Legislative Alert -- Action needed

Uniform Election Date for School Board Members and Bond Referendum

TO:

Superintendents, Board Chairs and BLCs

FROM:

Scott Price, General Counsel

DATE:

April 25, 2006

Action

Contact your House members now concerning a bill requiring all school board member elections and bond referendums be held during the general election (second Tuesday in November every other year). Urge them to vote AGAINST House Bill 4579, the Uniform Election Procedures Act. The bill is currently on the House contested calendar and could be debated at any time this week.

The Proposal

The Uniform Election Procedures Act would provide that:

· All school board and city council elections be held at the general election beginning in November 2008. The terms for current board member whose terms expire after December 31, 2006, would be extended until successors are elected and qualify.

· All bond referendums be held at the time of the general election.
Our View

Flexibility for communities to set the date for their school board elections and local bond referendums is clearly a matter of local control. Board members live and work in the very same communities in which they serve, and make decisions concerning bonded indebtedness as true stewards of public resources.

SCSBA does not support the Uniform Election Procedures Act for school board elections because:

· Local elections should stay local and not get lost in statewide races.

· The increased cost to run a campaign for the general election may reduce the pool of diverse and qualified citizens from running for school board office.

· Conducting school board elections at the time of the general election would likely introduce partisan politics to the process.

SCSBA does not support the Uniform Election Procedures Act for school bond referendums because:

· Nothing in state law prohibits school boards from holding bond referendums during a general election.

· Local districts need the flexibility under the current law to deal with market, safety and growth issues that cannot be addressed within the time constraints of the general election. For example, in some particularly fast-growing areas in Richland and Lexington counties, having to wait a two-year period in order to get a local vote on a referendum question could displace hundreds of school children.  The delay in voting could also cost millions of additional tax dollars caused by escalating construction and, potentially, interest costs during this period of unnecessary delay. Districts must be able to react when the market indicators are favorable.

· A community’s vote on whether or not to approve raising a district’s bonded indebtedness could be overshadowed by statewide issues on a general election ballot. It would be tragically easy for a community issue to lose its local focus and live or die by the unfortunate confusion some voters may experience at the polls.
