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January-February Unit Meetings

“PRIMARIES in MARYLAND
Open vs. Closed?
Top Two/Four or by Party?
Plurality or Majority?”

By participating in one of these smaller discussion groups
called Units, you will be helping the League of Women Voters
of Maryland (LWVMD) determine positions on primary elections.
A committee of members has studied these issues for two years
and produced the enclosed Fact Sheet summarizing the information. Local Leagues around Maryland are reading and discussing
the questions at the end of the fact sheet. More resources on
the issue can be found at http://www.lwvmd.org/fact_sheets.
LWV members come to a consensus about their position on the
questions at Unit meetings. Results are tallied at the local level
and then at the state level. After a Position has been adopted,
Action and Advocacy begins on the issues.

You are welcome to attend any Unit meeting that is convenient
for you, but it is important to RSVP to the host for directions and
notice of any change due to weather or personal emergency.

January
17 Wednesday, LWV Baltimore City Supper Unit
Meeting, League Office, 6600 York Rd, Ste. 211, 5:30 PM
– Gail Sunderman, host; Lu Pierson, moderator. RSVP to
Gail at glsunderman@yahoo.com or 410-435-1207.
19

Friday, Ashburton Unit Meeting, 12:00 PM - Loretta
Richardson, host, Lu Pierson, moderator. RSVP to Loretta
at LMR3404@comcast.net or 410 542 3894.

February
3
Saturday, Bolton Hill Unit Meeting, 10:00 AM, Linda
Rittelmann, host; Lu Pierson, moderator. RSVP to Linda
at linda.rittelmann@gmail.com or 410-428-9035.
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Please Renew
Before January 30

If you have not yet renewed your membership
for 2017-2018, please do so this month.
You can use the membership form on the
back of this newsletter. Mainly, we want to
keep you in the loop. However, the national
League of Women Voters convention will be in
June in Chicago. Our membership on January
31 determines the number of voting delegates
for Baltimore City. If you are unsure of your
status, call or email the Baltimore City League
office (410-377-7738;
lwvbaltimore@comcast.net) or our
treasurer, Lu Pierson (410-821-3004;
lu.pierson@verizon.net).
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From the Co-Presidents . . .
Happy New Year!

We celebrate the New Year by putting more emphasis
on voter registration in high schools. A League of Women
Voters Education Fund (LWVEF) $500 grant will help
defray expenses. We co-presidents are grateful for the
leadership of Argentine Craig and experienced editing
of Gail Sunderman in submitting the proposal. Thanks
to all who have already volunteered to help with the voter
registration events.

Voter Information is our major public service. We
are planning to have a forum in each of our six city
Legislative Districts between May and June. For each
forum we need a facilitator who arranges for a location,
invitations to candidates, and other volunteers to serve
as greeters, etc. We strongly recommend that anyone
interested in helping with forums attend the LWVMD
Winter Workshop on January 20 (see p. 11 for flier and
registration form). These workshops are also a great
opportunity to meet League members from around the
state.

Thanks to Judith Lipman and Bridgette Eaton (one
of our new members), we will have information on all the
candidates and races entered into Vote411.org, our online
Voters’ Guide. They will invite candidates to answer our
questions and cajole those who are slow in responding.
By early May, we will download the information for
Jean Baer to put in printable form.

At the same time, the League will be actively following
the General Assembly session and acting on our legislative
priorities. Read Report from State Circle (RSC) six times
during the session and respond to “Action Alerts” by
contacting your legislators.

As we begin 2018 we are grateful for the many new
members in 2017 and all the participation and contributions from members and friends. Together we help make
the League stronger and contribute to making our
challenging city a better place to live.

