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CIIY DEI\IONSTRATION AGENCY
5329 N. E. UNION AVENUI
PORTLAND, OREGON 97211
2BB-6923

September 29, 1970

TO: Brenda Green,

Joirn l'l ir:rrael

Citizens Farticipation Coordinator

l:iiOl1: Tate, Citizens Participation Information Specialist

Cjties Citfzens Planning Board ElectionsStE,lSCT: I 970 i'odel

In draftinq an evaluation of this past (1970) Planning Board E'lect'ion, I
myself leairing tor'rards an "opinion paper" covering both the election and
of Ci ti zens Parti ci pat'i on i n general .

In review I find it difficult to separate the two. Therefore, be advised that,

found
the role

that a number
conmrent) and

in many areas, the follor^ring serves two p
of remarks set for th border on personal o

urposes. Be further advised
pinion (as cpposed to Agency

should be accepted as such. Nonethe'l ess, I hope that some valid points can be
extracted and that the picture presented has been broadened.

I',,Jt*,i 6rt-JIVIT

cc: Official files (2)
D irector
llrs. Lillie i,lalker, CP Specialist
Ray Coffman, CPB Election Chairiran
llrs. Regina Flot,ters, CPB Election Secretary
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I /21/70



To set up ground-work I
voting components since

have
each

broken
has an

the Model ltleighborhood'into its eight (8)
individual s ituation.

B0ISE: ELECTI0N DATA 
.l968-.I970

1968
1969
1970

445
149
80

75
67
50

Number of
Cand i dates

Number of
Candi dates

Total
Votes

lli nnr'ng
Total

Lowest
Tota'l

Lowes t
Total

2
30

Over the three year period, there seems to be no real election pattern except
in diminished voter participation. In .l969, 

however, it is interesting to
note that there r"ras a iarger candidate roster than in either of the other years
and yet the "lol total" r.ras 2. This rvould lead one to beljeve that candidates
for that particular year were not necessarily campaigners or representative of
the citizenry.

In 1970 we started with four candidates but by election time, two had withdrawn
leaving Robert W. Boyer to face R. L. Anderson. Boyer defeated Anderson in
what would appear to be a fair'ly balanced voting pattern and we can assume,
by work of the candidates themselves, that they both were active in pre-
election campaigning. Due to the notoriety surrounding Anderson there may have
also been a voter back-lash in favor of his opponent. (Anderson has since chal-
lenged the election on a number of counts. )

0ver the three year period we can recogn'i ze a definite decrease in voter
participation (even though we had, as noted, a sizable field of candidates
in 1969). It leads me to believe that, amoung other things, certified candi-
dates did not or could not generate the required enthusiasm with area residents,
There are, of course, other probable causes for this small turn-out, but they
will be covered in a general way further on in this evaluation.

ELI0T: ELECTI0N DATA 
.l968-1970

5+
7
2

Total
Votes

Winning
Total

'1968
.l969

1970

173
55
50

36
36
43

19
7

In the total picture, Eliot has had poor representation in all areas and a de-
minishing profile over the three year period. Th"is years picture, vote-wise,
is severely unbalanced with incumbent Rev. E. L. Jackson running aga'i nst
Bobby Lee Scarborough as his only opposition. That Scarborough received a
mere 7 votes would lead one to assume that he dia not campaign enough, that
Rev. Jackson is, by now, an Eliot "household word" or both.

4+
2
2

t



It is reasonable to assume that Jackson, being a present board member and quite
active in other community affairs, had the upper hand, but another assumption
might aiso be put forth -- that area residents sa\{ no clear cut choice in a

field of two and therefore were reluctant to take time to vote in what was a

lop-sided electjon.

Taking Eliot just a step further, it might be noted that in 1969 Rev. Eugene
Boyd vras elected to the board but has, over the past year, registered less-
than-adequate attention to board meeting attendance. Interested area residents
are sure to have noticed this and I believe that situation can also be a

detracting factor. One last point, Eliot js one of the more blighted districts
wjthin the I'lodel I'leighborhood and yet -- at election time, Irvington and
Woodlawn (tvro of the better areas) are the areas that are slated for "uplifting."
This, to an E'l iot resident, could also be a "turn-off" factor.

