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What is 1PDX20267?

1PDX2026 is the Portland Enhanced Community Safety Initiative. To read the initiative
and get more information, visit the 2026 November General Election initiative petition
website.

What is Portland City Elections’ role regarding initiative
petitions?

Oregon allows a voter to propose a law by submitting a petition to put the proposal up
for a public vote. To do this, the voters making the proposal (known as chief petitioners)
must gather enough signatures to meet state and local requirements. After gathering
signatures on a petition, chief petitioners submit them to the appropriate elections
official for verification. City Elections, together with county partners, is responsible for
verifying initiative petitions to amend Portland City Charter and Code. A petition, once
verified, is “qualified to the ballot”—meaning that the proposal will appear on the ballot
as a measure for voters to approve or reject.

How does City Elections determine whether City initiatives
have enough signatures to appear on the ballot?

City Elections follows the process required by state law and the Secretary of State’s
administrative rules to determine whether a petition has enough signatures to qualify for
the ballot.

First, City Elections reviews all petition sheets and signature lines in “pre-processing” to
ensure that they meet the uniform state standards in the state’s Initiative and
Referendum Manual. Sheets and signature lines that do not meet those standards

are rejected as required.

1221 SW Fourth Ave, Room 130
Portland, OR 97204
elections@portlandoregon.gov
portland.gov/elections
503-823-4022



mailto:elections@portlandoregon.gov
mailto:elections@portlandoregon.gov
http://www.portland.gov/elections
http://www.portland.gov/elections
https://www.portland.gov/auditor/elections/2026-november-general-election-petition-and-measure-log
https://www.portland.gov/auditor/elections/2026-november-general-election-petition-and-measure-log
https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/countycitydistrictir.pdf
https://sos.oregon.gov/elections/Documents/countycitydistrictir.pdf

Next, City Elections transfers the accepted signature lines to Multhomah County
Elections. The County enters information about the petition into an electronic system
and selects a random sample of 10% of the submitted signature lines. Using state voter
registration records, elections workers determine whether each signer is a registered
voter who lives in Portland. Then, they compare the signatures of each registered
Portland voter to the signature in that voter’s voter registration record. When they have
reviewed every signature in the sample, election workers apply a statistical

formula required by state law to determine how many valid signatures are in the full
petition. If the petition does not qualify on the initial 10 percent sample, election workers
select a second random 10% sample, review those signatures, and apply the statistical
formula to the results of both samples to determine how many valid signatures were in
the full sample.

The County certifies a report to the City, which contains its sampling results. The City
may then certify the initiative petition to the ballot.

Why did City Elections reject signature pages from
1PDX2026 in pre-processing?

State law requires signature gatherers, known as “circulators,” to certify each signature
page before submitting it. According to state standards, City Elections must reject
signature pages that are improperly certified. The most common reasons sheets from
1PDX2026 were improperly certified were (1) dates in the circulator certification that
were overwritten but not initialed afterwards, and (2) circulator signatures that did not
match their official signature on file.

State law also includes requirements for each signature line and directs elections
officials to reject signature lines that do not meet those requirements. The most
common reasons City Elections rejected signature lines from 1PDX2026 were that the
lines were blank or already crossed out by petitioners. Over 90% of the individual
signature lines rejected in preprocessing were due to those reasons.

Why were pages removed due to insufficient circulator
signatures?

Verified circulator signatures are one part of the state-required certification for each
page of every initiative petition. More than many petitions, 1PDX2026 relied heavily on
out-of-state circulators. Such circulators do not have Oregon voter registration records,
which officials typically use to verify signatures. Therefore, as Oregon law requires,
elections officials asked petitioners to provide examples (“exemplars”) of those



circulators’ signatures from existing official documents. If the chief petitioners do not
provide an alternative exemplar by the timeline provided by law, or if the circulator’s
signature does not match the alternative exemplar provided, officials must remove the
signature sheet. Because Oregon law only allows officials to use one exemplar for
comparison, as opposed to the many examples available from typical voter registration
records, the exemplar process generally results in fewer valid signatures.

Why did elections officials reject signatures during
signature verification?
During signature verification of the first statistical sample, over 70 percent of

rejected signatures were rejected because the signers were not registered voters or did
not live in Portland.

In the second statistical sample, almost 75 percent of rejected signatures were from
signers who were not registered voters or did not live in Portland.

More details, including complete statistics of every signature line and sheet rejected, are
available on our website.

| signed 1PDX2026. Was my signature counted?

Your signature was included in the overall petition available for sampling if it
met the legal standards that apply to all petition signatures.

Please note that state laws prevent us from posting or copying signatures. However,
members of the public can view all 1PDX2026 petition sheets, including rejected
sheets, at City Hall by appointment by contacting City Elections.

| heard that a Portland City Elections worker was involved
in the efforts opposing 1PDX2026.

This is incorrect. A City of Portland employee participated in complaints to the Secretary
of State’s office alleging unlawful petition signature gathering practices for 1PDX2026.
That employee does not work for Portland City Elections and does not report directly or
indirectly to the City Auditor’s Office, of which City Elections is a part. Thus, that
employee had no role whatsoever in verifying 1PDX2026 or any other initiative petition.
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That employee’s work relates to public financing of elections through the City’s Small
Donor Elections program. Her supervisor has stated that the employee’s involvement
occurred during her personal time and not on work time.

