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RESOLUTION 04-01-2026 
Choose an item. 
TEXT OF RESOLUTION 
 
RESOLVED that the Conference of California Bar Associations recommends that legislation be 
sponsored to amend Government Code section 13996.42, to read as follows: 
 
§ 13996.42 1 

(a) The Governor’s Office of Business and Economic Development may establish an 2 
international trade and investment office outside of the United States if both of the following 3 
conditions are met: 4 

(a) (1) The country where an international trade and investment office would be located is 5 
among those with the greatest potential for direct foreign investment in California, export 6 
growth, or both, as determined by the director. 7 

(b) (2) The Director of the Governor’s Office of Business and Economic Development 8 
has included the new international trade and investment office in the Governor’s Office of 9 
Business and Economic Development’s current annual program budget and strategy and business 10 
plan for the year for the International Trade and Investment Program as required by Section 11 
13996.65. 12 

(b) For purposes of this chapter, a “country” includes Taiwan.13 
  

(Proposed new language underlined; language to be deleted stricken) 
 
PROPONENT 
Los Angeles County Bar Association 
 
STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The Problem (including Existing Law): Existing law allows California, through the Governor’s 
Office of Business and Economic Development, to establish an international trade and 
investment office in another “country.” However, it is unclear whether this would include 
Taiwan. In California’s list of Sister-State relationships, beginning with Taiwan in 1983, the 
“country” field for Taiwan is conspicuously left blank. (See 
https://soir.senate.ca.gov/sisterstates.) And under Vehicle Code section 5006.5, a special license 
plate that DMV can issue to Taiwan’s officers and employees must carry the inscription “foreign 
organization.” Despite the lack of formal recognition of Taiwan’s sovereign status, the California 
State Senate adopted Senate Resolution 63 (2025-2026), which encourages further collaboration 
with Taiwan on semiconductor technology and artificial intelligence. (See 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SR63) Similarly, 
National Association of Secretaries of State reauthorized a resolution supporting U.S.-Taiwan 
Bilateral Trade and Investment. (See https://www.nass.org/sites/default/files/resolutions/2025-
08/nass-resolution-taiwan-trade-summer2025.pdf.) Taiwan is California’s third-largest trading 
partner. (See https://www.ppic.org/blog/californiastrade-landscape-is-shifting-not-shrinking-so-
far/.) And Taiwan’s use of digital platforms to enhance civic participation serves as the 
inspiration for California’s deliberative democracy program, Engaged California. (See 
https://www.gov.ca.gov/2025/02/23/california-to-launch-first-in-the-nation-digital-democracy-
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effort-to-improve-public-engagement.) Currently, 26 U.S. states and territories have trade offices 
in Taiwan, more than half of which were established in the last three years. (See 
https://www.taipeitimes.com/News/taiwan/archives/2025/11/25/2003847791.) 
 
The Solution: This resolution would amend Government Code section 13996.42 to include 
Taiwan with the meaning of a “country” under the International Trade and Investment chapter of 
the Government Code. (Gov’t Code, §§ 13996.4-13996.75.) Similarly, 22 U.S.C. § 3303 states: 
“Whenever the laws of the United States refer or relate to foreign countries, nations, states, 
governments, or similar entities, such terms shall include and such laws shall apply with respect 
to Taiwan.” 
 
IMPACT STATEMENT 
This resolution does not affect any other law, statute, or rule. 
 
CURRENT OR PRIOR RELATED LEGISLATION 
Not known. 
 
AUTHOR AND/OR PERMANENT CONTACT  
Michael Fern, 211 W. Temple St., Ste. 1000, Los Angeles, CA 90012, sclawyer@gmail.com 
 
RESPONSIBLE FLOOR DELEGATE 
Michael Fern, 211 W. Temple St., Ste. 1000, Los Angeles, CA 90012, sclawyer@gmail.com 
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RESOLUTION 04-02-2026 
 
TEXT OF RESOLUTION 
 
RESOLVED that the Conference of California Bar Associations recommends that legislation be 
sponsored to amend Government Code section 6808, to read as follows: 
 
