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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

Member participation and leadership have been on 
the minds of the LWVLA Board of Directors. Our 
League takes its direction from the members, but 
Board members and portfolio chairs cannot fulfill the 
mission. It takes enthusiasm and willingness to share 
the terrific projects with each member in some way. 
In late January the Board and members in leadership 
positions met in retreat to discuss how to engage 
more members in all levels – from unit attendance to 
housing election mailings to legislative observers to 
ballot measure speakers to chairs of committees and, 
ultimately, Director responsibility. The Board has 
committed to creating action plans to invigorate 
membership and leadership. More to follow! 
 
The February primary is still a day away at this 
writing but will be history as you read this. Education 
on election issues took several forms. In partnership 
with the LA County League, our Voters Service chair 
worked to produce and circulate a DVD of ballot 
measure Pros and Cons both to inform our Speakers 
Bureau participants as well as groups unable to 
engage a speaker for their meetings. LWVLA fielded 
speakers to fifteen organizations. I received 
anecdotal reports of Neighborhood Councils using 
League publications to inform their members as well 
as their promoting SmartVoter.org. Many of our 
members have worked at the polls. Our office fielded 
calls from voters throughout the season as usual, but 
on Election Day, we were one of several 
organizations that partnered with Los Angeles 
Election Protection. This organization came together 
to assure that voters with problems voting on election 
day would have a resource for assistance as well as 
a way to collect information on those difficulties for 
future in a shared database. This is truly the work of 
League. 
 
We have had a vigorous Program commitment to 
reaching member consensus on the National 
Immigration Study within the nine member units that 
met three times this fall. This was and is a 
complicated and contentious issue. It is the League’s 
policy that no local consensus results be shared with 
members of that local League but that League speak 
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with one voice, once National has compiled the will of 
all the members. However I can say that our 
considerations were summarized admirably and sent 
in a report to National on January 31. And we did 
actually agree on some elements! So many members 
made this conversation and conclusion possible – a 
good example of great leadership and member 
participation. Caroline Mullan, Chair of the LWVUS 
Immigration Study Committee informed me that the 
National Immigration Committee and staff are 
currently analyzing preliminary tabulation of the 
consensus results. Using this tabulation the 
committee will draft a position on immigration, which 
will go before the LWVUS Board for 
approval/amending at their meeting in late March. 
With that approval, the position is official and is 
immediately available to use as a basis for 
advocating Congress on immigration issues. Of 
course, the new position, along with all other LWVUS 
positions, will be proposed for approval by delegates 
at Convention 2008 in Portland. 
 
And speaking of unit participation, we have a content 
filled spring coming up with members meeting on 
many important issues. In February, Instant Runoff 
Voting (concurrence); in March, information about the 
LAPD – part of updating our Police position (see 
VOTER article); in April information on education – 
part of updating our Education position (see VOTER 
article); in April a League Day on homelessness and 
housing – part of updating our Homelessness and 
Housing positions; and in May information about Los 
Angeles city finances part our new City Finance 
Study.  

And finally, this is the time of year when the Board 
considers internal issues that are as important to 
moving our mission forward as the work of members 
who interview legislators on League positions or 
register others to vote. We are considering our 
budget, personnel, and investment policy, and the 
nominating committee is finding members who will 
lead.  
 
With so many ways to participate and take pride as a 
League member, it is still sometimes difficult, 
particularly as a new member, to find a way IN. 
Please know that each of us wants to welcome you 
and that there is much to enjoy doing together. If you 
don’t hear from us, then call (213) 368-1616. Nima 
and Kim, our office staff, will send you in the right 
direction to one of us and I promise you a unique and 
lasting experience of camaraderie and significant 
accomplishment.  

--Liza White  
 

 
VOTERS FIRST INITIATIVE: REDISTRICTING’S 
BEST CHANCE 
 
The League of Women Voters has joined with 
Common Cause, AARP, and the Los Angeles 
Chamber of Commerce to address the inadequacies 
of redistricting in California. Most League members 
know that fixing the present system of drawing 
legislative districts is a high priority. The present 
method serves to secure existing districts, and 
encourages selection of legislators from the edges of 
both parties. The hue and cry over the 2000 
redistricting is the reason we have doggedly pursued 
this effort. We have had several promising rounds 
with the legislature, which have ultimately run into 
lack of will by both branches of government in 
Sacramento. We have come to realize that the 
present system is so valued by those involved that 
they will not follow through with righting the ship of 
state. 
 
So we have chosen the path that so many do in 
California. The coalition groups mentioned above 
have developed a proposal, named Voters First, that 
includes most of the League of Women Voters’ 
criteria for good redistricting and should create a fair 
division of the state in ways that assure more 
competitive elections by better balancing the 
demographics in all areas of the state.  
 
