Charter Commission
Bureau and Office Proposed Amendments Subcommittee
September 27, 2022, 6:00 p.m.

Minutes
Attendance
Subcommittee Member Commissioners Present

Name Present | Absent | Name Present | Absent

David Chen X Hanna Osman X

Dave Galat X Andrew Speer X

David Knowles X Amira Streeter X
‘ Non-Subcommittee Commissioners Present ‘ Salome Chimuku

Staff Present

Diana Nunez ‘ Julia Mejer ‘ Sofia Alvarez-Castro ‘ Diana Shiplet

Welcome

Diana N. welcomed the group and provided Zoom logistics for the meeting. Interpreters explained how
to access interpretation.

Co-Chair Knowles provided an overview of the evening’s agenda.

Small Donor Elections Program Proposed Amendments
Diana N. provided the proposal submitted by the Small Donor Elections Program for review. She
informed the group the proposal has now been reviewed and approved by Commissioner Rubio’s office.

Group discussed whether the proposal states that the Independent Portland Elections Commission is
responsible for managing the director and program. This was initially included in the proposal but has
now been removed.

Some in the group felt that while independence of the program seems to be good governance, the
process and intent of the proposal remains unclear. Co-chair Chen additionally raised concerns that the
language states commission independence but also requires that the commission follow the will of the
Council and that there are no exclusions for people, such as lobbyists, to be on the commission.

Co-chair Knowles asked what problem we are trying to solve for, since the proposal has changed so
much over the last several months. Comm. Speers raised concerns that the intent of this proposal is to
remove the elections commission from any elected official’s office or control, but a current elected
official has been editing the proposal.

Group discussed whether the subcommittee could generally approve the idea of independence and
move the proposal to the full commission for sending to the city attorney to draft redline language.
Group raised concerns that the current language would cause confusion and determined they would

discuss further at the end of this meeting’s agenda.

Auditor’s Office Technical Proposed Amendments
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Diana N. outlined the proposals submitted. Co-chair Knowles proposed not recommending any of the
submitted proposals, as they all appear to be proposals which could go through a Council referred
process.

Group all agreed to not move forward with the proposals as submitted by the Auditor’s office.
Redline Drafts from City Attorney’s Office

Amendments advanced by full commission
Group reviewed draft language from the city attorney on all proposals advanced by the full commission.

Group discussed concerns with language proposed in Section 12-101, regarding the statement “outside
the City”. Comm. Speer and Co-chair Knowles provided examples of areas where the City either owns,
has ownership interest, or provides management of land outside of the city limits. Group agreed the
language should stay as proposed.

Group raised no other concerns with the drafted language.

Amendment to address BDS/ OEHR Proposals

Diana N. provided an overview of the language proposed for giving consistency of defining protected
classes. Co-chair Chen suggested changing “protected classes” to “protected class status” and “local
ordinance, state or federal law” to “local ordinance, or state or federal law”.

Group agreed to move the language with changes proposed by Co-chair Chen to the full
commission for consideration.

Small Donor Program discussion, continued

Group discussed concerns with having an independent commission following goals set forth by current
City Council members who may or may not be facing an election. Co-chair Chen recommended ending
the sentence at “City Code”. Group generally agreed to remove the statement, “and in accordance with
the vision and goals as set forward by the Council”.

Group discussed concerns with having an independent commission appoint their own members. Comm.
Speer recommended using the same language proposed for appointment of Charter Commission
members. Group agreed to this recommendation.

Group discussed whether a commission can require bureaus and departments to provide technical
assistance. Julia informed the group that this language was modeled after the charter language of the
independent district commission. Group discussed whether they should change the language from
“require” to “request”. Group determined that it was better to remove the sentence entirely from
proposal, as it’s an administrative request and not something high-enough level to be in the Charter.
However, they would like the Small Donor Program to explain why they requested the language. The
group is willing to add the language back in, if necessary, based on the Small Donor Program’s response.