Flo and Lois
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2018 Calendar

LWV Baltimore City Board Meeting,
5:30 p.m. Office
Legislative Breakfast, 9-12, Church of St.
Michael and All Angels, 2013 St. Paul St.
21218
Maryland General Assembly Convenes
Supper Unit, 5:30 pm League Office
Ashburton Unit Meeting, 12 noon, Home
of Loretta Richardson
LWVMD Winter Workshop: Candidate
Forum Training, Treasurer’s Seminar,
Condominium Elections as a Fundraiser. First
Evangelical Lutheran Church, 3604 Chatham
Rd, Ellicott City, 9:30-1:30
Snow Date for Winter Workshop
Bolton Hill Unit Meeting, 10 a.m., Home
of Linda Rittelmann
Vote411 Training, Location TBA
LWV Baltimore City Board Meeting,
5:30 p.m., Office
League of Women Voters 98th Birthday
Deadline for Candidate Filing
Legislative Day in Annapolis
LWV Baltimore City Board Meeting,
5:30 pm.

General Assembly Adjourns
LWVMD Lobby Day on Capitol Hill-Tentative

LWVMD Bus Tour: Legendary Ladies
of the Chesapeake
CANDIDATE FORUMS MAY AND JUNE

Close of Voter Registration for Primary
Election
LWV Baltimore City Annual Meeting
Dinner
Early Voting Begins
Early Voting Ends
Primary Election

We l c o m e t o N e w M e m b e r s

2017 was a record year for new Baltimore City
League members. Please welcome these new
members to our projects, public meetings
and unit meetings:

Amy Lynn Bram and Jonathan Gerstl,
Mara Braverman, Abigail Breiseth, Norma Cohen,
Rosetta Cole, Patricia Denholm, Bridgette Eaton,
Nikki Gamer, Brigitte Jacobson, George I Johnson,
Sakiera Malone, Jill Muth, Christine Prosperi,
Billie Roberts Spann, Noreen Simpson, Helen
Walters, Sara (Salli) Ward and Robyn Williams.
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First City Council Breakfast Well Attended
by Council Members and Public
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Nine councilpersons and approximately 50 guests
participated in a lively discussion at our first City
Council Breakfast on November 4 at the Church
of St. Michael and All Angels.
League members wanted to know when money
allocated to the Youth Fund would be appropriated.
A charter amendment passed in the 2016 election
requires three percent of the budget to be spent on
youth programming. At the time of the meeting,
officials were establishing a Board of Directors to
direct operations of the fund.
Affordable housing is another area of concern. The
Affordable Housing Trust Fund was approved by voters in 2016 and a board
structure is being developed. However, funding for the Trust Fund is lacking.
Some want to lower the amount investors can receive for developing low income
housing. Also, we need to tell developers where to build rather than vice versa to
make up for lack of development in minority and low-income neighborhoods.
Money from the Transfer and Recordation tax might be an option. Some want to
require licensing and inspection for individual rentals. The Council wants to be
more pro-active in dealing with TIFFs and Pilots so there is more transparency
in a process which can reduce property tax revenue.
The Bresco Garbage Incinerator in South Baltimore is the largest polluter in
Baltimore and is especially bad for the health of residents in nearby neighborhoods.
Co-President Flo Valentine
Ironically, it receives state financial support as a provider of “green energy.”
asks a question.
Crime, especially youth crime was a major concern. Council members expressed
the need for more funding for programs such as Safe Streets and Ceasefire which employ former prisoners
to mediate disputes that could lead to violent crime. We are also seeing the result of generations of children
raised by children who were themselves not raised. The war on drugs resulted in high rates of incarceration
contributing to fatherless families. There is a continuing need for jobs and job training and treatment programs
for opioid addicts. Our inadequate public transportation is a barrier for inner city people to get to jobs.
The continuous rise in water rates is a huge concern because water has become unaffordable for lower
income households. We need to restore informal conferences to help people who fall
behind. Advocates want rates linked to income, but the city faces huge expenses as it
tries to repair infrastructure and control pollution.
In response to education questions, council members regretted that the report of the
Commission on Innovation and Excellence in Education (Kirwan Commission) would
not be ready to recommend legislation for the 2018 General Assembly session. They
agreed that the report should be done right, but that schools do need more resources
in the interim. We know that additional funding for Pre-K programs and wrap-around
services provided by Community Schools are especially effective in schools with
concentrated poverty. Murders and trauma interfere with
Gail Sunderman monitored
questions from the large group
students’ ability to learn and contribute to the chaos and
of members and visitors at this
lack of achievement. A test-driven curriculum and
very well attended event.
shortage of computers for practice do not help.
Food deserts were another source of concern.
We are especially grateful to Gail Sunderman and
Flo Valentine for taking the lead in organizing this
event. Reba Bullock, League member and church
administrator, oversaw the arrangements at the church.
Gail Sunderman moderated. And many others helped
with set up and greeting and providing wonderful food
for the event.
Members enjoy holiday party.
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League of Women Voters of maryland study
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fact sheet september, 2017