More specifically, the Voters First initiative would 
create a 14 member commission (5 from each major 
party and 4 “other”) which would create a redistricting 
map that complies with 7 criteria having to do with the 
Voting Rights Act, federal laws, geographic contiguity, 
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Your signature is valuable; only sign those initiatives 

you understand and believe in! 
A Public Service Announcement from 

The League of Women Voters of Los Angeles 
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maintenance of community interests and boundaries, 
and, as much as possible, be nested so that Senate 
districts contain 2 Assembly seats. As a final criteria, 
no districts may be drawn to protect incumbents’ 
seats. 
 
The plan also contains requirements for transparency 
and an open commission selection process. More 
detailed information is available at 
www.commoncause.org/cavotersfirst 
 
But wait, there’s more. Initiatives don’t circulate by 
themselves. In this VOTER, you are receiving a 
petition of your very own. It contains 4 places for 
signatures, and we are asking that you ask family and 
friends to sign up for better government through 
better representation. We are including a detailed 
instruction sheet on rules to follow when gathering 
signatures. In addition, there are some other things 
you need to know.  
 
1. Please return the entire petition to: 

Trudy Schafer 
League of Women Voters of California 
801 12th Street, Suite 220 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Do not  tear anything off of the petition; it will 
invalidate all of your work. 

 
2. If you want more petitions, contact Kathay Feng 

at (213) 252-4552. Do not  attempt to copy them 
yourself. There are very strict rules about printing 
petitions. 

 
We hope to qualify this in time for it to be on the 
November 2008 ballot, so we have to hit this running. 
Please help us make this happen. We could bring 
important change, and have a new and fairer system 
in place for the next decade. 

-- Cindy O’Connor 
Voters FIRST Action Chair 

 
 
WHAT’S UP WITH THE EDUCATION UPDATE? 
 
What’s Up?  Can LAUSD improve measurably in the 
near future?  Is LAUSD breaking up?  We hear of 
charter schools and mayor’s partnership schools. 
Who is running the show? 
 
The Education study committee has been working 
hard over the last year to try to make some sense of 
the chaos. In an update to the present league 
education position we have been looking at 
governance and accountability.  In April Unit 
meetings we will update you on our findings so far 

and get your input as to whether we are asking the 
right questions of the right people. We will be 
discussing other paradigms as models of governance 
along with what is happening in LAUSD. In this 
VOTER you will find a companion piece on the 
background of the League’s position and action on 
Los Angeles education. Please read this article on 
League’s engagement with education before 
attending the April units. 
 
In April, we start with presenting what is and what are 
other options for education in Los Angeles. In the fall 
we will evaluate the options, present consensus 
questions to the members, and hopefully reach an 
updated position that will allow us to be part of the 
conversation as the District grapples with various 
types of governance. We hope to see you all at the 
April unit meetings. 

-- Fran Lapides  
Chair, Education Update Committee 

 

 
SAVE THE DATE! 

 
Homelessness/Affordable Housing 

League Day-Update  
Thursday, April 10, 2008       

9:30 a.m. - 1:30 p.m. 
Immanuel Presbyterian Church 

3300 Wilshire Blvd. 
  

Keynote speaker:  
Councilmember Bill Rosendahl 

 
Panel of city and county experts TBA 

 
What are the new initiatives for Skid Row and   

affordable housing citywide? 
 

 
At the June, 2007 Annual Meeting, members voted to 
update our 1980 position on affordable housing and 
our 1987 position on homelessness. Come to this 
League Day to find out what progress has been 
made in providing supportive social services with 
housing for the homeless and in providing affordable 
housing for low-income persons citywide. 
 

-- Barbara Braunstein 
Housing/Homelessness Consultant 
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CIVIC SOCIETY: RAISING FUNDS AND CIVIC 
DISCOURSE 
 
The Civic Society’s latest event, January 24, 
attracted the largest turnout yet. Democratic 
advocate Darry Sragow and Republican advocate 
Dan Schnur gave an entertaining and informed 
presentation on the presidential candidate races, the 
projections for each political party and an unexpected 
but welcome endorsement of the importance of the 
League of Women Voters. Over 35 financial 
contributors enjoyed the delightful home of Maxene 
Johnston – for food, wine and an hour and a half of 
political discussion. For the “political junkies” in the 
audience, it was not enough. 
 
“More, more. Let’s not stop,” was the refrain, as 
Susan Rice ended the program on time. The guest 
speakers remained for another hour to speak 
informally to those who wanted the discussion to 
keep going! 
 
From the start of this support group to further the 
League’s citizen education efforts, the Civic Society 
has attracted enthusiasm and energetic commitment. 
Since its first gathering in 2004, individual 
contributors have increased by 33% and close to 
100% have renewed their giving annually. An 
associate level was added in 2006 to introduce 
philanthropy to those whose age is 45 and under.  
 
