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Proposition 100

PROPOSITION 109
OFFICIAL TITLE S

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 2007 |

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF -+

ARIZONA RELATING TO THE CORPORATION COMMISSION; PROVIDING FOR DEFINITION:

OF PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS TO INCLUDE CERTAIN TELECOMMUNICATIONS COR-. -

PORATIONS; PROVIDING FOR LIMITATION ON TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATIONS

AS COMMON CARRIERS SUBJECT TO CONTROL BY LAW; PROVIDING THAT THE CORPORA-.

TION COMMISSION SHALL TAKE ACTION ASSURING CERTAIN TELECOMMUNICATION -
SERVICE; PRESCRIBING TRANSMISSION OF MESSAGES BY CONNECTING CARRIERS; PRE-

SCRIBING EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN TELECOMMUNICATIONS. CORPORATIONS FROM: -
PROPERTY VALUATION REQUIRED BY PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS, AND AMENDING a3

ARTICLE XV, SECTIONS 2, 3, 9, 13:AND ,_14,:CONSTITQTIQN OF ARIZONA. . .

TEXT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT -

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Arizona, the Senaté concurring: 5. 1 50 -

1. The following amendments of article XV, sections 2, 3, 9, 10 and 14, Constitution of Arizona, are
proposed to become: valid when approved by a majority of the qualified electors voting thereon and upon * -

proclamation of the governor: : T e
2. “Public service corporations” defined

Scction 2. All corporations other than mﬁ.niéipél-_chgégéd iﬁ._fumishi'n'g-gaé, oil,A.(.)r'.'élcéﬁtzlli;:ity for -

" light, fuel, or power; or in furnishing water for irrigation, fire protection, or othér public purposes: or in.

furnishing, for profit, hot or cold air or steam for heating or cooling parposes; or engaged-in collecting,

transporting, treating, purifying and disposing of sewage through a system, for profit;

ARY 1, 1987, ALL CORPORATIONS, OTHER THAN ‘MleICIPAL,J PROVIDING: TELECOM-
MUNICATIONS SERVICE AS THE LEGISLATURE. PRESCRIBES BY LAW, and ail corporations

other than municipal, operating as cominon carriers, shall be deenied public service corporations. "
- 3. Power of commission as to classifications, rates and charges, rules, contracts; and:accounts; local
regulations i : N P e T e S e

Section. 3. The Corporation Commission shall have full powér to, andk s_ha!l,'pr'éscr_ibe just_zind"r’e:b o

sonable classifications to be used and just and reasonable rates dnd charges to:be made dnd-collected,

by public service . corporations within, the State for. service. rendered: therein;:.and - SHALL; - AS )

»

PROVIDED BY LAW, TAKE SUCH ACTION AS IS NECESSARY TO ASSURE THE STATEWIDE
AVAILABILITY 'AND AFFORDABILITY OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE < AND A
STATEWIDE TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK, AND make reasonable rules, regulations, and
orders, by which such corporations shall be governed in the transaction of business within the State;

and may prescribe the forms of contracts and the systems of keeping accounts to be used by such cor-

porations in transacting such business, and make and énforce reasonable rules; regulations,-and ordeérs -
for the convenience, comfort, and safety, and the preservation of the health, of the employees and -
patrons of such corporations; Provided, that incorporated cities and towns may be authorized by-law to: -

exercise supervision over public service corporations doing business therein, including the regulation of -
rates and charges to be made and ¢ollectéd by such corporations; Provided further, that classifications;
rates, charges, rules, regulations, orders, and forms or systems prescribed or: made by said Corporation:

Commission may from time to time be amended or repealed by such Commission; PROVIDED FUR-. = -/

THER THAT IN THE CASE OF CORPORATIONS, OTHER THAN MUNICIPAL, PROVIDING
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE AS THE LEGISLATURE PRESCRIBES: BY LAW, THE
COMMISSION SHALL HAVE THE POWER, AS THE LEGISLATURE PRESCRIBES BY LAW, TO