§ 6808 1 
(a) (1)  The standard time within the state is that of the fifth zone designated by federal law as 2 
Pacific standard time (15 U.S.C. Secs. 261 and 263). 3 
(b) (2)  The standard time within  state and all political subdivisions of  the state shall advance by 4 
one hour during the daylight saving time period commencing at 2 a.m. on the second Sunday of 5 
March of each year and ending at 2 a.m. on the first Sunday of November of each year. observe 6 
the standard time pursuant to paragraph (1).  7 
(b) The state and all political subdivisions of the state, pursuant to the exemption from the 8 
advancement of standard time authorized by Section 260a of Title 15 of the United States Code, 9 
shall be exempt from the advancement of standard time. 10 
(c) Notwithstanding subdivision (b), the Legislature may amend this section by a two-thirds vote 11 
to change the dates and times of the daylight saving time period, consistent with federal law, and, 12 
if federal law authorizes the state to provide for the year-round application of daylight saving time 13 
the Legislature may amend this section by a two-thirds vote to provide for that application. 14 
  

(Proposed new language underlined; language to be deleted stricken) 
 
PROPONENTS 
Ben Rudin, Lisa Hird Chung, Matthew Norris, Ted Holmquist, Tara Shaw, Nick Stewart-Oaten, 
Michael Fern, Robert Bitonte, Catherine Rucker, Ryan Dean, Lauren Grochow, Douglas 
Robbins, Alicia Gámez, Marc Sallus, Phyllis Kupferstein, James Mink 
 
STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The Problem (including Existing Law):  Switching the clocks twice a year is a hassle. Not only is 
it an inconvenience, it is detrimental to our health and circadian rhythms. It increases heart 
attacks, industrial and workplace injuries, traffic accidents, and fatalities. 
https://newsroom.heart.org/news/heres-your-wake-up-call-daylight-saving-time-may-impact-
your-heart-health, https://www.kxan.com/news/local/austin/drowsy-driving-after-daylight-
saving-time/ 
 
L. Weed, & J.M. Zeitzer, Circadian-informed modeling predicts regional variation in obesity and 
stroke outcomes under different permanent US time policies, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 122 
(38) e2508293122, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2508293122 (2025). 
 
The Solution:  This resolution would end the practice of switching clocks twice a year by giving 
California permanent standard time. Unlike permanent daylight saving time, permanent standard 
time aligns better with our internal clocks, preserves morning light (essential for mental physical 
health), and would reduce obesity and strokes to a greater degree than permanent daylight saving 



 

  Page 2 of 2 
 

time would. Furthermore, permanent daylight saving time would mean sunrise around 7:30-8:00 
a.m. on the shortest days. In Northern California, sunrise could be as late as 8:30 a.m. to 9:00 
a.m. Kids would be waking up, waiting at bus stops, or walking to school in darkness for months 
in Winter, even with middle and high schools starting at 8:00 and 8:30 a.m., respectively.   
 
American Academy of Sleep Medicine (AASM), American Medical Association (AMA), Sleep 
Research Society, National Sleep Foundation, World Sleep Society, American College of Chest 
Physicians (CHEST), American Academy of Cardiovascular Sleep Medicine, American 
Academy of Dental Sleep Medicine, American Thoracic Society, Society for Research on 
Biological Rhythms, National Safety Council, and National PTA, have all embraced ditching the 
switch in favor of permanent standard time because it’s better for our health, sleep, and safety. 
 
Finally, unlike permanent daylight saving time, permanent standard time would not need 
Congressional approval. 
 
IMPACT STATEMENT 
This resolution does not affect any other law, statute, or rule.  
 
CURRENT OR PRIOR RELATED LEGISLATION 
SB 1197 (Niello, 2025-2026 Reg. Sess.), SB 51 (Niello, 2025-2026 Reg. Sess.), AB 1776 (Ta, 
2023-2024 Reg. Sess.), AB 385 (Chu, 2015-2016 Reg. Sess.). 
 
AUTHOR AND/OR PERMANENT CONTACT 
Ben Rudin, 3830 Valley Centre Dr., Ste. 705 PMB 231, San Diego, CA 92130, (858) 256-4429, 
ben_rudin@hotmail.com. 
 
