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1) C3s (contribution reports) are already filed on a weekly basis.   

 
Voters have a far greater interest in contribution information (reported on form C3), as opposed to 
information about expenditures (reported on form C4).  Increasing the number of C4s due the month 
before the election would dramatically increase the amount of work that treasurers must perform 
without much if any benefit to the public. 
 

2) Increasing the number of C4s would distract treasurers from core responsibilities. 

Treasurers already have a significant number of responsibilities the month before the election, as this 
represents our busiest time of the year. These responsibilities include: paying invoices, making deposits, 
collecting foreign contribution certifications, answering questions from candidates, providing cash on 
hand updates, filing C3 reports, and filing LMC reports.  The requirement to file an additional C4 would 
distract us from these core responsibilities with little if any corresponding benefit to the public.   

3) Proposal to add a 27-day pre-election report wouldn’t actually provide additional information to 
voters during 18-day voting period.  

As it stands currently, ballots are mailed out 18 days before the election. The proposed additional C4 
report falls well outside the 18-day voting window and wouldn’t do anything to provide additional 
information to people while they are voting.  We already file a C4 report at the 21-day pre-election 
mark, so by the time most people get their ballots, they will be able to access information that is current 
within 7 days.   

Asking treasurers to file an additional C4 when voters don’t even have their ballots in hand is like asking 
us to mow the lawn when the grass is not yet high enough to be cut by the blades: all burden and no 
benefit.  

4) Other options for voters to get “up-to-date” pre-election expenditure information exist.  

In the rare event a voter actually wants more information about pre-election expenditures, they can 
either: a) wait to vote until after campaigns file their final seven-day pre-election C4, or b) request to 
inspect the campaign’s books.  These two pre-existing options should accommodate those rare voters 
that are interested in expenditure information.  

5) Agency doesn’t actively or meaningfully enforce current C4 reporting deadlines.  
 
In contrast to neighboring state campaign finance authorities1, the PDC does not actively or 
meaningfully enforce current C4 reporting deadlines. Instead, the agency utilizes a passive “complaint-
based system” that relies on members of the public to understand what filing deadlines are, find a 
violation, and file a complaint. These complaints are often dismissed by agency staff with no monetary 
penalties issued.  

 
1 Responses from both the PDC and neighboring state campaign finance authorities on this topic were submitted 
as public comment at last month’s meeting and are re-attached to this document.  
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Creating a new deadline without an existing system to actively and meaningfully punish those who 
violate existing deadlines is “putting the cart before the horse”. The agency needs to enforce existing C4 
deadlines before lobbying the Legislature to create new ones.  
 

6) No example provided of how this proposal would accomplish any benefit for the public. 
 
Neither agency staff nor anyone else have provided any clear example of how this proposal, if it had 
been instituted for previous election cycles, would have averted any negative election-related 
outcomes. The purported benefit to the public of requiring an additional C4 report is too vague and 
abstract to justify asking the Legislature to adopt the proposal.  

 

BUT, in the event the Commission decides to adopt the proposal anyway, please consider doing one 
or both of the following:  

 

a) Putting the proposal in a standalone bill, separate from the rest of the agency request legislation.  

This way, the proposal to add a C4 reporting period can live or die on its own merits and not create 
controversy that may impede the rest of the agency request legislation (which is great, and which will 
likely have broad consensus support) from passing.  

b) Instead of a 26-day C4 report, making it a 34-day C4 report. 

As noted in your materials, creating a 34-day C4 report instead of a 26-day C4 report would maintain the 
existing 2-week intervals between the 21/7 day C4 reports.  As noted by another treasurer (Jason 
Bennett) back in June, vendor invoicing often does not occur immediately, and a two-week window 
would make compliance with the reporting requirements more realistic.  

 

 

 

 


