ORDER THAT ANY PRODUCT, MARKET, OR SERVICE OF SUCH CORPORATIONS IS NO. - -

LONGER SUBJECT TO REGULATION BY THE COMMISSION.
9. Transmission of messages by connecting carriers
Section 9. Every public service corporation

‘ . N . ._ - B . .
profit PROVIDING TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES AS PRESCRIBED BY LAW shall .

receive and transmit, without delay-or discrimination, any messages delivered to it by any other publie
ServitEOrporatic ; sitresev 3 a ssages-fo oftt; PERSON and shall,

with ifs lines, make phsca! connection with the lines of an e t x
§ it 510 s PERSON under such rules and regulations as shall be pre-
scribed by the Corporation Commission, or by law; Provided, that such public service corporations..

PROVIDING TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES AS PRESCRIBED BY LAW shali deliver mes-

4

" iulations asishall be pres'cm'b’_ed _by the-j(_]c_)rpprat__mn-‘ Cox__nm;s__smn,;q; by_: faw: o
" Section 104 Railways heretofore constructed, or that mayhereafier. be constructed, in

B hereby. declared public highways: and-all. railroads. are declared

- “RATIONS, OTHER THAN "MUNICIPAL, PROVIDING TELECO

<. nish 10 the Commiission: all evidence in: iis possession, and.ail assistance’
= Commission. in-aid of the determi -of. Hie: of th pert

D FROM AND'AFTER JANU- =
" are {n'theé busifess of transmitli
. panies. The Constitution' also requires these corporations fo Feceive: an

- panies to aid-in discharging the Commission’s

" munications (telephone) service and the extent of the power by the Commis
- given to the Legistaturé under this Proposition

* action to assure that telecomimdnication  {telephone} service is available and afford

'LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS FAVORIY

. Commission to control the telecommunications (telephorie) industry. Pr_opgs_i’_ti(_m__ 1(_)0_'es_tat.y_l_is_i_1'e_és. oyg;;i@’_; i

- sages: to other st

ations: PERSONS without delay o diseciminatio uider such rules and rég-

. 10 Railways as public highways; other corporations as common carriers

:Be commion:carriers and

- teiephonc, 0 Qiii,egn_efC_qrpo'ra'ti.ons,-:fox

{ electricity, 1 : water;oil; or other property for, profit, are-declared to-be
cibient 1o control by b CAND. FROM"AND_?AFI‘ER:}JANU'ARY"_ 1987:A

A ' MMUNICATIONS
' "TO. BE COMM

.- control by law. All electric, transmission;:
~‘portation o

" THE LEGISLATURE PRESCRIBES BY. LAW,
- AND SUBJECT TO CONTR(_)L BY LAW_;-. "
:.""14. Valué of property of public service corpor. io ‘ o
© . Section 14. The Corporation Commission shall, to aid it in the-proper discharge ofits duties, asce
tain the fair value of the property within the. Staté of évery: public: service corporation doing husingss:
. therein, EXCEPT FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATIONS AS TH ISL;
-PRESCRIBES BY: LAW, aﬁd.eve'ty_-pub_lé(;.:_sew_;,cg'.chrp:(_?ranon_; dmng'_.busujess:-wx_thm- e State
oish ! ission all ce in. I init§ power, requiesie
ithin: the: State of.

AREL

" At 'the present time, the Arizona

régulated by the Arizona Corpora
charges for products and services a

crimination, any: messages delivered. by other telephone and telegraph’ companies: as 1
Corporation Commission: oi- by law.; The Cormmi decides e of ‘th

Proposition” 100- would’ provid t: affer” Januar ]
munications (teléphone) service, the Arizona Corporation Commiss
Legislature prescribes by law, to order that any product; matket or service
sibjéet to regulation by the Comiission. The determiination of wh ‘a

:"Proposition 100 would also require the Corporation Commission; as provided by lay

Propdsition™ would ‘continue’ tHe Tequirémi

telecommunications (telephone) corporations but would g longer require the
decide the value of the property of these corporations Rr

