San Francisco Ethics Commission Questionnaire for Candidates, Treasurers and other Persons involved in the November 4, 2008 Election


Directions:  Please complete the questions below to provide feedback on your experience relating to the November 2008 election.  Please respond to all questions that apply to you.  Multiple questionnaires may be submitted for a single campaign (i.e., the candidate, treasurer and any other campaign representative may complete his/her own questionnaire).  You may use additional sheets of paper if necessary.  Please return the questionnaire by email (ethics.commission@sfgov.org), fax (415-252-3112), or in person (25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite #220) by 12:00 p.m. on Monday, November 10.
I.  Information about respondent
I am a:
__Candidate (Were you publicly financed?  ___yes   ___no)

__Treasurer for a candidate committee   (___ professional or ___volunteer)

__Consultant for a candidate committee (___ professional or ___volunteer)

__Person making expenditures related to candidate(s) for City elective office (___treasurer or ___other representative)
__Other interested party (please specify: ____________________)
Your name (optional): ____________________________

Organization or campaign (optional): ___________________________

II.  Resources
	On a scale of 1 to 5, how useful was each resource to you?

  
	Never Used
	Not Useful
	Somewhat Useful
	Useful
	Very Useful

	1. FPPC Manual 2
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	2. FPPC Manual C
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	3. Candidates’ Guide to City Elective Office
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	4. Supplement for Candidates for the Board of Supervisors Seeking Public Funding
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	5. Checklist for Candidates for the Board of Supervisors
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	6. Information for Persons Making Expenditures Relating to Candidates for City Elective Office guide
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	7. Campaign Finance Reform Ordinance and Ethics Commission Regulations
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	8. Outreach from SFEC staff
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	9. Contact(s) initiated by you with SFEC staff
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	10. Mandatory Ethics Commission training
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	11. Other, please specify: 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	12. What other resources or outreach would you recommend?
	
	
	
	
	


III.  General questions for all persons about the public financing program
13. Did the availability of public financing encourage candidates to run for office?
     

Yes            No
(please circle one)

Comments:

14. a. Is $5,000 in qualifying contributions an appropriate threshold?

Appropriate     Too High    Too Low










(please circle one)

      b. If the threshold is too high or too low, what threshold amount would you recommend and why?

15. Was the formula used to award public grants under the public financing program (initial $10,000 grant, a 4-to-1 match for up to $40,000, and a 1-to-1 match thereafter) appropriate?


Yes            No

(please circle one)

If you answered “no”, please describe a formula that you would recommend:

16. Should eligible candidates receive more than $87,500 in public funds if the Per Candidate Available Disbursement Limit is greater than $87,500 (provided that disbursement of funds would not cause the candidate to exceed his or her Individual Expenditure Ceiling)?

Yes            No

(please circle one)
17. Do you support changing San Francisco’s public financing program from partial to full?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Please explain:

18. Should the City expand the public financing program to candidates running for City Attorney, District Attorney, Treasurer, Sheriff, Assessor, Public Defender, Board of Education, and Community College Board?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Please explain:

IV.  Questions for candidates who received public financing

19. Did the availability of public financing influence your decision to run for the Board of Supervisors?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Comments:

20. Please describe your experience with the process of submitting claims and receiving public funds checks:
21. Did participation in the public financing program encourage you to receive contributions in small amounts?
Yes            No

(please circle one)
22. Did participation in the public financing program allow you to spend more time communicating with voters and less time fundraising?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Please explain:

23. Did participation in the public financing program provide sufficient funds for you to communicate your views and positions adequately to the public?

24. Please provide examples of how public funds enabled you to engage in campaign activities that you otherwise might not have.  (Use additional sheets if necessary.)

25. Would you apply for public financing in the future?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

If no, please describe why not:

26. Did you experience a reasonable turnaround from the time a claim was submitted to the time you received a check?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Comments:

V. Candidate Reporting

27. a. Were the reporting requirements clear?  
Yes            No

(please circle one)
      b. Did you know which forms you were required to file?
Yes            No

(please circle one)
28. Did Forms SFEC-152(a)-1 and 152(a)-2 allow for the reporting of the most important thresholds ($5k, $100k, $110k, etc.)?

Yes            No

(please circle one)
29. Please provide suggestions on improving the filing requirements for candidates (e.g., combining forms, changing thresholds and/or changing requirements):
VI.  Third Party Spending & Reporting 

30. Did the public financing program have an effect on third party spending (spending by non-candidate committees) in the November 2008 election?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

Please explain:

31. Did you use the Ethics Commission website to track third party spending?

Yes            No

(please circle one)
32. Please provide suggestions on improving the filing requirements for third party spending related to candidates:  (e.g., combining forms, changing thresholds and/or changing requirements.)