Past speakers at Civic Society gatherings include:  
·  Award winning author Richard Reeves  
·  Santa Monica City Councilmember Bobby 

Shriver  
·  Los Angeles City Councilmember Jan Perry   
·  Women leaders in City government: Gloria Jeff , 

former General Manager at the Department of 
Transportation; Gail Goldberg , Director of 
Planning; and Rita Robinson , Director of the 
Bureau of Sanitation; and at a separate event, 
City Administrative Officer Karen Sisson and 
Board of Public Works President Cynthia Ruiz   

·  Political commentator, William Schneider  
·  Police Chief William Bratton  
·  Medal of Freedom recipient, James Q. Wilson 
 
The Civic Society is composed of people who want to 
support the League’s efforts in nonpartisan, objective 
citizen education with financial contributions. With 
participants’ minimum commitment of $1,000 a year 
($200 at the Associate level for those age 45 and 
under), the Civic Society enables more citizen 
education than would be possible without this 
philanthropy. Tax-deductible contributions are made 

to the League of Women Voters of Los Angeles 
Education Fund.  
 
Prospective Civic Society members are welcome to 
sample an event. The next one, scheduled for 
May 20 at the home of Richard and Marcia Volpert in 
Encino, will feature Donzaleigh Abernathy, author of 
a book about the civil rights movement and about her 
father, the late Reverend Ralph David Abernathy. Ms. 
Abernathy is also an actress and a founding member 
of New Road Schools. 
 
If you know of someone who would like to support the 
work of the League as a Civic Society member, 
please call Kimberly Yang at the League office or 
Susan Rice (310) 286-0606,  
civicsociety@lwvlosangeles.org for more information.  

-- Susan F. Rice 
Chair, Civic Society 

 
 

 
 
POLICE POSITION: UPDATE GETS LAPD 
ATTENTION 
 
On December 7, more than 40 LWVLA members 
participated in a field trip and lunch to get informed 
about aspects of the Los Angeles Police Department. 
This event was the “kickoff” to the update of our 
outdated Police position.  
 
In the morning we were introduced to some of the 
changes that have taken place in the whole area of 
forensics and criminalistics with a tour of the 
Scientific Investigation Division (SID) and continued 
with a very informative address by the LAPD Chief of 
Staff, Jim McDonnell, held at the Police Academy 
Café. 

 
Merry Band of Leaguers at Union Station 
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Scientific Investigation Division (SID)  
The building that houses the Scientific Investigation 
Division at the south entrance to the CSULA campus 
is operated by a joint powers authority, the Los 
Angeles Regional Crime Laboratory Facility Authority. 
The five board 
members are the 
county chief 
administrative 
officer, the city 
chief 
administrative 
officer, the county 
sheriff, the city 
police chief, and 
the president of CSULA or designee. The five-story 
facility serves as a model program for applied 
research and development and for educating law 
enforcement agents in the field, according to officials. 
The 209,080-square-foot lab designed to meet 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design 
(LEED) certification, to be staffed by as many as 33 
technicians per shift, will be home to both LAPD and 
LASD Scientific Investigation Divisions, Cal State 
LA's School of Criminal Justice and the California 
Forensic Science Institute. The lab includes 
equipment for analysis of DNA, vehicles, fingerprints, 
blood, firearms and other types of evidence. The 
building also houses lecture halls, a library, a 
computer lab and academic offices for Cal State LA, 
which has one of the oldest academic programs in 
the United States with an emphasis on criminal 
justice and criminalistics. 
   
The city and county agencies will each occupy 43 
percent of the five-story building, and the university 
will occupy 14 percent of the space. The projected 
budget was $108 million, with $96 million financed 
through long-term debt by the state using its public 
works board financing arm. The cost of the lab was 
shared by state, county, and city. According to the 
Los Angeles Times, anticipated sharing of annual 
operating costs:  
LA City: $1 
million, (plus 
$650,000 for the 
lab equipment, 
furniture, and 
communications 
systems for the 
facility);  
LA County: 
$1 million; 
Cal State LA: 
$300,000. 
 

For the tour we were met by Lennard Henkhaus, 
Criminalist Supervisor, and his staff who presented a 
slide show of the facility and the anticipated 
investigative analyses to be handled there. Although 
the building was dedicated in the spring, the moving 
in had just begun. Mr. Henkhaus stressed that the 
staff are not law enforcement officers, but scientists. 
Our group was impressed by the professionalism and 
personal responsibility everyone discerned from the 
division. It was certainly of great significance to know 
that in spite of the capabilities of the technology, the 
ultimate decisions are being made by humans.  
 
One of the overwhelming stresses upon the staff will 
be the DNA backlog processing. Proposition 69, 
passed in November 2004, requires law enforcement 
to collect DNA samples from all adults and children 
convicted of felonies and all adults arrested on 
suspicion of murder and some sex crimes. In 2009 
the law will be expanded to include those arrested on 
suspicion of any felony and some misdemeanors. 
 