PROPOSTION 100 - Shirimn e e
Deregulation ‘of competitive telecommunication: (telephone) products ‘and: services: will build-astrong
communications industry- which is beneficial to Arizonaconsumers:by giving them: a* wider choice and
potentially reducing service costs through greater competition. Proposition 100 combines’ the. best aspects
of continued regulation of services controled by a monopoly with the power to remove unnecessary go
ernment interference where free market competition is avatlable, . oo s S
The current system is strictly set by the Arizona Constitution which not only requires complete regula-
tion of telephone and telegraph companies but also: gives all-the authority io: the: Arizona Cotporation




Proposition 106

of this system by the State Legislature and thereby gives voters gredter access 10 more elected state'répfe»'

sentatives for seutling any grievances they may - have in’ the area of telecommunications (telephotic)
services. : . :

This Proposition assures every citizen of Arizona, whether in cities or remote rural-aress, that he will .

have affordable and available telephone service. In fact, the Legistature has already passed laws that will

g0 into effect at the same time as this Proposition to set up a universal service fund to dt_‘f"set any in_cre_e_ased S

© consumer costs that may temporarily result from frée competition;

Proposition 100 increases the ability fo'imeet changing cifcumstances in communications by giving the - .

Corporation Commission the day-to-day authiority to reguldte or deregulate the changing telecommunica-
tions (telephone) field, as necessary. Legislative diréction is gudranteed without the creation of any new -

level of government. This Propositon is the first and most important step to"k_‘eep Arizona in step with the B

modern deregulated te[ecommunicatiqﬂs (telephqpe}_iqd’us!ry.. e _ R :
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING =~
PROPOSITION 100 . - = oo

What is being calléd “deregulation™ of telecommunications (teleptione) services in this Proposition’is-

not deregulation at all, it is just a shifting of control over these services from: the Arizona Corporation

Commission to the State Legislatore. The power to deregulate is'authorized only as allowed by law, and

the Legislature can give whatever power to the Commission. it chooses. Also; the definition of telecom-
munications (telephone) services is left to the Legistature, a part-time body which-is removed. from; the' i

everyday needs and complex problems of the communications industry. Because the laws controlling regu~ -
lation wouid be made by the Legislature, a small handful of highly paid lobbyists who represent only the R

needs of giant companies would have too much influence in decisions that affect all of us.

Proposition 100 will not reduce basic telephone service costs or. promote competition for major tele-* -
phone services. The few companies that have decided that they can'afford to be in this business provide
almost identical service, often with no big differences in service costs. This proposition: does not change

this.

The legislative proposat for a universal service fund to support riiral areas of this state if competition” -

drives telephone rates up is actuaily a *tax” of up to 1% on telephone bills for ali of the state’s telephone’
usCrs to pay as a result of deregulation, n C - T e ey

* Based on the economic interests affected by P?oﬁbéi!ibﬁ 100 atid the unkﬁOWn:,iféslff'iS of the shift in

control over telecommunications (telephone) services to the Legislature, more in-depth stiidy of the fssues

is necessary to avoid the possibly destructive results of removing regulation from the certainty of the Ari-

zona Constitution to the uncertainty of the' political process. If Proposition 100 passes it would niot be in -
the interests of the Arizona ratepayers. N NI R
ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 100 B

Vote Yes on Proposition 100 to Assure Fair Competition. -

Proposition 100 will solve 4 real problem in‘Arizona’s commiinications industry—unfair competition.

Our state constitution {otally regulates every aspect of some local communications companiés: _Ne':a'f!y- -
évery product and service they provide is controlled—when it can be Introduced, where ‘it can be infro-.* *

©  duced, how much it can cost.. e T T T e
Other communications companies, pargicula‘rly'foreign—own¢d compinies, aren’t regitlated at all, They can: .

offer any product, at any price at, any time, - R coe S .

