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The County of Sacramento respectfully submits comments on the draft proposed decision, issued
May 19, 2014, on the Top Two Candidates Open Primary Act (Top Two) test claim. The Claimant’s
response clearly shows state mandated activities resulting from the cited statutes and executive orders.

The staff’s draft proposed decision discusses many court cases that purport to relate to the Top Two test

claim. The report contends that GC 17556 (f) applies to this entire test claim

because the Proposition

was voter approved and therefore is not part of the mandate process. Claimant believes otherwise. SCA
4 / Proposition 14 contained very clear ballot measure language. This very clear language was altered
and in some cases even superseded by legislative statutes and executive orders that were not necessary

to implement or incidental to SCA 4 / Proposition 14.

The report further goes on to explain that because the State is the responsible

party, the Counties have

no new or higher level of service. This is factually incorrect. The State is the State Election Official,
but has no ability to conduct an election; issue, process or validate candidate nomination paperwork;
prepare official ballots; present voter specific sample ballot pamphlets; or even process affidavits of
registration. These are all activities handled by Counties. As such, the Top Two test claim is very
much a mandate to Counties who bear the burden of the activities identified in the test claim.

Staff provided a chart of their issues and their reasons for denial. Below is the Claimants response to

each item in the chart.

We proudly conduct elections with accuracy, integrity and dignity
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Staff Subject Staff Description Claimant Response
Statutes 2009, SCA 4 put before the voters a SCA 4/ Proposition 14 provided very clear
chapter 2 (SCA4)/ | proposed amendment to article | language for a Top Two Candidates Open
Proposition 4 II of the California Constitution, | Primary Act. In fact, SCA 4/ Proposition 14 was
[sic] providing for a top-two an attempt to turn away from party driven

candidates open primary for all
congressional and state elected
offices. SCA 4 was approved
by the voters as Proposition 14
on June 8, 2010

elections and addressed party registration,
candidate disclosure, primary elections, freedom
of political parties and presidential primaries.
SCA 4 / Proposition 14 does not impose the
mandate. It is SB 6 and AB 1413 together that
defined a complex and party-centric
implementation of the Top Two Candidates Open
Primary Act which exceeded the plain language
and in some instances changed the intention of
SCA 4/ Proposition 14 that has produced the
mandate.

This legislation set out new or higher levels of
service than previously provided for in code,
without regard to efficiencies, effectiveness, or
cost burdens to the local election offices. These
new and higher levels of services are not
necessary to implement nor are they incidental to
SCA 4/ Proposition 14.

The costs resulting from these new and higher
levels of service are not de minimus.

Elections Code
section 13, 300.5,
325, 332.5,334,
337, 359.5, as
added or amended
by Statutes 2009,
chapter 1 (SB6).

Section 13, as amended, states
that no person shall be
considered a legally qualified
candidate in a general election
unless that person has filed a
declaration of candidacy or
statement of write-in candidacy,
or has been nominated at a
primary election, or has been
selected to fill a vacancy on the
general election ballot, or has
been selected as an independent
candidate. Sections 300.5, 325,
332.5, 334, 337 and 359.5
define the terms *“affiliated with
a political party,” “independent
status,” “nominate,”
“nonpartisan office,” “partisan
office” or “party nominated

While SCA 4 / Proposition 14 set forth party-
nominated and voter-nominated offices, SB 6 and
AB 1413 went beyond what was necessary to
implement the change in SCA 4 / Proposition
14’s very plain language.

Nothing in SCA 4 / Proposition 14 addresses the
elimination of write-in candidates in the General
election. Election Code Section 13 previously
allowed write-in candidates for any election.
With the enactment of SB 6 and AB 1413, write-
in candidacy for voter-nominated offices were
limited to primary elections only, eliminating this
opportunity for write-in candidates in voter-
nominated contests in the general election.

300.5 - affiliated with a political party, as applies
to a candidate, is contrary to how SCA 4/
Proposition 14 defined the word which clearly
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office,” and “voter-nominated
office.”

states ‘all candidates shall have the choice to
declare a party preference’ without any
association to their affidavit of registration.

359.5 - defines voter nominated, and its offices.
The Counties must put all these in the various
documents, manuals, media, publications, etc; on-
going and extensive training for poll workers,
voters, candidates; Implementation/
training/information is a burden placed on the
County election official when it is better located
at the State level as these are all State level or
higher offices. As such, transferring the training
and information duties to the County is a
practical mandate.