The Scientific Investigation Division is made up of 
three branches: the Criminalistics Laboratory, the 
Technical Laboratory, and the Los Angeles Regional 
Crime Laboratory. Together, these branches provide 
a full-range of forensic services, including: 

·  Gathering, preserving and evaluating 
evidence seized pursuant to criminal 
investigations  

·  Determining the presence of alcohol and the 
identification of controlled substances  

·  Arranging for the destruction of hazardous 
chemicals and controlled substances  

·  Performing polygraph exams of suspects, 
victims, Department employees and 
applicants  

·  Producing scaled and composite drawings  
·  Conducting video and audio surveillance  
·  Presenting expert testimony in court  

 
The Technical Laboratory comprises four specialized 
units that provide support services to investigative 
personnel in the Department: Latent Print Unit, 
Photographic Unit, Polygraph Unit, and Electronics 
Unit. There are 168 employees in the Technical 
Laboratory. Most 
Technical 
Laboratory 
personnel have 
been operating out 
of Parker Center 
or out of the Van 
Nuys Community 
Police Station and 
the Ahmanson 

 
Gathering at SID Facility 

 

 
Ballistics Area 
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Recruit Training Center. In order to provide support 
service to investigative personnel, all of the Technical 
Laboratory units function on either two watches 
during the conventional workweek or on a 24/7 basis 
 
This new Regional Crime Lab endeavor shall foster 
collaboration between the operational LASD and 
LAPD crime laboratories and Cal State LA programs 
in criminalistics, chemistry, biological sciences, 
psychology, anthropology, nursing and criminal 
justice. The CSFI (California Science Forensic 
Institute) will also offer continuing education and 
distance learning programs for police and forensic 
scientists throughout the State with the support of the 
California Department of Justice-Bureau of Forensic 
Science. 
 
Elysian Park LAPD Police Academy 
The site of our lunch and discussion with LAPD Chief 
of Staff Jim McDonnell was the Police Academy Café  
in the beautiful Los Angeles Police Revolver and 
Athletic Club 
(LAPRAAC), also 
known as the Los 
Angeles Police 
Academy. 
LAPRAAC is a 
private club which 
was established 
over 70 years ago 
by Los Angeles 
Police Officers as 
a training facility. 
 
Chief McDonnell has engaged with the League of 
Women Voters on many projects we have had in 
common over the past few years—Charter Reform, 
Neighborhood Councils, Revolving Door--and he 
promoted the current emphasis on community 
relations in the LAPD.  
 
He described 
how LAPD has 
been addressing 
the chronic gang 
problem, e.g., 
cameras in the 
Jordan Downs 
complex where 
they now had 
three months 
without a murder. 
They are working 
towards having computers in police cars to transfer 
photos and cameras in cars to provide evidence. 
Although the perception is that Los Angeles is violent, 
the reality is that the murder rate is the same as it 

was in 1956. Chief McDonnell said that fear prevents 
the city from becoming what it could be. Since 9/11, 
the law enforcement entities in Los Angeles have 
begun to work together as never before. We have 
heard that as well from all of the law enforcement and 
first responders we talked with during our Homeland 
Security study. Unfortunately, there are still problems, 
such as communication compatibilities that have not 
been totally resolved. 
 
The Chief stressed the outreach of LAPD to youth 
groups, community groups, Neighborhood Watch, 
Community Police Academies for adults and for 
youth, Police Academy Magnet Schools, Explorer 
and Jeopardy programs, etc. Indicating that he sees 
the same people at many of the public forums and 
activities, he urged us to get our neighbors involved, 
our friends, our schools. He would like to see 
corporations involved in working with neighborhoods 
and community groups. As indicated on the LAPD 
website, “The Los Angeles Police Department needs 
and wants your help. There are numerous LAPD 
programs designed to created volunteer 
opportunities, promote partnerships with the 
community, or instruct the residents about the 
workings of LAPD.” 
 
All participants 
in our special 
tour and our 
first “Lunch 
With League” 
event thought 
the most 
significant 
aspect of the 
day was witnessing the attitude, philosophy and 
modus operandi of all we encountered in our tour. It 
was a successful community introduction to the 
March unit discussion meetings.  
 
The March units will be addressing our Police 
position. Our first study was in 1978, with a significant 
update in 1992 begun in response to city Charter 
amendment F brought about by some of the 
Christopher Commission’s recommendations. Now 
we are embarking upon another significant update to 
review the effect of changes that have taken place 
since 1992.  The scope of the update will address 
changes in the role of LAPD since 9/11, the current 
community policing status and the LAPD’s role in 
enforcing immigration laws. 
 
Watch for the continuation in March! 

-- Jean Thomson,  
Chair, Police Study Update 

 

 
Heading for Lunch 

 

 
Entrance to Police Academy 

 

 
Another View of Academy 
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PREPARE FOR EDUCATION UPDATE  
 
The League of Women Voters of Los Angeles has a 
long history of studying education issues in the Los 
Angeles area. Education was first studied in 1966. 
The position adopted was then updated in 1971, 
1976, 1977 and 1981. In 1981 the LWVLA position 
on school governance was as follows: 
 
2. Support of a school district organization whose 
primary goal is the achievement of quality education 
and an openness to educational change.  
 