HUMB0LDT: ELECTi0N DATA 
.l968-.l97C

Number of
Candi dates

Total
Votes

t.'Iinning
Total

Lovres t
Total

1968
1969
1970

420
32

I89

79
t5

120
I
0

4+
4
4

It will be noted that voter jnterest in Humboldt greatly increased in 1970 rvith
at least a fair number of candidates running. 0pa1 Strong, incumbent, won
handi'ly over her closest opposition, George Christian --'l 20 to 58. l1r. Christian
and Vicki Ida Jones filed after the cut-off date had been extended and it is
my feeling that this accounted for a sizable percentage of the increased voter
participat'i on. Again, as in Eliot, we can chart the "edge" that incumbents hold
over their opposition.

At'l east three of the four candidates are familiar names in the community --
a'l I active on various programs, conmittees andlor boards and ali, to the best
of my knowledge, campaigned vigorously. The fact that Strong and Christian
implemented their olvn voter transportation "shuttles" probably accounts, in part,
for the increased voter participation a1so.

Once more we have a blatant inconsistency in candidate voting. William
Sanderlin, an early fi1er, apparently chose not to vote or campaign as attested
to by a "no vote" next to his name. The quality of the candidate (or the
criteria that allows a candidate to be certified) comes under considerable
quest'ion -- again, a point that we will cover in general later on in the
evaluation. It is difficult to believe that voter interest could drop so
sharply and then rise so sharply in tvlo consecutive years unless candidate
appeal is strongly considered.



IRVINGT0I'I: ELECTION DATA l968-1970

Number of
Candi dates

Number of
Candi dates

Total
Votes

Winning
Total

Lowes t
Total

Lowest
Total

1968,l969

1970

793
r30
170

1'ls
90
90

4
27

As with Humboldt, we have an increase in voter response this year. Christopher
Thomas, an attorney,25 years of alle, caucasion, won handi'ly over representative-
appointed Burnett Austin, Sr. -- 90 to 53. Aust'i n, prior to the count, would
have seemed the likeiy r.rinner -- a long-time area resident, a family man r,rith
three ch'i ldren in area schools and an incumbent. It's to be assumed that Thomas
was an active campaigner in an area that is predominantiy white middle-class.
(As an aside, it might be mentioned that Thomas is associated, in a business
sense, rvith Lee Kell's lalv firm and every little bit helps -- as we all should
recognize. There is, by the u/ay, no intimat'i on here -- simply a fact of lifel )

In John L. Hartley, we have a "late-starter" (although he had filed prior to
original cut-off date) who might have made a better showing had he begun his
campaigning sooner than the three days prior to election. (Hartley expressed
an inclination to contest the election after the bal'l ots were counted, but it
has not been determined vrhether he wi'l 'l pursue this course or not.)

[,le do note a somehwat balanced voting pattern this year as opposed to 1969
and coupled w'ith an increase in turn-out, we might even have an encouraging
trend to look for in .l97.l.

KING: ELECTI0N DATA 
.l968-.l970

4+
4
3

Total
Votes

I968
1969
I970

363
l3'l
82

4+
8
5

}{inning
TotaI

72
37
56

3
3

King, as with the majority of areas,sholved another decrease in voter interest
although the candidate roster (a1ong r,rith that of Sabin) vras the largest.
Mrs. Scott, a very active commun'i ty figure, swamped her four opponents with
56 of 82 votes cast.

The King turn-out is poor but might have been caused, in'part, by the fact
that Candidate Night in that area was not promoted as in the other seven
districts. A1 though a meeting was conducted at Highland Community Center,
notification was word of mouth and carididates, with the exception of l,'lrs.
Scott and Judith Aiken were not dr+are of the gathering. In all cases, except
Scott's and possibly Smith's, candidates nere Iittle-known and not adequately
"seasoned" for campaigning. 0nce more we have a low vote of 3 -- an unfortunate



but fairly representatjve picture of candidate profile.