PRIMARIES in MARYLAND
Open vs. Closed? Top Two/Four or by Party? Plurality or Majority?

1. LWVMD PRIMARY ELECTION POSITION AND BACKGROUND FOR THE STUDY*
The 2015 LWVmD Convention adopted a two-year study about maryland primaries, focused on the
state position, adopted in 1993, which simply states “support for a closed primary election.” The
study is to determine if maryland residents would be better served:
• by closed primaries or a change to open primaries;
• by allowing a simple plurality for declaring winners (e.g., winner-take-all) or if a majority vote
is needed to win; and
• if a majority vote is preferred, should it be by a run-off election, ranked choice voting, or
designating a specific number of winners (top-two/four/etc.) to move to the general election
ballot.
The nomination of candidates for President is a national process involving all of the states.
maryland cannot change that system acting on its own, so this study is limited to the function of the
primary in nominating candidates for state and local offices.
The basic public policy positions of the LWVus promote an open governmental system that is
representative, accountable, and responsive. it works to protect and enhance:
voting rights of every citizen..., assuring opportunities for citizen participation, [and]
working for open, accountable, representative and responsive government at every level.
This study was adopted in part because, despite maryland’s rising voter registration numbers,
new registrants increasingly do not affiliate with the two major political parties. over the past two
decades, the percentage of registered unaffiliated voters rose from 11.1% in 1996 to 17.3% in 2016.
as of January 2017, over 19% of maryland voters cannot participate in maryland’s state-funded
closed principal party primary elections, because they are registered as unaffiliated or are registered
with a minor party (1.6%). nonetheless, these unaffiliated voters have an interest in the principal
party primaries, as evidenced in the april 2016 primary. of the total number of primary provisional
ballots rejected, 37.5% were not counted for the party nomination races because these 9,000 plus
voters were not registered in the party of the ballot they requested, and most were unaffiliated.
another motivation for the study is a declining percentage of registered voters participating in most
primary elections. for gubernatorial primary elections, the last two decades have seen a 3 to 5%
decrease in voter turnout from one gubernatorial primary to the next. a similar trend occurred in the
less competitive presidential primary elections when an incumbent president was running (1996,
2004, 2012). however, the three open-seat presidential primaries (2000, 2008, 2016) had increasing
or fairly stable turnouts. also, in 2000, the maryland republican Party allowed unaffiliated voters to
vote in their primary election, and almost 52,000 unaffiliated voters participated.

2. HISTORY AND ROLE OF THE PRIMARY SYSTEM AND ACCESS TO THE BALLOT*
Party primaries have evolved from earlier methods of deciding which candidates would be listed
on the general election ballot. The various methods (party caucuses, conventions, or nominating
petitions) measure the level of public support for any candidate. Candidates for local offices were
chosen by party leaders or other methods for nearly a century, gradually being replaced by
nominating primaries. The primary election system in the usa emerged in the late 19th and early
20th century as a reaction against strong party organizations and their control over nominations.
Two major developments are said to have led to the emergence of statewide primary elections:
• the introduction of secret ballots, and
• the rejection of the party convention system for candidate selection.
Background, see note page 6.
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But the underlying assumption and current reason for state-conducted political party primaries
remain that a party represented a large number of voters and the person chosen by a party therefore had enough public support to merit being placed on the ballot for consideration by all voters.