RESPONSIBLE FLOOR DELEGATE 
Ben Rudin, 3830 Valley Centre Dr., Ste. 705 PMB 231, San Diego, CA 92130, (858) 256-4429, 
ben_rudin@hotmail.com. 
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RESOLUTION 04-03-2026 
 
TEXT OF RESOLUTION 
 
RESOLVED that the Conference of California Bar Associations recommends that legislation be 
sponsored to add Elections Code sections 18525 and 18549 to read as follows: 
 
§ 18525 1 
(a) A person shall not directly or through another person suggest, hint at, or promise any pay 2 
increase, benefit, or other advantage to any voter or person contingent on the outcome of an 3 
election, directly from that person, regardless of voting behavior. A violation of this section shall 4 
be punishable by imprisonment in the state prison for 16 months or two or three years. 5 
(b) This section does not apply to lawful activities involving predictions or stakes on election 6 
results. 7 
 8 
§ 18549  9 
(a) Every person who suggests, hints at, or threatens any pay decrease, benefit reduction, or other 10 
disadvantage contingent on the outcome of an election, directly from that person, is guilty of a 11 
felony punishable by imprisonment pursuant to subdivision (h) of Section 1170 of the Penal 12 
Code for 16 months or two or three years. 13 
(b) This section does not apply to lawful activities involving predictions or stakes on election 14 
results.15 
  

(Proposed new language underlined; language to be deleted stricken) 
 
PROPONENT 
San Diego County Bar Association 
 
STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The Problem (including Existing Law):  Currently, we have laws against bribing and 
intimidating people into voting, voting a certain way, and so on. That is good and necessary. 
However, instances have occurred of promising employees a raise or a deduction if an election 
goes a particular way. Although that is not dependent on how they vote or whether they vote, it 
can have a similar effect and should be treated the same. 
 
Examples include the Daniels Manufacturing Group president warning employees they might be 
laid off if Biden wins (https://www.wesh.com/article/letter-president-company-layoffs-
dmc/34401148), the owner of Westgate Resorts warning employees they’ll likely be fired if 
Obama is re-elected (https://www.cnbc.com/2012/10/10/ceo-to-workers-youll-likely-be-fired-if-
obama-is-reelected.html), the Koch Brothers making a similar mailing in 2012 
(https://inthesetimes.com/article/koch-industries-sends-45000-employees-pro-romney-mailing),   
 
The Solution: This resolution would ensure that anyone who suggests a benefit or disadvantage 
based on the election results is treated just as severely as if they based it on how the person votes. 
The definition is narrow enough that it would not include general predictions of what would 
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happen if an election goes a certain way (e.g., your taxes will go [up or down] if [x] gets elected) 
and encompasses only benefits or disadvantages promised from that person. Because the scope 
could suggest betting on election outcomes are prohibited, an exception is made to ensure that is 
still allowed. 
 
IMPACT STATEMENT 
This resolution does not affect any other law, statute, or rule. Click or tap here to enter text if 
additional explanation is necessary. 
 
CURRENT OR PRIOR RELATED LEGISLATION 
None known 
 
AUTHOR AND/OR PERMANENT CONTACT  
Ben Rudin, 3830 Valley Centre Dr., Ste. 705 PMB 231, San Diego, CA 92130, (858) 256-4429, 
ben_rudin@hotmail.com. 
 
RESPONSIBLE FLOOR DELEGATE 
Ben Rudin, 3830 Valley Centre Dr., Ste. 705 PMB 231, San Diego, CA 92130, (858) 256-4429, 
ben_rudin@hotmail.com. 
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RESOLUTION 04-04-2026 
 
TEXT OF RESOLUTION 
 
RESOLVED that the Conference of California Bar Associations recommends that legislation be 
sponsored to add Government Code section 69957.5 as follows:    
 
