor and the Legislature, and PGE/Enron has
contributed almost $400,000 to candidates for the
Oregon Legislature and both major political parties.

(k) Even if corporate contributions and expenditures
were prohibited, corporations could channel political
spending through individuals (in the form of large
salaries, bonuses, or other compensation or gifts) and

thereby continue to exercise undue influence over
candidates and public officeholders, who would be
aware of the sources of the funds.

() Allowing unlimited individual contributions
accords undue influence to wealthy individuals,
regardless of their sources of wealth, who can use that
influence to obtain access to public officeholders and
benefits from government not available to others. In the
2002 contest for Governor, one individual contributed
$415,000 to the Republican candidate and another
$125,000 to the Oregon Republican Party. The same
candidate received another $200,000 from an individual
and another $150,000 from another individual, with
$100,000 more from that contributor’s son. Each of
these individual contributors were executive officers of
corporations.

(m) Even if all other contributions were prohibited or
limited, large contributions by candidates to their own
campaigns would also have the adverse effects noted
above, because it would allow candidates with personal
wealth to overwhelm the efforts of other candidates
and compel those candidates to become beholden to
large contributors and special interests in order to
compete. Statewide campaigns in Oregon governed by
the federal contribution limits have been dominated
by candidate personal wealth. In 1996, for example, the
winning candidate for an Oregon seat in the U.S.
Senate, Gordon Smith, spent over $2 million of his
personal wealth, defeating Tom Bruggere, who spent
$1 million of his personal wealth.

(1) Regardless of the source of wealth, allowing
unlimited use of personal funds undermines the goal of
robust public debate by discouraging non-wealthy
candidates from competing for office, thereby depriving
voters of the opportunity to support candidates reflect-
ing a full range of views and experiences.

(2) Candidates should be banned from loaning money
to their own campaigns, because solicitations of
campaign funds to repay the loans would result in direct
financial gain for the candidates.

(n) Contribution limits can also be circumvented when
adults use minors to make additional contributions. Itis
thus necessary to further limit campaign contributions
and expenditures by persons under 16 years of age and
to prohibit them by persons under 12 years of age, as
such contributions and expenditures are very likely to
be dictated by adults as a means of circumventing the
limits.

(o) Candidates should not be allowed to carry over
campaign funds from one election cycle to another,
because the accumulation of such “war chests” distorts
and corrupts the election process by deterring other
candidates from competing for public office and
thereby unfairly entrenching incumbents in future
elections. One example: In 2002, incumbent members of
the Oregon Legislature entered their races with over
$785,000 in funds carried over from previous cam-
paigns. Every incumbent Senator running for re-election
won, as did every incumbent member of the House of
Representatives, except one who switched parties in
2001. Further, the carried over funds do not necessarily
reflect the current views of the contributors on the
merits of the candidates in the later race.

(p) Reasonable limits on contributions to political
committees and to political parties are also necessary to
avoid the adverse effects of large contributions noted
above and to ensure that contributors cannot evade the
limits on contributions to candidate committees by
making unlimited contributions to political committees
and political parties that support or oppose their
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candidates.

(q) Contributions from individuals of fifty dollars ($50)
or less to small donor committees pose little or no risk
of corruption, because contributions to these commit-
tees will reflect public support for the committee’s
political positions and will not enable the contributors
to exercise undue influence over elected officials or
over the results of elections.

(r) In 1994, voters in Oregon approved a statutory
ballot measure, Measure 9, establishing contribution
limits similar to those in this Act, by an affirmative vote
of 72 percent. The Oregon Supreme Court in 1997 found
that those limits were not permitted under the Oregon
Constitution. This Act shall take effect at a time when
the Oregon Constitution does allow the limitations
contained in this Act.

(s) When the Measure 9 limits were in effect during
the 1996 election cycle, candidates were able to amass
sufficient funds to campaign effectively and have their
voices rise to the level of public notice, using the
contributions allowed by Measure 9. A more recent
example shows that the contribution limits in this Act
will allow effective campaigns. In 2004, Tom Potter won
the election for Mayor of Portland, in a race involving
over 350,000 registered voters, while limiting his
campaign to contributions from individuals not
exceeding $25 per individual in the primary and $100
per individual in the general election campaign. The
reasonable limits in this Act will increase competition
for public office, foster a greater robustness of political
debate in Oregon, and alleviate the adverse effects
noted above.

(t) Limiting contributions will encourage candidates
to spend more time in direct contact with voters in
their districts and less time raising funds from large
contributors, thus improving their understanding of
public needs and policy solutions.

(u) So-called “independent expenditures” supporting
or opposing one or more candidates must also be regu-
lated and disclosed, in order to avoid circumvention
of the limits on political contributions. In 2004, for
example, these “independent expenditures” supporting
or opposing federal candidates amounted to more than
$500 million and provided conduits for corporations,
unions, and wealthy individuals to circumvent limits on
contributions to candidates for federal office.

(v) When campaign contribution limits were in place
in Oregon’s 1996 election cycle, “independent
expenditures” increased from a negligible level to over
$1.85 million, as large donors evaded the contribution
limits by funding non-candidate organizations that
conducted express advocacy and electioneering
campaigns to support or oppose candidates. These large
expenditures corrupt the political process in the same
manner as large contributions, with the same adverse
effects noted above, because (1) candidates and elected
officials are aware of the sources of the “independent
expenditures” supporting or opposing their candidacies
and (2) such expenditures allow the sources to exercise
undue influence over the outcome of elections. These
influences are even more severe than in the case of
direct, publicly-reported contributions to a candidate
campaign, because the connections between the candi-
date and those funding “independent expenditure”
campaigns are known to the candidate but far less
apparent to the public. Further, the candidate can
publicly disavow the independent expenditures, which
nevertheless remain effective in influencing voters and
in helping the candidate.

(w) The effective exercise of the right to vote requires
timely access to understandable information about
contributions and expenditures to influence the
outcome of elections. Therefore, this Act requires:

(1) More effective reporting of campaign
contributions and expenditures, including so-called
“independent expenditure” campaigns, which is
particularly necessary in light of Oregon’s distribution
of vote-by-mail ballots weeks prior to election day; and

(2) Effective and prompt disclosure of the identities
of large donors in communications to voters by
independent expenditure campaigns (including the
businesses of those donors).

(x) As all levels of government in the United States
are adopting more controls on political campaign
contributions and expenditures, the courts are issuing
many new decisions on whether the variety of new
controls are consistent with the United States
Constitution. Drafting and enacting a ballot measure,
and completing judicial review of its provisions through
all levels of the courts, takes a minimum of several
years. If any specific limitation or threshold or time
period or age limit in this Act is ultimately found to
conflict with the United States Constitution or with the
Oregon Constitution, the public interest will best be
served by (1) swiftly adjusting the conflicting provision
so that the conflict is removed or, if that is not possible,
then (2) severing the conflicting provision so that the
remainder of this Act remains fully in effect.

(y) Under the limits in this Act, the people of Oregon
will have ample opportunities to express their opinions
and level of support for or opposition to candidates;
to form and fund effective organizations to express
political views; and to enjoy the freedoms of speech and
association.

(2) Definitions.

Except for the definitions provided in this section, the
definitions in Chapter 260 of Oregon Revised Statutes
shall apply to this Act.

(a) “Business entity” means any corporation,
partnership, limited liability company, proprietorship,
or other form of business organization which creates an
entity which is legally separate from individuals.

(b) “Campaign” means any communication to voters
for the purpose of influencing the outcome of any
contest.

(c) “Candidate” shall have the meaning provided in
Chapter 260, except that it includes a public office
holder against whom a prospective recall petition has
been filed and has not expired pursuant to ORS 249.875.

(d) “Candidate committee” means any entity or any
combination of individuals and/or entities, that receives
a contribution or makes an expenditure under the
authority of a candidate. Every candidate committee
shall register with the Secretary of State prior to
receiving a contribution or making an expenditure. A
candidate shall control only one candidate committee.

(e) “Candidate contribution” means any contribution
made to support or oppose the nomination or election
of any candidate or candidates.

(f) “Candidate survey” means a publication showing
the positions of all candidates for a public office on
selected bills, proposals, or issues; provided, that:

(1) The sponsor timely provides the survey
questionnaire and a reasonable time for responding to
all candidates for the office; and
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(2) The publication consists of the questions posed
and the responses of all responding candidates and may
include descriptions of the bills or proposals and the
positions thereon of the organization publishing the
survey.

(g) “Cash” means currency and any other means of
payment that does not identify the payor on the written
or electronic instrument of payment.

(h) “Contest” means any electoral contest among one
or more candidates for a non-federal public office.

(i) Contributions and Expenditures.
(1) “Contribution” or “contribute” includes:

(A) The payment, loan, gift, forgiving of indebtedness,
or furnishing without equivalent compensation or
consideration, of money, services, supplies, equipment
or any other thing of value to or on behalf of, or for
reducing the debt of, a candidate, candidate committee,
political committee, or political party; and

(B) Any unfulfilled pledge, subscription, agreement or
promise, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a
contribution.

(2) “Expenditure” or “expend” includes:

(A) The payment or furnishing to anyone of money or
any thing of value in consideration for any services,
supplies, equipment or other thing of value performed
or furnished for any reason, or the incurring or
repayment of indebtedness or obligation, including the
creation of an account payable:

1) For the purpose of influencing the outcome of any
contest; or

2) By or on behalf of, or for reducing the debt of, a
candidate, candidate committee, political committee,
political party, or independent expenditure campaign;
and

(B) Any unfulfilled pledge, subscription, agreement or
promise, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an
expenditure.

(3) Any expenditure of personal funds by a
candidate to influence the outcome of the candidate’s
contest constitutes both a contribution to the
candidate committee and an expenditure by the
candidate committee.

(4) “Contribution” and “Expenditure” do not include:

(A) Volunteer personal services (including those of the
candidate) for which no compensation is asked or given,
including unreimbursed travel expenses incidental
thereto;

(B) Any bona fide news story, commentary or editorial
distributed through the facilities of any media
organization, including any television or radio station,
newspaper, magazine or other regularly published
periodical; provided, that the media organization:

1) Is not paid by any individual or entity for distribut-
ing the news story, commentary or editorial, apart from
normal advertisers;

2) Is not owned or controlled by one or more
candidates, political committees, or political parties;
and

3) Does not distribute the news story, commentary, or
editorial to voters by unsolicited mailings or other
means of distribution not sought by the recipient,
including any paid advertisement in any other medium.

(C) Nonpartisan activity solely to encourage
individuals to vote or to register to vote, without
expressing a preference regarding the outcome of any
election;

(D) Communication to its members, and not to the
public, by a membership organization not organized
primarily for the purpose of influencing the outcome of
contests, including communication of an officeholder
scorecard or candidate survey; or

(E) Production of an officeholder scorecard or candi-
date survey and its distribution by paper or electronic
copies (but not by paid advertising on television or
radio) at a cost of less than twenty thousand dollars
($20,000) for distribution to the public.

(F) Funds provided to candidate committees by
entities of government pursuant to a system of public
funding.

(j) “Coordinated Expenditure” means an expenditure
coordinated with a candidate, candidate committee,
political committee, or political party (hereinafter
“coordinated entity”), including:

(1) An expenditure made with the cooperation or with
the prior consent of, or in consultation with, or at the
request or suggestion of, the coordinated entity or its
agent;

(2) An expenditure for the production, dissemination,
distribution, or publication of any broadcast or any
written, graphic, or other form of political advertising or
campaign communication prepared by or for the
coordinated entity or its agent;

(3) An expenditure based on information, provided to
the expender by the coordinated entity or its agent,
about the coordinated entity’s plans, projects, or needs;
or

(4) An expenditure by a person who, in the election
cycle during which the expenditure is made:

(A) Has served as a member, employee, fundraiser,
agent, or advisor to the coordinated entity; or

(B) Has received any form of compensation or
reimbursement from the coordinated entity or its agent;

(C) Has retained the professional services of any
person who has provided campaign-related services to
the coordinated entity.

(k) “Dominant contributor” means any individual or
entity which contributes more than five hundred dollars
($500) during an election period to any candidate
committee, political committee, political party, or
independent expenditure campaign.

(I) “Election cycle” means the period of time between
one biennial general election and the next biennial
general election, including any primary or other prelimi-
nary elections to select candidates. For any contest
which does not occur at a biennial general election,
“election cycle” means the period of time between an
election at which a candidate is elected and the next
election for that same office, disregarding any interven-
ing primary or nominating election, any recall election,
and any special election called to fill vacancies.

(m) “Election period” means:

(1) The period beginning the day after a biennial
general election and ending on the day of the next
biennial primary election; and

(2) The period beginning the day after a biennial
primary election and ending on the day of the next
biennial general election; and
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(3) For any recall election:

(A) The period beginning the day that the prospective
recall petition is approved for circulation and ending on
the day that the completed recall petition is filed; and

(B) The period beginning the day that the recall
election is called or declared and ending on the day of
the recall election.

(4) For any special election called to fill a vacancy, the
period beginning the day that the election is called or
declared and ending on the day of the election.

(n) “Electioneering communication” means any
communication (other than a tax-exempt informational
communication) which:

(1) Is distributed within thirty (30) days before regular
ballots are distributed to voters in a primary election or
sixty (60) days before regular ballots are distributed to
voters in a general election or any other election at
which a public office is filled;

(2) Unambiguously refers to a candidate running in
that election or to a political party with at least one
candidate running in that election;

(3) Is distributed so as to include voters who are
eligible to vote for the candidate or for one or more of
the candidates of the political party referenced in
subsection (2) above;

(4) Is distributed by means of payment to any
communication medium, including television, radio,
magazine, newspaper, outdoor advertising, direct mail,
door-to-door delivery, or any other medium that receives
actual or promised payment from the sponsor in excess
of one thousand dollars ($1,000) for distributing one or
more such communications; and

(5) Either:
(A) Includes the candidate’s image; or

(B) Refers to the candidate’s prior or current position
on a public policy issue (including votes, statements, or
actions), or the position of the political party of the
candidate, when such position has been raised in any
public communication as distinguishing the candidate
from others in the campaign; or

(C) Refers to the candidate’s personal history or
activities, when such subjects have been raised in any
public communication distinguishing the candidate
from others in the campaign; or

(D) Promotes or supports a candidate or political party
or attacks or opposes a candidate or political party.

(o) “Entity” means a corporation, limited liability
company, labor organization, association, firm,
partnership, joint stock company, club, organization or
other combination of individuals and/or organization
which has collective capacity.

(p) “Express advocacy communication” means any
communication to voters expressly advocating the
election or defeat of one or more clearly identified
candidates, including but not limited to expressions

such as “vote for,” “vote against,” “elect,” “re-elect,”
“retain,” “return,” “choose,” “defeat,” “reject,” “send
home,” “support,” “oppose,” “should be in office,”

“should not be in office,” or “deserves your vote.”

(g) “Independent expenditure” means an
expenditure, by an individual or entity other than a
candidate committee, on express advocacy
communication or electioneering communication that
is not a “coordinated expenditure” as defined in this
Section (2).

(r) “Independent expenditure campaign” means the
use of independent expenditures to engage in express
advocacy communication or electioneering
communication.

(s) “Individual” means a citizen or resident alien of
the United States entitled to vote in federal elections;
however, when this Act expresses a limitation or
prohibition, “individual” means any human being.

(t) “Measure committee” means any entity, or any
combination of individuals and/or entities, that receives
a contribution or makes an expenditure in excess of two
hundred dollars ($200) in any calendar year to support
or oppose a ballot measure. A measure committee shall
make no contributions or expenditures supporting or
opposing any candidate for public office.

(u) “Membership organization” means a nonprofit
organization having individual members who have paid
dues to join or maintain membership in the organiza-
tion.

(1) It can be incorporated or unincorporated but
cannot be formed or operated for the purpose of
commercial enterprise.

(2) It can transfer to one and only one small donor
committee not more than forty percent of the dues paid
by each individual member of the organization, with a
limit of fifty dollars ($50) transferred per individual
member per calendar year, with such transfers treated
as having been contributed by each individual dues-
paying member

(3) It shall within thirty (30) days of such transfer
notify each dues-paying member of the amount or
percentage of dues transferred. Such notice may be
provided by regular mail or electronic mail to each
affected member or by posting the information on an
Internet site. If the amount or percentage of dues
transferred is the same for each member or category of
members, the posting may state that amount or
percentage and need not identify any member.

(v) “Officeholder scorecard” means a publication
showing the votes on selected bills or proposals of all
of the members of a government body that takes
recorded votes. It can include descriptions of the bills or
proposals and the positions thereon of the organization
publishing the scorecard. It must include the votes of all
of the members of the government body on these bills
or proposals.

(w) “Political committee” means any entity or any
combination of individuals and/or entities, that in any
calendar year receives a contribution in excess of two
hundred dollars ($200) or makes an expenditure in
excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000) to support or
oppose one or more candidates and/or political parties.

(1) It does not include a candidate committee or any
committee which does not support or oppose one or
more candidates or political parties, such as a measure
committee or committee seeking to place a measure on
the ballot (other than a recall measure).

(2) The following shall be treated as a single political
committee: All political committees (except small donor
committees) established, financed, maintained, or
controlled by:

(A) For corporations: the same corporation (including
all corporate affiliates and subsidiaries) or substantially
the same group of corporations;

(B) For unions: the same labor organization unit, at
any level, if the unit has authority to make an independ-
ent decision as to which candidates to support or
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oppose; or

(C) For others, substantially the same group of
individuals or entities or combinations thereof.

(x) “Political nonprofit organization” means a non-
profit corporation or association which:

(1) Was formed for the express purpose of promoting
political ideas;

(2) Was not formed by one or more business entities or
labor unions;

(3) Cannot engage in business activities except those
incidental to its political purpose, such as the sale of
campaign buttons;

(4) Has no shareholders or other individuals or entities
affiliated so as to have a claim on its assets or income;

(5) Cannot serve as a conduit for contributions or
expenditures by corporations, other business entities or
labor unions.

(6) Has not, directly or indirectly, accepted any dona-
tion of money or any thing of value (including discounts
on products or services) from any corporation, other
business entity, or labor union.

(7) Has not received any payment for providing
products or services to corporations, other business
entities, or labor unions.

(y) “Political party” means an assembly of electors
qualified by law to nominate candidates for election to
public office in Oregon. A political party or subdivision
thereof shall make its contributions and expenditures
by means of a political party finance committee.

(z) “Political party finance committee” means a
political committee maintained by an Oregon political
party or subdivision thereof.

(aa) “Prominently disclose” means that the communi-
cation states the following information about the
dominant contributor or the self-funded candidate on all
communications other than small campaign items:
name, primary businesses engaged in, and total
contributions and expenditures for the campaign at
issue since the most recent biennial general election,
with such statement:

(1) Current to within ten (10) days of the printing of
printed material or within five (5) days of the transmit-
ting of a video or audio communication; and

(2) Comprehensible to a person with average reading,
vision, and hearing abilities, with any printed disclosure
appearing in type not smaller than 8 points, any video
disclosure remaining readable on the regular screen (not
closed captioning) for a sufficient time to be read by a
person with average vision and reading ability, and with
any auditory disclosure spoken at a maximum rate of
five words per second.

