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Reframing the

Health Care Debate

Mary Hepokoski

The mission of The Archimedes
Movement is to create a new space
for civic engagement outside of our
traditional legislative and govern-
ance structures so that we can work
on solutions to the common prob-
lems we face. We're starting with the
crisis in the U.S. health care system.

Each day more Americans are at risk
of losing their access to health care.
This challenge requires an American
solution that invests in our health
and guarantees all families afford-
able, quality health care.

Liz Baxter, Executive Director of
The Archimedes Movement, holds a
Masters in Public Health, completed
extensive graduate work in gerontol-
ogy and holds an undergraduate de-
gree in social work. She spent 12
years with Legacy Health System,
managing both federally- and foun-
dation-funded research grants that
were focused on the overlap and in-
tersection of medical care and com-
munity based services. She spent
five years with the Office for Oregon
Health Policy and Research (the
state agency responsible to develop
and analyze health policy in Oregon)
managing a federal grant aimed to
increase the number of people in
Oregon with access to coverage. She
joined forces with Gov. Kitzhaber in
October 2005, working with him to
launch the Archimedes Movement.
(www.WeCanDoBetter.org)

Reframing the Health Care Debate

Liz Baxter , Executive Director,
The Archimedes Movement

Tuesday, April 14, 7:00 pm

(Please arrive a few minutes early as we will be taping

o
this program.)
Board Room, Multhomah County Building,
- 501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard

Parking: Ample street parking.

By Max: TriMet bus lines from downtown: 4-Division to Gresham TC; 10-
Harold to Foster Loop; 14-Hawthorne to 94th & Foster. Get off at SE
Hawthorne & 6th.

Pre-Meeting Special Presentation!

Everything You Wanted to Know About League E
But Were Afraid to Ask!

Tuesday, April 14, 6:30 pm
Same location, immediately preceding general meeting

This is a repeat for those inte rested but unable to attend in  March.

Candidate Forum

Portland Public School Board Candidates
Thursday, April 16, 7:00 pm
Board Room, Blanchard Building, 501 N Dixon

The forum will be rebroadcast on Channel 28. Check www.lwvpdx.org for the
schedule. See page 10 for more information about the May election.

Parking: Building parking lot and street parking.

By Bus: TriMet bus lines from downtown: 9-Broadway to 27th & Saratoga; 33-
Fremont to Gateway TC; 35-Greeley to University of Portland.
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PresidentOs Column

Betsy Pratt

April typically brings the start of
lawn care season at our house. Those
grass shoots respond to the warmer
days and spring showers by shooting
up vigorously. For the League, April
brings proposals for the next program
year. We publish this material in ac-
cordance with our bylaws which re-
quire adequate time for member re-
view before the local convention in
May. The recommended studies, the
list of new Board members, the by-
law changes, and even the proposed
budget, will look familiar to long-
time League members.

The League often gets accused of be-
ing bogged down in process, but there
are good reasons for following these
routines. At the very least, we are
reminded of the housekeeping activi-
ties needed to keep any organization
healthy. At best, if we do it right, we
are providing nutrition to our grass
roots.

By having open discussions about
what we want to be doing in the fu-
ture and then documenting those
plans, we help assure that every
League member has a chance to in-
fluence and understand the League’s
direction. The material may look rou-
tine, but just like the growing grass,
it’s always new and fresh. Please
review the proposals, share your
thoughts or questions with any Board
member, and get ready to attend the
May convention and help make our
decisions for next year. The propos-
als represent a lot of time and effort
from a number of people — thank you,
everyone who participated.

As a separate example of fertilizing
efforts, the state League has again
asked us to sell raffle tickets in sup-
port of their activities. I send my ap-
preciation to Pat Osborn for manag-
ing this process, and my challenge to
everyone to make the raffle a success.

Buy Raffle Tickets This Month!

The League of Women Voters of
Oregon Convention is approaching
and that means it’s time to buy raffle
tickets — a traditional and important
source of funding for LWVOR. The
grand prize is a vacation to Maui (air-
fare for 2, a week at a one bedroom
condo, and rental car) or $2500 in
cash! The winner will be chosen at
the LWVOR Convention Banquet on
May 16.

