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WANIIGVEN Way to get big money out of
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ystem of public financing of political
= campalgns designed to ensure that

- glected officials are not beholden to
special interests and are free to represent
the needs of their constituents.
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SEOW 'Clean Elections work?
\/\/n.s are the benefits?
= zfother states have Clean Elections?
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. = What has their experience been?
» How can Alaska adopt Clean Elections?
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3' o] t tes Who demonstrate they have a

ONg ‘hase of public support and agree to

4@59 g0 private fundraising (except for a

= = 1Tmted amount of “seed” money) are
*ellglble for public financing of their
campaigns.
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HGWAde, candidates demons -
sSifeng base oﬁubllc sup ort’?
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- rhf yimust collect a specified number of
1ﬂuallfy|ng contributions” from

—.--_-,._._..- =

:"__ -reglstered voters in their district. The
= required number depends on the office
being sought.
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3 D( ‘llf running for Governor
__ 59 00 if running for Lieutenant Governor

‘?"‘;j ' 400 If running for the State Senate
- = 200 if running for State House
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YES, the state must adopt guidelines to

rlHJ '6w Income voters to give less.

qe purpose of Clean Elections Is to allow
aI voters to participate equally in the
electoral process.
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' 'étes are allowed to raise a limited
-% T oL nt of start-up or “seed money” to aid
| "j"—lﬂ ‘the collection of gualifying contributions

_’ from voters in their district
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Seed mor ey%ﬂbut-l

Ara JJerf"‘ to $100 or less & cannot exceed:
o {5’/[}% for a candidate for Governor
=== gﬂ" ,000 for a candidate for Lt. Governor
"'_‘t" $2 000 for a candidate for Senate

-» $1.000 for a candidate for House
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Tnount IS based on what It takes to
-’a V|able campaign in Alaska.

. O’ne goal of Clean Elections Is to slow the
escalating costs of elections.
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$250,000
Governor $150,000
$24,000
Representatlve $16,000
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- Go / f DI’ Lt Governor $500,000
Jte Senator $36,000
epresentatlve $24,000
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A CE , dldate can receive up to 3 times the
SJIECIIiE adl limit to match an opponent’s spending
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clo)jfe for dollar.
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_'f': Thls provision provides an incentive for all
candidates to participate In this system and
equalizes funding between opponents.
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" receive 70% of the limit, while minor party
candidates receive full funding.
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Jv~ 5% of the primary and general
llmlts because their need for
J is far less.
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Wiatare the advarTfages of Clean

EIEChions? 1

el the playing field, giving people without
- _sdto PIgi money a fair shot at getting
SIECte

1t aIIows for new faces, fresh voices, and a
- change from politics as usual. These new

\VoIces bring attention to a wider variety of
Important Issues.
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eliminates the danger and perception of
Ofiiliption caused by private financing of
elecpr,

= ft*frees elected officials from the incessant

— demands of fundraising, enabling them to
spend more time working for their
constituents.

—
—

17



'
£

1 ..."' o

SVIOST | portantly It strengthens public
(QB ence N government.
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e ormo Qn IS Worse than prostitution. The latter
munr ndanger the morals of an individual, the
rorrp e Invarlably endangers the morals of the
= m country * — Karl Krause
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= .? “The time to guard against corruption and
tyranny, Is before they shall have gotten hold on
us.” — Thomas Jefferson
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- ® New Mexico

® North Carolina
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> Logle l-;history with Clean Elections (4
_\Jer f’l cycles)

*ve ers ‘and candidates love it (more than
-_7*480' Y6 support the system)

—

“e This presentation will highlight their
experience.
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SNiiMAizona, the number of people willing to run
for e ; |slature as increased by more than
z070.

= L,\ ame the number of uncontested races
:_,_-c from 20% to less than 2% In the last
- -two electlons

= “The number of incumbents without challengers
dropped from 17% to less than 1%o.
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SMINIG0E, 79% of the candidates in Arizona
Witiirthe: largest war chests won.