(ab) “Public office” means any state, county, district,
city, or other non-federal governmental office or
position that is filled by the votes of electors, not
including any political party office.

(ac) “Small campaign items” means:

(1) Small items worn or carried by individuals, such as
buttons, pins, stickers, bracelets, and pens;

(2) Signs smaller than 6 square feet;

(3) Any communication where the required prominent
disclosure would violate any federal law or regulation;
or

(4) A distribution of one hundred (100) or fewer
substantially similar pieces of literature.

(ad) “Small donor committee” means a political com-
mittee established to accept only contributions from
individuals and which cannot accept such contributions
in amounts exceeding fifty dollars ($50) per individual
per calendar year. The following shall be treated as a
single small donor committee: All small donor commit-
tees established, financed, maintained, or controlled by:

(A) For corporations: the same corporation (including
all corporate affiliates and subsidiaries) or substantially
the same group of corporations;

(B) For unions: the same labor organization unit, at
any level, if the unit has authority to make an independ-
ent decision as to which candidates to support or
oppose; or

(C) For others, substantially the same group of individ-
uals or entities or combinations thereof.

(ae) “Tax-exempt informational communication” is a
communication that would otherwise be an electioneer-
ing communication but which is undertaken by an
organization which:

(1) Has received a determination letter from the
Internal Revenue Service, designating it exempt from
taxation under Internal Revenue Service Code
& 501(c)(3), and which has maintained such status;

(2) Does not “participate in, or intervene in (including
the publishing or distributing of statements), any
political campaign on behalf of (or in opposition to) any
candidate for public office,” as prohibited by Internal
Revenue Service Code § 501(c)(3); and

(3) Spends less than twenty thousand dollars
($20,000) in any calendar year to distribute such com-
munications in Oregon.

(3) Limits on Contributions relating to Candidates.

(a) No corporation or labor union shall make any
contribution to a candidate committee, political
committee, or political party.

(b) No individual or entity shall make a contribution to
a candidate committee, political committee or political
party, except as specifically allowed in this Act.

(c) No candidate committee, political committee,
political party, or other entity shall accept a contribu-
tion or make a contribution, except from funds obtained
from the sources and in accordance with the contribu-
tion limits set forth in this Act.

(d) An individual may make only the following
contributions:

(1) During any election period, to candidate commit-
tees, not more than:

(A) Five hundred dollars ($500) to support or oppose
candidates contesting for any particular statewide
public office; and

(B) One hundred dollars ($100) to support or oppose
candidates contesting for any other particular public
office.

(2) During any calendar year, not more than:
(A) Fifty dollars ($50) to any small donor committee;

(B) Five hundred dollars ($500) to any other political
committee;

(C) Two thousand dollars ($2,000) in the aggregate to
a political party, including all subdivisions thereof; and
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(D) Two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) in the
aggregate to all candidate committees, political
committees (including small donor committees), politi-
cal parties, and political nonprofit organizations.

(e) A political committee (other than a small donor
committee or a political party finance committee) may
make only the following contributions:

(1) During any election period, to candidate commit-
tees, not more than:

(A) Two thousand dollars ($2,000) to support or
oppose candidates contesting for any particular
statewide public office;

(B) Four hundred dollars ($400) to support or oppose
candidates contesting for any other particular public
office.

(2) During any calendar year, not more than two
thousand dollars ($2,000) in the aggregate to a political
party, including all subdivisions thereof.

(f) A small donor committee may contribute to candi-
date commiittees, political committees, and political
parties any amounts contributed to the small donor
committee by individuals in amounts not exceeding
$50 per individual per year.

(g) A political party finance committee may
contribute, during any election period, to candidate
committees, not more than:

(1) Fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) to support or
oppose candidates contesting for any particular
statewide public office;

(2) Ten thousand dollars ($10,000) to support or
oppose candidates contesting for any other particular
public office.

(h) A contribution to a candidate shall be deemed a
contribution to the candidate’s candidate committee.

(i) No individual under sixteen (16) years of age shall
make:

(1) A contribution in excess of fifty dollars ($50) per
election period to any candidate committee, political
committee, or political party; or

(2) Aggregate contributions per election period in
excess of five hundred dollars ($500).

(j) No individual under twelve (12) years of age shall
make any contributions.

(4) Candidate Personal Contributions and
Expenditures.

(a) A candidate may contribute to the candidate’s own
committee during any election period not more than:

(1) Fifty thousand dollars ($50,000), if a candidate for
any statewide public office; or

(2) Ten thousand dollars ($10,000), if a candidate for
any other public office; and

(3) An additional fifty percent (50%) of these limits, if
the candidate is not the incumbent for the public office
sought.

(b) Once a candidate has contributed more than
$5,000 in the aggregate to the candidate’s own commit-
tee during any election cycle:

(1) The candidate committee shall report to the appro-
priate filing officer pursuant to ORS Chapter 260, within
three (3) business days of its receipt, every subsequent
contribution by the candidate during the election cycle;
and

(2) Every paid communication by the candidate com-
mittee shall prominently disclose the amount that the
candidate has contributed to the candidate’s committee
during the election cycle.

(c) If for any reason the limits in Section (4)(a) are not
in effect and a candidate contributes more than the
otherwise applicable limit stated in Section (4)(a):

(1) The filing officer who receives reports under
Section (4)(b) shall immediately notify all other
candidates for the same particular nomination or public
office; and

(2) All limits on contributions to candidate
committees under Section (3)(d)-(g) shall be increased
for all other candidates seeking the same particular
nomination or public office by the following factor: The
amount contributed by the candidate to the candidate’s
commiittee divided by the limit stated in Section (4)(a)
for that candidate, but not less than a factor of two.

(d) A candidate shall make no loans to the candidate’s
own committee.

(e) If for any reason subsection (d) above is not in
effect, then every loan by a candidate to the candidate's
own committee outstanding at the close of the election
period shall be considered a contribution and shall not
be repaid from committee funds.

(f) All expenditures by a candidate regarding his or
her candidacy shall be deemed a contribution to the
candidate’s committee.

(5) Expenditures by or Coordinated with Candidates,
Political Committees, or Political Parties.

(a) No candidate committee, political committee, or
political party shall expend funds to support or oppose a
candidate, except those collected from the sources and
in accordance with the contribution limits set forth in
Section (3) of this Act.

(b) A coordinated expenditure shall constitute both (1)
a contribution to the relevant coordinated entity by the
maker of the expenditure and (2) an expenditure by the
relevant coordinated entity.

(c) A candidate or political party may seek a determi-
nation that an expenditure is a coordinated expenditure
benefitting an opposing candidate or political party by
filing a petition with the Circuit Court of the county in
which either candidate resides or in which the expendi-
ture was made. The court shall schedule the petition for
hearing not later than the third business day after its
filing and service upon the benefitting candidate or
party. The courts shall accord such petitions, and
appeals therefrom, precedence on their dockets.

(6) Independent Expenditures regarding Candidates.

(a) No corporation or labor union shall make an
independent expenditure to support or oppose any
candidate or political party.

(b) No individual or entity shall make an independent
expenditure to support or oppose any candidate or
political party, except as specifically allowed in this Act.

(c) Anindividual in any calendar year shall make no
independent expenditures in excess of :

(1) Ten thousand dollars ($10,000) in the aggregate;
and

(2) An additional amount not greater than twenty
percent (20%) of the amount of candidate personal
contributions reported by another candidate for the
same public office pursuant to Section (4)(b)(1) of this
Act.

Official 2006 General Election Voters’ Pamphlet

continued >

128 | State Measures



Measure 47

Reply App-10

(d) No individual under sixteen (16) years of age in any
calendar year shall make independent expenditures in
excess five hundred dollars ($500), and no individual
under twelve (12) years of age shall make any independ-
ent expenditures.

(e) Political committees (including small donor com-
mittees) and political parties may make independent
expenditures from amounts received in compliance with
the contribution limits of Section (3)(d) of this Act.

(f) A political nonprofit organization may make inde-
pendent expenditures from its organizational treasury;
provided, that:

(1) It spends only funds contributed to the organiza-
tion by individuals in amounts that comply with the
contribution limits applicable to a political committee;

(2) It reports these expenditures in compliance with
the disclosure requirements of Section (6)(g) and the
reporting requirements of Section (6)(h).

(g) Every communication funded by an independent
expenditure campaign which has spent more than two
thousand dollars ($2,000) since the most recent biennial
general election shall prominently disclose all contribu-
tors who have contributed amounts equal to or more
than the fifth largest dominant contributor to the inde-
pendent expenditure campaign.

(h) In addition to the reporting requirements set forth
in ORS Chapter 260, an individual or entity making
independent expenditures during any election cycle in
excess of the threshold amount stated in any subsection
below shall report to the appropriate filing officer under
ORS Chapter 260 its independent expenditures and the
sources of funding for those expenditures in the same
manner and format as a political committee must report
contributions and expenditures pursuant to ORS
Chapter 260. The reports shall identify the candidate(s)
each independent expenditure sought to support or
oppose.

(1) An individual or entity making or obligating such
expenditures in excess of two hundred dollars ($200)
shall report to the appropriate filing officer on the same
schedule applicable to a political committee under
ORS Chapter 260.

(2) An individual or entity making or obligating such
expenditures in excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000)
shall report to the appropriate filing officer within five
(5) business days of making or obligating the independ-
ent expenditure which causes this threshold to be
exceeded. Subsequent independent expenditures by the
same individual or entity shall again be reported within
five (5) business days after each time its unreported
expenditures exceeds this threshold.

(3) If the level of unreported independent expendi-
tures exceeds one thousand dollars ($1,000) during the
period within 45 days before an election, the individual
or entity shall report to the appropriate filing officer not
later than 5 p.m. on the next business day after the
making or obligating of the independent expenditure
which causes this threshold to be exceeded.

(7) Separate Segregated Political Committee Funds.

Nothing in this Act shall prohibit any corporation,
other business entity, or labor union from establishing
or administering a separate, segregated fund that
operates as a political committee; provided, that:

(a) The fund consists solely of voluntary contributions
from the employees, officers, shareholders, or members
of the organization within the limits established by
Section (3) of this Act for contributions by individuals to

a political committee;

(b) The fund is registered as a political committee
with the appropriate registrar in the State of Oregon
and complies with all laws pertaining to such a
committee;

(c) The corporation, other business entity, or labor
union uses not more than five hundred dollars ($500)
per year of treasury funds to create and administer the
fund, with such expenditures reported as a specifically
allowed contribution to the political committee; and

(d) Any solicitation for contributions directed to
employees of a corporation or other business entity
states that there is no required contribution and that the
employee’s response shall not affect the employee’s
employment, shall not be provided to the employee’s
supervisors or managers, and shall remain confidential
to the extent allowed by law.

(8) Reporting of Contributions and Expenditures.

(a) The Secretary of State shall maintain a system of
political campaign contributor handle registration.

(1) Any individual or entity may apply for a handle,
which shall consist of a simple, unique combination of
letters and numbers for each registrant, such as the
individual’s initials and a number.

(2) The handle application shall identify:

(A) An individual applicant by name, residence
address, year of birth, occupation, and employer; or

(B) An entity applicant by name, type of business
entity, business address, business phone number,
business internet web address (if any), and all types of
businesses engaged in.

(3) Any individual who makes aggregate contributions
exceeding five hundred dollars ($500) in any election
cycle shall obtain a handle and provide it to the recipi-
ent of any subsequent contribution by that individual.

(4) Any individual or entity using a handle shall update
the applicable information on file with the Secretary of
State within thirty (30) days of any change to the
information.

(b) The Secretary of State shall accept campaign
contribution and expenditure reports in a simple
spreadsheet, datab or web-b d format that identi-
fies each contribution by date of contribution and
either:

(1) Name, residence address, year of birth, occupa-
tion, and employer of the contributor, or

(2) The contributor’s handle on file.

Such formats shall not require separately calculated
subtotals.

(c) Within five (5) business days of receipt, the
Secretary of State shall report and make available on
the Internet in an interactive database format all
contribution and expenditure reports and all handle
registrations. The format shall enable the user to
determine the sources and amounts of reported
contributions:

47

(1) For each candidate committee, political commit-
tee, political party, and independent expenditure
campaign; and

(2) From each contributor who has contributed at
least five hundred dollars ($500) during the election
cycle.

(9) Other Provisions.
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(a) No individual or entity shall make a contribution or
expenditure in any name other than that of the individ-
ual or entity which in truth provides the contribution.

(b) No corporation or other entity or employer shall,
directly or indirectly:

(1) Require any employee or contractor to make any
contribution or independent expenditure to support or
oppose any candidate; or

(2) Provide or promise any benefit or impose or
threaten any detriment due to the fact that an employee
or contractor did or did not make such contributions or
expenditures.

(c) Within sixty (60) days after the close of the election
cycle for the office sought, the unexpended funds of a
candidate committee at the close of the election cycle
for the office sought shall revert to the State of Oregon
to offset the cost of producing the Voters’ Pamphlet,
except for those funds r 1ably r y to pay the
obligations of the committee and to terminate its opera-
tions. A candidate elected to the Oregon Legislature
may deposit not more than ten thousand dollars
($10,000) of the unexpended funds into the account
maintained for legislative office expenses during the
legislative session.

(d) I, in the absence of this Section (9)(d), there would
be entered in any court any order impairing the effec-
tiveness of any provision of this Act on the ground that
any of the numeric limits or thresholds, percentage lim-
its or thresholds, time periods, or age limits specified in
this Act conflict with the United States Constitution or
Oregon Constitution, then we, the electors of Oregon,
acting in our legislative capacity, hereby:

(1) Increase the conflicting numeric limit or threshold
by increments of one hundred dollars ($100) as many
times as necessary to render it consistent with the
constitution at issue;

(2) Increase the conflicting percentage limit or thresh-
old by increments of one percent as many times as
necessary to render it consistent with the constitution
at issue;

(3) Increase or decrease the conflicting time period by
increments of one day as many times as necessary to
render that time period consistent with the constitution
at issue; and

(4) Decrease the conflicting age limit by increments of
one year as many times as necessary to render it consis-
tent with the constitution at issue;

A prohibition shall be considered a numeric limit of
zero.

(e) If, in the absence of this Section (9)(e), there would
be entered in any court any order impairing the effec-
tiveness of any part of this Act on the ground that the
United States Constitution or Oregon Constitution
requires that any type of individual or entity be wholly
or partially exempt from any of the prohibitions or limi-
tations in this Act, then we, the electors of Oregon,
acting in our legislative capacity, hereby declare that
the provisions of this Act shall be given a narrowing
interpretation so as to avoid invalidation of any provi-
sion of this Act and to preserve its effectiveness to the
maximum degree consistent with the constitutions.

(f) If, on the effective date of this Act, the Oregon
Constitution does not allow limitations on political
campaign contributions or expenditures, this Act shall
nevertheless be codified and shall become effective at
the time that the Oregon Constitution is found to allow,
or is amended to allow, such limitations.

(10) Enforcement provisions.

(a) The provisions of this Act shall be administered
and enforced by the Secretary of State and the Attorney
General.

(b) Each violation of any provision in this Act shall be
punishable by imposition of a civil fine which is not less
than five times, nor more than twenty times, the
amount of the unlawful contribution or expenditure.

(c) Any person subjected to a violation of Section
(7)(d), (9)(b)(1), or (9)(b)(2) shall have a civil cause of
action against the violator and shall, upon proof of
violation, recover a civil penalty of not less than
$50,000 per incident of violation.

(d) Any person may file a written complaint of a
violation of any of the provisions of this Act with the
Secretary of State, who shall immediately refer the
complaint to an administrative law judge. The adminis-
trative law judge shall hold a hearing on the complaint
within fifteen (15) days and shall render a final decision
within fifteen (15) days of the hearing. The decision
shall include any appropriate order, sanction, or relief
authorized by statute. Upon motion, the complainant or
defendant shall be granted extensions of up to thirty
(30) days or longer upon showing of good cause. The
decision of the administrative law judge shall be final
and subject to review by the Court of Appeals as an
agency decision in a contested case. The decision shall
be enforced by the Secretary of State or the Attorney
General. If neither of them enforces the decision within
thirty (30) days of the decision becoming final, the
complainant may bring a civil action in a representative
capacity for the collection of the applicable civil
penalty, payable to the State of Oregon.

(11) Supersession and Severability.

The provisions of this Act shall supersede any
provision of law with which they may conflict. For the
purpose of determining constitutionality, every section,
subsection, and subdivision thereof of this Act, at any
level of subdivision, shall be evaluated separately. If any
section, subsection or subdivision at any level is held
invalid, the remaining sections, subsections and subdi-
visions shall not be affected and shall remain in full
force and effect. The courts shall sever those sections,
subsections, and subdivisions necessary to render this
Act consistent with the United States Constitution and
with the Oregon Constitution. Each section, subsection,
and subdivision thereof, at any level of subdivision,
shall be considered severable, individually or in any
combination.

Note: Boldfaced type indicates new language; [ brackets and
italic] type indicates deletions or comments.
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Explanatory Statement

Ballot Measure 47 limits or prohibits certain political
campaign contributions and expenditures.

The measure applies to all elections for state and local offices
but not to ballot measures or candidates for federal offices.

Under this measure:

Corporations and labor unions may not contribute to
candidates, political committees or political parties.

Limits on contributions to candidates apply separately to
primary and general elections. An individual may not
contribute more than $500 per election regarding candidates
for any particular statewide office or more than $100 per
election regarding candidates for any non-statewide office.

Per year, an individual may not contribute more than $50 to
any single small donor committee, more than $500 to any other
single political committee, more than $2,000 in aggregate to a
political party, or more than $2,500 in aggregate contributions.

A political committee may not contribute more than $2,000
per election regarding candidates for any particular statewide
office or more than $400 per election regarding candidates for
any non-statewide office. During a calendar year, a political
committee may not contribute an aggregate amount exceeding
$2,000 to a political party.

A small donor committee accepting only contributions of
$50 or less per individual per year may contribute any amount
to candidates, political committees and political parties.

A political party finance committee may not contribute more
than $50,000 per election regarding candidates for any particu-
lar statewide office or more than $10,000 per election regarding
candidates for any particular non-statewide office. A political
party may have unlimited finance committees.

A candidate may not contribute to the candidate’s own
campaign more than $50,000 per election for statewide office
or $10,000 per election for other office. The candidate may
contribute 50% more if the candidate is not the incumbent. A
candidate who contributes more than $5,000 to the candidate’s
own campaign must report all subsequent candidate contribu-
tions within three business days and disclose in every paid
communication the amount the candidate contributed.

A candidate may not make loans to the candidate’s own
campaign.

A corporation, labor union or other entity may not make
independent expenditures supporting or opposing a candidate
or political party.

Anindividual may not make independent expenditures
exceeding $10,000 per calendar year.

Advertisements funded by independent expenditures must
disclose the names and businesses of persons who contributed
$1000 or more toward the expenditure.

Persons whose independent expenditures exceed $200 per
year must report the expenditures.