Group discussed proposing staggered appointment of 2-year terms, with a limit of two terms. Group

requested that staff look at other independent elections commissions or city commissions to see what
term and term limit language may be common.
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Group all agreed to advance the proposal to the full commission with the amendments discussed
tonight.

Timeline & Approach
Diana outlined the upcoming timeline and what the subcommittee will be reporting to the full
commission on October 3rd.

Group discussed pathways for referral to a ballot. Group generally agreed they intend all proposals to go
through commission referral by supermajority. However, if the full commission agrees most proposals
should go through Council referral, the group agreed it would be preferable that the Small Donor
program proposal still go through Commission referral.

Diana N. outlined plans for upcoming community engagement. Group recommended some additional
stakeholders for outreach on the proposals.

Next Steps
Next full commission meeting will be October 3.

Meeting adjourned, 7:54 p.m.
Minutes respectfully submitted,
Diana Shiplet, Executive Assistant to the CAO and CFO

Meeting Chat
18:29:18 From Comm. Hanna Osman to Everyone:

No comment on my end. But appreciate all the comments commissioners made.
19:05:44 From Julia Meier (Staff) to Everyone:

brb
19:20:14 From Comm. Hanna Osman to Everyone:

I’m okay with that
19:20:56 From Comm. David Chen to Everyone:

California exclusions:
19:22:19 From Comm. David Chen to Everyone:

(2) The State Auditor shall remove from the applicant pool individuals with conflicts of interest
including:

(A) Within the 10 years immediately preceding the date of application, neither the applicant, nor
a member of his or her immediate family, may have done any of the following:

(i) Been appointed to, elected to, or have been a candidate for federal or state office.

(ii) Served as an officer, employee, or paid consultant of a political party or of the campaign
committee of a candidate for elective federal or state office.

(iii) Served as an elected or appointed member of a political party central committee.

(iv) Been a registered federal, state, or local lobbyist.
19:22:22 From Comm. David Chen to Everyone:

(v) Served as paid congressional, legislative, or State Board of Equalization staff.

(vi) Contributed two thousand dollars ($2,000) or more to any congressional, state, or local
candidate for elective public office in any year, which shall be adjusted every 10 years by the cumulative
change in the California Consumer Price Index, or its successor.
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(B) Staff and consultants to, persons under a contract with, and any person with an immediate
family relationship with the Governor, a Member of the Legislature, a Member of Congress, or a
member of the State Board of Equalization, are not eligible to serve as commission members. As used in
this subdivision, a member of a person’s “immediate family” is one with whom the person has a bona
fide relationship established through blood or legal relation, including parents, children, siblings, and in-
laws.

19:29:01 From Comm. David Chen to Everyone:

Colorado:

(c) No person may be appointed to or serve on the commission if he or she:

() Is or has been a candidate for federal elective office within the last five years preceding the
date on which applications for appointment to the commission are due under subsection (4) of this
section; (1) Is or has been, within the last three years preceding the date on which applications for
appointment to the commission are due under subsection (4) of this section, compensated by a member
of, or a campaign committee advocating the election of a candidate to, the United States house of
representatives or the United States senate;

(1) 1s or has been, within the last three years preceding the date on which applications for
appointment to the commission are due under subsection (4) of this section, an elected public official at
the federal, state, county, or municipal level in Colorado;

19:29:03 From Comm. David Chen to Everyone:

(IV) Is or has been, within the last three years preceding the date on which applications for
appointment to the commission are due under subsection (4) of this section, an elected political party
official above the precinct level in Colorado or an employee of a political party;

(V) Is a member of the commission responsible for dividing the state into senatorial and
representative districts of the general assembly; or

(VI) Is or has been a professional lobbyist registered to lobby with the state of Colorado, with
any municipality in Colorado, or at the federal level within the last three years preceding the date on
which applications for appointment to the commission are due under subsection (4) of this section.
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