Elections Code
section 13230, as
amended by
Statutes 2009,
chapter 1 (SB6)

Section 13230 was amended to
provide that if the county
elections official determines
that the number of candidates
and measures that must be
printed will result in a ballot
that is too large to be
conveniently handled, and
decides to separate the
nonpartisan and partisan
portions of the ballot, the voter
instructions described under
section 13206 pertaining to
voter-nominated and
nonpartisan offices may be
omitted from the partisan
ballots.

The intent of the legislature in putting forth the
elections code is to ensure equal access to voting;
giving voters a ballot ‘larger than may be
conveniently handled’ disenfranchises voters and
candidates to the extent that down-ballot contests
are avoided.

Previous code allowed all nonpartisan contests to
be on one ballot card and all other contests (at
that time, partisan races) to be on another card;
SB6 changed this to require voter-nominated
contests stay with nonpartisan races on one ballot
card, thereby continuing the problem of ballots
being ‘larger than can be conveniently handled’.

Presenting the party-nominated contests on a
separate ballot card appears to meet the intent of
the legislature under the existing law, but in
reality continues the voter disenfranchisement.
By simply removing the party-nominated contests
(president and central committee) the ballot is
still ‘larger than can be conveniently handled’.
The voter-nominated contests are now placed
with the nonpartisan contests and result in ballots
that continue to be ‘larger than can be
conveniently handled’.

Elections Code
section 8002.5, as
amended by
Statutes 2012,
chapter 3
(SB1413) [sic].

Section 8002.5, as amended,
provides that a candidate for a
voter-nominated office shall
either indicate a party
preference, or indicate no party
preference, “which shall be
consistent with what appears on

SCA 4 / Proposition 14 Second subdivision
paragraph (d) states ‘At the time they file to run
for public office, all candidates shall have the
choice to declare a party preference. The
preference chosen shall accompany the
candidate’s name on both the primary and general
election ballots. The names of candidates who
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the candidate’s most recent choose not to declare a party preference shall be
affidavit of registration.” accompanied by the designation “No Party
Preference” on both the primary and general
election ballots.” The legislature, by
implementing AB 1413, changed the intention of
SCA 4/ Proposition 14 from a candidate’s
political party preference to a candidate’s
political party registration. The change is
significant as it voids the candidates ‘choice’ to
declare their party preference and requires the
candidate to use only the political party with
which they are registered at the time they file for
office. This legislation is not necessary to
implement nor incidental to SCA 4 / Proposition
14.

This task does impose additional activities and
tasks on County election officials. Candidates
file at the County election office, and it is the
County election official that is responsible for
interacting with the candidates, requesting the
newly required information, and ensuring filing
paperwork is completed as required by this new
law. The cost is not de minimus.

Elections Code Section 8040, as amended, SCA 4/ Proposition 14 does not include any
section 8040, as omits from the Declaration of requirement for candidates to disclose their prior
amended by Candidacy filed by each 10 years voter registration history. This
Statutes 2012, candidate the initial declaration | requirement is clearly a mandate put forth by the
chapter 3 of party affiliation, and also legislature in AB 1413,

(SB1413) [sic]. requires that candidates for
voter-nominated offices certify | This requirement does impose additional

their voter registration history activities and tasks on County election officials as
and their disclosed party the new form requires information not previously
preference. mandated. Candidates file at the County election
office, and it is the County election official that is
responsible for interacting with the candidates,
requesting the newly required information, and
ensuring filing paperwork is completed as
required by this new law. Should the County not
gather this information, the candidate will not be
qualified to run for office; the burden is on the
County to accept and timely file candidate’s
paperwork.

This information and related activity is not
necessary to implement nor incidental to SCA 4/
Proposition 14; new and higher level of services
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required in AB 1413 are not de minimus.

Elections Code
8062, as amended
by Statutes 2012,
chapter 3 (SB
1413) [sic].

Section 8062, as amended,
changes the word “less than,” as
it pertains to the number of
signatures needed to nominate a
person for a primary election, to
“fewer than,” and adds the word
“State” before “Board of
Equalization.”

The amendment put forth by Claimant references
Section 8106 in place of Section 8062. SCA 4/
Proposition 14 does not include any language
relative to candidate petition-in-lieu filing. AB
1413 changed the number of signatures required
from minor party candidates from 150 to 1,500
for Assembly, 3,000 for State Senate or
Congress, and 10,000 for statewide offices. This
significantly increases the amount of work
County election officials must do to validate
these minor party candidate filings.

This language is not required in the plain
language of SCA 4 / Proposition 14. The costs to
perform this mandate are not de minimus.