A corporation or labor union may establish a political
committee consisting only of contributions from individuals.

Anindividual whose contributions exceed $500 per year
must obtain a unique identifier from the Secretary of State and
list it with subsequent contributions. The Secretary of State
must report these individuals’ campaign contributions on the
Internet, which committees and candidates must monitor to
avoid penalties.

Some unobligated funds of candidate committees may
forfeit to the State of Oregon, after each election cycle.

Courts are directed to modify limits if necessary to comply
with federal or state Constitutions.

Civil fines and citizen actions to enforce the measure are

provided.
Committee Members: Appointed by:
Bryn Hazell Chief Petitioners
Dan Meek Chief Petitioners
Tina Calos Secretary of State
Duke Shepard Secretary of State
Fred Neal Secretary of State

(This committee was appointed to provide an impartial explanation of
the ballot measure pursuant to ORS 251.215.)
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Measure 47 Arguments

{Argument in Favor ]

VOTE “YES” ON MEASURES 46 AND 47
TO TAKE A STAND AGAINST THE POWER OF SPECIAL
INTERESTS IN OREGON GOVERNMENT.

We have a crisis of corruption in our government marked by
scandal after scandal and criminal investigations of politicians.
Itis time for us to clean up this corruption and make politicians
accountable to voters instead of big money campaign
contributors.

THE PROBLEM

Right now, special interests like electric utilities, the drug
giants, the insurance industry, and tobacco companies get their
way in Salem by “donating” millions to elect politicians who
will owe them favors. Lobbyists and special interests use cam-
paign contributions to pass their pork barrel projects and create
tax loopholes — costing us billions of dollars each year.

THE SOLUTION: MEASURES 46 AND 47

Your “YES" vote will level the playing field and make our elec-
tions more fair and competitive — so that candidates with the
best ideas and best record of public service have a chance to
win, even if they are not rich or well connected to wealthy
special interest groups and lobbyists. It will ban contributions
to candidates by corporations and labor unions and limit
contributions by individuals to $500 in any statewide race.

It will ban “independent expenditures” by corporations and
unions, and limitindividual “independent expenditures” to as
low as the U.S. Constitution will allow ($10,000 per year, total).

WHEN YOU HEAR THE ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM MEASURES, REMENBER:

*Opposition is being funded by the corporations and
unions that like the present system of unlimited political
spending in Oregon, one of 5 states with no limits

*Our measures were drafted and reviewed by experts in
constitutional and election law and put on the ballot and
backed by Democrats, Republicans, Greens, and inde-
pendent voters.

*The opponents are making false claims, because they
want to keep political power for themselves rather
than having fair elections that make politicians
accountable to the voters.

FairElections Oregon
www.fairelections.net
(800) 939-8011

(This information furnished by Dan Meek, Harry Lonsdale, Bryn Hazell,
Lloyd K. Marbet; FairElections Oregon.)
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Would you like your legislator or county commissioner to
ViAWl care about what YOU have to say?

Would you like your elected officials to work on YOUR behalf,
rather than on behalf of the special interests who “donate”
enormous amounts of money to the campaigns of politicians
running for office?

Would you like to create more power and influence for the
people of Oregon and reduce the power of corporations,
wealthy individuals and special interest organizations?

My answer to those questions is YES!

ONE MORE QUESTION: Why do corporations INVEST mil-
lions of dollars in Oregon candidate races every year? Because
their investment pays off in government decisions and legisla-
tion that cost the taxpayers and citizens of Oregon but give the
corporations huge benefits.

Please join me in voting YES ON 46 AND 47, AND LET'S
GET THE CORRUPTING INFLUENCE OF BIG MONEY OUT
OF OREGON CANDIDATE ELECTIONS!

(This information furnished by Bryn Hazell.)
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End Mad Cash Disease
Vote YES on 46 and 47!

Oregon has no restrictions on contributions to candidates.
Corporations, not people, mainly fund candidates.
Running for office is too expensive for the ordinary citizen.
Our elections suffer from Mad Cash Disease!

Measure 47 limits contributions & independent expenditures.
The measure:

eApplies to all donors, whether they live in Oregon or outside
Oregon.
*Applies to all candidates running in Oregon.

eBans ALL contributions from corporations and unions.
eLimits contributions from individual people.

eLimits independent expenditures made on behalf of
a candidate.

eRequires that ads paid for with independent expenditures list
the names of the top five donors.

ePermits the creation of Small Donor Committees (SDCs) allow-
ing unions and citizen groups to fund candidates.

Small Donor Committees

Any group or union can form a SDC, which may contribute to
candidates or use independent expenditures to advocate for or
against candidates.

A SDC may not donate or spend more than $50 per member.

A corporation cannot create a SDC, but its management can.
However, they can only form one SDC, not one for each
corporate subsidiary. SDC funds must come from voluntary
contributions not exceeding $50 per member. Corporate SDCs
cannot use existing corporate funds for donations or
expenditures.

A union may create a SDC for each of its separate decision-
making bodies. Unions may use up to $50 per union member
from already existing funds. Union members wouldn’t be
required to donate any additional funds.

Historically corporations have outspent unions five
to one.

The ratio is even worse for environmental and other
citizen groups.

Such groups will never, ever be able to raise the amount
of money that corporations can.

Banning corporate contributions and using SDCs gives
these groups a chance for real participation in the
process of electing our representatives.

Let’s activate a grassroots political process! Vote YES on 47!

David Delk, Joan Horton Co-chairs
Alliance for Democracy, Portland www.afd-pdx.org
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Citizens for the Public Good in Jackson County say
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM IS GOOD FOR OREGON!

We believe the quality of life in our state is increasingly
eroded by big money influencing politics. Our health
care, education, safety, and environment—are all at
stake.

Our political system has become corrupted by endless
money spent on political campaigns, especially on
attack ads and information meant to deliberately
mislead the public. Especially galling are the out-of-state
corporations—energy companies, pharmaceutical and chemi-
cal industry giants, HMO's, and insurance companies—that
have literally spent millions of dollars on politics in Oregon.
This has resulted in a state government that often caters to
these and other deep-pocketed special interests, not to the
needs of average citizens.

Unless campaign finance reform Measures 46 and 47
are passed in November, this problem will only worsen.
Why? Because Oregon is one of only five states with NO
limits or restrictions on campaign spending.

Measures 46 and 47 must both be passed, because they work
together. They ensure:

e A LEVEL PLAYING FIELD IN POLITICS. Individual
Oregonians will have the freedom to contribute to cam-
paigns of their choice, but with fair limits on contributions.
No donations will be allowed by corporations or labor
unions.

OREGON'’S POLITICAL ISSUES WILL BE DECIDED
BY OREGONIANS. With fair contribution limits in place,
Big Money—including out-of-state--will not have an undue
advantage over average citizens in our government.

CAMPAIGN SPENDING LIMITS WILL FOSTER
DEMOCRACY, and encourage more folks to run for office
who are publicly-spirited and who don’t pander to big
donors.

We deserve a better government.
Measures 46 and 47 are a major step to having one.
JOIN US IN VOTING YES ON MIEASURES 46 & 47!

Jackson County Citizens for the Public Good Steering
Committee

Avis Adee

Robert Altaras

Gerald Cavanaugh

Michael Dawkins

Marshall Fox

Becky Hale

Irene Saikevych

(This information furnished by Irene Saikevych, Avis Adee, Robert
Altaras, Gerald Cavanaugh, Michael Dawkins, Marshall Fox, Becky Hale;
Jackson County Citizens for the Public Good.)
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WHO IS BEHIND THE CAMPAIGN
FINANCE REFORM MEASURES?

MEASURES 46 AND 47

It's an All-Oregon Effort of Thousands of Volunteers
and Donors and Dozens of Public Interest Groups

Measures 46 and 47 are completely home-grown.

FairElections Oregon is a coalition of Oregon groups and peo-
ple working on campaign finance reform for 8 years. We spent
over 18 months gathering over 280,000 signatures for these
measures. We benefitted from over 1,000 volunteer, unpaid
circulators and over 1,300 donors. All of our volunteer
circulators were Oregonians, and 99.99% of our funding came
from residents of Oregon.

We accepted no money from any:
corporations, unions, or out-of-state
groups or organizations

Our efforts were greatly assisted by contributions from these
Oregonians:

Harry Lonsdale, retired President of Bend Research, Inc., a
high-tech company located in Bend

Dan Meek, public interest attorney in Portland

William Boyer, retired professor of philosophy living in
Sisters, who passed away earlier this year

Our “out-of-state” supporter was Public Action for Clean
Elections (PA.C.E.)

THESE OREGON GROUPS SUPPORT
MEASURES 46 AND 47:

Sierra Club of Oregon

OSPIRG (Oregon State Public Interest Research Group)

Alliance for Democracy

Physicians for Social Responsibility

Pacific Green Party

Democratic Party of Clackamas County

Oregon Gray Panthers

Northwest Progressive Community

Health Care for All Oregon

Universal Health Care for Oregon

Tim Hermach, President, Native Forest Council,
Eugene, OR 97402, 541-688-2600

Jackson County Citizens for the Public Good

Lloyd K. Marbet, Don’t Waste Oregon

Women's International League for Peace and Freedom

Utility Reform Project

First Unitarian Church, Economic Justice Action Group

FairElections Oregon www.fairelections.net
info@fairelections.net

(This information furnished by Elizabeth Trojan, FairElections Oregon.)
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MEASURE 47 LIMITS AND REVEALS
“INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES”
BY SHADOWY GROUPS RUNNING SMEAR CAMPAIGNS

Stop the Negative Attack Ads That Never
Identify Their Funders, Like Out-of-State Corporate
Executives and Gambling Interests
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Some corporations, unions, and even individuals funnel their
money into “independent expenditure” campaigns, usually
attacking opponents of the candidates they like.

These negative ads are very effective, because they smear the
opponent but let the candidate himself stay “above the fray”
and deny any connection to the attack ads.

In Oregon’s 2006 primary, Nevada businessman Loren Parks
contributed $713,000 to the Kevin Mannix campaign for
Governor. He also spent $170,000 of “independent expendi-
tures” to attack the other major Republican candidate, Ron
Saxton. But Saxton was helped by the $820,000 “independent
expenditure” negative campaign, funded by the gambling
operations of the Grand Ronde Tribes, against Mannix and
against Ted Kulongoski (because they do not oppose a new
casino closer to Portland than the Tribe's casino).

None of these attack ads identified
who was paying for them.

Measure 47 bans all “independent expenditures” by
corporations, unions, and other entities and limits indi-
viduals to “independent expenditures” of $10,000 per
year, total, on all races for state or local public office in
Oregon. It also requires:

1. Every advertisement (TV, radio, newspaper, billboard,
postcard, etc.) funded by “independent expenditures”
must prominently disclose the top 5 contributors to
the campaign, their businesses, and the amounts
contributed; and

2. Anyone making independent expenditures over $200 must
publicly report the expenditures in the same manner and
schedule as required for a registered political committee
in Oregon.

3. All campaign finance information will be almost immedi-
ately available on the internet.

Voters should know who is funding the attack ads
and how much they are spending.

Join the Rural Organizing Project, Oregon Gray
Panthers, Physicians for Social Responsibility, Health
Care for All Oregon, State Senator Charlie Ringo, First

Unitarian Church Economic Justice Action Group,
and others to:

Vote YES on Measure 47

(This information furnished by Ruth Duemler, Universal Healthcare for
Oregon; Andrew Kaza.)
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VOTE YES ON MEASURES 46 & 47!
The FACTS on CAMPAIGN CASH

e Under current campaign law, Oregon is one of only five
states in the nation where any special interest can con-
tribute any amount of money (literally any amount of
money), to any state or local candidate.

e It now typically costs over $500,000 to win a contested seat
in the State Senate and over $250,000 to win such a seat in
the State House of Representatives.

* Asreported by The Oregonian “Nine of the 10 most
frequent visitors to legislative leaders [in 2005] represent
large campaign donors.”

The strength and genius of our system of government is the
equation of “one person equals one vote”. That core principle

is now threatened by a government of, by and for a very small
number of very large contributors. We believe it is time to make
people and ideas more important than money in our politics.
Let's pass Measures 46 & 47 and put a stop to the “pay to play”
system we have now.

Join us in voting YES for Campaign Finance Reform.
YES on 46 & 47

www.fairelections.net

(This information furnished by Norman L. Riddle, Elizabeth A.
Steffensen, David Sonnichsen.)
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WE PASSED CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM IN 1994
NOW LET’S MAKE IT STICK!
YES on 46 and 47

Oregonians in 1994 adopted a statewide initiative for strict lim-
its on political campaign contributions, by a YES vote of over
72%. But the Oregon Supreme Court in 1997 struck down that
statute, deciding that the existing Oregon Constitution does not
allow any limits on political spending.

Now we can pass Measures 46 and 47 and make it stick!

Measure 46 is a one-sentence amendment to the Oregon
Constitution to allow limits on political contributions and
spending. Measure 47 then provides a comprehensive system
of campaign finance reform for all state and local public offices
in Oregon and restores the limits we passed in 1994.

Measure 47 bans all corporations, labor unions, and other
entities from making contributions in candidate campaigns for
state or local offices. It allows any individual (qualified
United States voter only) to contribute up to $2,500 per
year to any combination of the following:

e “Candidate Committees”:

e $500 in any statewide primary or general election
race (governor, attorney general, secretary of state,
treasurer, labor commissioner, superintendent of
education, Oregon Supreme Court justice, or
appeals court judge);

$100 in any non-statewide primary or general elec-
tion race (state legislature, county commission, city
council, etc.);

e “Small Donor Committees” each receiving $50 or less
from the person, peryear;

“Political Committees” each receiving $500 or less from
the person, per year; and

e $2,000 to any political party, per year.

Political committees can use these funds to support or oppose
candidates but may not directly contribute more than $2,000 to
a statewide candidate or $400 to a non-statewide candidate.
Small Donor Committees and political parties can use funds
contributed within these strict limits to support or oppose
candidates.

Measure 47 says that candidates should not
receive big money from corporations and
wealthy individuals but instead should seek
smaller contributions from a broader base of
supporters.

Official 2006 General Election Voters’ Pamphlet

continued >

134 | State Measures



Reply App-16

Measure 47 Arguments

(This information furnished by Laura Etherton, Oregon State Public
Interest Research Group, Eulia Quan Mishima, FairElections Oregon.)

This space purchased for $500 in accordance with ORS 251.255.
The printing of this argument does not constitute an endorsement by the
State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the accuracy or truth of any
statement made in the argument.

{Argument in Favor

|

Vote “YES"” on Measures 46 and 47 and help
level the playing field in Oregon politics.

Measures 46 and 47:
The Oregon Campaign Finance Reform Initiatives

Right now we are presented with a rare opportunity to clean up
government by making a positive change in the way political
campaigns are run in our state.

Under current campaign law, Oregon is one of only a handful of
states where any special interest can contribute any amount of

money, to any state or local candidate. The current system pro-
vides no way to curb the overwhelming influence of big money
donors in politics. The result—special interests get sweet-

heart deals at the public’s expense.

Enoughis enough. It's time for Oregon to join states like
Colorado and Montana that have already enacted successful
and tough campaign finance reform initiatives.

Help level the playing field in Oregon politics.
Vote “YES” on Measures 46 and 47.

(This information furnished by Tyrone Reitman, Stuart Henderson,
Shaun Cook, Loring Harkness.)
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We Oregonians have gotten together to express our
enthusiastic support for:

MEASURES 46 AND 47:
OREGON’S CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM INITIATIVES

Charlie Ringo, Oregon State Senator
Ronald A. Buel
Kenneth Lewis
Joan Horton, Co-Chair, Alliance for Democracy,
Portland
Teresa Keane
Courtney Scott, Pacific Green Party
Andrew Kaza
FairElections Oregon
Edwin B. Parker
Ruth C. Duemler
Andrew Harris, MD
Oren Glick
Barbara Kemper
Paul & Lee Dayfield
Tomm H. Pickles
Brian C. Setzler, CPA
Seth E. Purdy
Kellee Purdy
Robert A. Steinegger
Lloyd K. Marbet
Dolores Hurtado
Gisela S. Ray
Don Baham
Michael Wilson

By the way, if you see Measure 46 in this Voters’ Pamphlet, it
means that the Oregon Supreme Court has ruled that itis a
valid amendment to the Oregon Constitution.

(This information furnished by Dan Meek.)
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OREGON WORKERS ARE VICTIMS OF
SPECIAL INTEREST CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

Too often, the safety and welfare of Oregonians take a back seat
to the wishes of corporate political contributors. For that reason

Injured Workers’ Alliance supports
Ballot Measures 46 and 47.

Since 1998, our statewide advocacy organization has fought for
Oregonians on issues such as workplace safety and access to
healthcare. During that time, we've witnessed the tremendous
power of insurance companies and their hired hands, resulting
in harm to Oregonians. During the 2002 and 2004 election
cycles, insurance companies alone contributed over $850,000
to Oregon candidates!

Insurance companies have massive political influence!
That influence has destroyed thousands of lives.

It's been well known in Salem for at least 15 years that
independent medical examinations too often are biased,
fraud-ridden, and that physical harm is inflicted during exams.
Known as IME’s, these exams are routinely used by insurance
companies to deny medical treatment. Many examiners don't
even treat people; they only provide opinions. They're some-
times paid $1,000 or more per hour with little overhead.
Attempts at warranted, meaningful reforms have been
repeatedly stopped cold by special interests. What has
become law is sorely inadequate.

A few days before the 2005 legislative session began, a political
committee formed by independent medical examiners gave
money - a portion of the fat fees they received from insurers - to
the most powerful members of the Oregon House. Their goal
was to kill IME reform legislation - perhaps to even prevent a
public hearing. These contributions came soon after the release
of a state-conducted study that reinforced other evidence
critical of the examinations. The money contributed included
$5,000 to then-State Representative Dan Doyle (R-Salem),
later convicted of campaign finance fraud for collecting,
and then pocketing, campaign contributions.

Join worker advocates in making
democracy work in Oregon.

Please vote YES on Measures 46 and 47.

Learn more about Injured Workers’ Alliance at
www.InjuredWorker.org

(This information furnished by Ernest Delmazzo, Injured Workers”
Alliance.)
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DECLARE YOUR INDEPENDENCE
FROM BIG MONEY PARTISAN POLITICS

STEP ONE: VOTE YES ON MEASURES 46 AND 47.

MONEY TALKS. BIG MONEY TALKS SO LOUDLY THAT IT
SHOUTS DOWN YOUR VOICE. CORPORATE LOBBYISTS HAVE
“PERSUADED"” YOUR ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES TO
INCREASE TAX BURDENS ON YOU--WORKING PEOPLE AND
FAMILIES--WHILE CORPORATE TAXES HAVE GONE

WAY DOWN.

Partisan Gridlock in Salem means we can’t get campaign
finance reform, affordable health care, common sense solu-
tions for the common good. The current two-party system is
neither representative nor democratic. Special interests and
the politicians in power want to keep it that way.