Role of the Political Party in Primaries
in a series of eleven decisions, the supreme Court has recognized both the rights of citizens to vote
and of political parties and their members to associate as fundamental rights under the first and
fourteenth amendments, but these rights are sometimes in conflict. Political parties have successfully challenged state primary systems that allowed all voters to choose the nominees of a particular
party, with the supreme Court holding that a party may require some sign of affiliation. on the other
hand, the Court held that a state may hold a primary in which all candidates appear on the same
ballot and the top two winners advance to the general election ballot. The Court has also held that
the states have a legitimate interest in ensuring orderly elections, including the denial of ballot
access to frivolous candidates.
The Court’s decisions have sought to balance these competing considerations. for example,
requiring unaffiliated candidates to submit signatures is no more burdensome than winning a partisan primary, provided that the required number is not too high (decision said 5% is ok, 15% is too
high). Banning write-in candidates is allowed when other opportunities for participation exist. most
states have a fairly similar structure of party primaries as the principal means for placing a candidate’s name on the general election ballot, with nomination by petition required as an alternative
for candidates and voters who want to work outside the party structures.
Perhaps the most significant factor that distinguishes the various primary systems is the role of
the parties in selecting candidates. The writers of the Constitution expressed grave concerns about
the negative consequences of “factions” and strove to create a governmental system that would not
encourage or require them. The governmental system has endured, but “factions” arose almost
immediately and have evolved into our major political parties.
Political parties can play some positive roles when they:
• recruit, train, and help fund candidates;
• create a party platform that can provide a “short-cut” for voters to focus on a smaller pool
of party-affiliated candidates when the voter agrees with one or more of the party platform
positions; and
• provide an organizational framework for “like-minded” representatives to work together to
advance the party’s goals during the campaign and when governing.
however, many of these same strengths can also be perceived as weaknesses. Political parties
can be disruptive to the election process and the functioning of government when:
• they encourage voters to select candidates by party label rather than evaluating them on
the individual views;
• the desire of the party to advance its goals, increase its strength, and elect more party
members may override the needs of the citizens; or
• they discourage legislators from advocating for policies not in line with the party platform,
and discourage them from working with members of other parties.

Access to the Ballot
in order to be placed on the maryland ballot, a candidate for state or federal office must meet a
variety of complex, state-set filing requirements and deadlines. an individual may become a
candidate for office in the general election by:
• seeking the nomination of a state-recognized political party, running as an unaffiliated
candidate after meeting a petition requirement,
• or running as a write-in candidate.
Background, see note page 6
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maryland state law requires ballot access for principal political parties (Democratic and
republican) through primary elections. internal party rules govern a principal party’s decision
whether or not to permit voters not affiliated with the party to participate in its primary election. since
2003, the maryland republican or Democratic central committee that decides to allow unaffiliated
voters to participate in its primary election must provide notice to the state Board of elections of this
decision at least six months prior to the date of the primary. The maryland republican Party allowed
unaffiliated voters to participate in its primary election in 2000; neither principal political party has
allowed unaffiliated voters to vote in primary elections since that date.
Candidates for principal party nominations to office must file a certificate of candidacy specifying
the office sought, their party affiliation, and how their name should appear on the ballot. The candidate must also pay the appropriate filing fee (for example, $290 for a state-wide office, $25 for
County executive). unlike in many other states, a candidate for a party’s nomination in maryland is
not required to submit petition signatures. This low threshold to qualify for the ballot results in large
numbers of candidates; in 2016, there were 10 candidates each for the republican and Democratic
nominations for u.s. senate.
The non-principal parties recognized by the state (green and Libertarian in 2016) do not participate in the state-run primary elections, but nominate candidates by petition or in accordance with
their own organization’s constitution and bylaws. They must fund their own nominating apparatus,
and do not receive assistance from the state to provide notices to their own party’s affiliated registered voters about their nominating process.
minor parties have sometimes had a difficult time retaining party status. since 1998, for a
non-principal party to remain certified by the state:
• the party’s candidate for President or governor must receive 1% of the total vote or
• at least 1% of the state's registered voters must affiliate with the party.
in 2016, both the Libertarian and green Presidential candidates met the 1% goal with, respectively, 2.8% and 1.3% of the votes. however, neither party met the alternative certification standard of
affiliation (40,000 maryland registrants) with the greens having over 20,000 and the Libertarians
under 10,000 members. over the last two decades, six other non-principal parties have appeared
on the ballot for one to six of the election cycles