It should be noted that 0pal Strong, a Hurnboldt candidate received one write-
in vote in the King area. Hor( can this be explained except for lack of suffi-
cent voter information prepai"ation? It is interesting to see that during a1l
3 elections, King has had adequate cand'idate representation (a1 though this
doesn't mean qual i ty candjclate representation. )

SABIN: ELECTI0N DATA l968-.l970

Number of
Candi dates

Number of
Cand i dates

Yet another area
compared to the y
LeRoy Patton,
Fountaine, and
Fountaine's "b
increased voti

Total
Votes

l,li nn'i ng
Vote

Lowest
Vote

t 968
1969
1970

212.l98

163

6t
72
60

5

7

4+
5
5
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Sabin area, along rvith K'i ng, registered the largest fie'l d of chcice for
candidates and also shorvs the smallest percentage of decrease in voter partici-
pation for the 3 year period of all B areas. Barbara Friday registered a

surprise victory over ttn/o seated board members, Ted Baugh and Tom flilson--
60-44-36. Turn-out was the th'ird highest for the I'lodel lleighborhood possibly
sholving that youth and a common-sense approach to areas of concern could win
over chronological maturity and filibuster.

l.Iilson and Baugh were active campa'igners as h/as Mrs. Friday, but in Wilson's
case caustic, often aimless, critisism of the program may have cost him votes.
(Wilson is a'lso contesting the election. )

It appears that, even with a falling-off of voters, Sabin is maintain'ing as
one of the more demonstrative vot'ing precincts and one that can offer up a
fair cross-section of candidates. Three young adults (under 25) in a field
of five is encouraging and it would be hoped that program education will be
developed to keep this spirit afloat.

VERN0N: ELECTI0N DATA '1968-1970

Total
Votes

}li nni ng
Votes

Lowest
Votes

0
't2

1968
1969
1970

l68
43
9B

68
?4
70

4+
4
3

that showed an increase in voting that was substantial -- if
ear previous -- and with fevrer candidates than in part years.
ate filer, ryon handily over his closest opponent, Ruthann
could be assumed that, as with R. L. Anderson,

press" had something to do with Patton's large vote and thein general. Leech, who ran last year and goi no votes, vras



also a late filer but, to my knor,vledge, did not actively campaign. (l4rs.
Fountaine is contesting the election.)

Patton has been active'in many community affairs and is a teacher at Adams.
(student votes may have he'lped him, a1so.)

Vernon, as you knol, was
extended.

a one-candidate area untjl fjling deadlines were

WOODLAI,IN: ELECTI0N DATA 
.l968-.I970

Number of
Candi dates

Total
Votes

Winning
Votes

Lovlest
Votes

l6
2

'1968

I969
1970

629
172

70

250
B4
68

1968
1969
1970

3,203
910
910

4+
4
2

Woodla'rrn was absolute'ly unique in its cand'idate structure. Joe Nunn filed to
replace his wife, Bobbie Nunn, and upset his only opponent (running as a

"token" candidate in as much as no one else urould bother to file) 78 to 2.

The Nunns are a highly respected family in the l,loodlawn area, but surely there
are other people w'ith ample qualifications that could have prevented this self-
perpetuation image.

Voter turn-out has dropped drastically and, as.in the EIiot situation, it might
be stated that there was no choice of candidates which may vrel'l have resulted
in lack of cjtizen involvement. Elections in this precinct were definitely
not representative and that should be an area of utmost concern.

MODEL NEIGHBORH00D: V0TE T0TALS

(accredi ted)

Although we did not lose ground in the total picture ('1969-1970), it is apparent
that we did in district versus district totals. We lost a total of 260 votes
in areas where turn-out was reduced this year so in effect we polled 260 votes
less than Iast year. tlhat can be done to prevent this same occurance in 197.l?



In Part One (of my bookll) I have attempted to present a picture of this years
elections -- in some cases relying on past years knowledge of candidates and/or
area. Part Two concerns itself with stimulat'ing voter interest and the role
that Citizens Participation will have to assume if we are to re-kindle the
c i ti zen 'i nterest.

I cannot be totally objective since the extent of my participation in this
years elections was limited to media promotion (and further ljmited by a iate
arrival on the Model Cities Program scene). There are areas that I might
point a finger at, however, in the hope that e'l ect'ions will be more represent-
ative in the coming years.