Tickets are $10 each and will be sold
at unit meetings this month as well as
at the general meeting on April 14.

You can really help our League if
you take 5 or 10 tickets to sell to

friends and family. If our League sells

171 tickets (our membership count)
we get to keep $1 per ticket, and $2
per tickets for each ticket sold over
171.

Pat Osborn is in charge of sales for
our League so give her a call if you
would like a supply of tickets to sell.

Chances are very good for this raffle
as only 2000 tickets are printed, and
fewer than this are traditionally sold.

Many of our members bring our Vot-
ersOGuideto neighbors and friends at
election time; these are the perfect
people to approach to sell raffle tick-
ets!

The Portland Voter



Action

March Action Report:

Debbie Aiona

JOIN is a non-profit agency that sup-
ports the efforts of homeless indi-
viduals and families to transition out
of homelessness and into permanent
housing. Their three primary func-
tions include the following:

¥ Street Outreach and Housing
Placement: Six outreach workers cir-
culate throughout Portland in search
of the homeless. They distribute ne-
cessities such as food, blankets, and
underwear, build positive trusting
relationships, and help place people
in housing. JOIN has developed a
large network of connections with
private market landlords throughout
the region who are willing to rent to
people moving off the streets. Reten-
tion workers provide ongoing support
for at least one year to improve the
likelihood of success; about 75 per-
cent do remained housed. Some re-
quire a high degree of support; others
much less. JOIN has a contract with
the city and is able to provide rent
assistance. It also receives grant
funding from United Way, Spirit
Mountain, and Meyer Memorial
Trust.

A great deal of effort is devoted to
community building. JOIN takes its
clients to special events, organizes
group activities and classes, and helps
people connect to their community.

¥ Drop In Center: A daytime drop
in center is located in its office at SE
17" and Powell. There are generally
around 30 — 50 people there at any
given time. Showers, phones, mail-
boxes and a comfortable place to rest
and visit are available. The Depart-
ment of Human Services provides
outreach and help with food stamp
applications, etc.

¥ Community Education: JOIN of-
fers interested high school students
and community groups the opportu-
nity to spend a weekend in the shoes
of the homeless.

Homelessness in Portland

Homelessness is increasing through-
out the Metro area. The most critical
factor is the high cost and lack of
access to medical care. It is ex-
tremely difficult for individuals with
major medical issues to function. In
recent months, the federal govern-
ment has budgeted additional money
for rent stabilization, Medicaid, and
affordable housing development. At
the local level, however, resources
are scarce.

Portland®s SitLie Ordinance

City Council adopted the Sit-Lie Or-
dinance in May 2007. It applies to
downtown, the Rose Quarter and the
Lloyd District and prohibits sidewalk
obstructions including sitting or ly-
ing between the hours of 7 am and 9
pm. First-time violators receive a
written warning; a second offense
can lead to a citation with a referral
to the community court and a possi-
ble $250 fine. In lieu of the $250
fine, violators can be required to per-
form community service or can
choose to go to trial.

The ordinance was the product of
long and difficult negotiations by
members of the Safe Access for Eve-
ryone task force appointed by Mayor
Potter. The compromise included
additional facilities for the homeless
including more benches and longer
bathroom hours and day space at the
Julia West building where lockers,
showers, and sitting areas are avail-
able.

Marc Jolin, JOIN Executive Director

Furthermore, police are instructed to
steer those in need toward appropri-
ate services. As the ordinance was
about to be enacted, Sisters of the
Road and ACLU withdrew from the
task force over concerns that the law
would affect disproportionately the
homeless population and might in-
fringe on the right to protest.

Since its enactment, about three-
quarters of the citations have been
issued to homeless individuals, with
a large number going to the youth
who frequent problem areas near Rite
Aid and the courthouse. The police
report that the vast majority of those
asked to move do so.