Unaffiliated petition candidates do not run in primary elections. Their filings must be completed
by July of the election year, including a petition with 10,000 signatures for a statewide elective office,
or at least 1% of the eligible voters for the appropriate district.

Write-In candidates also do not run in primary elections, but to have their general election votes
tabulated, they must file a Certificate of Candidacy and statement of organization for the candidate
campaign committee.

3. EVALUATING AN ELECTION SYSTEM*
in 2009, LWV of montgomery County conducted a local study of different ways of conducting elections and of counting the votes. using scholarly materials and guidance from other LWV studies on
primaries, the montgomery County League adopted a set of goals for an election system as part of
this county study. The current LWVmD study committee agreed with these montgomery County
goals for primary elections:
1. We believe it is important that election systems:
a) produce representation that reflects community sentiment,
b) help increase voter participation by encouraging a broader range of candidates and
more civil campaigns; and
c) are feasible to implement.
Background, see note page 6.
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2. We also prefer election systems that:
a) are easy for the voter to understand, both in terms of how to vote and how their vote
is counted,
b) help ensure minority views and interests have some influence in selecting elected
officials,
c) help raise the level of political campaigns by encouraging a focus on the issues and
discouraging negative campaigning,
d) maximize the power of each voter’s vote, and
e) help promote more openness and responsiveness between candidates and
constituents.
We ask for state concurrence with these LWV of montgomery County goals to add more detail
to the LWVus public policy goals for “an open governmental system that is representative, accountable and responsive ” to evaluate the variety of primary electoral choices. We anticipate that the
criteria will help guide future LWVmD leaders in interpreting our positions and writing testimony on
primary election proposals.
a recent fair Vote study reviewed assessments of political scientists on how different types of
primary elections affected the composition and operation of government. as you evaluate the variety
of primary election choices, consider what aspects are most important to you:
• increasing voter engagement (more people voting and reflecting community sentiment),
• a more open government process (with unaffiliated and minor party voters participating, and often
providing a better chance of women and minorities to be elected),
• electoral accountability of officials (that incumbent officials can be replaced), and/or
• the government functions (policies evaluated on their merits rather than party positions).
4. TYPES OF PRIMARY ELECTIONS*
The manner in which primary elections are conducted varies widely from state to state, as each
state’s unique political environment evolved, subject to constitutional limits in the supreme Court
decisions summarized previously. Primary election systems may be categorized by (1) whether
candidates on the general election ballot are selected to represent the political parties or as
individuals and (2) which registered voters get to participate in the primary:

Party Nominating Primaries: the parties require candidates to be members of the party and the
winners are the party’s nominees in the general election.
• Closed Primary – only party-affiliated voters can participate in the primary election. Voters
receive the party ballot reflecting their voter registration affiliation. non-affiliated voters can
not vote in partisan races.
• Open Primary – all voters may participate in any single party primary election, without
regard to their registration affiliation. all voters ask for the primary ballot of the party of their
choice.
• Hybrid Primary – all party-affiliated voters participate in the primary of the party matching
their registration, as in a closed primary. however, non-affiliated voters may request the
primary ballot of any party inviting them to participate.