Reorganization of
the ballot pursuant
to Elections Code
sections 13102 and
13110, as amended
by Stats. 2009,
ch.1 (SB6).

The test claim statutes require
counties to provide the names
of candidates for voter-
nominated offices on the ballots
of all voters, but to provide the
names of presidential and party
committee candidates only on
the ballots of partisan voters.

SCA 4/ Proposition 14 Third subdivision, section
(c) states ‘“The Legislature shall provide for
primary partisan election for partisan-offices
presidential candidates, and political party and
party central committees, including an open
presidential primary...” This language is plain
and clear in its directive that presidential primary
elections be open. As such, there is no need to
prepare a partisan ballot in any primary election.

The Legislature, in passing SB6, implemented
partisan ballot rules that exceeded the plain
language of SCA 4 / Proposition 14. The partisan
ballot rules found in the codes changed by SB6
set out specific rules for political party ballots in
primary elections, rules that were not
contemplated in the SCA 4 / Proposition 14. This
is not needed to implement, nor incidental to
SCA 4 / Proposition 14.

Addition of party
preference
designation and
use of three lines
for each
candidate’s entry,
pursuant to
Elections Code
section 13105, as
amended by
Statutes 2009,
chapter 1 (SB6),
Statutes 2012,

Section 13105 requires counties
to include each candidate’s
party preference designation in
both the primary and the
general election ballots, using
the party preference designation
phrases, as specified in the
amended code section and in
CC/ROV #11125 and CC/ROV
#12059. CC/ROV #11005
applies this requirement to
special primary elections
containing voter-nominated

The wording ‘party preference’ is not required
ballot wording in SCA 4 / Proposition 14 and is
not necessary to implement the plain language
requirements of SCA 4 / Proposition 14. The
‘party preference’ requirement was promulgated
in SB 6 and AB 1413, as well as the CCROV’s
noted in this filing.

For counties that are required to provide materials
in alternate languages, this ‘party preference’
wording after each voter-nominated candidate
makes the official ballot longer by one line for
each candidate on the ballot, in some cases
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chapter 3 (AB

offices, and CC/ROV #11005,

several inches longer.

1413); CC/ROV and the later orders, require the

#11005; CC/ROV | use of three consecutive lines The ballot is the most costly part of any election

#11125; for each candidate’s name, and the legislation and CCROVs could have

CC/ROV#12059. | party preference designation, directed the counties to provide a definition of the

and ballot designation. party preference in the sample ballot pamphlet at

a much reduced, and even de minimus, cost.
They did not. Adding the words ‘party
preference’ after each voter-nominated candidate
on the ballot results in longer ballots cards and
even additional ballot cards. The resulting costs
are not de minimus.

Receipt and Section 13302 requires counties | SCA 4/ Proposition 14 does not provide for, nor

printing of party to receive and print in the voter | in any manner of interpretation, require counties

endorsements information section of the to provide, at the counties’ costs, sample ballot

pursuant to sample ballot a list of pamphlet endorsement pages for the California’s

Elections Code endorsements, if timely qualified political parties.

section 13302, as | received, from a qualified

amended by Stats. | political party. CC/ROV SCA 4/ Proposition 14 clearly states that

2009, ch. 1 (SB 6);
Stats. 2012, ch. 3
(AB 1413);
CC/ROV #11005.

#11005 applies this section also
to special elections, with
“shortened time frame[s].”

‘Political Parties may establish such procedures
as they see fit to endorse or support candidates or
otherwise participate in all elections,...” Nothing
in this wording requires the county to receive and
print a list of party endorsements at the County’s
cost in order to implement SCA 4 / Proposition
14. Nor would such page be incidental to SCA 4
/ Proposition 14.

Costs to comply with the mandate language in
both SB6 and AB 1413 exceed $1,000 which
meets the threshold for mandate claiming and
therefore are not de minimus.

Additional
instructions in the
ballot, and posters
furnished to
precincts and
posted
conspicuously at
polling places,
pursuant to
sections 13206,
13206.5, 9083.5,
and 14105.1, as
added or amended
by Statutes 2009,
chapter 1 (SB 6)
and Statutes 2012,

Sections 13206 and 13206.5
provide for additional
instructions to be added to the
ballots for primary and general
elections, including special
instructions for a presidential
election cycle. Sections 9083.5
and 14105.1 provide for posters
to be furnished to precincts and
posted at polling places
explaining the changes to
primary elections.
CC/ROV#11005 provides for
the text specified in section
9083.5 to be provided in the
ballot for special elections,

SCA 4 / Proposition 14 does not provide for any
type of additional instructions or ballot text in the
absence of voter information guides. Further,
additional instructions or ballot text is not
required to implement nor incidental to SCA 4 /
Proposition 14. This is burdensome to the
counties in that it requires significant time to
produce, translate, prepare, and distribute these
instructional materials.

