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City Clerk Reimche presented the following letter which had 
been received fran Congresmml Don Fdvards regarding early 
ele<~t ion day project ions: 

"As you ~H. uarly election~ay projections have cc~ to 
play a Pigni ficant role in discouruging- participation in our 
electoral process, particularly in Cniifomia. In 1980, we 
witn~ssed n three percent decline in turnout, about 400,000 
California voters, and watched citizena actually leave the 
polls because of the project -.ons by broadcasters. 

I feel that it hi in the national interest for the 
broadcasters to act responsibly by voh.mtari ly refraining 
fran early election projections, but ~pparently, thP. 
networks don't perceive they are interfering with citizens' 
constitutional rights. 

Clearly, there is a growing concern in the West about the 
effect of early election projectiom;. According to several 
polls, 71% of We·stem voter·s believe that broadcasters 
should not have ~meed their project ions lDlt i 1 all the 
polls had closed and 64% favor prohlbi t ing early projections 
entirely. 

Because I fi nnly bell eve that a person's vote l s a preci0US 
right and that everyone's vote (!OlDlts and because the 

broadcasters have refused to uct. responsibly, 1 mn 
introducing a Resolution in Congress this rronth cai ling upon 
the broadcasters to take vohmtary act ion. : have enclosed 
a copy for your infonmt ion. I encourage and welcane your 
support. 

If you have any qt.'Cst ions or noed further infvnnat ion, 
pleesedon't hesitate to call me (202) 225-3072, or Debbie 
~'&Farland and p,., Barry at (202) 226-2313. I look forward 
to receiving your cmrrents and working with you on this 
issue. 

Sincerely, 

s /Ibl Favards 
1\brber of Congress" 

l\lo fonml act ion •Nas t9.ken by thE> Col.Dlci 1 on this rmtter. 



DON IEDWAftDS 
...... ~.Ca&.-

~ongrt~' of tf)t «Hnittb &tate~.. . . I .
1 

-:· 
- . , •· .. I (.. ,, 

COMMITTI:IE ON 
~ ........ AnrAI-

Jlodt of Jltprt*ntatiur• 
l&uiJfngton, Ja.€.. 20515 

January 20, 1984 

Honorable Evelyn Olson 
Mayor 
221 W. Pine St. 
P.O. Box 320 
Lodi, California 95240 

Dear Mayor Olson: 
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As you know, early election-day projections have come 
to play a signifi.cant role in discouraging partlc:i:pation in 
our electoral process, particularly in California. In 1980, 
we witnessed a three percent decline in turnout, abaut 
400,000 California voters, and watched citizens actually 
leave the polls because of thi~ projections by broadcasters. 

I feel that it is in the national interest for the 
broadcasters to act responsibly by \'Oluntarily refraining 
from early election projections, but apparently, the 
networks don't perceive they are interfering with citizens' 
constitutional rights. 

Clearly, there is a growing concern in the Wt-ett about 
the effect of early election projections. According to 
several polls, 71t of Western vote~5 believe that 
broadcasters should not have announced their projections 
until all the: polls had close1 and 64% favor prohibiting 
early projections entirely. 

Bec~use I firmly believe that a person's vote is a 
precious right and that everyone's vote counts and because 
the broadcasters have refused to act responsibly, I am 
introducing a Resolution in Congress this month calling upon 
the broadcasters to take voluntary action. I have enclosed 
a copy for your information. I encourage and welcome your 
support. 

If you have any questions or need further information, 
please don't hesit~te to call me (202) 225-3072, or Debbie 
McFarland and Pam Barry at (202) 226-2313. I look forwarrl 
to receiving your comments and working with you on this 
issue. 

Don Edwlilrds 
Member of Congress 

DE/pab 
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

RESOLtrriON 

Calling upon the television and radio industry and other members 
of the news media to voluntarily refrain from projecting 
presidential election results or making predictions in 
presidential elections until all the polls throughout the 
United States have closed. 

Whereas in 1980, on :he west coast. electronic media made 

presidential election projections at J:JO post, meridian; 

Whereas the voter turnout in 1980 was the lowest since 1948; 

Whereas in 1980, l percent of registered voters in tne Western 

United Sta·tes reported tha·t they did not go t;o the polls 

because of ea.rly election projections by television and 

·radio; 

Whereas in 1980, countless eyewi tnc:sses reported individuals 

leaving polling places following announcements by 

broadcasters of a projected presidential winner; 

Whereas rcapidly developing technology and uchniques make it 

probable that projections will be made earlier in future 

elections; 

Wher:eas a deeline in vot;er: participation is an unacceptal:'le 

trend for a healthy, vibrant political environment; 