Individual Candidate Primaries: all candidates and all voters participate in a single primary, with
a pre-determined number (two or more) of winners appearing on the general election ballot, but all
voters may choose candidates from different parties, regardless of the candidate's or their own
affiliation. The general election becomes similar to a run-off between the designated number of
primary winners. no party is guaranteed a position on the general election ballot, and more than
one candidate from a party may appear.
Background, see note page 6.
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• Multi-Candidate Primary (Top Two, Top Four, etc.) – all candidates are listed with their party
designation.
• Nonpartisan Primary – candidates on ballot have no party designations. In many Maryland
counties, this is the method for selecting Board of Education candidates.

5. STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF EACH PRIMARY ELECTION SYSTEM*
Closed Primaries:
advantage: Parties can ensure that a candidate who appeals to its members and supports its
policies will appear on the general election ballot.
Disadvantage: non-affiliated voters are excluded from participation in the primary election.
Open or Hybrid Primaries:
advantages:
• Voters do not have to affiliate with political parties in order to participate in the primary
election.
• research indicates that candidates in open primaries are more likely to appeal and
respond to unaffiliated voters with messages that are less partisan than candidates in
closed primaries.
Disadvantage: The winning primary candidates may be less supportive of the goals of the
political party that they represent, especially if cross-over voters chose a weaker candidate
on an opposing party’s ballot.
Multi-Candidate or Nonpartisan Primary:
advantages:
• all voters have a greater choice of primary candidates from which to choose, regardless
of their or the candidates’ party affiliation, and may select candidates from a variety of parties
on one ballot.
• research indicates that candidates in multi-Candidate primaries are more likely to appeal
and respond to all voters with messages that are less partisan than candidates in closed or
open primaries.
Disadvantages:
• a political party or unaffiliated candidates are not guaranteed to be on the general election
ballot with the Top 2 format. it also substantially reduces choices for voters, especially those
who only participate in the general election. moving the Top 4 vote-getters to the general
election ballot will provide a broader candidate selection than the Top 2.
• Voters during the primary process have to study a large number of candidates with a
variety of viewpoints.
• in a nonpartisan primary, voters may find it more difficult to choose a candidate because
party affiliation is not listed on the ballot.