Government Code 17556 (f) does not apply here
as these activities are not expressly included in
the ballot measure and are not necessary to
implement SCA 4 / Proposition 14. This ballot
text and additional instructions only appear in the
legislation and executive orders cited in this




Claimant’s Comments on Draft Proposed Decision
Top Two Candidates Open Primary Act (12-TC-02)
Page 7

chapter 3 (AB because there would be no voter | letter.
1413); CC/ROV information guide. CC/ROV
#11005; CC/ROV | #11126 provides for omitting Even should the Commission find they are
#11126; the language in section necessary, these methods are not the least
CC/ROV#12059. | 13206(b) pertaining to burdensome method for providing the
nonpartisan offices for the June | information to the voters.

2012 primary election. And
CC/ROV #12059 restates and The costs related to these activities are not de
explains the minor technical minimus for the Claimant, exceeding the $1000
amendments made to section threshold required for mandate claiming.
13206, 13206.5, 9083.5, and
14105.1 by Statutes 2012,
chapter 3 (AB 1413).

The Claimant respectfully requests the Commission find that the activities and costs pled in the test
claim and amended test claim are not due to language contained in, incidental to or required to
implement SCA 4 / Proposition 14. Further, Claimant requests the Commission find the test claim
statutes and executive orders cited in the test claim and amended test claim do impose new mandated
activities and results in costs mandated by the State, resulting in a reimbursable state-mandated program
within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution.

Pursuant to section 1181.2, subdivision (c)(1)(E) of the California Code of Regulations, “documents
that are e-filed with the Commission need not be otherwise served on persons that have provided an e-
mail address for the mailing list.”

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to contact me at (916) 875 6255.
Sincerely,

Alice Jarbg;% Claimant Representative

Assistant Registrar of Voters
Sacramento County

cc: Julie Valverde, Sacramento County Director of Finance




DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL

I, the undersigned, declare as follows:

I am a resident of the County of Solano and | am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the
within action. My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento,
California 95814.

On July 14, 2014, | served the:

Claimant Comments

Top Two Candidates Open Primary Act, 12-TC-02

Statutes 2009, Chapter 2 (SCA 4); Statutes 2009, Chapter 1 (SB 6); Statutes 2012,
Chapter 3 (AB 1413)

Secretary of State’s CC/ROV Memorandums #11005, #11125, #11126, and #12059
County of Sacramento, Claimant

by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on July 14, 2014 at Sacramento,

California. &= It
N

Heidi J. Palchik

Commission on State Mandates
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 323-3562
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Mailing List
Last Updated: 7/1/14
Claim Number: 12-TC-02
Matter: Top Two Candidates Open Primary Act

Claimant: County of Sacramento

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concemning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.3.)

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office

Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522

SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350

harmeet@calsdrc.com

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254

Ibaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Allan Burdick,

7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608

allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America

895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814

http://csm.ca.govicsmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 1/5
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Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byme@dof.ca.gov

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706

gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.

705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901

achinncrs@aol.com

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-4320

mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Donna Ferebee, Department of Finance

915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
donna.ferebee@dof.ca.gov

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance

915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 442-7887

dorothyh@csda.net

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee

California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103

Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Alice Jarboe, County of Sacramento

Claimant Representative

Countywide Services Agency, 7000 65th Street, Suite A, Sacramento, CA 95823
Phone: (916) 875-6255

Jarboe A @saccounty.net

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles

Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564

ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates

http://csm.ca.govicsmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php
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980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC

2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
flunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891

jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Anita Kerezsi, AK & Company

3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)

1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941

Phone: (916) 327-7500

jhurst@counties.org

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)

Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256

JLal@sco.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)

915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274

kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach

100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS

17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)

1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 327-7500

gneill@counties.org

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939

http://csm.ca.govicsmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php
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andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 319-8315

marianne.O'malley @lao.ca.gov

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates

P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093

kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino

Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018

Phone: (909) 386-8854

jaiprasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS

625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919

krios@sco.ca.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance

15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274

lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550

2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970

dscribner@max8550.com

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816

Phone: (916) 323-5849

jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254

DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811

http://csm.ca.govicsmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 4/5
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Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach

100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office

925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328

brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244

dwa-david@surewest.net

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles

Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-9653

hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov
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