§69957.5.  1 
(a) Notwithstanding Section 69957, if a court is unable, after due diligence, to hire or retain 2 
sufficient official reporters or official reporters pro tempore to provide verbatim records to civil 3 
litigants who cannot afford to retain a private court reporter and have requested a verbatim 4 
record of the civil proceedings, the court may, subject to the requirements of this section, use 5 
electronic recording to make a record of those civil proceedings. A transcript derived from such 6 
an electronic recording may be utilized whenever a transcript of court proceedings is required. 7 
Transcripts derived from electronic recordings shall include a designation of “inaudible” or 8 
“unintelligible” for those portions of the recording that contain no audible sound or are not 9 
discernible. 10 
(b) Notwithstanding this section, electronic recording shall not be used to make the record in 11 
juvenile dependency proceedings, juvenile delinquency proceedings, proceedings under the 12 
Sexually Violent Predator Act (Article 4 (commencing with Section 6600) of Chapter 2 of Part 2 13 
of Division 6 of the Welfare and Institutions Code), or other civil commitment proceedings. 14 
Electronic recording shall not be used in criminal proceedings, except as permitted by Section 15 
69957 for misdemeanor and infraction proceedings. This section does not apply to the use of 16 
electronic recording in limited civil proceedings as permitted by Section 69957. 17 
(c) Electronic recording may be utilized in the circumstances authorized by this section only if 18 
the judicial officer presiding over the civil proceeding finds that all of the following requirements 19 
are satisfied: 20 
(1) The litigant has requested a verbatim record of the proceeding. 21 
(2) The litigant cannot afford to retain a private court reporter to make a verbatim record of the 22 
proceeding. 23 
(3) No official reporter or official reporter pro tempore hired or retained by the court is available 24 
to make a verbatim record of the proceeding. 25 
(4) No other party to the proceeding has retained a private court reporter to serve as an official 26 
reporter pro tempore for the proceeding. 27 
(d) If a court lacks sufficient official reporters or official reporters pro tempore to provide 28 
verbatim records to civil litigants who cannot afford to retain private court reporters and have 29 
requested a verbatim record of the civil proceedings, all of the following requirements shall 30 
apply: 31 
(1) The court shall provide public notice that the court is accepting applications from certified 32 
shorthand reporters for positions as official court reporters. The court shall provide such notice to 33 
major court reporter job boards and to court reporting schools in California. The court shall 34 
maintain records of its outreach and recruitment activities. 35 
(2) The court shall offer employment to all qualified certified shorthand reporters who apply for 36 
official reporter positions unless the court has a reasonable basis for rejecting the applicant. In 37 
the event of a dispute, the court shall have the burden of showing that the court had a reasonable 38 
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basis for rejecting the applicant. The court shall maintain records of applications received, 39 
interviews conducted, and reasons for hiring decisions. 40 
(3) The court shall not adopt any unreasonable barriers to applications or to hiring applicants. In 41 
the event of a dispute, the court shall have the burden of showing that its requirements are 42 
reasonable. 43 
(4) In addition to hiring official reporters, the court shall make all reasonable efforts, consistent 44 
with the court’s budget, to retain official reporters pro tempore to supplement the work of official 45 
reporters. In the event of a dispute, the court shall have the burden of showing that its efforts 46 
were reasonable. 47 
(5) The court shall have a reasonable protocol for determining whether official reporters pro 48 
tempore assigned to other departments in the same courthouse are available to report civil 49 
proceedings. 50 
(6) The court shall maintain records identifying dates, departments, and civil proceedings for 51 
which electronic recording was used in the circumstances authorized by this section. 52 
(7) (A) If the official reporters in the court are represented by a recognized employee 53 
organization, the court shall, upon request of the employee organization, meet and confer with 54 
the employee organization about the court’s efforts to recruit official court reporters and provide 55 
the employee organization with the records that the court is required by this section to maintain. 56 
The court shall redact personal information that is necessary to protect confidentiality. 57 
(B) If the official reporters are not represented by a recognized employee organization, the court 58 
shall, upon the request of any official reporter employed by the court, provide the official 59 
reporter with the records that the court is required by this section to maintain. The court shall 60 
redact personal information that is necessary to protect confidentiality. 61 
(8) (A) If the official reporters in the court are represented by a recognized employee 62 
organization, the employee organization may file a grievance with the court if the employee 63 
organization contends that the court has violated this subdivision. Unless the parties to the 64 
dispute agree upon other procedures after the dispute arises, or other procedures are provided in a 65 
memorandum of understanding or agreement with a recognized employee organization, 66 
unresolved disputes between the recognized employee organization and the court concerning a 67 
violation of this subdivision shall be submitted for binding arbitration to the California State 68 
Mediation and Conciliation Service. 69 
(B) The grievance and arbitration process set forth in this paragraph shall be the exclusive means 70 
of resolving disputes about compliance with this subdivision. 71 
(e) Paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of subdivision (d) does not apply to a court that lacks sufficient 72 
work for an additional full-time official reporter. 73 
(f) For purposes of this section, a court shall find that a litigant who has requested a verbatim 74 
record of a proceeding cannot afford to retain a private court reporter if any of the following 75 
requirements is satisfied: 76 
(1) The litigant has been granted a waiver of court fees for the proceeding. 77 
(2) The litigant is represented in the proceeding without charge by a nonprofit legal aid 78 
organization. 79 
(3) The litigant establishes to the satisfaction of the judicial officer that the litigant lacks the 80 
financial ability to retain a private court reporter for the proceeding. 81 
(g) (1) The Judicial Council shall develop and approve official forms for use in trial courts 82 
consistent with the provisions of subdivisions (a), (b), (c), and (f). 83 