33. In the November 2008 election, Form SFEC-152(a)-3 was required to be filed by any person making independent expenditures, member communications or electioneering communications that clearly identified a candidate for the Board of Supervisors in an amount totaling $5,000 or more, within 24 hours of each time the person reached the $5,000 spending threshold. 
    a. If $5,000 is spent on a mailer that supports 3 candidates, should Form SFEC-152(a)-3 be filed?

Yes            No

(please circle one)

If you answered no, please describe a scenario that should trigger the filing of Form SFEC-152(a)-3?

    b. Should the $5,000 threshold be raised, lowered, or remain the same? 
34. Did the method of calculating Total Supportive Funds (TSF) and Total Opposition Spending (TOS) for the purposes of Individual Expenditure Ceilings (IECs) encourage third party spending to be negative rather than positive?  
Yes            No

(please circle one)
VI.  Voluntary and Individual Expenditure Ceilings

35. Should candidates who receive public funds be bound by the Voluntary Expenditure Ceiling (VEC), Individual Expenditure Ceiling (IEC), both, or none?  Why?

36. The $140,000 threshold for the VEC and the initial IEC was:

Appropriate     Too High     Too Low










(please circle one)


If the threshold was too high or too low, what threshold amount would you recommend and why? 
37. Should there be an IEC for publicly funded candidates?
Yes            No

(please circle one)

Please explain:

38. A publicly financed candidate’s IEC was raised in increments of $10,000 based on the Total Opposition Spending (TOS) (i.e., when opposition spending exceeded $150,000) against the participating candidate or the Total Supportive Funds (TSF) of the candidate’s opponents.  What did you think of the formulas for calculating TSF and TOS and how they affected candidates’ IECs?

39. What criteria should be used in raising IECs?

40. In past elections (including the Nov. 2008 election), the VEC was lifted when (1) a candidate who declined to accept the VEC raised or spent more than or had funds that exceeded the amount of the VEC; or (2) a person(s) made independent expenditures, member communications or electioneering communications in support of or in opposition to a candidate that total more than the amount of the VEC.  (In other words, the VEC was lifted when scenarios 1, 2 or 3 described below took place.)
Which of the following scenarios (circle one or more) should cause the VEC to be lifted?


1. > $140,000 is spent or raised by a candidate who declined to accept the VEC.


2. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to support a single candidate in a district.


3. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to oppose a single candidate in a district.


4. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to support multiple candidates in a district.


5. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to oppose multiple candidates in a district.


6. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to support or oppose a single candidate in a district.


7. >$140k is spent by non-candidates to support or oppose multiple candidates in a district.


8. Other (please specify what criteria you believe should be used in raising VECs): 

Please explain your selection(s):
41. The Trust Account Limit is the amount of funds that a publicly financed candidate may have in his/her Campaign Contribution Trust Account (primary campaign bank account) such that expenditure of this amount would cause the candidate to reach, but not exceed, his/her IEC.  What is your opinion of the Trust Account Limit?

42. How did you track receipts and expenditures to abide by the VEC, IEC, and Trust Account Limit?

VII.  Customer Service

43. What was your impression of the performance of Ethics Commission staff overall?
44. Were the guides issued by the Ethics Commission helpful in understanding the public financing program?

45. Would you attend workshops designed to explain concepts like ceilings and contingency accounts?  
Yes            No

(please circle one)

If so, what specific topic(s) what you like to see covered in a workshop?
46. a. Did SFEC staff post information on its website that was useful to you? 
Yes            No

(please circle one)
      b. Was the information easy to interpret?
Yes            No

(please circle one)
47. Is there any additional information that you would like staff to post in the future?

48. a. Did you read emails sent by staff to provide clarification of the law and/or filing reminders?  
Yes            No

(please circle one)
      b. If so, how relevant/helpful were they?
VIII.  Other Comments

49. Would you attend an interested persons’ meeting to provide further comment on the Campaign Finance Reform Ordinance in general and the public financing program in particular?  

Yes            No

(please circle one)
50. Please use the space below to provide any additional comments on the public financing program or the Campaign Finance Reform Ordinance.  Your comments will be helpful to the Commission in assessing the effectiveness of the law and in recommending any needed changes.  (Use additional sheets if necessary.)
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