Mr. Jolin continues to serve along
with representatives of the business
community and law enforcement on
a committee overseeing implementa-
tion. He has worked for a number of
years in Portland trying to get serv-
ices and amenities for the homeless
and is pleased to finally see that oc-
cur. He also thinks the communica-
tion and collaboration among social
service providers, law enforcement,
and the business community has been
beneficial. He urged the League to
think about how the city plans for
homeless and low-income people and
downtown social services as it par-
ticipates in the Central Portland Plan
and Portland Plan.

For more information on JOIN in-
cluding how to volunteer or donate,
visit their website at:
www.joinpdx.com

April Action Committee Meeting

Voter-Owned Elections
Friday, April 3, 1:00 pm D 3:00 pm
Room 433, Board of Trade Building, 310 SW 4th Avenue

Review and discuss proposed modifications to the program. All League mem-
bers welcome. Questions? Contact Debbie Aiona.

April 2009




LWVUS National Popular Vote Compact Study

National Popular Vote Conse nsus

In our April Units we will be addressing the League of
Women Voters of the United States National Popular
Vote consensus questions. See the articles and consen-
sus questions in this Voter, but consider going online to
read more in preparation for the discussion. Go to
www.lwv.org. On the blue line at the top of the page,
click on “For Members.” In the light blue box on the
right side of the page, click on “Quick Links: National
Popular Vote Compact Study.” That page has links to
all the background information.

The LWVOR publication Election Methods: &iew of
Alternatives and Oregon Proposaimiled to League
members last fall includes a section on “National Popu-
lar Vote” on page 33. The publication is also available
on the LWVOR website at www.lwvor.org. Point to
“Studies and Publications,” click on “Publications,”
click on “Recent Study Reports,” and then on “Election
Methods.” The publication Election Methodss the top
choice; click on it and scroll down to page 33.

Please bring your April Voter to your unit meding!

Background for the National Popular
Vote Compact

The League has a long-standing position in support of
the direct election of the president by popular vote.
Now, League members have the opportunity to consider
whether to support the National Popular Vote Compact
(NPV Compact) as a viable process to achieve that re-
sult. The NPV Compact would avoid the need for a con-
stitutional amendment abolishing the Electoral College
(EC), and would assure that the individual receiving the
most votes would become president.

The NPV Compact proposal uses the mechanism of the
EC. States that legislatively enact the NPV Compact
would agree that their state electors would vote for the
individual that received the most votes nationwide.
Thus, the popular vote count from all 50 states and the
District of Columbia would be added together. State
elections officials in all states participating would award
their electoral votes to the presidential candidate who
receives the largest number of popular votes.

This alternative method of assigning a state’s EC votes
would take effect only when enacted by states collec-
tively possessing a majority of the electoral votes. This
270-vote threshold also corresponds essentially to states
representing a majority of the people of the United
States.

The plan includes procedural provisions to help assure

smooth functioning of the agreement — conditions that
deal with states deciding to withdraw from the Compact
at the last moment, enforcement issues and recounts.

Currently four states have passed legislation to enact the
NPV Compact.

There are pros and cons to this plan, which are discussed
in full in papers found on the LWVUS Web site. Sum-
maries of these papers are also available. League mem-
bers can learn more about the plan from these sources
and consider its ramifications at consensus meetings
across the country. Be sure to participate! Who better
than the League to be ready to speak to this good-
government issue?

Support for the National Popular Vote
Compact

Because the League already supports direct election of
the president, arguments against the Electoral College
(EC) are not included in the material supporting the Na-
tional Popular Vote Compact (NPV Compact).

Constitutional Issues The NPV Compact is a way to as-
sure that every person’s vote counts equally and that the
person receiving the most votes is the winner of the
presidency. The same result would be achieved by con-
stitutional amendment but the U.S. Constitution is diffi-
cult to amend. The NPV Compact is a viable way to at-
tain the same goal as amending the Constitution to
eliminate the EC.

A constitutional amendment is not needed to effectuate
the NPV Compact because states already have the right
to implement changes in how electors are appointed.

The NPV Compact is a compact between states — a
method of concerted state action that has long been
sanctioned by the Constitution and the courts.