Support the following essential factors in district 
organization: 

·  Clear lines of authority with responsibility 
readily available; decisions open to public 
scrutiny 

·  Two-way communication among all levels of 
administration, teaching staff, parents, pupils 
and community 

·  Responsiveness and flexibility at all levels, 
within the controls of accountability. 

·  Recognition of the importance of integration 
to quality education. 

 
Promote the sharing of authority between the central 
body of the school system and the local school 
community in the following ways: 

·  Taxing powers and the implementation of 
integration should remain in the hands of the 
central Board. 

·  Allocation of money, purchasing, land 
acquisition and building, and the hiring and 
firing of personnel should be largely in the 
hands of the central Board, with community 
participation allowed. 

·  Curriculum should be determined locally, 
within the framework of basic district-wide 
standards. 

 
3. Support of a school district administration (Board 
of Education) where: 

·  Board of Education member elections solely 
by district shall be opposed. 

·  There is a seven to nine member board, with 
members serving on a part-time basis. 

·  Appointees to vacant seats on the Board of 
Education should serve only until the next 
regularly scheduled City election. 

·  School District Administrative Regions should 
remain geographically separate from the 
Board member election districts. 

 
In 1993-1995 LWVLA completed a comprehensive 
education study update looking at restructuring plans 

for LAUSD governance. The study committee looked 
at information about other school districts around the 
country and compared models for restructuring. The 
revised 1995 LWVLA position on school governance 
is as follows: 
 
The School Board is responsible for determining the 
decision-making structure for all public schools in the 
District. 
 
The School’s selection of governance criteria should 
indicate that, at the local school, the principal is 
ultimately responsible for decisions. The local school 
decision-making process should include interested 
persons-teachers, non-teaching staff, parents, 
community/business and students at the secondary 
level who comprise the local school community. 
 
The Local School Community should have a strong 
input in the hiring/allocation of personnel. 
 
The Local School Community should determine 
curriculum needs within State and District standards. 
 
Allocation of money purchasing, land acquisition and 
building should be largely in the hands of the central 
Board with community participation allowed. 
 
Taxing powers and the implementation of integration 
should remain in the hands of the central Board. 
 
There are limitations that the 1995 position puts on 
advocacy efforts of LWVLA in the current education 
discussion. Under this position LWVLA can take no 
action in the contention about who should be running 
the schools, whether the district should be split up, 
nor how any of this should happen.  This might sound 
contradictory to the fact that LWVLA was a plaintiff in 
the suit brought against the implementation of SB 
1381 – legislation that would have restructured the 
governance of LAUSD – in 2007. That law, if it had 
been upheld by the courts, would have given 
administrative control of parts of LAUSD to the mayor 
of Los Angeles. The League’s opposition was not 
based on our local education position. We took action 
based in part on our local government position which 
supports the city charter. According to the charter in 
order for the mayor to take control of the school 
district there would need to be a vote by the people of 
Los Angeles changing the charter and giving him that 
power. We strongly opposed 1381 not because we 
opposed mayoral control of the school district per se; 
we made no judgment on that issue.  
 
The scope of the current Education Study 
Committee’s update includes the following: 
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·  To  examine the roles of the school board, 
the superintendent, the Mayor and local 
schools regarding governance and 
accountability 

·  To examine how the growth of the Charter 
Schools has affected student learning and 
governance of the schools   

·  To examine what other school districts are 
doing to determine if their styles of 
governance and accountability have been 
successful   

 
It is the study committee’s hope that members will 
reach consensus in 2008 on an Education Position 
which promotes the best elements of school 
governance for LAUSD and fosters best practices of 
accountability. LWVLA will then be able to be part of 
the conversation as to how LAUSD is best governed.  
  
April unit meetings will inform about various types of 
school governance being used around the nation in 
large urban school districts and the current LAUSD 
governance structure. The landscape has changed 
since 1995 and rather than be observers of that 
change, the League should be engaged in what the 
ultimate reality will be. 

-- Fran Lapides 
Chair, Education Study Committee 

 
PROGRAM PLANNING HIGHLIGHTS 
 
Between unit meeting discussions and the January 
program planning meeting, 63 LWVLA members 
participated in program planning for Los Angeles 
County and National League programs for 2008-
2010.  Ideas for topics for study, or education and 
action came from the National Program Planning 
discussion list, discussions at Popovers in Pasadena 
and from member participation at unit meetings.  
 