My first impulse is to say that we/they/someone dropped the ball -- based on
lack of resident involvement. l,lith a potent'iai voter strength of 20,000,
it is sad to rea'l ize we gathered only 9.l0 votes -- less than 5%. It's
realistic to recognize that a high percentage of the Model Ne'ighborhood is
turned-off, or if you prefer, 'l acking in socia'l/political conciousness.
Motivation js at a low as evidenced by the areasr poor record of voter reg'i s-
tration. A deeper problem, al though one that is tangent to the first, is a
lorver educational profile -- not so evident with the upcoming students
(although it is sti11 specu'lative as to hovr well "today's better educational
institutions" are coping with this problem) -- but urith our middle-aged and
elderly citizens. Therefore, if we are to have citizens participation and
motivatjon we have to address ourselves to these areas immediately (within
the limits of the Program, of course).

Citizens Participation (Agency) is the responsibility to reach affected
residents in a meaningful , positive manner -- 365 days a year -- for the
remainder of the program so that when Mode'l Cities is no longer a functioning
body, the concept will have been adopted and in a position to be carried
foruard.

0n the other hand, citizens' participation (peop'le)
mun'i ty in question to make its collective powers fe1
and, in this instance, to e'l ect its own representati
the direction that will make the community "one."

'I S

Ls

ves

the desire of phe com-
to guide its own future
who will supp'ly

People'will not come to us -- sad, but true. Locked away'in this community
"mind" is the thought that Model Cities: is a game; is someone else's program;
'i s a non-productive government cop-out;'is a "feather-bed" situation for those
of us who hold down staff positjons, etc., etc. [,Je have, either conciously
or unconciously, locked ourselves away from the very element we need to reach.
These situations "irvi11 aiways exist in the minds of some .individuals but from
a collective standpoint this need not be the case. "Reach out and touch..."

i hate to admit it, but for all the mass media promotion we imp'lemented this
year we came up empty-handed. Saturation we need but apparently on a person-
to-person basis. If we are really concerned with next year's e1 ection, then
we must begin to gear ourselves to it nowl

We've mentioned the use of radio. Let's do it -- maybe not on a grand scale
but on a consistant basis. Every day, if possible. [.le must be careful , however,



we need
we are n

to remember the example set by none-other than Sesame Street -- to teach
effectively, we must a'l so entertain. If we represent a "peop1 e program"
then we must present ourselves as peopie -- not as iust another "agency."
Consider expanding our informational half-hour program into a citizen-l,lodel
Cities representative dialogue program -- either "in person" or via teiephone.

tleighborhood Organizations need our support but we also need theirs. Coord'i n-
ation at top 1evel is important -- not only 6-carry their approval but to keep
tabs on what they are doing. [^las, for instance, the Woodlavrn Association in
any way responsible for an almost one-candidate race? Cou'ldn't they have made
a more respectable race out of this year's elections? Could we have helped
them in any ways other than what we did? Cons'i der a once-a-month meetjng
wjth these organizations.

s-'l etteris young, it's expensive but it is also necessary. l,Je need
o\{ever. [^le need lively comment and, I believe, a departure from text-
ructure. If we mailed to only those we kner,v would be interested,
rasp, would care then that would be one thj ng. When we mail to 15,000,

Our new
'input h

book st
wOuld g

however, we have a different ba1 'l game. Consider and advise on a more meaning-
fu1 approach to this project that costs us approximately $1 ,000 a month.

I,Je have children in schools who have eager, quick minds. If we educate
n'l
fi't
Get
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tion where scho
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the load. Above all,
up to us. After all,
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Model Cities -- T Mayor'

eople Program (with all due respect, o

they can ease
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for citizen

ift our load at home. Consider setting up assemblies
ms, general discussion. Meet the student leaders and
the teachers involved. Is it possib'le to set up a

papers cbuld cover and run articles on Model Cities
ht lose our skins a few times, but then our cjty
cate at times, either).

There are approximately .I40 minority businesses in thi s community and vre need
these businessmen. No, they won't a'l l.be on our side, but we need their
participation in any case. Not just for surveys, or random samp'l ings, but for
"pulse." These businessmen know more about the corrununity than we can ever
hope to know and we need to tap this "storehouse."