 

 Page 3 of 4 
 

(2) Each trial court shall report to the Judicial Council on a quarterly basis the number of 84 
applications received by the court from certified shorthand reporters for positions as official 85 
reporters pro tempore, the number of applicants who were offered employment, and the number 86 
of applicants who accepted employment. The Judicial Council shall make this information 87 
available to the public on its internet website. 88 
(h) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2028, and as of that date is repealed.89 
 

(Proposed new language underlined; language to be deleted stricken) 
 
PROPONENT 
San Diego County Bar Association 
 
STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The Problem (including Existing Law): Certified shorthand court reporters (“CSRs”) are retiring 
and/or simply changing vocations resulting in a chronic shortage so that cost of having a CSR at 
a deposition or for a court hearing is prohibitively expensive, if any are even available at all. This 
leaves vast numbers of litigants left without a verbatim transcript, or even any verbatim record of 
what occurred in hearings that may have a profound impact on their rights and lives.   
Some of the efforts the Contra Costa County Superior Court (“CCSC”), for example, has 
undertaken to encourage applications and retention include paying bonuses and salary increases 
for CSRs, and attending job fairs, advertising in CSR-related media and on billboards, providing 
finder’s fees, hiring bonuses, tuition reimbursement, and flex-time accrual bank, and creating an 
internship program.  Yet none of these efforts have resulted in any significant improvement in 
the CSR shortage.  Between January 1, 2023, and August 31, 2025, the Contra Costa County 
Superior Court held approximately 93,370 hearings without a CSR in its Civil, Family and 
Probate departments.  (Source: CCSC First Amended General Order re: Use of Electronic 
Recording Equipment, dated 10/6/2025.)  Other courts are experienced similar difficulties in 
finding CSRs.  Similar examples of chronic CSR shortages with exorbitant fees and charges have 
been reported in other counties, as well. 
 
The Solution:  This resolution adds Government Code section 69957.5  to authorize a court to 
issue an order authorizing the use of electronic recording, instead of a CSR, to create a verbatim 
transcript and under specific circumstances.  Additionally, the court must continue hiring and 
promoting human CSRs.    
 
IMPACT STATEMENT 
This resolution may require additional statutory changes. Presently, this issue is before the 
California Supreme Court, Family Violence Appellant Project v. Superior Court, Case No. 
S288176.  The Court issued an order to show cause why the relief sought in the petition should 
not be granted.  This case presents the following issue: Does the prohibition on electronic 
recording of certain proceedings in Government Code section 69957, subdivision (a) violate the 
California Constitution when an official court reporter is unavailable and a litigant cannot afford 
to pay a private court reporter?  The purpose of this CCBA resolution is to raise awareness of the 
issue, and to ensure that CCBA supports whatever legislation might be required after the 
Supreme Court’s ruling.   
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CURRENT OR PRIOR RELATED LEGISLATION 
Previously, SB662, introduced in 2023, would have expanded the use of electronic recording to 
proceedings when no court reporter was available, but this bill did not advance.  Presently, 
AB882 has been introduced by Assemblymember Papan, which is essentially copied above.  
Other bills have also been introduced, but those are not presently known to this author.    
 