For National program a total of nineteen issues were 
suggested for either study (6) or education and action 
(13). LWVLA members recommended Election 
Processes as the most requested topic for national 
study. Civil liberties, global warming and health care 
were the most requested topics for national education 
and action. However, the official LWVUS format only 
asked for recommendations for study, not for 
education or action. Indeed at the January LWVUS 
Board meeting, the Board approved the following 
legislative priorities for 2008: Campaign Finance 
Reform, Civil Liberties, DC Voting Rights, Election 
Administration, Ethics and Lobbying Reform, Global 
Climate Change, Health Care Reform and Tax Policy. 
Given the current political environment, it was 
determined that the priorities of the first session of the 

110th Congress (2007) are relevant for the second 
session (2008). The addition of Tax Policy is in 
recognition that income inequality has grown 
substantially over the last several years and a 
comprehensive look at tax policy is possible. These 
priorities will be regularly reviewed and adjustments 
could be made should new opportunities for effective 
action emerge. Some state Leagues are planning to 
propose bylaws amendments to allow for more input 
into National program planning, which would be a 
boon to our members. We were much more 
interested in topics for education and action than 
topics for study. 
 
From twelve issues suggested by LWV/LAC for 
program consideration – study (7) or education and 
action (5) – LWVLA members were more interested in 
education and advocacy than study. Members 
recommended education and advocacy about the 
county jails and election issues as our first priorities 
and advocacy on transportation issues a close 
second. 
 
For a detailed report of LWVLA’s Program Planning 
meeting, please go to our web site for members only 
at: http://members.lwvlosangeles.org/prg.html  
 
LWV/LAC will hold its Annual Convention on 
March 29.  LWVUS will hold its convention June 13 
through 17. At these conventions, LWVLA will send 
delegates to participate in promoting and voting for 
the recommendations we have forwarded as a result 
of our program planning this January. If you want to 
participate as a delegate, please contact Nima at 
(213) 368-1616. 

-- Margie Engel, Co-chair 
Program Committee 

 

Call for DELEGATES to LWV Conventions 
 
LWVLA participates in League conventions through 
the delegates it sends. Delegates represent our 
members at the county and national levels of League. 
This year, delegates will help decide the issues, 
projects, leadership and financing of the Los Angeles 
County and the United States Leagues   

 
PLEASE contact our Office Manager, Nima Long, at 
(213) 368-1616 if you would like to know more about 
being a delegate for either or both of these 
conventions. 

LWV/LAC Convention: Alhambra, CA  
March 29, 2008, 9:30 to 2:00 pm  

(see VOTER flyer insert) 
 

LWVUS Convention: Portland, OR, June 13 - 17  

continued from p. 7 
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CHANGE A LIGHT, CHANGE THE WORLD  
 
Though we call them light bulbs, traditional 
incandescent bulbs are actually small heaters that 
give off a little bit of light. These bulbs were 
technological wonders when they were patented in 
1880, but today they are inefficient dinosaurs. They 
waste energy and money, and are responsible for 
millions of tons of global warming pollution. 
 
Fortunately, the next generation of bulbs is here:  
compact fluorescent light bulbs (CFLs) now give off 
high-quality light using a fraction of the electricity. 
They fit right into the lamp socket just like the old 
bulbs. Using CFLs puts less strain on the electric grid 
and saves you money. If every household replaced 
just three 60-watt incandescent light bulbs with CFLs, 
we would reduce as much pollution as if we took 3.5 
million cars off the roads! 
 
Check out the chart below for a detailed estimate of 
how much carbon pollution you can prevent based on 
the bulbs you switch out and how much money you 
will save. 
 
Incandescent CFL Lumens Cost Savings CO2 Savings 
60 Watts 14-19 Watts 900 $62 - $68  806-884 lbs 
100 Watts 26-29 Watts 1750 $107 - $112 1,391-1,456 lbs 
     
Please switch three regular light bulbs to compact 
fluorescents in your home, now, without waiting for 
the incandescents to burn out. You can help remove 
CO2 from the atmosphere immediately. 

-- Sandra Trutt 
 
 
DOROTHY KELLNER: A GREAT LEAGUE 
LEADER WHO WILL BE MISSED   
 
The League of Women Voters lost a good friend in 
January with the death of former state League 
president, Dorothy Kellner. The three of us, named 
below, now serve on the LWVLA Education Fund 
Board, but in the early 1970s, we were all presidents 
of local Leagues in various cities: Susan in Santa 
Monica; Cindy in Eastern Sierra; and Evon in LA. We 
met attending state League meetings and 
conventions. We were fortunate to serve during 
Dorothy’s presidency. 
 
Dorothy was a role model in the years before the 
term was so broadly used. She was remarkably well 
organized and hard working. A former president of 
the LWV-Beverly Hills, she led by example, 
recognized and fostered the best skills of those who 
served under her and presided with gentle patience 

and wisdom during years of great accomplishment by 
the League’s state organization. 
 
As noted in the Los Angeles Times obituary, 
Dorothy’s presidency was during Ronald Reagan’s 
term as governor. League positions were often in 
conflict with those of the governor, and contacts 
between the two were “frosty” at first but developed 
into mutual trust and respect. Over time, League 
positions occasionally found their way into the 
governor’s agenda. Moreover, the governor 
recommended her for a position on the State 
Commission on Aging, an appointment that was 
made by his successor, Pete Wilson. 
 