THE FACTS: Measure 46 is a one-sentence amendment
to the Oregon Constitution that allows limits on political spend-
ing. The legislature cannot overcome the will of the people by a
mere majority vote. This make sense. It's the kind of common
sense solution that independent-minded Oregonians want.

Measure 47 is a statute. It bans special interests from bank-
rolling state and local candidates. Individual donations are
capped at $2500. Similar laws and even lower limits are in place
in many states. That'’s fair. That’s why special interests, politi-
cians, and some secretive “groups” which do not disclose their
membership or sponsors, are opposed to it.

STEP TWO: AN INDEPENDENT PARTY FOR OREGON.
Are you tired of partisan bickering in Salem?
Fed up with political deals instead of leadership?

Insulted by expensive media campaigns fueled by big
money/out of state money?

One of the growing number of Oregon voters who says
“Unaffiliated” when asked to register for a political party?

YES? THEN YOU'RE AN INDEPENDENT OREGONIAN!

Help form an Independent Party for Oregon. Not run by big
bucks from the left or right, but voter owned and operated by
the rest of us.

Independent Oregon
www.|ndparty.com

(This information furnished by Linda Williams, Independent Oregon.)
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*Vote*YES*On*46* & *47 *
JUSTDOIT!

“One of the most consistent reactions in politics is the
unholy uproar that follows whenever you try to take
away special privileges. Makes no difference how
obvious the unfairness is, those who have been
favored over others by the system invariably feel enti-
tled to that favoritism. It is theirs by right, by heritage,
tradition, and divine providence, and if you try to take
itaway, you are in for the fight of your life. The under
privileged in this country can still raise a fair political
stink on occasion, but it is nothing compared with the
titanic stench that erupts when the over privileged are
invited onto a level playing field.” —Molly Ivins, in

Shrub, The Short but Happy Political Life of George
W. Bush, 10/2000

We are confronted with great challenges affecting the
viability of our communities and the well being of the
environment and its life support systems. To effectively
address the changes that need to be made we must end
the corruption of our political system.

Vote YES ON 46 & 47

You can stop the corrupting influence of big money in
our election process. The evidence in support of doing
this is so overwhelming that it is hard to believe we
have allowed ourselves to be bombarded by its public
display. Like the Emperor with no clothes, corruption
parades before us, compromising our government and
threatening the very fabric of life. Even more tragic, in
passively accepting this reality, we become accom-
plices in perpetuating its injustice.

YOU CAN END LEGALIZED BRIBERY
You don't have to wait for the Legislature to do it!
Remember how they got elected!

Join Tim Hermach and Lloyd K. Marbet and the League
Of Uncompromising Voters

Vote YES on 46 & 47

“None are more hopelessly enslaved than those who
falsely believe they are free.”
—Johan W. von Goethe, 1749-1832

www.luvote.org

(This information furnished by Tim Hermach, Lloyd K. Marbet; League Of
Uncompromising Voters (LOUV).)
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Join the League Of Uncompromising Voters
Vote YES on Measures 46 and 47
Now for the Joke:

Once upon a time, God was missing for six days. Eventually,
Michael the archangel, found him, resting. “Where have
you been?”

God sighed a deep sigh of satisfaction and proudly pointed
downwards through the clouds, “Look, Michael. Look what
I've made.”

Archangel Michael looked puzzled and said, “Whatisit?” “It's a
planet,” replied God, “and I've put Life on it. I'm going to call it
Earth and it's going to be a great place of balance.”

“Balance?” inquired Michael, still confused.
God explained, pointing to different parts of earth.

“For example, northern Europe will be a place of great opportu-
nity and wealth while southern Europe is going to be poor.

“Over there I've placed a continent of white people and over
there is a continent of black people,” God continued, pointing
to different countries.

“This one will be extremely hot while this one will be very cold
and covered inice.”

The Archangel, impressed by God’s work, then pointed to a
land mass and said, “What's that one?”
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“Ah,” said God. “That’s Oregon, the most glorious place on
earth. There are beautiful beaches, deserts, streams, hills, and
forests. The people from Oregon are going to be handsome,
modest, intelligent and humorous and they are going to be
found traveling the world. They will be extremely sociable,
hardworking and high achieving, and they will be known
throughout the world as diplomats and carriers of peace.”

Michael gasped in wonder and admiration but then
proclaimed, “What about balance, God? You said there would
be balance!!!”

God smiled, “Wait until you see the legislators that | putin
Salem, unless the people of Oregon have the wisdom and
moral integrity to pass Measures 46 and 47.”

Escape the Wrath of God....Vote YES on 46 and 47!
www.luvote.org

(This information furnished by Tim Hermach, Lloyd K. Marbet; League Of
Uncompromising Voters (LOUV).)
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WITHOUT TERM LIMITS,
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
COULD HELP INCUMBENTS

Measures 46 and 47, together, would put in place a system of
strict limits on political campaign contributions and spending
for or against candidates for state or local public office in
Oregon.

Oregon is one of the few states without a limit on political con-
tributions. Yes, corporations and unions spend way too much
money on candidates with the expectation that government
favors will be returned. But, while campaign finance reform
may seem appealing on the surface, it would serve to prolong
the domination of Oregon’s government by career politicians.

When legislators remain in office for decades, they gain such
an advantage in “name recognition” that require opponents,
invariably, to spend more to beat them. When the ability to
raise and spend money is limited, challengers suffer. It takes a
lot of money to overcome incumbency advantages regardless
of the issues in the race.

Measure 47 even limits how much personal money a candidate
can spend on his own campaign. In limiting challengers to
spending $75,000 of their own money, Measure 47 could pre-
vent challengers from overcoming the name recognition of
long-time incumbents.

If we adopt Measure 45 in this election, which places Term
Limits on state legislators, then we would not need to let chal-
lengers raise and spend large amounts to defeat the career
politician incumbents — because there would not be any. Under
Term Limits, no one could serve more than 6 years inthe
Oregon House and 8 years in the Oregon Senate or 14 years

in total.

By reducing the power of incumbency and preventing lobbyists
from building protected relationships, Term Limits would also
alleviate many of the ills targeted by Measures 46 & 47 without
limiting political speech.

(This information furnished by Eric Winters.)
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This measure was no doubt meant to control the spread of
special interests and make elections only about the people and
ideas. Well it doesn't do that. Measure 47 actually will decrease
the amount of ideas that can be heard during an election. It will
make it easier for the very rich to spread their message and it
will tie the hands of membership-driven grassroots
organizations.

This measure will restrict the way organizations can communi-
cate information about elections and their support or
opposition of candidates and ballot measures. Single
extremely wealthy individuals can still spend as much money
as they want to shove their ideas down the throat of the public
with no restrictions. As a result, groups with tens of thousands
of members will have their hands tied but one rich person has
free reign under this measure.

47

This measure does much more that make it harder for candi-
dates to raise money — it also goes after political non-profits.
This measure will cripple groups from all parts of the political
spectrum. This measure will also restrict how much people will
be able to give to political non-profits. No one will be able to
donate over $500 to any political non-profit. It doesn't matter if
you agree with an issue or not — do we really want to tie the
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hands of people from supporting the causes that they care
deeply about?

Vote NO. This measure isn’t the way to limit “special interest”
influence in state government. We at AFSCME support lobby
reform, more stringent reporting requirements and voter-
owned-elections. However, we can't support a measure that
will tie the hands of grassroots membership groups and let the
very rich do as they please.

(This information furnished by Joe Baessler, Oregon AFSCME
Council 75.)
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Measure 47: Misguided and Harmful

Measure 47 unfairly restricts our ability to participate in
politics. We are 20,000 educational professionals working in
our schools and colleges all over Oregon. When political pro-
posals have an impact on education, we want to be able to tell
you about it. Measure 47 would restrict our ability to speak out
about the effect political proposals will have on our schools.

Measure 47 gives an unfair advantage to rich donors
and wealthy individual candidates. Although the measure
limits candidates’ ability to contribute to their own campaigns
and individuals’ right to make contributions, those provisions
will likely be struck down immediately by the courts if this
measure passes. Vleasure 47 actually anticipates court action
by including a provision that will maintain the limits on unions
and other political nonprofits when the courts strike down the
limits on the wealthy. Rich individuals, like the measure’s spon-
sor, will have even greater ability to dominate Oregon politics
because they will be unaffected, while organizations like OSEA
will be extremely limited in our ability to participate.

Measures 47 has little support beyond its sponsor. Two-
thirds of the money spent to get this measure on the ballot
came from one wealthy individual. Real campaign finance
reform should come from a broad base of organizations and
individuals—not from one wealthy contributor seeking to write
the laws to his liking.

Measure 47 requires citizens to obtain an Individual
Tracking Code from the government before making
political contributions more than $500. Political contribu-
tions are already recorded and tracked by the government. We
don’t need more government tracking of our personal free
speech choices. And the penalties for mistakes can be as much
as $50,000!

Measure 47—the same failed approach that didn’t clean
up congressional elections. \We've seen how ineffective this
type of campaign finance “reform” has been in cleaning up
congressional elections. We need real solutions—not this!

Vote NO on Measure 47

Oregon School Employees Association

(This information furnished by Merlene Martin, Oregon School
Employees Association.)
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The Oregon Association of REALTORS®
Opposes Measure 47!

Please join us in voting NO!

Measure 47 is designed to impose campaign contribution lim-
its. While this may sound attractive to you —especially during a
busy campaign cycle - limiting your knowledge of a candidate’s
position on the issues that are important to you is dangerous

at best.

Oregon has a proud history of a citizen legislature that dates
back to its founding in 1859. Any citizen has had the opportu-
nity to run for office and get elected. If Measure 47 passes, this
opportunity will be lost for most of Oregon'’s interested citizens.

That is why it is so important to vote NO on Measure 47!

Measure 47 would allow wealthy candidates an unfair advan-
tage because they would be allowed to spend as much of their
own money to get elected as they like. Many qualified candi-
dates would be locked out of political office simply because
they did not have vast personal wealth. Oregon’s citizen
Legislature would become a Legislature of wealthy aristocrats.

And, even worse, Measure 47 would require anyone making a
campaign contribution to register with the Secretary of State
and get a tracking code before they could contribute to a cause
or person they believe in! The penalty for failing to get this
tracking code? It could be as high as $50,000!!

Lastly, Measure 47 would restrict the ability of any organization
to conduct voter education campaigns. Successful democra-
cies depend on informed and involved voters. Restricting
access to information in the name of campaign finance reform
will only serve to limit your ability to make an informed
decision. Please join us in rejecting Measure 47!

Vote NO on Measure 47!

(This information furnished by Jeremy Starr, President, Oregon
Association of REALTORS.)
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Protect our Voice
Protect Your Freedom of Speech

Real campaign finance reform should come from all of us
working together to reduce the influence of big money in
Oregon politics. Measures 46 and 47 are the wrong solution.
Unfortunately, they will hurt the voice of non-profits and
membership organizations, and make the problem of wealthy
individuals who seek to influence our politics even worse.

Join us in VOTING NO on Measure 47
American Federation of Teachers-Oregon
Basic Rights Oregon
Democratic Party of Oregon
Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon
Eugene Springfield Solidarity Network
NARAL Pro-Choice Oregon
Oregon Action
Oregon AFL-CIO

Oregon Education Association
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Oregon School Employees Association

Our Oregon

Planned Parenthood Advocates of Oregon

SEIU Local 49

SEIU Local 503, OPEU

Stand for Children

and

Representative Peter Buckley, Chief Petitioner Measure 47

www.protectourvoice.org

(This information furnished by Christy B. Mason, Our Oregon.)
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STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION BY PETER BUCKLEY,
ORIGINAL SPONSOR FOR MEASURE 47

As a former chief petitioner for Measure 47, | am deeply com-
mitted to achieving real campaign finance reform for Oregon.
In fact, | helped bring forth these proposed reforms, but I'm
now asking you to join me in voting against them.

They won't work.

That’s the bottom line. They will make a bad system worse, and
give rich individuals a greater advantage than they already
have in Oregon politics.

In crafting Measures 46 and 47, we tried to come up with a way
to level the playing field to end the overwhelming and destruc-
tive influence of big money in Oregon politics.

Unfortunately, | have learned in the months since the
proposed reforms were first set out that several provisions will
undoubtedly be overturned by the courts. This includes the
proposed limit on personal contributions to a candidate’s own
campaign, and the proposed limit on individual independent
expenditures.

Think for just a minute on what kind of system this would leave
in place. It would give wealthy candidates and wealthy individ-
uals even more of aleg up than they currently have in our
woefully unfair campaign finance system. It would strengthen
the voice of the richest Oregonians, taking the vast majority of
Oregon citizens almost entirely out of the picture.

The intentions behind this measure are the best, but the results
will not be. The wealthiest 1% of Oregonians don’t need any
more help getting their views heard politically. That is what
Measure 47 is likely to result in, once the courts rule and the
dust settles.

Please vote NO on Measure 47, and let’s keep working to find a
system to fund campaigns that is straightforward, fair, and will
work for Oregon.

Representative Peter Buckley
Oregon House District Five

(This information furnished by Representative Peter Buckley.)
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Planned Parenthood Advocates of Oregon
Asks you to vote NO on Measure 47

PROTECT OUR VOICE

Measure 47 is too extreme.
Campaign finance reform should focus on reducing the influ-
ence of big money in politics, not on placing severe limits on
how non-profit organizations can conduct voter education cam-
paigns. This act would even require Oregonians to obtain a
tracking code from the Secretary of State. Measure 47 goes too
far, and will create an unfair and unnecessary limitation on the
voice of non-profit organizations.

Measure 47 is unconstitutional.
The sponsors of Measure 47 admit that many of its provisions
violate our freedom of speech protection under the Oregon
Constitution. That’s why they have written Measure 46, which
eliminates those constitutional rights. Both measures go too far
in violating our freedom of speech under the Bill of Rights in
both the Oregon and United States Constitution.

Measure 47 will have unintended consequences.
Because sponsors of Measure 46 and 47 can do nothing to
change federal law, their attempts to limit what wealthy
candidates and individuals can spend on politics will likely be
declared unconstitutional by federal courts, as have similar
attempts in other states. This will leave Oregon with unfair limi-
tations on what non-profit organizations can do and say, but no
limits on what wealthy candidates can spend or what rich
individuals can do politically.

Planned Parenthood Advocates of Oregon
ask you to say NO to Measure 47

(This information furnished by Bill Sheppard, Planned Parenthood
Advocates of Oregon.)

This space purchased for $500 in accordance with ORS 251.255.
The printing of this argument does not constitute an endorsement by the
State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the accuracy or truth of any
statement made in the argument.

{Argument in Opposition ]

Stand for Children Urges You
To Vote NO on Measure 47

Measure 47 is the wrong answer to a real problem. Every
day, Stand for Children fights for a better future for our
children. We support sensible, meaningful campaign finance
reform. But this measure is the wrong answer:

* |timposes unnecessary burdens and dangerous restric-
tions on non-profit organizations like Stand for Children.

* It makes the problem of wealthy individuals exerting
undue influence on politics even worse.

This measure is primarily sponsored by one wealthy
individual. According to The Oregonian, two-thirds of the
money for this measure has come from one wealthy person.
Real campaign finance reform should come from public
interest groups working together, not one person seeking to
change state law with his own checkbook.

47

Measure 47 will have unintended consequences.
Measure 47’s attempt to limit individual independent expendi-
tures and to restrict the ability of candidates to contribute to
their own campaigns will likely be struck down under federal
law. This will result in wealthy, self-funded candidates having
even more power than they do now.

Measure 47 will hurt our ability to effectively advocate
for children. This measure muzzles the voice of grassroots
organizations like Stand for Children while allowing wealthy
individuals with special interests to have an unfair advantage in
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Oregon politics. It will make a real problem worse.

Stand for Children asks you
to please vote NO on Measure 47

Our children’s future depends on what we do now.
Protect our voice.

(This information furnished by Holly Pruett, Stand for Children.)
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OREGON TEACHERS
ASK YOU TO VOTE NO ON MEASURE 47

Measure 47 is unconstitutional.

Even its sponsors admit that Measure 47 violates your existing
free speech rights. That's why they also are asking for you to
surrender those rights by constitutional amendment
(Measure 46).

Measure 47 goes too far.

Measure 47 goes far beyond limiting campaign contributions.
The act contains nearly 20 pages of requirements which regu-
late which issues can be discussed in politics, when, how, and
by whom. It affects all individual donors, political parties, politi-
cal action committees, candidates, unions, corporations, and
non-profits.

Some of the more extreme requirements of this measure
include:

e Political contributors in Oregon will be required to obtain a
“handle” or individual code from the Secretary of State;

¢ No political non-profit can accept more than $500 per year
from any person;

¢ Individual donors are responsible for knowing which non-
profits, candidates, political action committees and
organizations they can give to and how much is legally
acceptable;

* Fines for violating the measure are up to 20 times the amount
of violation; and,

e Any person can allege violation of the act, which automati-
cally triggers a court hearing on the accusation within 15
days.

“In short, the measure would impose a Kafka-esque or
even Soviet-style web of restrictions, requirements and
penalties on what Oregon citizens could spend, write,
say or do in connection with elections.”
(“Measure would squelch speech,” Albany Democrat-Herald,
Dec. 3, 2005)

Measure 47 is brought to you by one wealthy man.
Two-thirds of the money to qualify this measure (and Measure
46) came from just one wealthy individual seeking to change
Oregon’s constitutional political free speech protections. Real
campaign finance reform should come from all of us working
together to reduce the influence of big money in Oregon
politics.

Vote NO on Measure 47

(This information furnished by Larry Wolf, President, Oregon Education
Association.)
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American Federation of Teachers-Oregon Urges
You to VOTE NO on Measure 47
Protect Our Voice

Measure 47 restricts the ability of educators to
speak out for education.

Measure 47 imposes unreasonable limits on the expression of

non-profits and membership organizations. Campaign finance
reform should focus on reducing the influence of big money in

politics, not putting a muzzle on the real voices we need to hear
the most.

Measure 47 is brought to you by one wealthy man
seeking to change Oregon’s Constitution.

According to The Oregonian, two-thirds of the money behind
Measure 47 comes from one wealthy individual. He went for-
ward despite concerns expressed by many other campaign
finance advocates and progressive organizations. Real cam-
paign finance reform should come from all of us working
together in the public interest, not one person with a big
checkbook.

Measure 47 will give wealthy individuals
a huge advantage.

This measure’s attempt to limit individual independent expen-
ditures and the ability of candidates to contribute to their own
campaigns will likely be struck down under federal law. This
will create a campaign finance system that lets rich individuals
do what they want, but sets strict limits on non-profit
organizations.

American Federation of Teachers-Oregon Urges
You to VOTE NO on Measure 47

(This information furnished by Mark Schwebke, American Federation of
Teachers - Oregon.)
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THE OREGON AFL-CIO
WORKS TO MAKE SURE OREGON FAMILIES HAVE
GOOD JOBS AND STRONG COMMUNITIES

Our 90,000 members -- including firefighters, teachers, steel-
workers, nurses, construction workers, longshoremen, and
more -- work together to make sure that Oregon families have
good jobs and strong communities. For us, that means cam-
paign finance laws must provide a level playing field and
empower ordinary citizens to be heard in the political debate.