Evaluating Fairness A candidate can be elected presi-
dent by receiving the most electoral votes even though
he or she did not receive the most popular votes. This is
not a result voters expect or desire. As election cam-
paigns are now waged, major emphasis and resources
are concentrated in key EC battleground states because
that is where elections are won or lost. The NPV Com-
pact would eliminate the emphasis on battleground
states and would be more apt to assure campaign strate-
gies that appeal to a broad spectrum of the electorate
which would foster greater voter participation.

The argument that the plan would negatively impact
states’ rights is countered by poll results showing that
most voters want their individual vote to count, rather

Continued on page 5
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LWVUS National Popular Vote Compact Study

than allotting them to electors representing the state as a
whole.

Any claim that the NPV Compact is an unprecedented
disregard for the U.S. Constitution ignores the reality
that voting rights have been changed through state
action many time. Women’s suffrage, for example,
was instituted by twenty states before passage of the
constitutional amendment that made the right univer-
sal.

Mechanical Considerations Those opposed to the
NPV Compact cite mechanical issues that might lead
the NPV to fail, but the Compact includes provisions
that address issues of enforcement, winning levels and
recounts.

Other Issues The Voting Rights Act and the NPV
Compact are in harmony, assuring equality of votes
throughout the United States.

League Issues Opponents say that the NPV Compact
conflicts with the League’s support of uniform voting
standards. Supporters of the Compact advocate its
passage in all states, which would result in uniform
voting standards. It is true that the NPV Compact
could be in effect for an interlude when not all states
had signed on to it. The same could be demonstrated
for other laws, such as the Equal Rights Amendment.
Nonetheless, it must be remembered that uniform vot-
ing standards are not now in effect. The NPV Com-
pact could help assure that every vote would be
counted equally.

Further, implementation of a method which assures
direct election of the president by popular vote is in
keeping with the League’s long-held position.

Opposition to the National Popular Vote
Compact

There is little respect for the Electoral College (EC). The
League opposes it and most voters want a direct popular
vote. But is the National Popular Vote Compact (NPV
Compact) an appropriate way to achieve that result?

Evaluating Fairness Voters supporting the candidate
who receives the majority of votes in their state want
their state’s electors to support their choice. Adoption of
the NPV Compact may require a state elections official
to direct its state’s electors to cast their ballots in support
of a candidate who was not favored by the voters of that
state.

Passage of the NPV Compact will result in the emphasis

of presidential campaigns shifting from the battleground
states to areas of large concentrations of population. So,
while some voters are disenfranchised by the EC, others
might be disenfranchised by the NPV Compact. Because
the Compact requires entry into a contract with other
states which binds state elections officials to direct elec-
tors to vote in a certain way, regardless of the outcome
of the election in their state, states’ rights are dimin-
ished.

In addition, one can question the advisability of a
method that bypasses the normal constitutional amend-
ment process in this manner.

Constitutional Issues Many constitutional scholars ar-
gue that this plan will lead to extensive litigation involv-
ing challenges to the NVP Compact on issues such as
the scope of constitutional powers, the Compact itself,
the need for congressional approval, the concerns of
non-compacting states, and constitutional protections of
state interests and their role in elections.

Mechanical Issues/Flaws The methods for enforcement
of this plan are unclear. Opponents question the power
and timing to withdraw from the Compact and the
power to enforce compliance.

Others express concern about an onslaught of lawsuits
between compacting and non-compacting states, as well
as procedures in close elections.

The plan, allowing the election of a president by a plu-
rality of votes, does not improve on the current system;
neither the present system nor the NPV Compact re-
quires that the president be elected by a majority.

Other Issues The Voting Rights Act requires pre-
clearance for legislative changes. This, too, has the ca-
pacity to engender lawsuits to ensure compliance.

League Issues This proposal does nothing to achieve the
goal of uniform standards of voting. The NPV Compact
is effective when passed by states representing 270 elec-
toral votes, effectively negating the impact on presiden-
tial elections of the voters in states which represent the
other half of electoral votes. A system which assures no
voter disenfranchisement is a better way to assure that
every person’s vote counts.