Dorothy subsequently served on other commissions 
and boards, culminating in appointment by Governor 
Gray Davis to chair the State Commission on Long 
Term Care. In recent years, she returned to school, 
earning a master’s degree in gerontology and 
receiving her Ph.D. from USC shortly before her 
death from lung cancer at age 80.  
 
To many like us, for whom the League provided 
training, experience and role models, Dorothy Kellner 
was an inspiring leader and friend whom we will miss. 

-- Evon Gotlieb, Cindy O’Connor, Susan F. Rice 
 
IT’S IN THE MAIL  
 
With declining voter participation rates, increasing 
difficulty finding polling places and poll workers, and 
lots of confusion and controversy about voting 
equipment, all-Vote By Mail is looking very 
interesting. Vote By Mail (VBM) is what its name 
implies - every registered voter is sent a ballot and 
returns her/his voted ballot by mail.  
 
Following the spring 2007 Los Angeles Municipal 
elections, which saw extremely low voter turnout and 
high per vote costs, the City Clerk was asked by the 
City Council to develop plans for either lowering the 
costs of elections or increasing voter turnout or both. 
One of the ideas being considered by Los Angeles is 
Vote by Mail. It is essentially universal absentee 
voting. The proposal being considered by the city 
would also allow for early voting at up to 100 vote 
centers distributed throughout the city.  
 
Voting by mail was first used during the Civil War to 
allow soldiers to vote. Only one state, Oregon, votes 
entirely by mail but many counties and municipalities 
have instituted VBM. Locally Burbank uses VBM for 
municipal elections. 
 
Advocates of VBM argue that it provides cost 
savings, increases voter participation  and allows 

continued p. 10 
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for more informed voting  compared to at-the-poll 
voting.  
 
Most jurisdictions that have instituted all Vote By Mail 
have seen some reduction in the cost to conduct 
elections. The amount of savings varies – larger 
jurisdictions and low profile elections (so, likely low 
turnout) see greater savings than smaller 
communities or high profile elections. At-the-polls 
elections require that polling sites and election 
materials be selected and purchased based on the 
number of registered voters, not on the predicted 
turnout, resulting in greater savings on low profile 
elections when conducted VBM. Reported savings 
ranged from 15 to 40%. The real savings in voting by 
mail is in the avoided costs of training and paying 
thousands of poll workers and hiring precinct 
coordinators, emergency personnel etc. It is 
important to note that the cost savings disappear in 
hybrid election systems such as the VBM with 
expanded early voting as currently proposed by the 
City Clerk. (100 vote centers staffed and equipped 
with multiple touch screen voting machines would 
erase most or all the cost savings.) 
 
Some but not all jurisdictions report increased 
participation with all VBM elections. This is 
impossible to definitively verify as each election in 
each community has its own set of characteristics 
making true comparisons impossible. VBM removes 
some obvious impediments to voting such as 
transportation to the polling place, difficulty finding 
the polling place and long lines at polling places. 
VBM  facilitates the ability of the elderly, infirm, some 
handicapped and those temporarily unable to 
participate on a specific time and date to vote. In 
addition, when voting by mail, voters can take all the 
time they need to research and make their decision 
on the ballot issues. 
 
Vote by mail also has its detractors. Some of the 
arguments against VBM are: 
 
In a VBM system voters can be coerced or 
influenced because how they are voting can be 
observed by others. Some scenarios posited include 
a spouse, employer or party ‘boss’ requiring a 
particular vote. While this is possible there are no 
reports of actual instances of coercion.  
 
During a VBM election the blank and voted ballots 
are out of the direct control of either the voter o r 
the election supervisor for significant periods of 
time compared to the chain of custody system used 
in our local elections. This means that while in transit 
through the mail a ballot could be picked up and 
voted by someone other than the voter to whom the 

ballot was sent. This emphasizes not only the need 
for and importance of signature verification but also a 
system for providing a second ballot to voters who 
claim their ballot was lost or stolen. Many jurisdictions 
are purchasing electronic signature verification 
software to handle this issue in part because of the 
growing number of absentee voters.  The security of 
VBM depends on the US Postal Service. Concern 
for lost mail  has prompted some communities to 
provide secure drop box locations for voters who 
prefer avoiding the postal service. An additional issue 
is how to deal with possible double voting  by 
individuals who claim that they did not receive the 
first ballot sent. And some election security 
advocates note the potential to simply not send 
batches of ballots to specific zip codes  – ones 
that have a preponderance of one party or another 
registered for example.  
 
VBM will have a negative effect on persons 
without a fixed address, and could deter minority 
voters and voters with limited English 
proficiency. In California where we mail the sample 
ballot and polling place information the disadvantage 
to those without a fixed address would appear to be 
the same under VBM. Exactly which groups are likely 
to benefit from or avoid VBM is not certain. There is 
some evidence that people likely to vote at the polls 
are even more likely to vote by mail but groups with 
low participation rates are no more likely to vote by 
mail than at the polls. Women, younger voters, 
moderates, as well as those who are disabled, 
retired, or homemakers, indicate that they voted more 
often under VBM. 
 