Our member representatives have studied the ballot measures
and voted to say “NO on Measure 47.”

Oregon needs campaign finance reform.
Measure 47 isn't it.

Measure 47 has good intentions, but it won’t get big money out
of politics. If it did, we'd support it: Corporations spent 24 times
more than unions nationally in 2004. But Measure 47 will only
create more problems.

Measure 47 is overly complex
and poorly written.

Because it's based on a convoluted and tricky process, key ele-
ments of this measure are likely unconstitutional. The way it’s
written, when some parts are thrown out, others may remain in
force.
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Measure 47 will favor
big corporate interests.

When Measure 47 is challenged in court, the special interests
with the most expensive lawyers will come out on top. Then,
they alone will operate outside this law — without limits. We
don’t need the pharmaceutical, tobacco and health insurance
companies having even more power in our elections. Oregon
deserves better reform.

Measure 47 is a mess.
See for yourself.

This measure is so long, dense and confusing that people have
a hard time figuring out what goes where. See for yourself what
the sponsors have created to help you “understand:”

www.CanYouFollowTheMoneyln47.com

Volunteering should be
encouraged, not punished

Like Measure 48, the flawed spending formula, Measure 47 is
based on a bad Colorado experiment. A judge recently found
that union members who volunteered only their time to help a
candidate, were breaking the law!

Please vote “No"” on Measure 47.

Tom Chamberlain, President
Oregon AFL-CIO

(This information furnished by Tom Chamberlain, President, Oregon
AFL-CIO.)

dates will get even worse when key parts of Measure 47 are
struck down under federal law, and the rest of us still have our
voices limited.

Vote NO on Measure 47
Protect our Voice

(This information furnished by Megan Sweeney, SEIU Local 49 and SEIU
Local 503, OPEU.)
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THE WORKING PEOPLE OF SEIU LOCAL 49
and SEIU Local 503, OPEU
Urge you to VOTE NO on Measure 47

Don’'t give up your constitutional rights.

Measure 47 is an unconstitutional attempt to limit our freedom
of speech. In fact, you have to surrender your existing constitu-
tional rights through Measure 46 for Measure 47 to even be
able to take effect.

Measure 47 goes too far

Working people understand the corrupting influence of big
money and the power of corporate lobbyists to influence
politics. What we don't understand is why non-profits and
membership organizations are being lumped in with the big
corporations under this act. We need campaign finance reform
to limit the influence of big money in Oregon politics. Measure
47 simply goes too far. Oregonians would have to obtain their
own individual code with the Secretary of State before making
political contributions under this measure. No one could give
more than $500 a year to a political non-profit in Oregon if it
passes.

Working people deserve a voice

In the last year, the working people of SEIU local 503 have used
our political voice to fight out-of-control health care costs, pre-
serve the minimum wage and help stop predatory lenders.
Measure 47 would limit how, when, and to whom we could
speak about politics. Under existing Oregon law, that’s uncon-
stitutional. Let's keep it that way.

Don’t let wealthy people dominate Oregon politics.

Measure 47 is brought to you primarily by one wealthy individ-
ual seeking to change Oregon’s constitutional free speech
protections. The problem of wealthy individuals and candi-

Basic Rights Oregon Urges You to
VOTE NO On Measure 47

Measure 47 will help extremists rule Oregon politics.
Basic Rights Oregon has been fighting against discrimination

for over a decade. Measure 47 will limit what we can say, and
when and to whom we can talk politics. Our basic right to fully
participate in the political process is at stake, and so is yours.

Measure 47 will do nothing to stop rich people from
buying elections.

In actuality, this measure is designed to muzzle the free expres-
sion of non-profit groups, while allowing a handful of wealthy
individuals to continue to dominate political speech.

This measure made the ballot with help from the
extreme right wing.

This so-called reform measure was approved by and circulated
on the street with the signature gatherers for Bill Sizemore, Don
Mcintire, and Howard Rich- extremists whose agenda
Oregonians have rejected time and time again, and has nothing
to do with campaign finance reform. Ask yourself why they
might want this measure, and decide where you stand.

STAND UP FOR YOUR BASIC RIGHTS.
VOTE NO ON MEASURE 47.

(This information furnished by Frank Dixon, Basic Rights Oregon.)
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NARAL Pro-Choice Oregon
Urges You to VOTE NO on Measure 47

Measure 47 violates the Oregon Constitution.

By its supporters’ own admission, many of the provisions of
Measure 47 violate our freedom of speech protections under
Oregon’s Bill of Rights. Unless Oregonians willingly part with
those freedoms under Measure 46, most of Measure 47 will
remain what it is today — an unconstitutional attempt to limit
the free speech rights of Oregon non-profits, membership
organizations, and individuals.

Measure 47 violates the United States Constitution.
This act contains several provisions that Constitutional experts
expect will be struck down immediately under federal law,
especially how much money candidates and wealthy individu-
als can spend from their own personal funds. This will leave
Oregon with an even greater imbalance than we have now —
wealthy individuals and candidates will get to say and spend
whatever they want, but non-profits like NARAL Pro-Choice
Oregon will be forced to operate under severe limitations on
what we can say and do politically to defend our rights.

47
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Measure 47 will hurt freedom of choice.

This measure will restrict how the choice community can edu-
cate voters, what issues we can talk about when, and how
much we can accept from donors. In fact, Measure 47 would
restrict any organizations ability to conduct voter education
campaigns on political issues.

Vote NO on Measure 47
FREEDOM OF CHOICE DEPENDS ON
FREEDOM OF SPEECH

(This information furnished by Treasure Mackley, NARAL Pro-Choice
Oregon.)
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The Oregon Family Council Urges Voters
to Reject Measures 46 & 47
They May Be the Worst Idea Ever For Oregon Voters

Admittedly, most Oregonians have grown weary of negative
campaign tactics. So measures promising “campaign finance
reform” come as a welcome relief. But the remedies proposed
in Ballot Measures 46 and 47 are far worse than the ailment.

Voters are the Big Losers

If passed, all public policy organizations—pro-family, conserva-
tive and liberal alike—would lose much of their ability to
educate voters or support candidates. More importantly, voters
would be far less educated about candidate philosophies and
positions on issues at election time.

Measures 46 & 47 Impose Severe Limitations on All
Public Policy Organizations

e All public policy organizations would face dramatic limita-
tions in publishing Voter's Guides and candidate position
information.

e All public policy organizations would face dramatic limita-
tions in their ability to help candidates.

e All public policy organizations would have severe limitations
placed on their ability to receive contributions.

e All public policy organizations would be severely limited in
their ability to partner with other organizations.

(These limitations would be imposed on all public policy
organizations, political parties, business groups and unions.)

Measures 46 & 47 Impose Severe Limitations on All
Voters

* Voters would be severely limited in supporting candidates,
organizations or political parties.

* Voters making even modest contributions to political
causes would be assigned a tracking number and have their
personal information broadcast online.

e Candidates would be severely limited in their ability to
contribute to their own campaign.

e Candidates would be limited in paying off campaign debts
and any campaign balance would go to the government.

Measures 46 and 47 are dangerous assaults on our citizenship
rights to influence public policy, elect men and women of
integrity and be informed on Election Day.

Please Vote NO on Measure 46 & Measure 47

(This information furnished by Michael P. White, Executive Director,
Oregon Family Council.)
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Oregon Right to Life Urges a No Vote on Measure 47

Measure 47 ensnares Oregonians in a web of limitations
that will severely restrict - and possibly erode - the free

speech right to join together around an idea and support
office holders that share their values.

For example, pro-life Oregonians trust Oregon Right to Life PAC
to bring them timely and accurate information about candi-
dates and ballot measures. Ballot Measure 47’s contribution
and spending limits are so restrictive that we will be unable to
continue to provide the level of information our membership
expects and deserves.

Not a pro-life voter? Guess what -- these limits will apply
across the board and affect all Oregonians who want to
join with others to forward ideas in the political arena.

Measure 47 squelches the voices of Oregonians and the organi-
zations they support.

Please VOTENO on 47

(This information furnished by Gayle Atteberry, Oregon Right to Life.)
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THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF OREGON
URGES YOU TO VOTE NO ON MEASURE 47

Wealthy People Shouldn’t Dominate Our Politics

Too often, rich individuals open their checkbooks to push their
opinions on the rest of us. Loren Parks has been doing this to
Oregonians for years. New York Developer Howard Rich is
doing it by funding the flawed Colorado TABOR formula in
Oregon. And now Harry Lonsdale is drawing from his wealth to
impose Measure 47 on our political system — despite over-
whelming concerns from Oregon Democrats and other
campaign finance advocates.

Measure 47 Will Make Problems Worse

Measure 47 will make things worse because it puts severe
restrictions on progressive organizations including the
Democratic Party while leaving wealthy individuals to
circumvent limits and dominate our political process.

Our free speech will be limited, but no limits will exist for rich
people — an unfair and dangerous situation for democracy.

The Democratic Party of Oregon
Supports Real Campaign Finance Reform

Real reform to fix a broken campaign finance system should
come from all of us working together — not a single wealthy
individual.

Measure 47 puts unfair limits on the Democratic Party, but fails
to address the costs of campaigning. Without making public
airwaves more accessible and affordable to candidates voters
lose out because they'll hear less from candidates and more
from wealthy interests.

Many organizations including the DPO who advocate for clean
money, increased disclosure and campaign finance reforms
see Measure 47 as the wrong solution.
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Measure 47 is unconstitutional. Rather than fixing constitu-
tional problems, sponsors instead inserted a dangerous
severability clause. This means some limits will remain in effect
when the courts inevitably throw out the others.

The effect will be a “Swiss Cheese” finance system that will
impair progressive organizations’ ability to raise and spend
money to defend Oregon, but leaves wealthy individuals and
big special interests to dominate.

We urge all Democrats to vote NO on Measure 47.

DON’T LET WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS DOMINATE
OREGON POLITICS

(This information furnished by Jim Edmunson, Democratic Party of
Oregon.)
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a tally of write-in votes under ORS 249.007 or whose name is
‘expected to.be or has been: presented with the. |nd|vrdual s con-
| sent, for nomination or electlon to public office; [{] .

(A) An indrvrdual whose name is prrnted ona ballot for whom’

e VOIeU IOT |n one bounly or
wholly within one county. ;
(c) Chief city election oftrcer regardrng a candrdate tor any
“city office, or a measure to be voted forin acity only T
(d) County clerk of the county in‘'which the office of the chief
administrative officer or administrative board is located regarding

(B) An individual who has solicited or received and
accepted a contribution, made an expenditure, or given con-
sent to an individual, organrzation, political party or political

" (4) “County clerk” means the county clerk or the county oﬁrcral a

indebtedness.or obligation by or on behalf ot a candrdate polm-a )

includes contributions made by a candrdate or political. commit- |

a candidate for office for-any disfrict or regardrng a measure to:
‘be voted on in a district, when the. dlstrlct is srtuated in more than
one county.

‘| make an expendrture on the individual’s behalf to secure
nomination or election to any public office at any. time,

nomination or election is knéwn when the solrcrtatron is

| commiittee to solicit or receive and accept a contribution or

whether or not the office for which the individual will seek '

‘| made, the contribution is recelved and retarned or the"

person for a.communication expressly advocating the elec- |
“tion or defeat of a clearly identified candidate that is not |
made with the cooperation or with the prior consent of, orin’|
consultation with, or at the request or suggestion of, a can-
didate: or .any agent or authorized commlttee of the candr-

| individual is printed on a ballot or

‘been completed and filed.

{b) For purposes of this section and ORS [260—005] 260.035
to 260.156, “candidate” does not inciude a candidate for the

expendrture is made, and whether or not the name of the

©)A public office holder agarnst whom a recall petrtron hask

- (8) “Independent expendlture" means an expendrture by ak '

date: As used in this subsection:~
(@) “Agent" means any person who has- .

implied, to make or to authorize the making ol‘ expendrtures
on behalf of a candldate, or
(B) Been

‘| office of precinct commitfeeperson,
(2). “Committee director” means any person who dlrectly and

| cal committee concerning the solicitation or expenditure of funds
and.the support of or-opposition to candidates or measures.

.| substantially participates in decision making'tn behalf.of a politi- |

(3)(a) Except as provided.in section 2 of this 1994 Act, '

zation where it would reasonably appear that in the ordinary
’course of campargn related actrvitres the person may autho-

(b) “CIearIy ldentrfled" means: R
: (A) The name of the candrdate Involved appears, e

“(A)-Actual oral or wrrtten authority, either express or
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(B) A photograph or drawing of the candldate appears; or
- (C) The .identity of the candldate is apparent by unam-"
; blguous reference, * ° )
(c) “Expressly advocatlng means any commumcatlon‘
| containing a message advocating election or defeat, includ- |
mg but not limited to the name of the candidate, or expres-

sions such as “vote for,” “elect,” “support " “cast your baI-
:Iot for,” or ”vote against,” “defeat" or“reject.” .

“(d): “Made with the cooperatlon or with the prlor consent

of, or in. consultation with, or at the request or suggestion |
of, a candidate or any agent or authorized commlttee of the :

o candrdate"

~(A) Means any arrangement coordmatlon or dlrectlon by‘y
~the candidate or the candidate’s agent prior to the publlca-,

tion, d|stnbut|on, dlsplay or broadcast of the ‘communica-

.| tion, An expendlture shall. be presumed to be so made when :
|itis:

(l) Based on InfOrmatlon about the candldate s plans, pro- ‘
jects or needs.provided to the. expendrng perSOn by the can-
didate or by the candidate’s agent, with.a view toward hav-

| ing an expenditure made; or

(i) Made by or through:any person who rs, or has been, :
-authorized to'raise or expend funds, who is, or has been, an :
officer. of a political committee authorized by the -candidate .
or who is,.or has been, receiving any form of compensatlon_
| or reimbursement from the candidate, the candidate’s prm- iR

| cipal campaign committee or agency; and .

.-{B) Does not mclude provrdmg to the expendmg person :
-upon request a copy of this chapter or.any rules adopted by:| -
the Secretary of State relatmg to independent expenditures.

- [8)] (9) “Judge” means |udge of the Supreme: Court, Court of
Appeals cnrcurt or district court or the Oregon Tax-Court.”

(10) “Labor organlzatlon" ‘means any orgamzatlon of any‘

kind, or any agency or employee representation committee
| or plan,.in which employees participate and that exists. for

-the purpose, in whole or:in part, of dealing with employers |
- | concerning. grievances; labor disputes,. wages, rates. ot pay,

hours of employment or condltlons of work..

- [¢83] (11) “Measure” includes any of the followrng submltted to :

‘the people for their: approval or rejectron atan electlon
1 @A proposed faw. )
(b) An Act or part of ai Act of the Leglslatrve Assembly

(c) A revision of or amendment to the Oregon Constltutlon

(d) Local, specral or municipal Ieglslatron s

(e) A proposmon or questron ) i .

8] (12) “Occupation” means the. nature of an mdrvudual s

pnncrpal business or, if the mdwrdual is employed by another
person, the nature of the individual's principal business or the

busuness name and address of the ‘employer.

1. 1] (18) “Person” means an individual or a corporatlon e
k assocratlon firm, partnership, joint stock company, club, organi-- | -
| zation or other comblnatlon of |nd|V|duaIs havmg collectrve‘

| capacity. -
g3 (14) "Polltlcal commrttee" means a combrnatlon of two or
. more rndrvrduals or a person other than an mduwdual [the—pr-r-

; received a contnbutlon or made an expenditure for the pur-
pose of:

.(a) Supporting or opposrng a cand|date, measure or pol|t-

|caI party; or. )
' {b) Making independent expendltures in support of or in
opposltion to a-candidate, measure or political party
| [48Y](15) “Public office” means.any. national,- state, county,
district, city office or posmon except a polrtical party ofﬂce that
| s tilled by the electors.

' Measure No 9 g

[(-‘t-4-)] (16) “State offlce ‘means:the office of Governo
Secretary of State, State Treasurer, Attorney ‘General,
Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor and Industrles
fSupenntendent of Public Instructlon state Senator state
Representatlve judge or district attorney. ;

(17) “With respect toa smgle election” means, in the case
“of a contnbutlon toa candtdate for public office: -

: (a) The next election’ for’ nommatwn or electron to that
publlc office, other than national or polmcal party offlc
after the. contrlbutron is made;or -

(b) In the case of a contrlbutlon made after an election
and designated in writing by the contributor for a previ
election, the election so designated A contribution may be
- designated for a previous election under this ‘subsection:if
the contribution does not: exceed the expenditure deficit of
the candidate or principal. campaign commrttee ot the candl-
) jdate receiving the contribution.-

SECTION 2. ‘As used n this’ chapter, “contrrbute," “contn-
fbutlon,”,“expend" or “expendlture" does not include:

) Any written news story, commentary or’ edltonal d|s-
trlbuted through the facilities of any broadcasting station,
‘newspaper magazine or other ‘periodical publrcatlon,
“unless a political committee.owns the facihty, )

(2) An individual’s use of the indlvldua| s ‘own personal
residence, including a community room associated with the
individual's residence, to.conduct-a reception for a candi-.
. ,date, and the cost of mwtatlons, food and beverages provrd-
edat the reception; .:

(3) A.vendor’s sale of food and beverages for usein-a:
candidate’s campalgn ata charge less than the normal com-
parable charge, if the charge is at Ieast equal to the cost of
| the food or beverages to the vendor; - -

4) Any unreimbursed payment for travel expenses an
Individual makes on behalf of a candidate;

‘chartered depository institution or a’'depository institution’
“insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,"
Federal Savings and Loan Insurance Corporation or the

| draft made with respect to a checking or savings- account, if
| the loan bears the usual and customary interest rate for the
) category of loan involved, is made on a basis that assures

ject to a due date or amortization schedule. However, each
| indorser or guarantor’of the loan shall be considered to
| have contributed that portion of the ‘total amount of the loan
for which that person agreed to be liable in a written agree-
‘ment, . except if- the mdorser or guarantor is the candtdate s
spouse-

(6). Nonpartlsan actrvrty deslgned to encourage |nd|v1du-
als to vote or to register to.vote; " -
) Any communication a’ membershnp organlzatlon or
corporatlon makes to its members, shareholders or employ-
ees |f:the‘membersh|p organization or corporation is not:
| 1 d primarily for the purpose of |nfluenc|ng an elec-
tlon to offlce, ‘

(8) The payment of compensatlon for Iegal and account-
ing services rendered to a candidate if the person paying
| for the services is the regular employer of the individual
| rendering the services and the services are solely for the
purpose of msurmg complrance wnth the provnslons of this
chapter, and -

(9) The payment by a state or Iocal commlttee of a politi-
cal party of the costs of preparation, drsplay or mailing or
.other distribution incurred by the committee with respect to
a printed slate card or sample batlot, or ‘other printed listing,
of three or’ more candldates for any public office for which
an election is held in this state. This subsection does not
apply to costs incurred by the committee ‘with respect to a

" (8) Any loan of ‘money. made by a state bank; a federally

National Credit Union Administration,: other than any.over-

“repayment ‘is evidenced by a writteh instrument and is sub- | -
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: lsplay of any such Ilsting made on broadcasting stations
or.in newspapers, magazines-or similar types of general
public political advertising.

