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Martinez, Ruben

From: Tamara Silver < _.
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 442 PM
To: PublicComment-AutoResponse
Subject: Limit campaign spending? Yes!

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments uniess you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn more....

Dear Mayor and City Councilmembers,
Please do not approve the ordinance to allow limitless campaign contributions.

I am surprised and disappointed that you would pass such an ordinance. I cannot see that large contributions
have resulted in better government for us at any level of government.

Please cap per person campaign contributions to our municipal elections.
Thank you,

Tamara Silver
Resident of District 7
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Martinez, Ruben

From: Char Bland < >
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 5:15 PM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Cc: Char charbland2003@yahoo.com

Subject: City of Pasadena Campaign Limits

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn more....

Dear Mayor Gordo and Councilmembers:

As a past Candidate for City Council it is concerning to see that the City Council is moving to waive all
limits on contributions to City Council candidates.

It's important in this political climate to have campaign equity and " no limit campaign
contributions " doesn't offer an inclusive political landscape for prospective future candidates and
violates the spirit and intent of the state law.

Technically the law states cities can establish other limits, and [ understand the City Attorney's
argument that no limit qualifies as an other limit. But if you look at the "Findings" adopted by the
Legislature as a preface to AB 571, you can see that is not at all what they anticipated.

SECTION 1.
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:

(a) Most states impose limitations on contributions to candidates for elective county and city
offices. California is among the minority of states without these contribution limitations.

(b) Most counties and cities in this state have not independently imposed limitations on
contributions to candidates for elective offices in those jurisdictions.

(c) In counties and cities in this state that have not imposed limitations on contributions, candidates
for elective offices in those jurisdictions often receive contributions that would exceed the
limitations for a state Senate campaign, even though most counties and cities contain far fewer
people than the average state Senate district.

(d) In counties and cities in this state that have not imposed limitations on contributions, candidates
for elective office in those jurisdictions sometimes raise 40 percent or more of their total campaign
funds from a single contributor.

(e) A system allowing unlimited contributions to a candidate for elective county or city office
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creates the risk and the perception that elected officials in those jurisdictions are beholden to their
contributors and will act in the best interest of those contributors at the expense of the people.

(f) This state has a statewide interest in preventing actual corruption and the appearance of
corruption at all levels of government.

(g) This act establishes a limitation on contributions to a candidate for elective office in a city or
county in which the local government has not established a limitation. However, a local
government may establish a different limitation that is more precisely tailored to the needs of its
communities.

The whole thrust of the Findings is to eliminate the possibility of unlimited contributions, while
allowing cities to establish a "different limitation that is more precisely tailored to the needs to the
community”. That was clearly intended to allow cities (like LA) and counties (like LA and
Ventura) to keep the lower limits they already impose. It is manifestly not intended to allow
communities to dodge the law and say the sky's the limit. Findings (d), (¢) and (f) clearly point to
the dangers that the lack of any limits introduce into local politics and assert that the state has a
statewide interest in preventing "actual corruption and the appearance of corruption” at all levels of
government. Surely that is something we can all agree upon, and surely placing modest limits on
campaign contributions will not be overly burdensome on our local candidates.

Please note that this does not prevent a candidate from self-funding their campaign, to whatever
level he or she feels appropriate. A candidate's contributions to their own campaign are exempt
from campaign contributions limits.

Most candidates, both incumbents and challengers, have formally or informally chosen not to
accept contributions in excess of $5,000, so adhering to this limit would have had virtually no
impact on recent campaigns. Further, the limit is per election, so if a candidate is forced into a run-
off, the candidate can accept $4,900 contributions from the same person for the primary and then
again for the run-off election. Additionally, the limits are per person, so two spouses can each give
the maximum amount, and can do so for each election. Thus, a couple could contribute nearly
$20,000 to a candidate who ran in both a primary and a run-off election.

The contribution limit is doubled for small contributor committees -- committees that raise funds in
small dollar contributions from a large membership base (like the political action funds of a
teachers' union or a firefighters' union), and again the contribution limit applies separately to a
primary and run-off election.

Americans overwhelmingly support limits on political campaign spending, and most think new laws
could effectively reduce the role of money in politics and I'm aksing reconsider your support of the
proposal. Having a $4,900 limit (indexed to inflation) seems quite reasonable and sufficient. There
1s no reason to harp upon "local rule" and insist that we go our own way.



Charlotte "Char" Bland
Executive and Community Leader
Everv Connectinn is a new opportunity.

e AT

HAVE A GREAT DAY, SEE YOU AT THE TOP!
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From: Vicki Walsh i
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 5:28 PM
To: PublicComment-AutoResponse
Subject: Opposition to Proposal to waive Campaign Contribution limits

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn
more...<https://mydoit.cityofpasadena.net/sp?id=kb_article_view&sysparm_article=KB0010263>.

Honorable Mayor and Councif Members,

| tearned today of a proposal to waive campaign contribution limits for city elections and wish to express my opposition
to such a proposal.

Waiving these limits goes against the spirit of a fair election and would erode the integrity of the electoral process, with
favor going to those, not of character, but of financial advantage.

Please reject this proposal.

Kind Regards, Vicki Tsang
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From: George A. Brumder L e -
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 5:44 PM
To: PublicComment-AutoResponse
Cc: Marilyn Brumder
Subject: Campaign contribution limits

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn
more...<https://mydoit.cityofpasadena.net/sp?id=kb_article_view&sysparm_article=KB0010263>.

Honorable Mayor and Councilmembers

This is to let you know that Marilyn and | strongly | agree with Jon Fuhrman’s November 17 letter to you on this subject.
Thank you, George

George A. Brumder

‘e

Pasadena, CA 91105
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Sent from my iPhone
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From:
Sent: Monday, October 18, 2021 9:12 PM
To: Gordo, Victor; Madison, Steve; Rivas, Jessica; Masuda, Gene; Williams, Felicia; Hampton,
Tyron; Kennedy, John J,; PublicComment-AutoResponse
Subject: Study show that limiting campaign contributions don't hurt challengers

CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. Learn more....

Dear Mayor and City Council members,

| am strongly opposed to the idea of unlimited campaign contributions. I'd like to
respond to the Mayor’s claim that campaign contribution limits disadvantage those
running against incumbents. I'd like to see what evidence he has for this assertion.

The National Voting Rights Institute (NVRI) and the State PIRGs Democracy Program
released a study that found there is no support for the notion that campaign contribution
limits hurt challengers. In fact, according to the study, contribution limits can work to
reduce the financial bias that traditionally works in favor of incumbents.

https.//www.demos.org/press-release/statement-study-demonstrates-campaign-contribution-limits-do-not-harm-
challengers

As your constituents are telling you loud and clear, we need campaign finance reform
here in Pasadena. | want to commend Councilmembers Rivas and Wilson for listening
to the voice of the people.

People want money taken out of politics. According to the Pew Research Center, “77%
of Americans say there should be limits on the amount of money individuals and
groups can spend on campaigns.”

I am shocked to hear that some City Council members feel that they can't be elected
unless they receive unlimited funds from wealthy elites as well as from the Police
association and Fire Department. In some contested City Council races, candidates
have raised well over $100,000, and $250,000 in mayoral contests

| am especially concerned about how much Council members received from the police
association during the last election: $87,000.
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On an individual basis, | urge each of you to agree not to accept contributions from the
police association so you can be seen as fair and impartial.

| also urge you to lower the limit on campaign contributions to comply with state law or
better yet, lower the limit to that of South Pasadena or Alhambra.

Anthony Manousos