\.'hereas early election project:ions do not serve any significant 

societal purpose and are unnecessary and potentially 

daaaging to t.he political process and •Joter part1eipatiGr,; 

Whereas the right; of AIDel'icans to east informed and edueaud 

votes is the cornerstone of our tiemocl'acy and fr:eedctm of the 

pr-ess is intended to further that basic r:ight; and 

Whereas Congress has a cctmpelling interest and inhere:nt duty to 

protect the voting rightos of all Americans and to seek an 

increase in participation in the electoral process: Now, 

1 therefore, be it Resolved, That the House of Repl'esentatives 

2 c:alls upon the televisio~ and radio industry and other members 

3 O·f the news aedia to voluntarily refrai·n from projecting 

4 presidential election results or making predictions in 

5 pres_idential elections until all the polls throughout the United 

6 States have closed. 



~~MITTEE TO REFORM SPENDING ~CTICES 
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THE CALIFORNIA LEGIS LA TU"E-. 

(SHORT TITLE· OPERATION SLUSH!FUNb(·.·r:D 

January 26, 1984 

Tracy City Council 
Man t"lf.!a City Council 
Ripon City Council 
Lodi City Council 

Dear Councilmembers1 

This will supplement the request of San Joaquin County Ta.JCpa3ers' 
Association, Inc., 1n its letter of December 6, 198), a copy of which 1.s 
attactled. 

We appeal to the addressees to partl cipa te in the ever-widening 
resolution of "local govern:nents" to force a halt to the obscen1t;y targeted 
by this non-partisan, non-profit, state-wide, grass-roots, citizen's group. 

In addition to eight other local goverrunents, Operation Slush Fund 
ha.s btaen endorsed by the cities of Escalon and Stockton and the Board ~. 
Supervisors, San Joaquin County. 

We enclose a copy of the Stockton resolution, together with a copy of 
the Stoekton letter addressed Senator John Garamendi, et al. 

Additionally, we enclose an editorial, one of many, which we bellve 
reflects the views of taxpayers across Cal1fo~n1a. 

Your resolution of support will do much to cau:;e an early cessation 
to this practice which has contributed to the loss of cred1b111t)- of ou:r 
Legislature. 

Sincerely, 

Attachments a 

~'C) )f.._« 
RalpH D. Morrell, Chairman 
Operation Slush Fund 

San Joaquin County Taxpayers' Ass 'n. 1 tr. Doc. 6, 1984 
City of Stockton Resolution 
City of Stockton ..1 tr. - Sen. John Caramend1, et al. 
iW. torial, Jan. 22, 1984, Enterprise Record, Chico. 

CCI 
S3n Joaquin c.,unt.y Tax-payers' A-:.e'r.. !nc. 
w/coVY of attachments 

'"011r governmel\1 11 In• pol1f•.t. the r :.lntpr•u,nt leact~er. for gt>od or for 
ill 11 teac"-S I"- wnole ~"'"'- ;.,y eaampte. Cttm• rs contaQ•OYI. If the 
oo~mrnent becomn lhe la .. brUI\.1, II bte•da Contempt for Ia._. It 
tnvrtea ~y man to be,ome a law 11nlo himtelf. 11 ltwltn anarchy." 

-u s J~o~stice Brancs .. s ftiS&-1,.1) 
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~ ~ .' \ ·x·.~~XPA:~··g·Rs' 
L~_LJ ASS()CIATlON .. I~C. 

Dec~ mix·":" 6, 19Z-3 

EX£CtmVE COMMITTU 
J91J .... 