- SECTION 3. (1) Sub]ect to section 4 of this 1994 Act and
except as provided in subsection (4) of this section, with
respect to a single election, a person or political committee
shall not contribute an aggregate amount exceeding:

(a) $500 to a candidate or the principal campaign commit-
tee of a candidate for nomination or election to the office of
‘Governor, Secretary - of State, State Treasurer,
Superintendent of Public Instruction, Attorney General,
Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor and industries or
judge of the Supreme Court, Court of Appeals or Oregon
Tax Court. ’

(b) $100 to a candidate or the principal campalg’n commit-
tee of a candidate for nomination or election to the office of
State Senator or State Representative.

(2) With respect to a single election, an lnd|vldual under
18 years of age shall not contribute an aggregate amount
exceeding $25 to any single candidate. :

(3) An individual shall not contribute in any calendar year
‘an aggregate amount exceeding $100 to any one political
committee other than a principal campaign committee or a
political committee orgamzed exclusively to support or
oppose one or more candidates for national or political
party office.or one or more measures.

(4) Notwithstanding subsection (1) of this section:

(a) With respect to a single election, a political committee
established by a political party shall not contribute an
aggregate amount exceeding:

(A) $25,000 to a candidate or the principal campaign com-
mittee of a candidate for nominatlon or election to the office
of Governor;

(B) $10,000 to a candldate or the principal campalgn com-
mittee of a candidate for nomination or election to the office
of Secretary of State, State Treasurer, Superintendent of
Public Instruction, Attorney General, Commissioner of the
Bureau of Labor and Industries; or

(C) $5,000 to. a candidate for nomination or election to the
office of state Senator or state Representative.

(b) An individual shall not contribute in any calendar year
‘| an aggregate amount exceeding $1,000 to any one politicat
committee organized by a political party.

(5) A candidate, principal campaign committee or other
political committee shall not accept a contribution in excess
of the limits contained in this section.

(6) Nothing in this section shali limit the amount a candi-

date may contribute from the candidate’s personal funds to |

the candidate or the candidate’s principal campaign com-

mittee. Subject to section 6 of this 1994 Act, a candidate

may make unlimited expenditures from personal funds.

SECTION 4. (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of
this section:

(a) A.candidate or the principal campalgn commlttee of a
| candidate for other than national or political party office, or
a political committee over which a candidate exercises
direction or control, shall not make a contribution to:

(A) Another candidate .or principal campaign  committee
of a candidate for other than national or polmcal party
office; or

(B) Any other political commlttee, other than a polltlcal
"committee exclusively supporting or opposing one or more
candidates for national or political party office or a political
committee organized exclusnvely to support or oppose one
or more measures,

(b) A political committee that is not a principal campaign
committee or a political‘'committee over which a candidate
exercises direction or control shall not make a contribution

to any other political committee except:

(A) A political committee exclusively supporting or
opposing candidates for national or political party office;

(B)A principal campaign committee; or

(C) A political committee organized exclusively to support
or oppose one or more measures.

" (c) A candidate or the principal campaign committee of a
candidate for other than national or political party office, or
any other political committee, other than a political party
committee, a political committee exclusively supporting or
opposing one or more candidates for national or. political
party office or a politicai committee organized exclusively to
support or-oppose one or.more measures, shall not accept
a contribution from:

(A) A candidate or the principal campaign commlttee ofa
candidate for national or political party office; or

(B) A political committee exclusively supporting or
opposing one or more candidates for national or political
party office.

(d) A candidate for other than national or political party
office, the candidate’s principal campaign committee or a |’
political committee shall not accept a contributton prohibit-
ed by this section.

(2) Nothing in this section shali prohibit: :

(a) An individual who is a candidate from making a contri-
bution as an individual from the candidate’s personal funds
to any candidate, principal campaign committee or other
political committee;

(b) A candidate, principal campa|gn commlttee or other
political committee from accepting a contribution from the
personal funds of an individual who is a candidate;

(c) A candidate, the principal campaign committee of a
candidate or any other political committee from making a
contribution to a polmcal committee that is exclusively sup-
porting or opposing one or more candidates for national
office; or )

(d) A political committee that is exctusively supporting or
‘opposing one or more candidates for national office from
accepting a contribution from any candidate, the principal

| campaign committee of any candidate or any other political

committee.
ECTION 5. As used in sections 5to 10 of this 1994 Act:

(1)(a) “Attributabie expenditure” means an expenditure
from contributions, including any loans received, lncludlng
accounts payable, made or authorized:

(A) By the candidate or by a person acting for the candi-
date;

(B) For the treasurer of the candidate or the candidate’s
principal campaign committee; or

(C) For another person or political committee under the
direction or control of the candidate or the treasurer of the
candidate or the candidate’s principal campaign committee.

(b) “Attributable expenditure” does not include an expen-
diture that is a repayment on a loan or an independent
expenditure. - .

(2) “Secretary” means the Secretary of State. -

(3) “Statewide office” means the office of Governor,
Secretary of State, State Treasurer, Attorney General,
Superintendent of Public Instruction and Commissioner of.
the Bureau of Labor and Industries.

(4). “With respect to the primary election” means the peri-
od begmmng on the date that the name of a treasurer is cer-
tified to the filing officer under ORS 260.035 or 260.037 or
the day following the last day of the accounting period for a
previous statement of contributions received or expendi-
tures made if the statement shows an unexpended balance
of contributions or an expenditure deficit, and ending on'the.
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20th day after the date of the primary election.
(5) “With respect to the general election” means:

(a) For a'candidate nominated by a major political party at_
the primary election, the period extending from the 21st day

after the primary election to December.31; or

(b) For a candidate not nominated at the primary election, |

the period-extending from the date the name of a treasurer
for the candidate or the principal campaign committee of

the candidate is certified to the filing officer and endmg on |

December 31.

§ECT]QN 6.:(1)-A candidate for statewide office or the
office of state Senator or state Representative may file a
deciaration of limitation: on expenditures as described in
section 7 of this 1994 Act with the secretary stating that the
candidate, including the principal campaign committee. of
the candidate, will not make attributable expenditures:

(a) With respect to the primary election, in excess of:

'(A).$500,000 for the office of Governor;

(B) 3200 000:for any other statewide office;

©) 530 000 for the office of state Senator' and

(D) $20, 000 for the office of state Representatlve.

(b) With _respect to the general election, in excess of:

(A) $1 million for the office of Governor;

~ (B) $400,000 for any other statewide office; .

'(C)27$60_;000 for the office of state Senator; and

(D) $40,000 for the office of state Representative:

(2) For purposes of this sectmn, attributable’ expenditures
|-made pnor to. the applicable primary or- general election
reporting penod in consideration for goods to be delivered
or services to be rendered solely during the primary or gen-
eral election reportmg period shall be charged ‘against the
expenditure limits described in subsection (1)-of this sec-
tion'in the reponmg perlod durlng which the goods or ser-
vices are delivered.

(3)A candldatedescnbed in subsection (1) of this section
who has filed a declaration under this section stating that
.| the, candidate will not make attributable expenditures with
respect to the primary or general election in excess of the
limits described in subsection (1) of this section shall not
be bound by the declaration if any opposing candidate for
the same: nomination or office at the same election has not
tiled a declaration indicating that the candidate will limit
expendltures or has filed the statement but has made
expenditures exceeding the applicable limit.

SECTION 7. (1) The declaration of limitation, on expendi-
tures filed under section 6 of this 1994 Act shall certify that
with respect to the primary or general election, the candi-
date and the principal campaign committee of the candidate
will not incur attributable expenditures in excess of the

applicable expendrture limit described in sectlon 6 of thls |

1994 Act.

(2) The secretary shall prescribe forms for the filing of the
information required by this section: The forms shall also
include: ¢

(a) The name of the candidate by which the candidate is
commonly known and by which: the candidate transacts
important private or official business.

(b) The malllng address of the residence of the candidate.
(c) The signature of the candidate.

{(8) The declaration shall be filed with the secretary:

(a) For the primary. election, not later than the date the

candidate files a declaration of candidacy or.a nominating.

-petmon- and :
(b) For the general election:

(A) In the case of a candidate nominated by a major politi-
cal party at the primary election, not later than 40 days. after

Y

| ‘civil penalty in the manner provided in ORS. 26 :995 in an

Measure No. 9

the prlmary electlon or

(B) In the case of a candidate not nomlnated at the prima-
ry election, at the same time that a certificate of nomination
is filed.

SECTION 8. (1) An expenditure not qualifying as an inde-
pendent expenditure shall'be considered an in-kind ‘contri-
bution to the candidate or the principal campaign commit-

tee of the candidate and an expenditure by the candidate or |

the principal campaign committee of the candidate, :
(2) For purposes of section 6 of this 1994 Act, the amount

~ofan expendlture not qualifying as an independent ‘expendi-

ture shall count against the expenditure limits of the candi-
date for whose benefit the expenditure was made.

(3) For.purposes. of the contribution limitations estab-

lished by section 3 of this 1994 Act, the amount of an |

expenditure not qualifying as an independent expenditure
shall count against the contribution limits of the person or
political committee making the expenditure.

| ~(4) No'person, including-a candrdate or political commit- :
tee, shall report an expenditiire as an independent expendi- |
ture if the expenditure does not qualify as an independent

expendrture under ORS 260,005.

SECTION 9. (1) With respect to the primary and general

elections, the secretary shall'examine each contribution and
expendrture statement of each candidate who filed a decla-
ration of limitation on expenditures under section' 6 of this
1994 Act to determine whether any candidate exceeded the
applicable: expendrture limit, If the. secretary determines
after-any filing that a candidate has exceeded the applicable.
expenditure limit, the 'secretary shall send a. notlce of the
secretary’s determmatlon to the candidats secret:
determines that the secretary ‘or any candidate for nomina-
tion or election to an office for which the secretary is also a
candidate for nomination or election has exceeded the
applicable expenditure limit, the information shall be sent to
the Attorney General, who shali be substituted for the sec-
retary in any enforcement proceedmg under this section
and ‘section 10 of this 1994 Act. The notice also shall state
that the candidate may appeal the secretary s or the
Attorney General’s determination as provided in ‘this sec-
tion.

(2) A hearing to contest the determination that a candi-
date has -violated the declaration of limitation on expendi-
tures as described in subsection'(1) of this section and to
consider circumstances in mitigation shall be held by the

‘secretary or the Attorney General:

(a) Upon request of the candidate, if the request is made
not later than the seventh day after the candidate received
the notice sent under subsection (1) of this section; or.

(b) -Upon the secretary s or the Attorney General’s own-

motion,

(3) A'hearing under subsection (2) of this section shall be:

conducted, and the' secretarys or, the Attorney General’s

order may be appealed, in the manner provided for a'con-

tested case under ORS 183.310 to 183.550,

{4) The candidate need not appear in person at'a-hearing:

held under this section, but instead may submit written tes-

timony- ‘and other evidence, subject to the penalty for false:
'swearing, to the secretary for entry.in the heering record.:
Such documents must be received by the secretary not later

than five busmess days before the day of the hearing.
_S_EQTIQN 10. (1) If the secretary- or the Attorney General
finds_under section 9-of this 1994 Act that.a candidate filing
a declaration of ilmltatlon on expenditures under section 6
of this 1994 Act has exceeded. the applicable expendlture
limit, the secretary or the Attorney General may impose a

amount no greater than twice the amo
tures that exceeds the appiicable expenduture n
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1 (@) The secretary or ‘the Attorney General may. |mpose a
civil penalty: not to exceed.$10,000 for any violation of sec-

Measure No.

tion 8 (4).of this 1994 Act. The civil penalty shall be |mposed,

in the manner provided in ORS 260.995.
|, “(3).The secretary or the Attorney General shaII exempt
any candidate from the imposition of ‘civil penaltles under
subsections (1).and (2) of this section if the secretary or the

Attorney General finds the candidate has exceeded thef

applicable expendrture limit by a minimal amount, The sec-

retary shall adopt by rule standards and procedures for

exempting any candidate from the imposition of civil penal-

ties under subsections (1). and (2) of this section. The rule.
shall apply in the same fashion to all candldates for the

‘same nomination or offlce

SE QI ON 1 j (1) Except as prowded in subsection ) of‘

this ‘section, the Secretary of State or the Attorney General

‘shall impose a:civil penalty in the manner provided in ORS'

-260.995-for each: vrolatron of any provrsmn of sectlon 3, 4 or
:16 of this 1994°Act. . <

@) Notwrthstandmg ORS 260 995, thk Secretary of State
or Attorney General shall impose a civil penalty not to

exceed the greater of $1 000 or three tlmes the amount of

any. o
butlon made or recelved in vi
1994 Act; or

(b) Contrlbutlon that exceeds the llmlt tpecrfied |n sec” ni

3 of thls 19 4 Act. -

(3) Ifa candrdate or the pnnclpal campalgn comm|ttee -of:
‘a candidate violates-any provision of section 3, 4 or.16 of .
this 1994 Act, the candidate shali be personally Iiable for the | .

amount-to be paid under this section. If a political commit-
tee, other than a pringipal, campalgn committee, violates any
provision of section 3, 4 or 16 of this 1994 Act, the. plrectors

of the polmcal committee shall be ]olntly and severally )

liable for any amount to be paid under this sectlon. -

S_E_gjgu_lz_, The Secretary of State sha :
(1) Adopt rules as necessary to carry out the provrslons
of sections 5 to 10 of this 1994 Act.

(2) Prescrrbe forms for declaratlons requrred by sectlon 6.

of this 1994 Act .and furnlsh the forms to persons requlred
to file. )

(3). InVestlgate when appropnate under the provrsrons of‘

sectrons 5 to 10 of thls 1994 Act.

SEQIIQ_NJ_Q, (1) The Secretary of State shall. lnclude wrth;

the voters’ pamphlet statement of each candidate described

in section 6 of this 1994 Act for the primary and general | € 3 ! 42 .
vcandldate for the same nomination or office and any contrr-t

elections a statement indicating whether or not the candi-

date has agreed to limit expend|tures under sect|on 6 of this

1994 Act.
(2) If a candrdate descrrbed in sectron 6 of thrs 1994 Act

| has agreed to limit expendltures, but is not bound by the
‘| agreement because an,opponent of the ‘candidate for the

same nomination or offrce at the same electlon has not

agreed to limit expendrtures or has exceeded the applrcable
expenditure limit, the statement shall indicate that the can-
‘| didate has agreed to limit expenditures and that the candi- |
date is not bound by the agreement because an' opponent of |
the candidate for the same nomination or office at the same’

| election has not agreed to limit expend|tures or has exceed-

o ed the applicable spending limit.

R If the Secretary of State or the Attorney General finds

'under section 9 of this'1994 Act that a candidate described

in section 6-of this 1994 Act filing a declaration of limitation
on expenditures under section 6 of this 1994 Act-has
exceeded the applicable expenditure limit, at the next prrma-

ry and general elections at which the canﬂldate is a candi--
date for nomination or election to an office for which a por-

‘trait or statement is included in the voters’ pamphlet, the

Secretary of State shall include wrth the ‘portrait and .infor- :

|Measure No.9.

-ed a_previous declaration of limitation on expendltures: .
“under section 6 of this 1994 Act, The statement required by | -
“this subsection shall identify the date of the election at | -

by the same person or persons, mcludrng any parent, subs |

_sonor ‘by a group of those persons,”

“ration or its subsrdranes are treated as a srngle poli
;committee,, L

. tpolmcal committee is established by a’ local unit of .a labor.
:orgamzation that has _the. authorrty to. mdorse candldat S

bers;

: commrttee

fgle person if made by any parent, subsidiary,’ branch, divr-ﬂ .
‘sron department or local unit of the same person. ‘- *

“frled under ORS 260.345.

"a candrdate sub;ect to sectlon 3 of th|s 1994 Act seeks nom-

‘tion (4) of this section, be exempt from any contrlbutlon lim-|
its appllcable under section 3 of thrs 1994 Act.

-section (3) of this section on behalf of or in opposition to a.
_candidate sub]ect to section 3 of this 1994 Act shall dellver °
‘notice as provrded in subsectlon (4) of thls sectron. R )

' specrfled in section 3 (1)(a) of this 1994 Act contributes the |,
- candidate’s own personal funds, makes a loan from the can-.

‘expenditure on behalf of or in opposition to a candidate |.

‘exceeding $25,000;

mation required under ORS 251.075 and 251.085 a state~ |
ment in boldfaced type indicating that the candidate violat- |

which the candrdate exceeded the apphcable expendrture ‘
limit, )

. SECTION 14, For purposes of the contributlon I|m|tatlons :
established by section 3 of this 1994 Act: |

(1) Contributions shall be considered to be made by a srn-‘ o

gle political.committee if made by more than one politlcalt :
committee establrshed financed, maintained or controlied

sidiary, branch, division, department or Iocal umt of the per

(2) Under subsectlon (1) of this sectlon B
(a) All polmcal commrttees establrshed bya slngle corpo-‘

- (b) All, polmcal commrttees establlshed by a Iabor orgam-f :
zation are treated as a single political committee ‘unless the |

~(c)All polltlcal commlttees estabhshed by the same poI|t|-‘ :
cal party are treated as a single polmcal committee;-and -

(d) All'political committees established by substantlally;' E
the:same group of persons are treated as a smgle polltrcal :
) Contrlbutlons shall be consrdered to be made by asin-|
(4) The ‘Secretary of State shall investlgate any alleged ‘

wolatlon of this section only upon recervrng a complarnt

SECTION 15, (1) Wrth respect to a sungle electron at whlchi

butions to that other candidate shall, pursuant ‘to subsec- |-

(2) Any person or polmcal committee makrng an mdepen-t
dent expenditure in excess of an amount specrfied in sub-

/(3) This sectron applies if: ) : )
(a) A candldate for nomination or electlon to.an office i

didate’s own personal funds to the candidate’s campaign or
receives contributions from members of the candidate’s
immediate famlly m an aggregate amount exceedrng
$25 000;

‘(b) A person or polrtrcal committee makes an mdependent

specified in section 3 (1)(a) of this 1994 Act in-an amount

(¢) A candidate for nominatlon or electlon to an office
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specified in section 3 (1)(b) of this 1994 Act contributes the
candidate’s own personal funds, makes a loan from the can-
didate’s own personal funds to the candidate’s campaign or
| receives contributions from members of the candidate’s
immediate family in an aggregate ‘amount exceedlng
$10,000; or

expenditure on behalf of or In opposition to a candidate
specified in section 3 (1)(b) of this 1994 Act'in an amount
jexceedmg $10,000.

any candidate who contrrbutes or loans personal funds to
the candidate’s campaign or-receives contributions from
members of the candidate’s mmediate family-in an- aggre-
gate amount exceeding the applicable amount specified in
subsection (3) of this section shall give written notice of the
fact to ‘the fiimg offio and to all other candid tes for the

petition, a declaration of candidacy or a certificate of nomi-
natlon has been filed The candidate shall aiso supply wrut—

contributions to that' candrdate, ‘are not subjec o any con-
tribution limits otherwise applrcable under sect on 3 of this
1994 Act until such trme as the candidate’ contributes to the

| candidate’s own campaign an amount exceed|
able amount specified in- subsection (3) of thi

(5).Within 24 hours after funds for an.indepen ent expen-

the applio-

exceeding the applicabie amount speclﬂed in.subsection (3)
,of this section shaii give written notice of the fact to the fil-
| ing officer and to all other candidates. for th ime offlce at
the same ‘election for whom ‘a nominating petition, a decla-

the same office were given notice. The notice shali be given
by registered or certified mail or by some other method that

| shatl describe the amount and use of the expenditure, An
expenditure js obligated when an expenditure is made or an
agreement to make an expenditure is:made. The notice shall
specifically state the name of the candidate the independent
expenditure is intended to support or oppose. Each new
expenditure shall requrre the dehvery of an addltlonal new
notice.”

family” means a candidate’s spouse and any child, parent,
grandparent, brother, half-brother, sister or haif-slster of the
‘candidate and the spouses of such persons.

or political party office.