Churches are abundant. l,le must speak from these p1 atforms -- continuously --
and we need the support of these church leaders.

We have the news media and that is, at least now, not an area for concern
sinEe in most cases we are asking for and receiv'i ng positive cooperation.

AII of the mentioned areas must be hammered at throughout the coming year in
order to stimu] ate and motivate. If we can reach th

ns
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h
are "them" -- "they" are not usl If "they" we.re, we wouldn
to-help -- there would bel'done 'l eft to help. So, we now
Iaid the ground work within Citizens Participation (agency)
participation (people).



Election time will be here again in another year. Looking over last year's
evaluation and recommendations, I think we might have taken some ccnstructive
steps from there. The evaluation is attached -- the underlining is mine.

It is unfortunate that election deadl'ines were extended if only because
we lose when we fa'lter -- and fa'lter we did.. It would be va]uable if we

could offer campaign instruction to those interested or in need prior to
election time -- candidates and concerned citizens alike.

Could we set up a system of roving po'l Is within each area (if you put it under
my nose, I'm likeiy to see it)? If the people won't come to us, 1et's go to
them.

Critisism has been leve'l ed regarding the desirability of at least two of this
year's candidates. What does their canciidacy do to our credibility as a
progressive program? Rehabilitation has its 'l imits. Can't we strengthen our
criteria without strangling ourselves+ve do have responsibiljty to the
indfvidual but we also have responsibility to the whole and if necessary, i
think we must compromise to truly represent the whole.

P'l ease note in'l ast year's recommendations, the portion devoted to candidacy
by petit'ion. Can it be done? If so, why not try it. If nothing else, it
would save us the embarrassment of having cand'idates running but earning not
one vote -- not even their ownl

Well, that's my input. Ramb'l ing and maybe off-center but sincere nonetheless.
I{aybe there is something'i n it we can use. We can't afford another
election like the two past.

o n 1C ael Tate
Ci ti zens Parti ci pat ion
Information Special ist
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FR0i'1:

Ci.tizcns i'1. ann i rri; Boar:d

Tlre Etectior Cornmi ttce

Ihc i,:l-cction Co:riini Lt-ec m,it Ocl:ol;c:: 2., 1.9(,9 to cc:.'Lif y anC evolua'Lc the
electl-on" It ivas t-.he. corrcluoiolr Lhat thc ncchanics of tltc el.ectj-on r'/cr:e vcry
good" Ther:e rrerc ferr probLeins associa.tcd vitlt thc pol-1i.ng places, elcction
clerks, poll uatc-hc:: s errd ball-ot- cotinti-r'r3;. I'trc f ee1 tlre eleclion vrcls f air and

honcst in cvr-:ry rray. 'Ihc cor;trt:i.ng rvis <icr':lr,:cl cor:tccl- e.nd vras notar:izcd.
}]eirct'r tlre- Ir:Lection Corn-rittee ccrtif:Les tlic clection ut:'l cleclal:cis tlrose itrdicaLeri

as havj.ng. tlre m..ist- votcs as clccl-c(1" Thc vc,tcs for c.,ci, candiC..te are listcd
on attaclrc,cl s heet-

'f irc Coi:: ir j.ttce rc.rr'i. rjoc Lh.''L Li;crc r:rii. bc. raqu()a: i..i jlor recoii-Li-.s oL' o !-iir:j-'

possible cl'rr'.llengcs. lt is the f cel j.rrg of the Conirlilt-ec that thc Cj-tizens

PL.annirrg ilcrr.'d slr<.rtrl-<1 haltrCle cuch rcqlrcsL,s and dispos,:r of such l:c.lucs'Ls rr.i.tlii-n

?C dr.ys at r.:hich tines thc bal.lots afld sil-ribs vill be destroyed. itre Co;ryrri.ttcc

Lntcuds to <Jissolve itsel.f , but j-f tlrc Ci.tizens P I. arrrring lloard dcsires to J.ool(

into any probl.ems, the Corrnittce would bc vi.lling to reconvene itsel,f for that
purpo s c o

