
TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEVE HAUCK

SUBJECT: REPEAL OF CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURE ORDINANCE

DATE: 12/29/2008

CC: BARBARA CHRISTENSEN

REPEAL OF ORDINANCE

I am sending this memo to support the request of City Recorder Barbara Christensen to initiate 
the repeal of the City’s Voluntary Campaign Expenditure ordinance. As the original author of the 
ordinance, I have come to this position reluctantly, but in firm support. I support repeal for one key 
reason, the ordinance in question is no longer effective in meeting the goal of it’s adoption in 1995, 
limiting the level of campaign expenditures for Ashland city offices. 

During the 12 years the voluntary limit has been in effect, it has been slowly losing it’s ability to 
regulate campaign expenditures. This is due to the singular fact that the ordinance relies on public 
pressure to encourage candidates to adopt the voluntary limits. During the first few elections, it 
worked, as the limit became a political issue in the campaigns and candidates felt the need to sign up 
for the limit. In fact, during those elections, no candidate who either failed to sign the limit or after 
agreeing to the limit, exceeded it, won election. Unfortunately, the past few elections have show that 
this is no longer the case. Once the media no longer made campaign expenditures a focus of the 
coverage and thus a political issue, there was no longer any pressure to follow the ordinance. That 
has lead to current situation, where we have an ordinance in place, adopted to limit campaign 
expenditures, that is not fulfilling it’s primary purpose.

While I am a strong proponent of campaign finance reform, I’m also a strong believer that 
ineffective or unenforceable laws should be removed the books. There is no point in requiring the 
City Recorder to spend time and money enforcing an ordinance that no longer works. Recent 
experience across the country has show that the only effective means for limiting campaign 
expenditures requires the creation of a system of public financing of elections. Portland’s “Voter-
Owned Elections” ordinance is the latest and best example of this.  If the Council wishes to replace 
the existing ordinance with a more effective system, the Portland example would be the one to 
follow.  

However, given the current economy and financial state of the City, I am realistic about the 
probability of spending city resources on a publicly financed campaign system. So, barring the 
adoption of such a system, I support the full repeal of the current ordinance for the reasons 
previously stated.  

Thank you,

Steve Hauck
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