The League has long supported the abolition of the EC.
Although the NPV Compact purports to foster the same
result, it creates additional concerns. Amending the U.S.
Constitution is a difficult process, and we should seri-
ously consider supporting the normal amendment proce-
dures to abolish the EC versus this specific “work-
around.”

Continued on page 6
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LWVUS National Popular Vote Compact Study

National Popular Vote Compact
Consensus Questions

Amending the Constitution

1. Which statement best reflects the consensus of tt
group? Select one.

a. Action to alter a basic element of the Constitutional
framework, which is achievable by amendment to the
Constitution, should be accomplished by amendment to
the Constitution.

b. Action by states through a compact process is an ac-
ceptable way to alter the method for electing the Presi-
dent and Vice-President.

c. The group could not reach consensus.

2. Which statement best reflects the consensus of tt
group? Select one.

a. Because a compact has never before been used to ad-
dress a fundamental constitutional issue such as voting,
the chance that it might set a precedent for the future
leads to the conclusion that it is better that the League
continue to work for an amendment to the Constitution
to establish the direct popular election of the President
and the abolition of the Electoral College.

b. Despite the novelty of the use of the compact ap-

proach to address a fundamental constitutional issue
such as voting, the League should support the NPV

Compact as a way of achieving an important goal.

c. The group could not reach consensus.

Congressional Consent

3. Which statement best reflects the consensus of tt
group? Select one.

a. The possibility that the NPV Compact will require
congressional consent is not of sufficient concern to
block the implementation of the plan.

b. The possibility that the NPV Compact will require
congressional consent is sufficient to conclude that the
plan should not be implemented without obtaining such
consent.

c. The group could not reach consensus.

Enforcement

4. Which statement best reflects the consensus of tt
group? Select one.

a. The NPV Compact contains sufficient enforcement
provisions to assure smooth operation of the plan.

b. Although it is not possible to determine whether the
enforcement provisions will be sufficient to assure
smooth operation of the plan, the plan should be passed
anyway

c. Enforcement of the plan is likely to add uncertainty
and bring the courts into the presidential election in
ways that raise substantial concerns.

d. The lack of adequate enforcement provisions is suffi-
cient to conclude that the NPV is not a viable plan.

e. The group could not reach consensus.

Uniformity

5. Which statement bestreflects the consensus of th
group? Select one.

a. The uniformity of voting systems is more important to
American democracy than the possibility that the NPV
Compact can be adopted.

b. The NPV Compact is more important than uniformity
of voting systems because it would succeed in achieving
the popular election of the President.

c. The group could not reach consensus.

Popular Election of the President

6. Which statement best reflects the consensus
of the group? Select one.

a. It is more important to achieve the goal of national
popular election of the President than it is to achieve the
goal of abolition of the electoral college.

b. It is more important to amend the Constitution to
abolish the Electoral College than it is to achieve the
goal of popular election of the President by alternative
methods, such as the NPV Compact.

c. The group could not reach consensus.

Achievabilit
7. Which statements reflect the views of the group?

The NPV Compact will have problems being passed
because of the need for congressional consideration and
the need for action by so many states.

a. Agree b. Disagree c. No Consensus

A constitutional amendment to establish the direct popu-
lar election of the President and the abolition of the
Electoral College will continue to have problems being
passed.
a. Agree

b. Disagree c. No Consensus

The Portland Voter



Local Convention B Nominations, Bylaws and Budget

Local Convention Preview

Marcus Mundy
President, Urban League of Portland
Tuesday, May 12, 5:30 pm

Carvlin Hall, St. Philip Neri, 2408 SE 16th St.

Last yearsO SILENT AUCTION will return this year in a
new format Poffering Oservices,O instead of treasures.
Mark your calendar and look for more details in the May
Voter.

2009 Proposed Bylaws Amendmen t

Underlined text will be added:

Article IX, Section 2. Program The Program of the
League of Women Voters of Portland, Oregon shall
consist of action and activities to implement the princi-
ples and those local governmental issues chosen for
concerted study and action.