SECTION 16. (1) A corporation, professlonal oorporatlon,
nonprofit corporation or labor organization shall not make a
contribution directly or indirectly from treasury funds to any
candidate or ‘political committee, .

(2) Subsection (1) of this section does not apply to.

(a) Contributions from a corporatlon, professional corpo-
ration, nonprofit corporation or labor organization to a polit-
| ical committee organlzed excluslvely to support or oppose
a measure;

executive or administrative personnel and their families or
by a labor organization to its members and their familles on
{

(d) A person or polltical commrttee makes an |ndependent'

(4) Within 24 hours after the oontributron or Ioan is made,:

diture are.obligated, any person or political committee mak- |
Jng. an independent expenditure in an: aggregate amount’

ration of candidacy or a certificate of nomination has been
| filed. The person or political committee shall also- supply
written proof to the filing ¢ officer that ali other candidates for |

provides written proof that the notice was given. The notice |

(6) As used In thls seotion, the “candidate s immediate

{7) This seotlon does not apply to candldates for natronal]

(b) Communications by a corporatlon, professional cor-'k )
poration or nonprofit corporation to its shareholders and

Measure No. 9

any subject;.and -

(c) Nonpartisan reglstratlon and get-out-the-vote cam-
paigns by:

(A) A corporation, professional corporation or nonprofit
corporation-aimed at its shareholders and executlve or
administrative personnel and their families, or

'(B). A labor organization aimed at its members and their
families.”

(3)A oand|date or the prlnoipal campaign committee of a
candidate shall not acoept a contribution prohlbited by this
section,

S_EQJJQNJL For purposes: of the expendrture I|m|tations
contained in- section 6 of this 1994 Act.and the contrlbution

: hmitations contained in section 3 of this 1994 Act:

(1) Contributions made, by a: person or poIItIoaI oommlt-
di

'date, ineludmg contributions that are in any way earmarked
or otherwise directed. through an intermedlary or conduit o |

| politica committee to theoandldate. o

(2): Contributions made by a person or political oommit-i
tee, either directly or mdlrectiy, to or on behalf of a partiou-

date, through an’ intermedlary or condult, inc uding contri-

“butions ‘made orarranged to be made by an mtermediary or|

condurt, shali be treated. as’ contnbutions from the interme-

diary or “conduit to a candidate or prinoipal campalgn com- )
a d 3 S

(b) The intermediary or oonduit is- )

(A) A political committee other than a prlnolpal campalgn
commlttee,

(B) An officer, empioyee or agent of a political commlttee
other thana prlnclpal oampargn committee; - - i

(C) A person requlred to register as a lobbyist under ORS
,171 .740; or

(D) A labor orgamzation or corporatlon prohrblted from

making contributions under section 16 of this 1994 Act, or

-an’ ofﬁcer, employee or'agent of a labor organization or cor- |
'porallon acting on behalf of the orgamzation or corporation,

(3) When a. contnbutron Is made to a candidate or the

principal ‘campaign committee of a candidate through an’
“intermediary or conduit, the intermediary or conduit shali
report the original source and the intended recipient of the |

contribution to the intended recipient and to: the filing offi-
cer in statements filed under ORS 260.058 to 260.073.

" (4) Nothing in this section s intended to affect contrlbu- '

tions prohibit ted under ORS 260.402,

SECTION. _& (1) Except as provided in subseotlon (2) of.

this section, amounts received: as contributions by a candi-
date or the principal campaign committee of a candidate for

. public office that are in excess of any amount necessary to
“defray campaign expenditures and any other funds donated
| to-a hoider of public office may-be:-

-.(a) Used to defray any ordinary and necessary expenses
incurred in connection with the recipient’s duties. asa hold-
er of public.office; . -

-(b) Transferred to any natlonai state or jocal politlcal
committee of any political party;

(c) Contributed to any organization desorlbed in‘section

170(c) of Titie 26 of the United States Code or to: any charlta-

ble oorporation deflned in ORS 128 620- or
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(d}Used49FenyLetheiLiawiui1equese—
_(2) Notwithstanding subsection (1) of this_section,
amounts, recerved as contributions by.a candidate for public

~ |Measure No. ¢ 9

sion; icial receipts of the candidate, |
agent, [t«uet;] polmcal party or commlttee thereof or political
committee[-assesiatiel atien] to whom contribution.

offlce h s of any amount necessary-to-defray
campaign expenditures and other funds donated to.a'holder
of public office shall-not be converted by any person to any
personal use other than to defray any ol

sary expenses incurred in connection with the person s

any lo; : -of which were used—in4;onnect|on
with the candidate s campaign.

3) . As used in this section: "

“(a) “Funds. donated” means all funds, lncludlng but not
limited to gifts, loans, advances, credits or deposits of |
‘money that are donated for the purpose of supporting the
activities of a holder of public office. “Funds donated” does |
not. mean funds appropriated by the Legislative Assembly
or another srmiiar public appropriatmg body or personai

onated to anacc yntainir

only those personal i‘unds .
(b) “Public office” does not include nationai or poiitical

party office, . - O o

SECTION 19. ORS 316.102 is amended to read ;

316.102, (1) A credit against taxes shall be allowed for volun-
tary contributions in:-money made.in the taxable year;

(a) To.a [patienal-peliticat-party] major political party as |

defined in ORS 248,006 or to a:.committee thereof orto a-minor-|
political party as defrned in ORS: 248 008 or to a committee
thereof. . !

to-

bsection (4) of thie

dutles asa holder of public office or to repay to a candidate | o

was made

(4) A credrt agamst taxes shall not be aliowed under this
section for voluntary contributrons of money made in the

of state Senator or state Representatlve if.the candidate has,
not filed a deciaration of limitation on expendltures under
| section 6 lection at

“| didate is a candidate for nomination or election indicating

that the candidate will- not make attributable expenditures in
-excess of the applicable iimitatlons descrrbed in section 6
of this 1994 Act.

(5) As used |n this section [

HH10

; b%E*eepeasprevidedrmsu

or for the use of a person who must be a candidate for nomina-
tion or election to a federal, state or jocal elective office in-any
pnmary, general or special election in this state. The person
must, in the:caléndar year in which the contribution is made,’

this etata
(A) A prospective petition;
(B) A declaration of candidacy;

(C) A certificate of nomination; or
(D) A desrgnatlon of a pnnclpal campangn ‘committee.

(c) To a poiitlcal commrttee, as defined in ORS 260.005,
§ clusively:

ballot measures or questions to be voted upon wnhm this
state if the political committee has certified the name of its

the manner provided in ORS chapter 260,

A2) The ‘credit allowed by subsection (1) of thls section shali
be the lesser of: —

return; the total contribution, not to exceed. $100 on a joint

elther be listed on a pnmary, general or special election ballot i in.|-

treasurer to the fiiingeﬁrser as defined in ORS 260.005,-in-

(a) The total contribution, not to exceed $50 on a separate )

1 -amount and

ECTIQN 20, ORS 260. 083 is amended to read

260.068 or '260.073 shall list;
(a) Under contributions, all ccntnbuiions received. Except as

a | provided in ORS 260.085 and subject to the prohibitions . of

* 260. 083, (1) A statement filed under OHS 260. 058 260 063, |-

section 4 of this 1994 Act, the statement shall list the name,

| -occupation and address.of each person, and the name, address, :

{identification number assigned under ORS 260.052 and primary

‘amount of[#]

v\i:nnkn

.8 567 6] or-to a political
committee [ m
measwre;] and the total amount contnbuted bv that person or

nature of each polmcal committee, that coninbuted an aggregatet :

[(-Aa] more thanmsjp_njehaii oi a candldate [#er-

political committee

“may | ol
but shall specify how those contributions were obtained.

(by Under expendltures, all expenditures ‘made, showrng the
diture in

s

‘return; or
:{b) The tax Ilabiiity of the taxpayer

‘more than $50 shall be vouched for by an‘invoice, receipt or

check

canceled check or an accurate copy of the |nvo|ce, recelpt or|

(3) The claim for tax ¢redit shall be substantlated by submrs-
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| of this 1994° Act, all contrlbutlons made by:the ‘candidate or
pohtlcal committee [te
tee].

raddress-of each person shown as-
loan and the amount of the obllgatlon undertaken by each

the tenderholdmg the loan.
piies, equipment or other thing of value to be performed or fur-
nished at a future date, that portion of the deposit that has been

‘the unexpended port“
ltsted as ‘an acoount recewable

l_
() Separately, and subject to the prohibmons of sectronfﬂubsecttorre)cﬁhtssectton—

(d) AlI loans, whether repatd or not, made to the candidate or |
polltlcal committee. The statement shall I|st the name and '

cosigner or guarantor The statement also shall l|st the name of

(2) If an expendrture in‘an amount exceedmg $50 is'a prepay-
ment or a‘deposit made in-consideration for any services, sup-

expended durmg the. reporting perlod shall be: llsted as an |

. A ‘| review and determine the ‘constitutionality of this Act. The
'(3) Anythlng of value pald for or. contrtbuted by any person Supreme Court shall’ have sole and exclustve 1unsd1ct|on of- -

t: ] sﬁall be llstea as both [a] an m kmd contrlbutlon nd an expen-
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effective date of this Act. Contributions and expenditures’
may be made in accordance with the provisions of this Act

the effective date of this Act.
SECTION 23. (1) Upon petition of' any person, ongmal

SECTION 22, Nothlng in this Actis Intended to limit con- |-
tributions or expenditures received or made prior to the |-

afteﬁhe“effectivrdatroﬁhis—kcﬁrom fundsratsed-pnortr -

Jurisdiction-is vested in the Supreme Court of this state to

proceedings initiated under this section,

Y “(2) If any part. of th|s Act is held unconstttutlonal the‘
i ‘remaining parts shall remain in'force unless the court

[{4-)] (5) Expenditures 'made by an agent of apo

| are tncomplete and tncapabte of being executed.

|- 19 of this Act first-become operative January 1,:1995, and.

it | chapter 267 Oregon Laws 1987—arerepealed

tee on behalf of the committee. shall be reported i
manner as if the expendltures had been made by th
|tself

1663] (6) As used in't

and state. . . S LI
SECTION 21. ORS 260 165 |s amended o read :

260 165. (1)(a) Not Iess than once each year endmg June 30,
gnated fora major or minor political. party by individ

s sectlon address rncludes street num- |
ber and name, rura \oute number or post oﬁlce box, and cttyk .

specifically finds that the remaining parts, standing . alone

SECTION24. The amendments to ORS 316, 102 by sectron

apply to tax years: begmnlng on.or after January 1,-1995,

- SECTION 26. ORS 248.095 and sectlons 25 60 and 61

| - SECTION 25, Sections 2 toJLothis Act are added to and ‘
made a part of ORS chapter 260. ..~

NOTE Eoldtaced Wpe lnd cates | new language, [bracRets
and overstnklng] lndlcate deletions or comments .

ual taxpayers under ORS 316.487, less the amount appropriated
for administrative costs as provuded in paragraph ‘b). ot this sub-
by the
Department of Revenue. The Department of Revenue shall
determlne the procedure for payment by admtnlstratlve rule:

oneys destgnated forﬁafmatekeemtﬁeﬁpelltlcal
party under ORS 316.487, not more than three percent per fiscal
year end|ng June 30 are continuously approprlated for use in
rei e. General Fund for. costs of a the
~checkoff program establlshed under ORS 316. 487.

‘party under subsection (1) of this sectron

(a) The treasurer shall. distribute_not less than 50 percent of
the moneys to the treasurers of the county central committees of

(b) Not: less than 50 percent of the moneys remalnlng after the
distribution to the county central committees under this subsec-
tion shall be paid to candidates of the major political party.

_(3) Not less than 50 percent of the moneys paid to the, treasur-
er of a minor political party under subsection.(1) of this section
shall be distributed to candidates of the minor political. party.

(4) Of the moneys distributed to the county central committees
of a major political party under subsectlon (2) of this section, not
less than 50 percent. of the:moneys received by each’ county
central committee shall be dlstnbuted to candrdates of the maJor
. M. NN

(5) The state central comm|ttee of a major polltlcal party shall
‘adopt bylaws establishing ‘a formula for the: distribution of mon-
‘eys to the treasurers of the county central commlttees under

YARGIVIG-—

%) Of the moneys pald to the treasurer of a major polltlcal_

| date for certain other statewide offices and $5,000 to a candi-

EXPLANATORY STATEM ENT

Measure 9 rewses laws relatlng to the frnancmg of electlon
.campaigns. Major provisions of the measure include limits on
"amounts that could be contributed to certain candidates, optlonal
limits onthe amount those candidates could spehd at the prima-

‘tions, The measure. would not apply to federal and ballot mea-
sure elect|ons u L . .

‘

ry and general elections and a ban on certain political contribu- | -

c ril . I" o
- At each electlon—apersorrorpohhcal action commlttee (PAC)

could contribute no more than $500 to a candidate for statewide
office and no more than $100 to ‘a candidate for the legislature.

~yejl\ft each electlon pol|t|cal partles could contnbute no more
WWU_ETHU‘W\WOL $10, 000 toa candi=|
-date for the legislature.. An: |nd|v1.dual could contribute .no more
polltlcal party

- personal funds in excess of $25,000 for a statewide office or

*$10,000 for a legislative office: Any. violation of the. contribution
limits could be penalized by fines up: o $1,000 or three times the

-An lndrwdual could contrrbuteﬁomofeﬂhan $100 to a PAC each ‘

mittee orgamzed by at-

~ Contribution limits would be walved rf an opponent spends |,

amounfoﬁheexcesstontrrbutro
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for statewide office and legislative office as follows:

i gPrimary - General
Positior £ " Election:
Governor $500, 000 - '$1,000,000
Other Statewide’ o $200 000‘ .. -$400,000 .
State Senate ) - $30,000 $60,000 -
‘State House . = -$20,000

.$40,000

 The Voters' Pamphlet would indicate whether each candidate

- | has chosen to.limit expenditures. The limits would be wa|ved i
any opposing candidate did not agree to limit expenditures or.

exceeded the expenditure fimit. A candidate who agreed to limit
expenditures and exceeded the limit could be fined up to twice

‘the- amount of the excess expendrture and be subject to other[

) f‘penaltres

Most pass through" contnbutrons between candidates, '

. between candldates and PACs and between PACs would be,
prohrbrted :

Corporatlons and Iabor organrzatlons would be prohrbrted

from making direct contributions to candidates. -

The measure defines terms such as “contribution”. and

“expenditure.” The measure sets rules for determining when

expenditures are independent of a candidate and when they are
made in cooperation with a candidate: If expenditures are: notk

independent, they would count as contributions to the candidate

and expenditures by the candidate. independent’ expenditures in’
excess of $25,000 for statewide office or $10,000 for legislative |

office wouid have to be reported to the Secretary of State and
the candidates.

- Candidates couId not use campargn funds for personal pur-
| poses. -

Tax credits would be elrmmated for. contnbutlons to candr-‘

‘| dates who choose not to comply with the expendlture limits, Tax
;credfts would be eliminated for contributions to certain PACs.

Appointed by:

‘Commlttee Members:
Joel Ario. ’ Chief Petitioners
Harry Lonsdale Chief Petitioners
Steve Lanning Secretary of State
Dave Moss* Secretary of State
* Members of the Committee

Annette Talbott
* Member dissents (does not concur with explanatory statement)
(l'his ﬁrrpanial explanation was prepared bya commmee pursuant to

ORS 251,225 and certifed by the Supreme Court of the State of Oregon
pursuant to ORS 251.235.)

ST N S P ARGUMENT IN FAVOR
The measure sets optional expenditure limits for candidates ‘ ‘ :
‘ RECLNM STATE GOVERNMENT FOR AVERAGE C|T|ZENS

VO I'E (ES ON MEASURE 9

Once upon a t|me polrtlcal campargns in Oregon were frnanced
by small contrlbutlons from individual citizens.. Just 20 years ago, |
“average candidates for the Oregon House raised ‘almost two-
thirds of their contributions from individuals, and only 22% froim
political action commitizes (PACs). By 1992 the individual share
had shrunk 1o 13%, and the PAC share had mushroomed to
69%

PAC contrrbutlons are meant to buy lnfluence and win votes in
the legislature. PAC contributions ‘overwhelmingly- favor incum-
bent legislators. Challengers get only. 16 cents of every PAC dol-
lar. Strong potential challengers shy away from taking. on

_| entrenched incumbents:because -challengers cannot compete} o
‘with big money- from specral mterests Incumbents had a 90%

reelection rate in 1992

‘»Another result of the PAC/rncumbent allrance is that once' elect- AR
_ed, our representatives are beholden to big campaign ‘contribu- | -
_tors. The special influence dominance of:the legislative process | : -
' results in. gndlock on the issues that matter to. Oregonlans and rt L

fuels voter cynrcrsm about state government

o AARP believes rt is trme for a change. o

"Measure 9 erI stop the specral mterest domlnance of lhe Iegrs-, - :
fature. A $100-contribution limit. will put.average Oregonians on

an equal footrng with PACs and other well-frnanced mterests -

Measure 9 erI grve challengers a flghtrng chance and voters A
real choices in electing representatives. A $100 contribution limit |
will make all candidates more rellant on smaller contrrbutlons '
from individuals. - ’ .

Measure 9 will slow runaway campargn spendrng By lrmrtrng blq
money in Oregon politics, Measure 9 will encourage political
campargns that focus on rdeas rnstead of 20- second TV sound .
brtes i : :

AARP urges you:tovote YES on Measure9 |

(This information furnished by Ralph O. Lidman, Chairman, Oregon State.
Legislative Committee, American Association of Retired Persons.} * -

(Thrs space purchased for $500 in accordance wrlh 1993 Or. Laws 811 §1 1 )

The printing of thrs argument does not constitute an-endorse-
| ment by the_State of Oregon, nor.does the state warrant the |
ar:curacy or tmfh ofany ¢ statemenl made in the- argument
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Measure No. 9
|ARGUMENT IN FA\'/OR; ;

| One of the' most |mportant things we can do to regern control of
our govemment is to reform the' method we use to finance our
| elections, We try to elect outstanding citizens to ‘serve us in our
govemment but our present election financing method is flawed,
in that it is-subject to abuses by special interests which tends to
thwart the will of the people WE MUST REFORM THE SYs-
TEM S

Twenty years ago it cost $3000 to run. for the Oregon‘
Legislature and most campalgn contributions came
_from individual Oregonians. Today it costs $38,000
.. and two-thirds of the money comes from spemal inter--. "
: est PACs e ; .