J~Sih~ 

Susan Hlrria , .... ,...... 
Robcn r.tcyw w .... ,...... 
Harry Sc:xt:m ,.t1r.,.._ 
&ton Bdu 
~~~-

DlREC"roltS 
l).)ua Co~ot<et 
J~ Cll'tob 
lKk CuLln 
To:n Knu 
Mon~ ~JcFaD 
Lucu~uni 
~kO,bolc 
Jtn1 Parkinson 
Paul ~C. Jr. 
F.ddie Simu 
David S•im 
Jcny wca 

San Joaquin Count}" Board 
Stockton City Council 
Tracy City Council 
Manteca City Council 
Ripon City Council 
Escalon City Council 
Lodi City Council 

of Supervisor~ 

Dear Sup~rvisors a~d Council~embPrsa 

The San Joaq.lin County Taxpayers Association is 
extremely concerne~ about the Legislative "Slush Fl.lnc!" 
vhich exists in the state of California. This slush 
fund, vhieh currently exceeds 120 million dallars 
annually, exists pursuant to Section 9130 of the 
Government Code. Tr..is fund is specifically exempted 
from the provisions of Section 925.6 of the Government 
Code, which provides for auditing. OUr le~~slature 
has set itself in an exalted position, exempt from the 
standard requirement of accountability for the pub1ic 
monies it spends. 

Attached you will find a copy of a Resolution that 
has been approved by a number of cl ties and counties in 
California. 

We request that you place this ma~ter on your 
agenda for consideration at the earliest convenient 
time. Please notify the San Joaquin County Taxpayers 
Association of the date and time. Also, please notify 
Mr. Ralph Morrell, Operation Slush Fund Chairman, 825 
Nevgate Way, Dixon, CA 95620, (916) 678-25·43, ot tne 
date and time. so that he may be present to fully advise 
you o~ this m'ltter of utmost imr;:>ortance to every tax­
payer and voter in this state. Thank you tor your time 
and for your consideration. 

JRD(!S/pg 

Incl 
Sa:nple rr-s~lution 

Sincerely, ~ 

~;v tf.A.t. ~ 
Joseph R. De Silva 
President 

. \. 
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January 18, 1984 

Se~ator John Garamendi 
State Capit0l 
Sacraoento, CA 95814 

OPERATION SLUSH FUND 

OfFICE 
OF THE CITY MANAGER 
STOCKTON, CA 9S202 

On January 16, 1984, the St~i::k ton City Counci 1 adopted Resolution 
~o. 40,329 supparting the c~ncept of Ralph Morrell's operation 
''Slush Fund" campaign. 

As directed by the Council, I am writing to urge yeur assistance 
in enacting legislation ~hich would repeal the provisions of the 
government code. that exempts these funds frem public scrutiny. 
We strongly support Mr. Horrell's proposal and urge your support 
as well. 

h. c1~YC~GEP. 
RC/LR:sr 

Enclosure 

cc: Hr. Ralph Horrell 
League of California Cities 
City Co\mcil 
City Attorney 
City Clerk 

I!e::!1eal letters sent Asse111blyman Nom 'olaters a.nd Asse111bl)'l!lan Pat Johnston. 
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STOCKTON CITY COUNCIL 
A[SOlUTIG~ SurrGATIHC Or[AATIOH "SlUSH FUND" ANO A[ST~tCTIONS 8N 
[XP[NOITUA(S OF TN[ S[NAT( ANO ASS(HilY Of TH[ STAT( OF CAliFO.NIA 

VH[Il[AS, the Covern•ent Code of the State of CaliforAia 

eaeaptl the legislative Conti~gency and rrlnting Fwndt fro~ the 

State Controller•• audit proce~t; and 

operations for the ''81•S:r Fiscal Year, an a111ount In eacess of 

)0 percent (]Ol) e~ove the prevlou1 year 411regardlng the taaperer 

legislative "Slush lund"; and 

of caa dollars which should be appll~d to public servl~et; and 

VH[Il(AS, the eapendlture of all other agencle1 •ithi~ 

State tovernaent are, according to Covern•ent Code, subject ro 

audit by the State Controller: and 

VHtliAS. accordlnt co law, the taa returns of all 

C~llfornlana are subject to audit by the Sta~e. 

NOV, TNU[IOA[, 1£ IT ll£SOt.Y[O thU t,he City Council of 

the City of Stockton supports the alas of "Operation Slush Fund" 

and urge our elected representative• to enact appropriate 

letlslation to repeal che provislont of Section '1)0 of the 

PASS£~. ArPilOY£0 and AOOPT£0 this 16th day of 

January ., .... 
ATTUT: 

IS/ Fr.ANCES HONG 
huCB HO•C 
City Clerk of the City of Stockton 

Ar••·--Couactl .. ~r Clayton. Coale, 
t;.,rt.er:, Oliva, P&rHnoon. Souu, 
e.Ad Hayqr -..~ ... 

---~ ,....,._ ... ,_.,.._, c .......... . 

IS/ RACl!DY ROM< 

lAwolll "lAw6i" low& 
Mayor of the City of Stoc~con 
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Defending the indefensible 
Most E·R readers are fa· 

miliar with the efforts of 
Dixon retired Navy war­
rant olficer activist Ralph 
~orreu·s effort to eltmJ.. 
nate what be calls lrrunoral 
and illegal legislative 
waste. 

Under the banner of Op­
eration Slush Fucd, a state­
wide noa-partisan, non· 
profit organization be 
fOUDded 5IOme two years 