The Conr,ni ttce by no mcans f ce1$ thaL thc election r,ras anl.,ihcre near pelf c,:ct;

certainly the turnout lras very disappointi.ng" The Cornnittee nould 1i1<r: to .offer

some corimenf s -

I. ilore tirne shoul.d havc been al'Id ri)u {lt bc all.o;e-d for an eLciri:ion. We

had approximately 25 days for thc entire election process" Cendidates had

iittl.e tlrne to ca.rlpaign, partj.cuLarly, those vho filed at ttrc laet mj.nute -
on Scptember 22. Next year tiris 1;roblem viLL be allevialcd by the Cii.iz.ens

Plannirrg Boardt s policy of an elccti.on every year on the last Saturd;iy of
sep tenber" ilor.rr.rve:: r,re lrorrLd lCC(rrlxTrcrrl thzrt thc final. fi.l.in Cate hc

aDr) rC)ilinrate.l- ()nc rnonth l:rj.o:: to tlir: rllrte of ihc el.ccLjou., i,l-oo 11s 1,,1rrt1.d

recormend thlt the Citi ze,ns Pi.annirrl,, lh:rr d hava a11 rrrlr:s clrirn es anr'l nro-

ccdurcs decic!::l on(: nontlr )r'ioi' to t.lri: cJ cct i c,ir The fact that tlrc Cili.zens

PJ.anrring Boarcl cltang,cd sol;rc rules orrly 1.L days pr:ior to thj.s eLection com-

plicatccl the Cornittcer s v.,o::k and ploL:.bl-y confusecl resi.dent.s,)

(")oplonr 
nl\q q ftc.oau^r\ o r{r,o}r a I



Report of Electi.on ,nrrnittcc

2. We f eel. ttre loiv trr::nout vras due to lnxny factors" Prolrrr.tiJ.y, tlre main

o.ne \ra.s the lack of vis j.bl-c act:i.vi. ty c'i thc iiod<:l Cj.tiers P roJ,,r'r,rir chrring

thc pasL montlrs" 'J'lre f act tli;'rt l'lodrrl Ci tics r.rill- soon have prc6,rrris in
opcrettion and wt, rtil1' be ;1n 6rr:1,,oirr3, iiirc,ncy shotrlrl incl:eitse thc inte::est
arrd tu:^noul: ncxt ycar:. A1.sc, i.t i s hopccl that by rlc):t ycar conuarrnity

organizati<.rns lril,l- be fi;nctj.o:ring in all ai:eas and tlLat they rtil.I. be abl e

to as$j,sl- in any elections"

*3. As a Conrnit.Lee \.re undoul:i.cdiy m:rd e riri s;taltcs. One rras J. ae'li of teLcrri-sri on

and rarl:i o acivc,rtil.i.n ':. Tirie , l',or:evei:, r.las clue in part i:o th<: Ltrck of ti.rnc.

For .lV spci aniiouncenrenl-s " al-r'!r)st tJrr:r:<l rreekg l.errd ti.r'ne is recg,- j-r-ed. llarlio

al so retir-i j.r:cs ocme I cacl t'.inre., J.'hcle ;li r;ts r.lcr. no L lrrrornr s.-.r ue <iid iloi
have any TV or radio adrrert j. e j.rril" llc v:il.I :\nov b()ttel' ncxt t-.i-nn.

4" The Conrrnittce lras coufuscd as to i-ire st[ltus of those receivir:g tire sccorri

largost rrunber of votes. Do tirese pcopLe becorne al.ierntetes o:c rroL,? I"le r.:ouL <l

like a clar:i.fication fr:onr thc Ci.tizcrrri; Plarrning Roard" The lonrnittec r^;cr.r 1ci

also like to make some concretc sugge.stions for r:ext yearts clection" Lhese

are not recommendations, but suggest:l.ons lre f eeL shoul-d be expLored by the
Citizens Planrring Board.

1) We definitely feel the election preci.nct bound;i.'i.es are corrfus-

tng. In many cases they do not foll-ors sclrool- bo'.rn:lc.ri es, and in
others the actrooL boirr"rdarics l-hcinseLves are il1ogicaL" lle vcrrl.d

strongLy reconrnerrd these boun<iaries be studied and rcdr:a-rn. If
nothing else boundary lines should be squared ancl put in a straight
line to alleviate confusion of both the voter and thc election c1e::k.