I’m concerned that records about 1PDX2026 have been
destroyed.

Please be assured: No records have been destroyed, and all are being preserved in
accordance with law, in the same way that we preserve records related to every petition
we review. Our standard process allows us to trace and locate every document
petitioners submitted. When state standards require us to reject a petition sheet,
signature line, or signature, we record the reason why it does not meet standards. All of
those documents are preserved. Many are available on our website. Please note that
state laws prevent us from posting or copying signatures.

Why didn’t City Elections ask for an independent review
after complaints were made?

First, Oregon law entrusts petition verification to our Office, together with our County
partners, and we do not have the legal authority to transfer it elsewhere. Nor does state
law allow sufficient time for an independent review; it requires us to complete the
verification process within 30 days of receiving signatures.

We have been in touch with the Secretary of State’s office throughout the process. They
have recognized our responsibility for petition verification and have not suggested or
required any form of independent review.

Second, although we have carefully considered the concerns that Chief Petitioners and
others have raised, we are not aware of any uncorrected errors that would require an
independent review.

As described below, we are aware of only one error in the process. That was corrected.
We consulted with the Secretary of State’s office about our response, and they did not
request or direct us to take any further corrective action.



How can voters appeal a decision about petition
verification that they think is wrong?

Oregon law provides an opportunity for either petitioners or opponents to challenge our
final decision in court, if they choose. We welcome any court review of our decision and
are committed to complying with any guidance the courts may provide.

How do you prevent or fix mistakes that happen when
verifying petitions?

Errors are rare, but in a human-led process, they inevitably occur on occasion.
Preventing, detecting, and correcting errors is an important part of a properly functioning
elections process.

All elections officials who verify petitions are trained on state standards, which specify in
detail how to verify petition sheets, lines, and signatures. Workers who verify signatures
receive training from a handwriting verification expert. We include checks throughout
the process to ensure we detect any errors as soon as possible. Every individual choice
to reject a petition page, signature line, or individual signature is reviewed by at least
two trained elections workers, including City elections officials. At least two people must
agree before a page, line, or signature is rejected.

It is exceedingly rare to encounter systemic errors, such as problems with the
standards, formulas, or sampling processes. As soon as we learn of a problem, we
consult with the Secretary of State’s office and implement measures to ensure the
process complies with state standards. This includes the requirement that City Elections
must complete verification of all initiative petitions within 30 days of receipt.

Did any mistakes happen when verifying 1PDX20267

We are aware of only one error in the process, which was promptly corrected. A data
entry mistake occurred while elections staff were preparing signatures for the first
statistical sample. The error artificially inflated the reported number of signatures
available for sampling, by approximately 5,500. City Elections notified Chief Petitioners
of the problem the same day we learned of it. We immediately stopped verifying the
inaccurate sample and began again with a new sample. We consulted the Secretary of
State’s Elections Division about the correction, and neither the Secretary’s office nor
Chief Petitioners raised any concerns or proposed an alternative.



How do you ensure transparency during the process?

The public was welcome to observe our process from pre-processing to signature
verification. Dozens of observers showed up to ask questions and petition workers only
conducted work while observation was allowed. City Elections also posts regular status
updates about each initiative petition on a webpage devoted to the petitions and
measures intended for each election. See the 2026 November General Election
initative petitions website.

What should Portlanders do when they hear about
problems in the petition verification process?

It is more important than ever that engaged voters raise their concerns—

and also consider all the facts. Misinformation and snap judgments can spread far more
quickly than evidence. We are working hard to respond to concerns with transparency
and facts, by addressing each concern publicly and sharing the evidence for all to see.
Please visit our website for all the details. We ask Portlanders to remain informed, have
patience with the process, and respect the result, whether it ultimately comes from our
Office or a court decision, and regardless of whether it matches personal policy goals.

Issued: 8/4/2026


https://www.portland.gov/auditor/elections/2026-november-general-election-petition-and-measure-log
https://www.portland.gov/auditor/elections/2026-november-general-election-petition-and-measure-log
https://www.portland.gov/auditor/news/2026/7/29/portland-city-elections-debunks-inaccurate-claims-about-1pdx2026-petition
https://www.portland.gov/auditor/elections/2026-november-general-election-petition-and-measure-log

	What is 1PDX2026?
	What is Portland City Elections’ role regarding initiative petitions?
	How does City Elections determine whether City initiatives have enough signatures to appear on the ballot?
	Why did City Elections reject signature pages from 1PDX2026 in pre-processing?
	Why were pages removed due to insufficient circulator signatures?
	Why did elections officials reject signatures during signature verification?
	I signed 1PDX2026. Was my signature counted?
	I heard that a Portland City Elections worker was involved in the efforts opposing 1PDX2026.
	I’m concerned that records about 1PDX2026 have been destroyed.
	Why didn’t City Elections ask for an independent review after complaints were made?
	How can voters appeal a decision about petition verification that they think is wrong?
	How do you prevent or fix mistakes that happen when verifying petitions?
	Did any mistakes happen when verifying 1PDX2026?
	How do you ensure transparency during the process?
	What should Portlanders do when they hear about problems in the petition verification process?
	Issued: 8/4/2026