ago, Morrell has ~n ~k­
ing ~peal of California 
6overnmeot Code Section 
91=-t lbat ccmms bow legis­
lative upease records are 
filed. 

While Sec. 12$.6 of the 
Government Code requires 
that claims subGUtted to 
the controller shall be au­
dited by him before any 
pa)'meGt is D'.::c!e, provi­
sions ol Sec. :mo, say that 
"contlnceat" funds are not 
subject to Sf'.C. 12S.J. 

On that absurclleplloop­
bole. made into Law by 
d~ittul Jecislators, reim­
bursement claims submit­
ted to tbe c:oattoller's office 
for payment from the con­
tincent (otherwbe known 
as sbasb) flmd are routinely 
paid aad in this manner, 1 

miWoas of taxpayer dollan 1 
ue belA& speat capri• 
ciously •Ia petty cash I 
vouncbers wtt.bout benefit 
ol the auditinc process that • 
aU other ezpeoditure of 
LupiJet doUan art re­
quired to .. tbroap. 

Last year $120 million 
reportedly were spent in 
support of the activaties of 
the ~gislature. The specif. 
ics of those expenditures, 
which is said to be up an 
incredible !OJ percent m 
only four years, included 
everything from jewelry to 
donuts to auto repair, are 
known but to those who 
freely spend the hard· 
earned taxpayer dollars so 
they can Uve like royalty in 
the kingdom of Sacra· 
mento. 

Contro~er Ken Cory has 
shied away from auditing 
the slush fund for obvious 
political reasons. He has 
begged off claiming Uut he 
can do so at his discretion 
and that be has no rtaS<ln 
to question the reimb!lrse­
ment expenditures 
pn:sented to him. 

So Morren took the mat­
ter to the Legislature, be­
lievlrsg there must be 
enOugh honest souls there 
agreeing that the practice 
is morally reprehensible. 
Although some admitted 
the slush fund was being 
abused, and some even 
tried to correct It through 
proposed legislation, the 
issue. and Morrell, was 
qukJdy and predictably ig· 
oored. 

Undaunted. Morrell, llith 
tbe Paradise Tcwn Council 
Jei'Ying as conduit, took his 
ease to the League of Cali· 
fomla Cities. 

The Paradise Town Coun­
dl adCI'pted a resolution 

,... . . ,r. 0 ... 1', , .. , .. ~:·; 

pointing out that Sec. 9130 
wording makes it lmpracti· 
cal f()t l:'launs, illegal or 
otherwise, to be rejected by 
the controller or scrutinized 
by the public, and con· 
demning non-d«umented 
legislative spending prnc· 
tict3. 

In turnmg thwnbs down 
on the effort to clean up 
lhi5 legislative abuse, the 
League used the flimsy ex· 
cuse that it was a legisla· 
Uve matter outside thetr 
bailiwick. 

Being tf1e persistent llUIA 
that he is .... and taxpayers 
of the state ought to be 
thankful for that - Morrell 
then CUed a lawsuit In Sac· 
ramento Super:or Court, 
seeking an injunction to 
order the Legislature to 
cease giving free food. 
fl'om the proverbial donut 
to gourmet meals. paid out 
of the contir.gent fund, 
while legislators are receiv· 
ing per diem payments 
which currently amount to 
$62 a day. 

The stat: Constitution 
prohibits perks, such as 
money for free food, except 
that wtdcb is established, 
such as hy per diem pay­
ments. 

In retJIIiaUon, the Legis­
lature hired a private Sac· 
ramento law finn to defend 
Morrell's charges ol spend­
Ing a buses, and •t this 
firm's requf!St tht court has 
ordered Morrell's com· 
plaint be relUed because it 
was "too vague." 

.. • ... ) 

This tured counsel. which 
ta.xpaytts are p.1yinc for, 
claims the compL1int didn't 
give a specific date when 
the spending abuses began. 
That would seem to be 
irrelevant to the max ol the 
issue at hand. NOMtbeless, 
the complaint will bot re­
f.it~<l with abuses ciated 
back to 1981. 

More and more cilhrns 
of late have perceived that 
lawmakers are arrocant 
big spenders who are more 
int:erested tn beinc re­
~lected than semnc the 
pubttc. This lat~st legal 
movt. by the Legislature 
merely confirms it. 

The public desenes an 
accounting, by nw.e. of 
any member of the Lecisla· 
ture or any coaunittt>t ol 
the Leglslature by wborn or 
for whom a purchase Is 
made uttllzing the famds.. 

And there should be pub­
lk lndignaUOR exprased to 
each legislator for retaJo. 
ing a privat« law firm to 
defend their unrepoctat sElf 
Indulgence at taxpayers' 
upense. 

It Is a shameful disgrace 
for the Legislatur.r to per­
p~tuate Jucb secretive 
spending procedures and 
th.en defend itself against 
allegations of these abuses 
that many lefisbt«s bave 
c:oalirmed bave occaued. 
And it Is doubly sbameful 
a.od discraciful to - tu­
pa~rs· money to defend 
the indefensible. 

I 
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