D We vrouLd Lilce to sllgge..jt the possibi.1ity of establishi.ng a xun-

of f election bet\,;ecn tlre tl:o top candidatcs, tlro r.rccks af ter thc
eLection if rro one obi:.a.ins a major:ity. I'hi.s would irr:.:ure that the
person el cctc<J ha<l a rla j o::i. ty en<1 a rrrn-of f rnight crcatc mo:e

intercst - cluc to r:ore c arrllai iirri ng , etc. It'r most cirs,cs thc rrj.nn.rr

is elected Lry a pl.uraL1-ity parti-culai:y uhen 6 or 7 canrii-dates arc

running.

uh+fi.evdnln1 -bvt .Wpo.^norw ort0lnF (,rr,ror "cod,tr?:n,r1,,.
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Election Commlttee

,
3) I{e feel I prcclncts vel:c not enough" At anl regular priurary

or general elecLion appro>:imately 50 voting pl.aces are provirled.
He feeL more prccincts shouLd be r.:adc available and a proccdure

for accomplishirrg this bc cstabltshcd. If this is done it mi.ght

atso solve ttre schocL bouncJ:.ry lirrc 1:rob1cm.

4) lle r.rould al. so like t-.o sur,.sect the pos si.bil j- ty of candidates

f,iLing by peti.tion, A pr:Lttion lrroir.td crcate i.nterest - certi.fy
the candidate !rad sollie supl:oi.'t arrd irrvolve tlrc co.'n-r'iunity in tlre

f i.1ing proc(':s s. Tirc r-ll.: :irc:: of s:iLi-r,:,1:urei noaca-, c iir--y f or onc to
be on the bal.lot .';hou1<i he heli.-. Iolr * say 25 si.g,rrai.trres, but ite:

consj-der it a pooribj.l-i.Ly rrortlr e:;1rl-ori-:rg "

5) If thc petitioll suggosLion were edoi>ted, it rnight also be

explored that a person fronr out of the particul.ar school area be

alloiqed to fil-e if he cen obtain the nccessary signatures fron the

area in which he is rurrning. Tlris nright soLve sonre residcricy
questions.

We would hope that the Rules Conunittee or some other appropriate

comnittee of the Citizens PLanning Board look at our suggestions.
We would hope thEtt next yeal vrith nore time anC better procer'lures

to have a larger turnou t, and better'eiectlon. We would J.ilce to
thauk all those who hei.pod on this election - workirrg long horrs

for no pay and little thanl<s. They did a good job under di.fficult
conditions.

Respectfully submitted,
Richard Celsl, Chairnran
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CIIY DEN4CI\STRATION AGENCY
5329 I'J. E. UNION AVENL}E
I,CRTLAND, OREGCN 97211
2BB-6923

September 28, 1970

KGitR Radi o
Attention: Danny Dark
949 S. I'1. 0ak
Porti and, 0reEon

Dear Sir:

The l{odcl C'ities staff and Election Committee vrould'like to take this oppor-
tunity to thank you for your assistance prior to, duri ng, and after this years'
Citizens Planning Board elections.

t'le realize that, quite often, r,Ie were forced (by time and manpouer limitation)
to supply "skeleton" information with short notice and yet we found everyone
in media, without except'ion, eager to assist us in promoting this all-important
area of citizens participation in our l4odel Cities Program.

Again, our thanks.

Sincerely yours,

J

cc! 0fflcial Frles (2)
D irec tor
Coord. /Green
Author/John Tate
Oregonian./Judd Randell
Oregonian/Clty Deek
Journal/Ctty Desk
Cl ark-Pres s/J ack Ilowarth
KGAR/Bob Duke
KGAR/Danny Dark
KGW/Terry Rlckard
KISN/Steve Sheppard
KGW-TV/News Deak
KOIN-TrI/Newa Deek
KGI.I-TI]iI B{ I I D{ az

KAIU-TV/News Deek
KPIV-IY/Newe DeEk