Proposed FY 2009 -2010 Budget

The Budget Committee presents to the League of
Women Voters of Portland the Proposed Budget for the
Regular Fund for FY 2009-2010. (See page 8.) Mem-
bers may discuss, debate, and amend the budget before
adoption at the annual meeting. The Education Fund
Budget is provided for review and comment, because it
is related to the Regular Fund Budget. The Education
Fund Budget will be adopted by the trustees at their
next meeting after the annual meeting.

The budget is somewhat smaller this fiscal year, in part
as a reflection of the economy. The Endowment Fund
contribution is decreased because of the poor perform-
ance of the stock market. The budget reflects a pro-
posed $10.00 increase in the dues of Portland members
based on a proposed increase in the LWVOR ‘per
member payments’ (PMP). Local dues have not been
raised in at least 5 years, while other League levels
have raised PMP rates. The budget also includes ex-
pected rent and postage increases.

2009 Nominating Committee R eport

The Nominating Committee, composed of Kathleen Hersh,
Bev Smith, Carol Cushman, Rita Fawcett and Jan Wolf
(chair), is pleased to present the following slate of officers
and directors to the Board of Directors and Membership of
the League of Women Voters of Portland.

President Betsy Pratt 2009-2011
1st VP Mary McWilliams 2009-2010

(Filling 2nd year of two-year term)
2nd VP Barbara Fredericks 2009-2011
Secretary Claire Corwin-Kordosky 2009-2011
Directors

Pat Chor 2009-2011

Debbie Kaye 2009-2011

Anne Mulroney 2009-2011
Endowment FundChair

Corinne Paulson 2009-2011
Nominating Committee

Darleane Lemley (chair) 2009-2011

Pat Osborn (member) 2009-2011
Continuing Members
3rd VP Mary Hepokoski 2008-2010
Treasurer Carol Wilson 2008-2010
Directors

Debbie Aiona 2008-2010

Lynn Baker 2008-2010

Carol Cushman 2008-2010

Jessica Sweeney 2008-2010
Endowment Fund Treasurer

Anne Davidson 2008-2010

Nominating Committee
Kathleen Hersh (member) 2008-2010
Bev Smith (alt) 2008-2010
Budget Chair

Barbara Stalions 2008-2010

April 2009
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Local Convention B Program

Proposed Program for 2009 -2010

Board Recommended ltem

Title: Public Schools in the City of Portland, Pre-K through 12

Scope: This study will focus on excellence and equity in education for all students, by addressing the issues of Organiza-
tion/School Structure and Equity.

Outlook for Work: Examine policies, best management practices and standards in the two areas. Compare policies among school
districts in Portland. Highlight policies that are significant in providing excellence and equity for all students and look for areas
that need improvement.

Questions that might be addressed by the study include:
Equity
¥ Are education offerings and opportunities offered to all students district-wide?
¥ How are districts providing appropriate instruction and meeting the needs of students from all income levels, abilities, and
ethnicities?
¥ Which identifiable groups of students are less well served, if any?
¥ Are schools within the districts providing equitable services?
¥ How should family choice and individual student differences be reconciled with the even-handed provision of services?
¥ [s funding allocated equitably to ensure all students receive quality education?
¥ How do districts ensure that funds raised privately do not increase socio/economic inequities?
¥ What are the advantages and disadvantages of using privately raised funds in public schools?

Organization and school structure

Is our k-12 education system meeting the needs of students and communities?

How are decisions about school structure and reorganization made?

What criteria are used to reach decisions about school structure and reorganization?

Does school structure follow best practices for education of 6,7 and 8th grade students? For 9-12?

How do transfer and choice policies impact neighborhood schools? Do they foster neighborhood inequities?
Does the placement of charter/magnet schools allow for choice in all neighborhoods?

Should all high schools provide comprehensive education?

How do districts involve the community in making their decisions? Is this involvement timely?

KK K K K K K K

Other Proposed Study/Update ltems

Training of Foster Children: Study the need for an educational training system that is needed for over 18 year olds, especially fos-
ter children, so they have preparation for adult life.