6. COUNTING VOTES*
The predicted effect of any change to the selection of candidates through the primary system also
depends, in part, on the method used for determining the winner. according to political science
research, the counting method can alter how the campaign is run, what issues are discussed, who
chooses to participate, and how the resulting legislative body or executive governs. a definition and
potential advantages and disadvantages of each counting method follow:
Plurality electoral systems - the candidate with the highest number, but not necessarily a majority,
of votes wins. This is also known as “first-past-the-post” voting.
advantages:
• Largest vote-getter being winner is simple to understand.
• Does not require the extra time, expense or policies for a second round of voting.
Background, see note page 6.
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Disadvantages:
• Winners could represent the interests of only a small percentage of the electorate.
• more votes may be cast against the winner than in support, if those opposition votes are
split among two or more candidates.
• may discourage voters from supporting their first choice, instead voting strategically for a
candidate whom they guess is more likely to win.
Majority electoral systems - a winning candidate needs at least 50%-plus-one-vote to win.
advantages:
• strives to be more representative, a democratic tenet.
• Could reduce the “my vote doesn’t count” feelings.
Disadvantages:
• requires extra time and cost if a second round of voting (run-off) is required.
• may require changes in voting procedure or equipment if ranked Choice Voting is used.
a majority vote can be reached through a runoff election or ranked choice voting.
• Run-off Election: When the requisite number of candidates for an office do not achieve a
majority of the votes during the first (primary) election, a few states require a second round
of voting. Those elections are often a month or more after the initial ballot, and only a
predetermined number of candidates from the first round (usually the top two) are allowed
to participate. Voters may indicate only one choice for each office on the ballot.
• advantage: is simple to understand.
• Disadvantages:
• if only the top two candidates move on to the general election, the majority of
voters may divide their votes among several candidates with similar views while
two candidates supported by small, unified factions finish in first and second place.
• requires extra time and expense for a second round of voting.
• fewer voters generally participate in a second election.
• Ranked Choice Voting: in the primary election, voters indicate their first, second, third,
etc. choice of candidates on the ballot for an office, and the counting software compiles all
the first place votes each candidate receives. for example, if no candidate receives at least
50% of the vote in a single candidate race, the lowest scorer is dropped, and the second
choice votes of those who voted for the dropped candidate are distributed among the
others remaining. Lowest scoring candidates continue to be dropped, with their “next
choice” vote added to those remaining until someone reaches the 50% plus one level.
• advantages:
• strives to be more representative, a democratic tenet. it increases the chances
that the winning candidate is the first or second choice of a large number of voters.
• reduces the “my vote doesn’t count” feelings with ability to vote true preferences.
• reduces negative campaigning since candidates attempt to garner as many
ranked votes as possible.
• achieved in one election without additional time delay and greater costs.
• Disadvantages:
• requires more thoughtful review of candidates to determine ranking.
• may require more voter education to explain process.
• additional software is needed for new voting system.

7. IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES*
in order to institute almost any change to our primary system or to the method used to determine
the winner, the general assembly and governor would need to support a constitutional amendment,
which would also have to be approved by the electorate. our current voting equipment can handle a
multi-candidate or nonpartisan ballot. With additional software, ranked choice voting also can be
used on our new voting equipment. most jurisdictions using different voting or counting methods
have found it fairly easy to offer the needed voter education through sample ballots, demonstrations
and online videos.
*additional background materials and resources are available online
at http://www.lwvmd.org/fact_sheets

Background, see note page 6.
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CONCURRENCE (#1) and CONSENSUS (#2 – #6) QUESTIONS
League members throughout maryland are involved in this study and may respond to questions
differently from your local League. Concurrence (#1) is yes or no as written. Please give us
your opinion on all options of all of the consensus questions so a statewide consensus can be
determined.
CONCURRENCE QUESTION 1. should LWVmD concur with LWV montgomery County election
system criteria?
1) We believe it is important that election systems:
a) produce representation that reflects community sentiment,
b) help increase voter participation by encouraging a broader range of candidates and more
civil campaigns and
c) are feasible to implement.
2) We also prefer election systems that:
a) are easy for the voter to understand, both in terms of how to vote and how their vote
is counted,
b) help ensure minority views and interests have some influence in selecting elected officials,
c) help raise the level of political campaigns by encouraging a focus on the issues and
discouraging negative campaigning,
d) maximize the power of each voter’s vote and
e) help promote more openness and responsiveness between candidates and constituents.