OREGON 1S CURRENTLY ONE OF SEVEN STATES WITH NO
| LIMIT ON CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS .

] ;THE PURPOSES OF THIS INITIA'I IVE ARE: -
.. To. prohibit the personal use of campaign funds. .
To create spending caps for Ieglslatlve and statewrde races
--To reduce the influence of PACS and other interest groups...
““To expand access to electlons for Iess well frnanced candr-'
dates:

. To promote small Indlvndual contnbuttons as the foundatton of |
a healthy campargn fmance system T !

. OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE INITIATIVE WOULD )
Requrre |nd|vrdual disclosure for contributions of $50 or more.
:Ban pass throughs and limit- bundllng of contributions. '

" Close various Ioopholes and impose tough penaltres

" Place $100 limits ‘on lndtvrdual and PAC contnbutrons to Ieg
7 islative candidates, . - k
- Eliminate tax benefits for cand|dates who exceed spendlng‘
caps. .
Ban corporate and Iabor unron contnbut|ons

UNITED WE STAND AMERICA Oregon does not beIleve thrs to
be a perfect initiative, but we feel this is the strongest initiative
that can be- offered without amending the Oregon constitution;
and therefore urge voters fo support | rt

UNITED WE STAND AMERICA-OREGO’N
3896-22 Beverly NE o
Salem, OR 97305. ..

(This information Iurn/shed by Micki SUmmerhays, State Chair, Jane
Montgomery, State Vice Charr/Secrelary, United We Stand America-
Oregon.) . ' .

(77ns space purchased for $500 in accordance with 1993 Or. Laws a1 s )

'Oregon is.one of only seven states that has no Irmlts on cam-

‘result, Oregon political campaigns have become extended
i tundralslng events We can do much better

‘By votmg ‘ES on Measure 9, you can help put an end to sky-

tspendmg llmns for leglstatave and statewrde campaIgns

) Measure 9

Measure No. 9

AFIGUMENT IN FAVOH

NORMA PAULUS URGES OREGONIANS TO
VOTE ES ON MEASURE 9

Our political process is.on the verge ot being bought and sold
Special interests have an undue infiuence on legislative. affairs
because of unbridled campalgn spendlng

Campalgn spendrng in Oregon Ieglslatlve races has increased
10-fold in the last two decades. The average candidate for the
Oregon House spent about $3,000 to get elected in 1972 and
$38,000 in"1992. Spending on races for the Senate and
statewrde ofﬂces has mcreased at the.same rate

paign contributions, The Ieglslature has repeatedly failed to
enact any campaign finance reform in the past 20 years. As a

rocketing' campalgn spending. Measure 9 sets contribution*and
HeIp us reduce campalgn spendlng Please vote YES on
Norma,Pautuss,_ B

(This ‘inlonnatlfcnk furnished by Norma Pauius.)

(Thls space purchased for $500 ln eccordance with 1993 Or. Laws 811.§11.)

The printing of th/s argument does not consrrtute an endorse-
‘ment by the State of Oregon, nor does the state' warrant the
accuracy or truth of any stalement made in the argument. -~

The printing of this argument does. not constitute an endorse-
ment by the State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the
aocuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument
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Measure No. 9
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

OREGONIANS! TAKE BACK THE SYSTEM

The League of Women-Voters of Oregon challenges Oregonians

to join the  campaign to re- estabhsh the |nd|v1dua|s influence |

-over their elected official.

‘Who has the control now? Special interest groups, such as politi-

cal action committees - PACs, who donate large sums of money |

to finance political campaigns.

LET US LOOK AT THE FIGURES:
1972 1992
49 PACS . . ..339PACS
$400,000 spent/elections $10 million spent/elections

k in 1972, an average Oregon-Representative raised 61% of her
contributions from individuals, 22% from PACS.

In 1992, the breakdown is 13% from the individual, 69% from
PACS.
(Figures from PACs Over People, OSPI RG May 1994)

| Are citizens apathetic, angry, disillusioned and frustrated as they

watch their influence decrease? The League believes Yes. A
national League opinion poli, ACTION OR APATHY 1993,
.showed that the public's cynicism about government is deeply
“entrenched and that a large majority of Americans believe that
-they have very little influence over government.

The League of Women Voters is dedicated to empowering citi-
zens. We believe that Ballot Measure #9, will help to combat cor-
‘ruption and undue influence in Oregon politics by enabling can-
didates to compete more equitably for public office.

Voter revolution is critical to regain citizen control of the Oregon
political process. The individual citizen should be heard; and this

should not depend on whether or not the voter has donated to a-

particular campaugn nor on how much money has been con-
tributed.

(This information furnished by Cherl Unger, President, League of Women
Voters - Orsgon.)

(This space purchased with a petition contalning the signatures of 2,500
voters eligible to vote on the measure in accordance with 1993 Or. Laws
811 §11.)

Measure No. 9

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

There is way too much money in Oregon elections.
Oregon Common Cause urges you to:

VOTE YES ON #9
LIMIT ELECTION MONEY
SAVE TAX DOLLARS

In 1908 contributions to Oregon elections were limited to $100 |

' by the “Corrupt Practices Act Governing Elections" in an initiative

petition that passed 54,042 YES to 31 ,301 NO. One of the argu- |
ments in favor of this initiative said that the right to spend large |.
sums of money in elections tends to the choice of none but rich
men, or tools of wealthy corporations! :
Over the years that limit was increased twice, until in 1973 it |
was repealed. But a broader more complex limitation-on cam-
paign spending was enacted. This limitation was-in effect |
through the 1974 election. In 1975 the Oregon Supreme Court
ruled that spending limitation unconstltunonal and the Iegxslature '
repealed the law. «

But the legislature failed to restore the law that had
been in effect from 1908 to 1973.

BALLOT MEASURE #9 does what the legislature has failed
to do for 20 years. :
BALLOT MEASURE #9 restores contribution limits that were
in Oregon's election law from 1908 to 1973. :

BALLOT MEASURE #9 enacts constitutional voluntary '
spending I|mlts :

BALLOT MEASURE #9 eliminates tax credits to PACs and |
big spending candidates.

BALLOT MEASURE #9 bans personal use of campaign |
funds.

BALLOT MEASUHE #9 bans corporate conmbutlon
Corporate contributions to House candidates went from $57,799 |
in 1982 to $531,386 in 1992, a 919% increase in 10 years! )

BALLOT MEASURE #9 saves taxpayer dollars. The state

| financial impact statement estimates a savings of two million dol-

lars per year.:

It's time to reclaim our government by restoring an election |
system in which small contributions by individual Oregonians are
once again the primary source of campaign funding.

IMPROVE OREGON ELECTIONS
SAVE TAX DOLLARS
VOTE YES ON BALLOT MEASURE #9

OREGON COMMON CAUSE

(This information furnished by David Buchanan, Executive Director,
Oregon Common Cause,)

(This space purchased for $500 in accordance with 1993 Or. Laws 811 §11.)

The printing of this argument does not constitute an endorse-
ment by the State of Oregon, nor-does the state warrant the

The printing of this argument does not-constitute an endorse-
ment by the State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the
accuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument

accuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument.
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Measure No. 9

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

Measure No.9
[ arumENT N FavoR

GET BIG MONEY OUT OF OREGON POLlTICS
VOTE YES ON MEASURE 9.

‘We are losrng control of our state government I‘he problem is

-ting more of it from special interests than ever before, As PACs,
-corporations and lobbyists pour more and more money |nto cam-
~pa|gns our votes oount for less and less

big money. Oregon -politicians are spending more of it-and get- |

Reply App-37

| strongly support ‘this initiative because- I've seen, firsthand,
the rmpact of specral tnterest money on elections.

In 1990 | ran for the U S. Senate from Oregon In the llnal few; :
weeks of that campaign, as the polis showed the race quite-|-
close, my opponent raised almost a million dollars from special- |
“interest PACs. He used that money to run negative TV ads

against me all across the state. And he won, What political debts |

‘We. must act now to clean up govemment The survrval of our
demaocr. ds on it, as does the credrbtlrty of our.

legislators in representrng the public. interest on issues rangrng
from the environmeiit to health care to educat|on o

our democracy in Oregon is suffenng from the Q_eﬂLasr_e

IIUUIUU IUUUbelb, ll)b' Ulg bdlllpdlyll L¥i8} f ol
| million-dollar corporate ad campaigns to. influence. polroy until.
.we-put an end to'the domination of elections by big-money, we

.vrﬂeeehﬂle—pfegfes:‘reﬁﬁ&rssue&tha%maﬁeﬁo you and | as.
average- Oregon crtrzens

- The Oregon Iegrslature has’ talked around this problem for the
.| past two decades and-done nothing to reform itself. The result is

--PACs well~ o

gridlock, with legislators unwilling to offend big campaign donors |

dtTheiﬁCWin—ﬁking—that money? What has it cost us Oregon:
taxpayers?

We've simply got to get the speclal-interest money out of our

" elections. Whatever your issue -- whether it's preserving our |

ancient forests, maintaining our land-use laws, or progressive
taxation -- there are powerful, wealthy folks on the other side
who can outvote" you wrth their wallet. . . :

“This initiative erI end that krnd of abuse on the state Ievel and

give the power back to the people

rhere erI be opponents of thrs initiative. Most of them are

 those who-are already on the “inside”. They use their money to | -
buy influence with the Ieglslature and with theﬁovemor—

by standing up for the. publmﬂaﬁmfommm_qme_mm
%emxmuﬂmmﬂmmmemr&

Dont Iet them win. agam Study this measure and cast your
vote for it. It will change Oregon polrtrcs forever .

MeaSure 9 Will help'_us reclaim our govemment by res‘toringf‘an
-election system in which politicians are accountable to Oregon

Meastire 9 will establish a strict: $100 limit on contributionsto

specralrnterests T e

voters, not the special interests. It's simple and e eotive‘reform, .

legislative candidates to reduce the mﬂuence of well fmanced ‘

) Harng‘onsdale—k L

(This information furnished by Harry Lonsdale.)

]
 freeze spending at current levels.

Measure 9 will also ban the personal use of campaignfundys,
close loopholes, and impose tough 'penalties for violations.

will get big morn ' 3¢ . Vote yes to
clean up our government Vote YES on Measure 9.

65 10

State Publrc interest Flesearch Group { OSPIRG) )

2

(This information lumrshed by Maureen Krrk Executlve Director,.Oregon .

(This space purchased with a petition contarnlng the slgnatures of 2,500
voters eligible to vote on the measure in accordance with 1993 Or Laws
811.§11.)

W

(This space purchasei for $500 in accordance with 1993 OF. Laws 811 §11.)-| -

The printing of this argument does,notfconsﬁture an endorse-
ment by the State of Oregon, nor-does the state warrant the

The printing of this argument.does not constitute an.endorse--
‘ment by the State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the

-accuracy or-truth of any statement made In the argument.

accuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument.
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Measure No g
| ARGUMENT N FAVOR

' yES NS

N

We -encourage Oregonrans to support ballot measure 9 to |

limit the influence of special interest money on campaigns. Too

much money in Oregon politics has distorted the political

process +- special interests have undue-influence, and.qualified
challengers are inhibited from running for office. Oregonians now
| feel excluded: from their-own democratic-institutions, and see the‘
Iegislature as being unresponswe to thelr concerns 5

The sponsoring: orgamzatlons of. this measure farthtully
worked within the leg|s|at|ve process in the past to assist in the
passing of campaign finance reform laws. ‘Political gamesman-
sh|p and special interests have proved more powerful than
grassroots®citizen involvement, and the Oregon legislature -has

‘failed to pass ‘campaign finance reform: After. 20 years of wamng .

for the Iegrslature to reform some .of the weakest campaign
finance laws in the nation, the sponsors fe|t compelled to put th|s
issue before the voters ’ .

The objectives of measure 9 are straight forward. One s to

retum the funding of, campaigns to individuals instead of special -
interest groups. Twenty years ago individuals provnded nearly |-

60% of campaign contributions in Oregon now it is less than
20% with special interests providing most of the rest. ‘A legisla-*
ture elected with the help of individuais will'be less influenced by
special. tnterest groups and more responslve to Oregonians, The
second goal is to increase competition in campaigns. by placrng
spendrng limits on candidates. This should make races more fair
and encourage challengers torun agarnst incumbents

Please Vote Yes On 9 to help rejuvenate Oregon democracy
by making individual contributions and candrdate spendmg limits
the foundatron of campargn fundlng L .

(T his Information furnlshed by Knute Buehler, Amen’can Pa nly of
Orégon.) t .

(This space purchased for $500 in accordanr:e with 1393 Or. Laws 811 §11.)

Oﬁrcral 1994 General Electlon Voters Pamphlet-——Statewrde Measures

| ARGUMENT IN?FAV'OR :

Measure 9 will reduce the rnﬂuence of special interest PACs and

strict $100 limits.on campargn contrlbutlons from PACs and |nd|-
fwduals : o ;

“can more easily afford to give the same amount.a corporate

‘. $100 hmrts make pohttcal campaigns more citizen oriented.
“Politicians will-have to reach out directly to more people, hopmg .
‘the|r message resulits i in more--but smaller—-contnbutlons

+ $100 Irmlts reward organization over wealth ‘Those who havef -

‘an advantage over interests who have hlstortcally relied only on.
“the power of thelr checkbook S ‘

. $100 Ilmlts stop‘ the e'scalatlon in campaign spending. The {im-

‘ grown to dominate campaign funding will lose their ability to

| election time, and democracy will be advanced.

|- Coalition For Campaign Finance Reform.)

(This space purchased witha petrtron containing the srgnatures of 2,500
* voters eligible to vote on the measure in accordance with 1993 Or.. Laws
811 §11 ) )

Measure No. 9

$100 LIMITS WILL PUT CITIZENS BACK IN CONTROL OF
STATE GOVERNMENT - kVOTE YES ON MEASURE 9

Have you ever contnbuted $30,000 to a political campargn? How.
about $20,000 or $10,000? No? The special interests make
campaign contributions. like these to our state Ieglslators every .
election cycle. Special interest PACs make huge campaign con-
tributions to Oregon politicians to buy influence with our repre-
sentatlves The speclal lnterests wrn The publlc |nterest Ioses

It is tlme to level the playrng ileld

make politicians accountable to average voters. Measure 9 sets'

. $100 limits equallze the abllrty of people to |nﬂuence electlons
through the power of money. -Under the limits, an average voter

executive can give. The lower. Irmrts give. many more people:
equal pohtrcal clout. .

mass constituencies and the ability to organize citizens, will have
L

its, in themselves, will squeeze money out of the system and |-
reverse campargn spendrng trends.

» $100 limits reduce the legislative clout of well-heeled corporate
interests. Corporate PACs and wealthy executives who have

dominate the Ieglslature as candidates become less dependent |
on them for campaign funds. Ideas will be more important at:

Vote YES on Measure 9.

(This informatlon furnished bby Tim Raphael, Campaign Director,

“The printing of this argument does’ not constitute- an endorse-"
“ment by the State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the

|'The. printing of this argument does not constitute an endorse-

’ accuracy or truth of any statement made.in. the argument

ment by-the State of Oregon, nor does. the state warant the BE

accuracy or truth of any statement made inthe argument
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Reply App-39

Measure

—_ 'J

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR

BAN THE PERSONAL USE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS
: "-VOTE YE S ON MEASURE 9

What if Oregon’ polmcrans could collect campalgn contnbutrons
from you, build a political war chest, decide nouern_foLoﬁme
and wrrte a check to themselves from their campargn

Guesswhaﬁ%heyﬁan and t%ﬁe%emwoﬁw barring the
personal use of campaign contrrbutrons Measure 9 will change
aII that : .

Some Oregon polmcrans just don't. get it. Asked what he would;
.do. with thousands of - dollars in leftover campaign contributions,

| ARGUMENT N OPPOSITION

Do you want informed, reasonable chorces when you voie'7 If
S0, vote no on Measure 9.

"VOTE NO'IF YOU WANT CANDIDATES WHO CAN. TELL
You WHY THEY ARE RUNNING i

‘Political campalgns cost money. Communrcatron—prrnllng,
postage and advemsrng——costs money. Oregon’s-Lottery.
Commission spent $7 million promoting: gambling last year.

~Measure g limits for a candidate for governor-in the generar
election are one-seventh of that.

The staie_budget th|s biennium is over $20 BILLION. How
" much’is too much to mvest decrdlng who spends that?

'Candldates could not rarse enough money to communlcateu

— Teliring House Speaker Larry Campbell fold the Oregonian on
September4 1993 “I can do any damn thrng I want with it.” -

‘with voters under these contribufion limits. Do we need a

a $101 contrrbutlon’7

$100 contribution limit? Would any candrdate be bribed. by ‘

funds o

Not if we pass Measure 9. Ban the personal use of campargn'

The spending | Irmrts erI make it |mpossrble to run eﬁectrve
mformatrve campargns

il Vole YES on‘ Measure 9. -

VOTE NO IF YOU WANT HESPONSIBLE CANDIDATES TO
RUN FOR OFFICE R

(This information furpished by Shaun H. Sieren:)

- [ thedefinitions in section . ———

" more. This poorly wrrtten measure will expose them’ to'
_-huge fines for campaign’ activities’ by others.beyond' their
[ control.-After-over 20 y
“writing legrslatlon, | frnd key ‘provisions of this measure
'unintelligible, Read it. Try to understand sectlon B “using

¢ Would you run for offrce if you could be fined thousands of

-~ cannot control? . .

Only 5% of all Oregon taxpayers care enough to contribute to

igns. Th g m. The problenmis|

| -the 95%. Democracy has a prrce Campargn limits will not cure
‘voter apathy. o Lo

This measure turns control of our‘polftical system over to the
media, well-known incumbents, unemployed candidates with

under the measure.

tion law-ane-

dollars. under a law. you can’t understand for actlvmes you |-

We have had contribution Iimits on federal candidates for 20 |
.| years. Have they made Congress better?

nothing better to do than knock on doors, and wealthy candi- |-

(This information fumr'shed by Warren Deras.)

( This space purchased with a perrtron contarnrng the signatures of 2, 500
.| voters eligible to vote on the measure-in accordance with 1993 Or. Laws
| 811 §11.) -

W

Mmmuchased for ,EEQO in'accordance_ wrtn 1993 Or Laws 811 §1 1. )

|. The pnntrng 'of this argument does not constrrute an endors&

‘ment by ‘the State of Oregon, nor does the state warrant the |

| The pnnrrng of this argument does not constltute an endorse ;
ment by the State of Oregon, nor does' the state" warrant the .

‘accuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument. -

accuracy or truth of any statement made in the argument. .-
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