City Government: Study the form of city government including the commission form as it exists in Portland, council-manager and
weak mayor-council structures.

City Government: Do a two year study to identify the criteria for evaluating a good city government with the view of writing a
consensus that is broader and maybe does not endorse a particular structure.

Portland Development Commission: Study the impact the 2007 changes to the budget process in the city charter has had on the
PDC with regard to funding, affordable housing set asides, boundaries and renewals. Has it done what the proponents hoped or
has it done what the critics feared?

Portland Development Commission: Study in relation to other League positions and look for gaps such as urban renewal that is
not addressed at all.

Portland Development Commission: Study satellite financing as used by the PDC in urban renewal districts.

Non-Profit Corporations Associated with the City of Portland: Update this position. What non-profits are doing work now? Is
this position necessary?

Multnomah Education Service District (MESD): Update position.

Housing: Update Position.

Portland Police Bureau: Update Position.

Economic Development Assistance: Update Position.

Neighborhood Associations: Update Position.

April 2009 9



League News

£, May
VOTE Election

& Preview

Betsy Pratt

On May 19" Portland voters will
choose new city and county auditors,
and new members of the Portland
School Board and other special dis-
tricts. Look for a VotersO Guidev-
ering the auditor positions and the
Portland School Board candidates in
your May Voter.

The League is co-sponsoring a Can-
didates’ Forum for the three open
seats on the Portland School Board on
Thursday, April 16™ at the School
District Building.

Why attend? Because the School
Board candidates are offering to take
on a challenging, important, and often
controversial job, for no pay. Let’s
show them our appreciation by filling
the auditorium.

Feedback on
Study Proposals

Mary McWilliams

Thanks go to Mary Anne Schwab and
Margaret DeLacy who offered two
new state study proposals for poten-
tial LWVOR positions, Liquor “Beer
Tax” and Oregon Education. Most
units were able to review these pro-
posed state studies at their January
units. The studies were then for-
warded to LWVOR for consideration.
Any proposed state studies will be
approved at the May LWVOR con-
vention.

The next opportunity for Portland
Leaguers to propose a LWVOR study
will be in two years -- January 2011.
But now is a good time to start the
process, as it can take two years to
refine the idea and receive comments
backs from other Leagues in Oregon.

New City Planning Position Approved

The LWV Portland board, at its March meeting, approved the updated City
Planning Position.

City Planning (2009, 1974, 1973)

The League of Women Voters of Portland supports comprehensive long-range
city planning based on:

¥ Citizen involvement at all stages of the planning process;

¥ Communication and coordination among citizens, citizen advisory groups,
and city and regional planning agencies;

¥ Consideration of environmental, social and economic impacts of proposed
plans and actions;

¥ Determination of long-range goals and priorities.

Goals should include:

¥ Area-wide orderly growth and development;

¥ A visually attractive urban community with a sustainable and healthful en-
vironment and a healthy economy;

¥ Quality infrastructure and public facilities designed to meet the needs of
residents and businesses;

¥ Fair distribution of tax burdens and government investment.

LWVCRR Convention

Chris Smith, Chair
Portland Streetcar Inc. CitizensO Advisory Comittee

Tuesday, April 21, 10:30 am

Room 433, Board of Trade Building,
30 SW 4th Avenue, Portland

The council shall elect officers and directors; shall adopt a budget for the en-
suing year; shall give guidance to the board on program and methods of
work; and shall transact such other business as may be presented.

Council workbooks will be available at the meeting. For more information call
Lorie James. All members welcome. Contact the League office if you would
like to attend.

A proposal for a LWVUS study
would be due by early 2010 for the
June Atlanta Convention.

national significance?

¥ s the issue one for which Leagu-
ers will be willing to spend their ef-
fort?

¥ Do political realities permit effec-
tive action?

¥ And, of course, how the proposed
study should be presented, with Title,
Scope, Outlook for Work, and Posi-
tion clearly identified.