CONSENSUS QUESTIONS 2 – 6: Respond Yes or No (except 4) on all options of all questions.
Question 2. should LWVmD retain our current state position supporting closed primary elections? or
Question 3. should LWVmD support a more open style of primary elections?
Even if you respond no to #3, please indicate all styles of open primaries you support or would prefer:
a. Party-nomination – with each party’s winning candidate moving to general ballot
1) hybrid: open only to party members and non-affiliated registrants
2) open: all voters have choice of all candidates
b. individual Candidate-based – all voters have choice of all candidates with a pre-set number
or pre-set vote percentage of candidates moving to general election ballot without regard to
partisan affiliation
1) candidates have partisan label on ballot
2) candidates appear without any partisan label
Question 4. in primary and general elections when there are more than two candidates, should the
winner be determined by plurality (largest number of votes) or should a majority be required?
Even If you prefer plurality, please indicate all ways you support or would prefer to reach a majority:
a. run-off elections
b. ranked Choice Vote (instant runoff) in primary and general elections
Question 5. should all recognized parties have access to taxpayer funded primary elections?
Question 6. regardless of your response to other questions, should non-principal (currently, green
and Libertarian) parties and non-affiliated candidates have easier access to the ballot?
Even if you respond no to #6, please indicate all choices you support or would prefer:
a. easing party’s ability to put candidates on the general election ballots by
1) reducing the number of signatures required for initial recognition as a party;
2) reducing the number of general election votes required for a party to retain its recognition;
and/or
3) permitting a party to retain its status if the number of registered voters affiliated with that
party is equal to or greater than the number of signatures required to gain initial
recognition;
b. easing non-affiliated individual candidate’s access to the general election ballot by reducing
the number of signatures required on petitions.
The LWVMD committee members who prepared this study were Elaine Apter, Carol Blackburn,
Grace Kubofcik, Mary Lanigan, Judy Morenoff, Dona Sauerburger, Ralph Watkins, and
co-chairs,Lu Pierson and Barbara Sanders.
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LWVMD WINTER WORKSHOP
* Saturday, January 20, 2018 *
First Evangelical Lutheran Church
3604 Chatham Road, Ellicott City, MD

9:30 am - 2:30 pm
Workshop fee of $25/$35 for non-League members
Late registration (after Jan. 15) $30/$40 for non‐League members
9:30 am
10:10 am

Registration and light breakfast
Morning workshop session 1:
Preparing for Elections: Forums and Debates
or
Non-Profit Treasurer’s Seminar
11:20 am
Morning workshop session 2:
How to Run a Condo Election
or
*Snow Date: January 27, 2018.
Non-Profit Treasurer’s Seminar
Check LWVMD.org
12:30 pm Lunch
if weather is inclement.
12:50 pm Speaker: TBA

R EGISTER

ON LINE AT http://www.lwvmd.org/winter_workshop_2018
OR BELOW

-----------------------------------------------------------

WINTER WORKSHOP 2018 REGISTRATION FORM
( Through January 15, 2018/Late registration January 16 - 20)

NAME ______________________________________________________________________
LEAGUE _____________________________________________________________________
Phone ________________________

Email______________________________________

Workshop fee - $25($30 after Jan 15)Non-League $35($40 after Jan. 15 )

__________________

Donation to the LWVMD Education Fund ___________________
(Or donate on line: Go to http://www.lwvmd.org/join_donate
Mail to: LWVMD, 111 Cathedral Street, Suite 201, Annapolis, MD 21401
If you or someone you know would like assistance from the Lois Stoner Scholarship Fund for the
workshop fee, please contact the LWVMD office at 410 269 0232 or by email: lwvmd@verizon.net

Join the Action! Join the League! Or…
Have you renewed your membership for July 1, 2017—June 30, 2018?
Basic Individual Membership................................$60_______
Basic Family Membership......................................$85_______
Student Membership...............................................$30_______
(Scholarships Available)

Make checks payable to LWV – Baltimore City. Membership dues are not tax deductible.
If you wish to make an additional tax-deductible contribution to our voter education fund, make a separate
check payable to Sadie Crockin Memorial Fund.
THANK YOU FOR YOUR SUPPORT
Please indicate if corrections are needed to your name and/or address, phone number(s) or e-mail address.

Name_____________________________________________________________________________

Address ___________________________________________________________________________
Home: ______________________

Work: __________________ Cell:______________________

Email: ___________________________________________________________________________
Send to: LWV Baltimore City
6600 York Road, Ste. 211
Baltimore, MD 21212

®
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Return Service Requested

DATED MATERIAL
•
Unit Meetings on Primaries
January 17, 19, February 3

LWVMD Winter Workshop
Saturday, January 20