AUTHOR AND/OR PERMANENT CONTACT 
Edward M. Teyssier, 3200 Highland Avenue, Suite #300, National City, CA  91950, email: 
edwardtlp@sbcglobal.net, cell:  619-274-6432.  
 
RESPONSIBLE FLOOR DELEGATE 
Edward M. Teyssier, 3200 Highland Avenue, Suite #300, National City, CA  91950, email: 
edwardtlp@sbcglobal.net, cell:  619-274-6432.  
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RESOLUTION 04-05-2026 
 
TEXT OF RESOLUTION 
 
RESOLVED that the Conference of California Bar Associations recommends that legislation be 
sponsored to amend Elections Code sections 100 and 9020 as follows:    
 
§100.  1 
(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, whenever an initiative, referendum, recall, 2 
nominating petition or paper, or any other petition or paper is required to be signed by voters of a 3 
county, city, school district, or special district subject to petitioning, only a person who is an 4 
eligible registered voter at the time of signing the petition or paper is entitled to sign the petition 5 
or paper. A person who submits their affidavit of registration pursuant to subdivision (d) of 6 
Section 2102 is not eligible to sign a petition or paper unless at the time of the signing of the 7 
petition or paper that person is 18 years of age. 8 
(b) A signer shall at the time of signing the petition or paper personally affix their signature, 9 
signature and printed name, and confirm that their place of residence,  residence is correctly 10 
affixed thereon,   including the street and number of the place of residence, and if no street or 11 
number for the place of residence exists, then a designation of the place of residence that will 12 
enable the location to be readily ascertained. An incomplete or inaccurate apartment or unit 13 
number in the signer’s residence address shall not invalidate their signature pursuant to Section 14 
105. A space at least one inch wide shall be left blank after each name for the use of the elections 15 
official in verifying the petition or paper. 16 
(c) The part of a petition for the signatures, printed names, and residence addresses of the voters 17 
and for the blank spaces for verification purposes shall be numbered consecutively commencing 18 
with the number one and continuing through the number of signature spaces allotted to each 19 
section. The petition format shall be substantially in the following form: 20 
  21 
Official 22 
Use 23 
Only 24 
 25 
(Print Name) 26 
 27 
 1. 28 
(Signature) 29 
 30 
  31 
 32 
(Residence Address 33 
ONLY) 34 
  35 
(City) 36 
 37 
  38 
 39 
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(Print Name) 40 
 41 
 2. 42 
(Signature) 43 
 44 
  45 
 46 
(Residence Address 47 
ONLY) 48 
  49 
(City) 50 
 51 
  52 
(d) A county elections official who verifies signatures on an initiative, referendum, recall, 53 
nominating petition or paper, or any other petition or paper that is required to be signed by voters 54 
of a county, city, school district, or special district subject to petitioning may establish and 55 
require the use of a standardized petition form for distribution within and submission to the 56 
county.  57 
 58 
 §9020  59 
(a) The petition sections shall be designed so that each signer shall personally affix all of the 60 
following: 61 
(1) The signer’s signature. 62 
(2) The signer’s printed name. 63 
(3) The signer’s residence address, giving street and number, or if no street or number exists, 64 
adequate designation of residence so that the location may be readily ascertained. An incomplete 65 
or inaccurate apartment or unit number in the signer’s residence address shall not invalidate their 66 
signature pursuant to Section 105. 67 
(4) The name of the signer’s incorporated city or unincorporated community. 68 
(a) The petition sections shall be designed so that: 69 
    (1) Each signer shall personally affix the signer’s name and signature 70 
    (2) Then, by signing, the signature confirms the signer’s residence address, giving street and 71 
number, or if no street number exists, adequate designation of residence so that the location may 72 
be readily ascertained.  The address shall include the name of the signer’s incorporated city or 73 
unincorporated community.  An incomplete or inadequate apartment or unit number in the 74 
signer’s residence address shall not invalidate their signature pursuant to Section 105.  75 
    (3) (5) If the petition does not include the disclosure statement described by subdivision (b) of 76 
Section 107, the following text on a separate horizontal line below the signer’s printed name and 77 
above the signer’s signature: “DO NOT SIGN UNLESS you have seen Official Top Funders 78 
sheet and its month is still valid.” The text “DO NOT SIGN UNLESS” shall be in all capitals 79 
and in boldface. The other text shall be capitalized as shown and shall not be in boldface. 80 
(b) Only a person who is a qualified registered voter at the time of signing the petition is entitled 81 
to sign it. 82 
(c) The number of signatures attached to each section shall be at the pleasure of the person 83 
soliciting the signatures. 84 
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(Proposed new language underlined; language to be deleted stricken) 
 