- Jn 2002, with: Clean Elections, this was
= ﬂfor only 29%0.

o In jUSt 4 years, Arizona politics changed
= dramatlcally

® The biggest spender doesn’t always win.

—
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J’J:E 02 62% of candic

---'-Irn 2004 799% of candic
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e In 2006, 81% of candic

ates usec
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> |nj Mrn]f use ofi the system grows each

CE.
CE.
CE.
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> |r) . r\r]-/"o‘ - before CE, 95% of incumbents
WErE: eelected

= ~J‘J:E :umbents raised 2X their opponents.

—
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--,.___-3-2:;I;n_ 2002, only 74% of incumbents won
~ their primary races.
* |n almost all cases, spending was equal.
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SMiMArizona, more voters are going to the
PolISTtnan ever before.
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= eén Elections has increased voter turn-
TZ' out Py 349% In years without a presidential
race and 7% In years with a presidential
race.
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- In Ar];{ the number of contributors to
nmé 'i'gns has skyrocketed with Clean
tions.

| -3 tlmes more people give to gubernatorial
_' ‘candidates than before CE, especially low
and middle income voters.
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Jn 'f*Voters In Arizona elected, 22
CIEA r’ Republicans and 17 “clean”
= ijr Gcrats
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’°*In 2006 Arizona voters elected, 34 “clean”
Republicans and 50 “clean” Democrats.
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> Jelple J\ ohtano has twice been elected
& ;._or of Arizona using Clean Elections.

= %9 0out of 11 statewide offices in Arizona
are held by Clean Elections candidates.

S
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- Cleziph ectlons reduces the influence of
Ja O Cc ampaign donors and increases the
= Influence of voters.
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it leads to greater accountabllity to voters.
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2CIEan E ectlons affirms the principle of
SONE | erson one vote” by reducing the
= 0 uroportlonate Influence of large
:—- Cﬁntrlbutors on elections and enabling
- citizens of all backgrounds to participate
equally in the democratic process.

31



o

2 {'_’ :
= * iy«

= Ac__ G _ g to a recent poll conducted by
-- __:_fr, 1€ Craciun Research Group, 70% of
“Alaskan favor a Clean Elections system for

-.
— -—-'ﬂ_..—r—'

F _-" ‘Alaska.
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NI12006, more than $17 million was given
v candidates for state office in Alaska.

=

- R T c—
— i —
— -
—— !,:- -

—-ﬂ':___ .

= & This doesn’t include local or congressional
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races.
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- Ome&-: ndldate raised nearly $100,000 for
— ;L € |n which he was unopposed.

e A—nother raised more than $80,000.
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» Jeo ds on the number of candidates
Y v@“partlupate

_'_,_...--" —

.- ~ & Must be voluntary (U.S. Supreme Court)

—

e Could be up to $5 million, which is less
than .05% of the state’s current budget
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- Hozem El I for funding of costly pet projects
E_____ed Py special interests.
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--,.-f;._.-s:j_]:,hls year's $1.8 million capital budget
~ passed by the legislature included some
guestionable & controversial items.
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v roten rJ-i for decisions to be made on
fo ;n Speciall interests, not public
] SLS.

_ -_:;@T taxes Were last year’s PPT tax

~ decisions affected by campaign donations
or Illegal giving?
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SNifthe PP debate was colored by
seigeaignidonations and illegal
gifangements, the cost to the state could

SIIELL _pwards of $1 billion/year.
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e ThIS IS far more than the estimated $5
million cost of Clean Elections in Alaska.
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e to consider %

2 A -‘isan group of House and Senate
.-_;_"_‘é'rs Introduced SB 182 and HB 261.
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-
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""'_' '“'Sponsors Include Sen. Bill Wielechowski
~ (D), Rep. Gabriel LeDoux (R), Sen. Lesil

McGuire (R), Rep. Berta Gardner (D).
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- = www.alaskansforcleanelections.org
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Selff) mor about Clean Elections.
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—1eg|slat|ve sponsors: 465-2435 or

- e Contact Alaskans for Clean Elections:
278-3661.
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eeds Clean Electlons NOW more

r\lrlg} ?
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