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“Indeed, every court which has 
addressed the issue to date has found 
the use of public funds for partisan 
campaign purposes improper, either 
on the ground that such use was not 
explicitly authorized or on the broader 
ground that such expenditures are 
never appropriate”

Stanson v. Mott (1976) 17 Cal.3d 206 citing Citizens to Protect Public Funds v. Board 
of Education (1953) 13 N.J. 172



(a) An officer, employee, or 
consultant of a local agency may not 
expend or authorize the expenditure 
of the funds of the local agency to 
support or oppose the approval or 
rejection of a ballot measure or the 
election or defeat of a candidate by 
the voters.

California Government Code § 54964



“For a communication to be designed 
to influence the outcome of an 
election, it must be such that 
reasonable minds could not differ as 
to whether the communication 
unambiguously urges a person to 
vote in a particular manner or clearly 
and unmistakably presents a plea for 
action and identifies the advocated 
action.”
Kromko v. City of Tucson (2002) 47P.3d 1137



“The outcome in Kromko
suggests that cities in Arizona will 
have considerable leeway to 
advocate particular outcomes on 
ballot questions by disseminating 
materials containing one-sided or 
biased information, so long as the 
materials are arguably intended to 
inform and not persuade.”
Kromko v City of Tucson Arizona Law Review Vol. 
46:423-433












