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March 27, 1979

State of California

Fair Political Practices
Commission

P.0. Box 807

Sacramento, CA 95804

CAMPAIGN DISCLOSURE

Elections Code Section 10012, Candidate's Statement of Quali-
fications, permits the local agency to collect, in advance
the cost of printing, handling, translating and mailing the
statements to be included in the voter's pamphlet. The City
Council (five of whom are candidates) has the discretion
whether or not to collect for the cost of their statement.

If the Council determines not to collect for the cost of the
statement, would this be considered '"(a)n expenditure made
at the behest of a candidate" within the meaning of Section
82015 of the Government Code which must be declared on the
candidate's statements?

In Knoll v. Davidson (1974) 12 C.3d 355, the Supreme Court
upheld the constitutionality of Election Code Section 10012,
but did not address the disclosure issue.

Your assistance and advice in this matter will be appreciated.

GERALD A. SPERRY
CITY ATTORNEY

GAS:io




