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Program Report, March 12, 2021: 

APPROVE PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONVENTION 

Sheila McGinnis 

 
 
The Program Review Committee included Alice Bartelt, Marge Easley, Barbara Klein, Betsy 
Pratt, and Sheila McGinnis. The Committee met March 25 to review local League’s program 
review materials and develop 2021-2023 LWVOR Program recommendations for the next two 
years.  

Several proposals were submitted--including voting methods, nuclear energy, forest 
management, and childcare--which were considered for position amendments, position 
adoption by concurrence, and potential studies (one state level, one national level). Two were 
recommended to be supported at convention, and three were not recommended. Note that 
any non-recommended study proponents may choose to bring their proposal to convention as 
a non-recommended proposal. 

You may review the full text of all the Program Planning Submissions received on the 
LWVOR Board resources site [https://www.lwvor.org/board-resources]. The 2021 LWVOR 
Program Planning guidelines are available at  [https://fab67f44-53c0-4d55-8f3f-
38f29e9a1504.filesusr.com/ugd/cf41d8_7d67d3da50f3460b9e97e4b07bd2a42e.pdf] 

 
The Program Review Committee’s recommendations and comments follow below. The 

five March Board meeting decision items are shown below in red text. As you review these 
recommendations, please note any corrections needed re: terminology, wording of action 
items, or procedures. 

This report is divided into two sections as follows:  
Part I includes specific items for Board approval and inclusion on the convention agenda; 
Part II includes a short informational update. 

 
 
Part I: items for Board approval to be included on the May convention agenda 
 
Item 1:  Propose amending LWVOR’s 2007 Redistricting Position. Modify current language to 
accommodate recent Supreme Court of United States changes to the Voting Rights Act, Sec. 2. 
 
Change ‘requirements’ to ‘principles’ in the following sentence: 
  
Current language: ‘Adhere to all federal constitutional and legal requirements, such as that 

every district should have equal population, be contiguous, and meet the [requirements] of 
the Voting Rights Act’ 

Proposed change: ‘Adhere to all federal constitutional and legal requirements, such as that 
every district should have equal population, be contiguous, and meet the [principles] of the 
Voting Rights Act’ 
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Item 2: Endorse adoption of the proposed Oregon Position on Forests through concurrence at 
the LWVOR Convention 2021. 
 
Text of Committee recommendation:  The Review Committee recommends endorsing the 
proposed Position on Forests through concurrence at the LWVOR Convention 2021. We also 
recommend reformatting your information into an integrated package for focus and clarity 
(e.g., background, need, pros and cons, FAQs). You can simply link to LWVWA's position, full 
text is not necessary. Please let me know if you plan to make any further edits to these 
materials. I will include your preferred version in the convention workbook, which is probably 
due by late March. If you haven’t already done so, we recommend you notify LWVWA as a 
courtesy and request permission for Oregon to adopt their position through concurrence. They 
may also be able to comment on their own experience with their position and its strengths and 
weaknesses. 

 
Item 3: Election Methods, Star Voting; update proposed 
Review Committee recommendation: not recommended  
 
Text of Committee recommendation:  The Review Committee will not recommend this study at 
Convention. The study team may choose to bring this proposal to this convention as a non-
recommended action. The Committee also recommends making a clearer determination prior 
to the convention—if possible—on whether LWVOR’s current position is/is not adequate for 
advocacy on this issue. 

 
Item 4: Childcare Update/Restudy Proposal 
Review Committee recommendation: not recommended  
 
Text of Committee recommendation:  The Review Committee recommends developing and 
pursuing action and education efforts at this time, rather than conducting a study. The proposal 
authors are encouraged to work with the LWVOR action team to identify specific legislative, 
administrative, and budget recommendations for state advocacy. The Review Committee will 
not recommend this study at the Convention. The study team may choose to bring this 
proposal to this convention as a non-recommended action. 
 
Please note further comments received in support of this study from the local League. 
Arguments for doing an update, from Kathleen Hersh, 3/10/21 
   An update does not aim to change the position.  The study that the childcare position was 
developed from was done in 1985 or so. Certainly things have changed.  Although our position 
is pretty good, when advocating from our position, I doubt the League is using information from 
that study.  Whatever you want to call it, it is time to gather current information and verify 
what we are using.  Some of the questions we can ask are:  what are the current needs?  Are 
there equity differences? How is regulation done?  Is it adequate?  What funding mechanisms 
are in place now in Oregon?  How are other states and localities funding childcare?  Are 
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childcare workers in Oregon making a living wage? Is childcare available for special needs 
children? 
Please see postscript below on issue briefs 

 
Item 5: Nuclear Energy/Small Modular Reactors (SMRs), potential national study 
Committee recommendation: not recommended for study at this time 
 
Text of Committee recommendation:  The Review Committee will not recommend a study at 
Convention at this time. Continue to research and evaluate the idea in order to develop an 
information package or issue brief for LWVUS, League members, and/or potential partners. 
You could consider presenting a workshop or caucus at LWVOR’s May convention. Workshop 
proposals will be decided at the March Board meeting next week. Caucus requests will probably 
be accepted through early May. Your target audiences will need education—both nuclear 
technology and the Federal regulatory process are complex.  Consider offering education to 
local Leagues—a way to test your ideas and seek support. 

 
 
Item 6: Postscript for discussion: issue briefs 

NOTE: Following the review committee meeting, the question arose re: how to prepare 
study updates, white papers, and how adopt other intermediate information sources in support 
of action. While the agenda is packed, the review committee generally agrees it would like to 
further explore how to develop issue briefs. We invite your thoughts and comments on this 
matter. 

 
Part II: informational update 
 
The two study teams are continuing their work on the 2019-2021 Program. The Pesticides Study 
team has finalized its report and is preparing consensus questions for state Board approval. The 
next step is to plan the consensus process, including how to handle the still-present coronavirus 
contingencies.  
 
The Cybersecurity Study team is continuing its work towards national concurrence. The team 
met with Betsy Lawson, LWVUS program staff, on March 5 to discuss national timeline and 
collaboration. The discussion will be helpful in developing plans to engage other states. 
 