For guidelines concerning any future
local, state or national proposed
study, please contact Mary He-
pokoski, VP Member Education. A
proposal would address such infor-
mation as:

¥ Is the issue of local, state, or
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Calendar

April 2009 May 2009 Unit I\/Ieetings
SIMITIWITIFIS SIMITIWITIFIS APRIL 2009 TOPIC: LWVUS National Popu-
lar Vote Compact (Consensus)
1 2 3 4 1 2 Read and bring this April Voterthat contains the
Consensus Questions.
5|6 |7/8|910(11||3|4|516|7| 8|9 |ap 16tz2r 2009
Unit 8 — Online
Leader: Kathleen Hersh
121314 1516|1718 | (101112 13|14 15|16 Location: groups.yahoo.com/group/
LWVPDXVirtual Unit/
1912021 22|23|24 25| (17 18|19 2021|2223 Thursday, Apr. 16, 1 p.m.
Unit 4 - North/Northeast
26 |27 {2829 30 2425|2627 28|29 |30| | Leader& Host: Susan Proppe Tong
Discussion Leader: Beverly Wilson
31 Friday, Apr. 17, 9:30 a.m.
Unit 6 - Southwest/Northwest
3: Action 1: Action Leader: Debbie Kaye
1:00 pm, Room 433 1:00 pm, Room 433 Host: Joyce Lekas
& LWVCRR 5 LWVCRR Monday, Apr. 20, 9:30 a.m.
10:30 am, Room 433 10:30 am, Room 433 Unit 7 - Vermont Hills
8: Executive Committee 6: Old / New Board M tg. Leader: Jeanne Steed
12:00 pm, Room 520 (Tentative, TBA) Host: Claire Corwin-Kordosky
10: Office Closed 12: chal Conventiqr_w _ Monday, Apr. 20, 3:00 p.m.
14: Office Closed 5:30 pm, St. Philip Neri, Unit 5 - Terwilliger Plaza
Carvlin Hall .
) . Leader: Jeanne Steed
14:  General Meeting 15-17: LWVOR Convention
7:00 pm, Multnomah
. Medford Thursday, Apr. 23, 12 noon
Building, Board Room .
19: Election Da Unit 3 — Downtown
16:  Office Closed ' y Leader: Carol Cushman
16: Candidate Forum 25-26: Office Closed
7:00 pm, Blanchard I'\?r?i?gay,SoAftﬁeiZt’ 10a.m.
Building, Board R B
trding, Board Room Leader: Mary McWilliams
17: Voter Deadline Host: Mary Cammann
20: Board Meeting
5:45 pm, Room 433 Monday, Apr. 27, 7 p.m.
) Unit 1 — Southwest
21: LWVCRR Council Leader: Kathleen Hersh
10:30 am, Room 433 Host: Carolyn Rundorff
28: Office Closed
29: Voter Mailing Party
10:00 am, Room 520
Calendar Location Key:
Room 520 and Room 433 are located at our office building:
Board of Trade Building, 310 SW 4th Avenue, Portland (4th Avenue be-
tween Stark and Oak Streets)
The Multhomah Building is located at 501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard.
The Board Room is on the first floor.
The Blanchard Building is located at 501 N Dixon. The Board Room is
on the first floor.
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I Health Care on April 14
I Forum: Portland School Board on April 16
I Local Convention Preview

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
OF PORTLAND

GIVE THIS TO A FRIEND
MEMBERSHIP COUPON
| am a new member!

____ lam interested in working with theagus
this year.Please call me.
____ Please send me more informatabout
the League
___ 'l cannot join right now, but | arenclos-
ing $ to support Leagegucatioractiv-

Oto promote political responsibility thoomgil
| ties. (Tax deductiblerifade to the WV

and active participation of citizens in goveri

Why not invite a friend to join?
Help us make democracy work.

Single Membership $61D

i Household Membershi@$.m0 | PortlandEd. Fund.)
Limited Income Membership $48

Name(s)
Student Membership $25.00
Address
Return to:
LWV Portland
310 SW 4th Aveue, Suite 520 Phone

Portland, OR 97212310
Phone/Fax: 502281675