PROPONENTS 
Edward M. Teyssier, Lisa Hurd Chang, Tara Shaw, Matthew Norris, Catherine L. Rucker, Sean 
M. Gaffney, Ernest Rey Calhoon, Ben Rudin, Ricky Shah, Cynthia L. Eldred, Mark Alan Hart, 
Olga Dombrovskaya, Ted Holmquist 
 
STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The Problem (including Existing Law): The requirement that a voter “personally affix” his or her 
address is being interpreted by some Registrars of Voters to invalidate petitions that are 
otherwise validly signed by the voter, but  have the signer’s address filled in by others, such as 
the signer’s spouse or the petition circulator. This violates both First Amendment and Equal 
Protection.   
 Equal Protection is violated because this requirement is not uniformly enforced 
throughout the state.  Voters in, say, San Bernadino County have a much easier time getting their 
signatures validated then, say, San Diego County.  Also, validating the handwriting of the 
signer’s address is highly subjective and because the voter’s registration card does necessarily 
have his/her personally affixed address, the Registrar has no exemplar to objectively  determine 
who wrote the address on the petition.  
 First Amendment rights are violated because invalidating otherwise valid petition 
signatures from validly registered voters on a technically burdens the rights of free speech and 
petitioning.  These burdens are unconstitutional when, as here, the burden does not advance any 
valid state interest and there is no rational basis for the burden.  On the contrary, since the 
address is only used for information, the state’s interests of validating the signature and ensuring 
the voter’s current address is correct as registered is actually enhanced when  that address is 
affixed by someone else who might have more legible handwriting.   
 
The Solution:  This resolution amends Elections Code sections 100 & 9020 so that the signer of 
the petition or paper is only required to confirm the correctness of the address, so that the 
Registrar of Voter no longer may subjectively interpret the penmanship of the address or have 
any discretion to reject, or not,  otherwise validly signed petitions.    

Elections code section 100’s requirement for “personally affix” residence address  was 
derived from the former Election Code section 41, about circa 1994.  It has remained largely 
unchanged since that time.  Code sections added since that time, such as Elections Code sections 
8041, and 8400, et seq., do not require “personally affixed” addresses.  Section 8041 already 
only requires, that the signer is attesting: “My residence is correctly set forth after my signature 
hereto.”  Sections 8400, et seq, the nomination  petitions for independent candidates, already do 
not  require that the signer also “personally affix” his/her address (See, Election Code §§ 8400, et 
seq.   Hence, there are internal inconsistencies in the Elections Code that this proposed 
legislation would also resolve.  By this Resolution,  that the address only have correct 
information, and not necessarily in the same hand as the signature on the petition, would then be 
a requirement that is consistent throughout the Elections Code, and in every county throughout 
the state.    
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IMPACT STATEMENT 
This resolution does not require additional statutory changes.   However, there would be changes 
required by the Secretary of State to bring her internal rules and guidelines in accord with the 
statutes.  Also, it would also resolve certain internal inconsistencies in the Elections Code (see 
below).      
 
CURRENT OR PRIOR RELATED LEGISLATION 
None 
 
AUTHOR AND/OR PERMANENT CONTACT  
Edward M. Teyssier, 3200 Highland Avenue, Suite #300, National City, CA  91950, email: 
edwardtlp@sbcglobal.net, cell:  619-274-6432.  
 
RESPONSIBLE FLOOR DELEGATE 
Edward M Teyssier,  3200 Highland Avenue, Suite #300, National City, CA  91950, email: 
edwardtlp@sbcglobal.net, cell:  619-274-6432.  
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