VBM precludes exit polls. One of the ways 
international election observers evaluate the integrity 
of an election is by its correlation to exit polls. A 
recent election in the Ukraine was overturned when 
the outcome did not match that  predicted by the exit 
poll. With VBM there will not be exit polls removing 
one more check on the accuracy of the count.  
 
How Los Angeles decides to alter its election 
procedures is something that might involve other 
ideas than VBM. The Election Integrity Committee 
will be following the discussion and updating  the 
members periodically.  

-- Margie Engel 
Chair, Election Integrity Committee 

 
WAS THIS NEWSLETTER LATE TO YOUR 
MAILBOX?  Please report very late delivery of 
your VOTER newsletter to LWVLA at 
(213) 368-1616. Help us track late deliveries. 
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MEMBERSHIPS & 
CONTRIBUTIONS 

NEW MEMBERS 
Susan Berk (BH) 
Norma Brecher (BH) 
Sara Buenabad 
Betty Denitz (BH) 
Nancy K. Dubois (BH) 
Beatrice Gersh (BH) 
Christine and William Harper 
(BH) 
Barbara Kaplan (BH) 
Deanne F. Kass BH) 
Anne Liff (BH) 
Carlos Medina 
Beth and David Meltzer (BH) 
Lenore Miller (BH) 
Beverly Mitchell (BH) 
Janet Newman (BH) 
Helen Peppard (BH) 
Asia M. Powell 
Lillian and Stuart Raffel (BH) 
Laura Palos y Roybal (BH) 
Jo Anne Sackheim (BH) 
Christina Sanchez 
Margery Schnitzer 
Faye Schulman (BH) 
Fanya Soll (BH) 
Regina Steiner (BH) 
Mr. and Mrs. Leonard Stone 
(BH) 
Helen Wachs 
 
CIVIC SOCIETY 
Barbara Archibald 
Jean F. Cohen 
Marilyn Johnson 
Ruth and Leon Pollard 
Susan F. Rice 
Lois Saffian 
Cecilia Schlesinger 
Hermalee Schmidt 
Elinor Turner 
 
ACTION FUND  
State Senator Ron Calderon 
Bette Simons 
Elinor Turner 
Helen Wachs 
 

MEMBER ASSISTANCE FUND 
Helen Wachs 
 
LWVLA YEAR-END 
CONTRIBUTIONS 
Elizabeth Baker 
Rita Barschak 
Calena Block 
Mary Louise Brenneman, M.D. 
Thea Brodkin 
Marjorie Engel 
Ruth Horgan 
Joanne Nagy 
Jane Perica 
Hannah Redmond 
Liza White 
A.Yuwiler 
 
EDUCATION FUND YEAR-
END CONTRIBUTIONS 
Norma Brecher 
Edythe Bronston 
Crystal Butler 
Edward Chanon 
Jo Anne Cherno 
Keith Comrie 
Caroline Cooperman 
Katherine Dunlap 
Olga Farbstein 
Sydelle Freeman 
E. Gambarana 
Carrie Hidding 
Barbara and Daniel Horwitz 
Ilse Kahn 
Sandra Kaye 
Ruth Logan 
Ellie Morris 
Bernice North 
Elizabeth Ralston 
Florence and Dorri Raskin 
Susan F. Rice 
Lorraine Sax 
Barbara Scheibel 
Connie Schiff 
Irma and Elliot Silverstein (event 

contribution) 
Elizabeth Stoakes 
Bertha Sutton 
Helene Terris 
Sandra Trutt 

Barbara Vogel 
Helen Wachs 
Felita and Milton Waxman 
Councilman Dennis Zine 
 
TRIBUTES 
To Renee Chanon  – Happy 

Birthday, from Carryl Carter 
 
In Memory of John Abbott , 

from Cherry Blossom Garden 
Club and Irma Silverstein   

 
In Memory of Arnold 

Cooperman , husband of 
Caroline Cooperman, from  

     Carryl Carter 
     Nima Long 
     Joy Picus 
     Renee Weisenberg 
 
In Memory of Edna Lyons , from 

Sherrie Lyons   
 
In Memory of Pat O’Connor , 

from Billie Greer                                          
Elizabeth Stoakes 

 
In Memory of Bernice 

Szymanski , longtime 
member of the Pacific 
Palisades Unit, from 

     Bianca A. Babchuk  
     Charles and Roelina Berst 
     Shirley Friedman-Chase 
     Betty and Marvin Hoffenberg 
     Sherrie Lyons 
 
  

 
In memory of Dorothy 
Kellner , past president of 
LWVC, past president of LWV 
Beverly Hills and distinguished 
public servant. She was an 
inspiration to all who knew her, 
from Rita Barschak, Judy 
Borash and Norma Brecher 
 