And Arizona’s consumers ultimaiely lase becaiise real competition is limited. =+ =

Our local companies don’t need, and deserve; unfair advantages to compete, i'i”h'é:y'_d'o',QQéd;"aj;d:‘g'i_e's'éryg;_ PR

fair rules so they can have the same chance as foréign competitors, © e 0h 0 ot
Proposition 100 makes the rules fair. And when the competition’s fair; everyone wing, "o
Dan Danilewicz " Marshall Geer TR
President - i Viee President for Academic Affairs. -
Arizona World Trade Association Aiericair Graduate Schoof of ©.. .0
{nternational Management
Reed Roberts L

President - . o
Communications Workers of America—.—AFbCIO

Local 7019

| ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 10

- have always been strong believers in'that tradition. Given'a fair and equal chance; we Know: wé

* snag in our staté constitution prévents real competition because some c_ompames'are__tqt_aliy;re%ai)lg}t

ARGUMEN

For Arizona’s senior population,

At the. same time; Proposition’ 1

.~ Proposition 100 ends the non-competitiofi-in'the telecommunications industry by creating guidelines

that are fair and equal for everyone. It creates a truly. competitive environment.'And we think-it’s about

time, oo S
" Fair compétition is an American

e riz

ential efement of the way we do: business, Arizonans
i fRir an : can’sue:

ceed and thrives oo e
In the communications industry; however,

‘that competitive spirit has bee

others aren’t regulated at all. And that OffEn means some ar’en’t'aﬂowed-to"comp_g'te and:othel
Rave to. -t e T
We're the real losers because we get rione of the benefits of fair, tough competition

Unnecessary regulation; and. unfair competition; keep prices. inflated and inhibit the  developmen of:
newqgl%iiugf?rgnd gservices.-,That’s*cspécia_llg. nfoqmj}atgigi the' telecommunications industry betatisé of;
the ‘vasi ariount of new technology---technology: Arizon uld miiss out on lt_]:l(_)u mipet
- Proposition: 100; on the other hand; promotes new pi odiicts, more thoices
tef pricing. In short; all the consumer advantagés of real competitio TR

At that same timeé, Proposition 100 constitutionally assures all Arizonans will
ephiong servies, EHIES : £ :

- With this'sensible plan; {
telephone service. Vote. Yes on Pro
+: Serigtor Jacque Steimer. -k
- Chairman; Commierce:and Labor. Committee
-+ Arizona State Senate

- Pennis Van Roekel:
President: o vy i
ArizZona Education Assotiation’

[ “FOR” PROPOSITION 100
telephorie service isn’t.
world, In an-cmerg

it's our‘only link with the outs;
hetween life ordeath.. - Bees _ i
Many seniors Jive on fixed o limited incomes he! i

great concern. Some of ys fear we:won't be able to afford tel
Proposition 100 helps solve many.of o
be..available to:all. Arizonan makes
protécted. =

be most beneficidl: Protection and’

Senator Carl Kunasek .
Chairman, Health and Welfar
Arizona State Senate’,
Marian Bauhs’, :
Former First Viée' Ch
State Democratic Party

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 100
Proposition 100 offers, protection’ for consumers and better products and ‘services through’ increased
“Change in the telephone industry’ is inevitable. 1t started before the break-up of AT & T, and no
affects our local service. A's consumers, we have to Make Sure the changies work for us, not against us,
Proposition 100 is'a’good step in the right direction. It assures, in' the"constitution,” ihat our. basic
phene service will be available and affordable. The Corporation Commission will still regulate bas
VICE. T T T I T R
‘As important, Proposition' 100 stimulates' fair competition where it benefits us most—and a competi-
tive marketplace has always beer the consumer’s best riend; oo e s
With the affordability of our basie’ service constititionally assured; continted. regulatory. protection:
where appropriate, and increased competition, Proposition 100 ma_k_e_s___sure_ that future c_:_ha_ngcs_-_m thié com
munications industry benefit Arizona’s consumers.. ./ S :

e Committee




Proposition 100

With this sensible road map, Arizona will share in the benefits of changmg and i lmprovmg tcchnology
We cannot iake the risk of being left behind. Vote Yeson Proposxilon 100,

Mildred Jones, Presideny - . S Esther Tang .-

Maricopa County Chapter : 2 Vige Prcsuient A

National Association for the Advancment Pima Council on Agmg
of Colored People (NAACP) L -- Tucson,-Arizong -

Jannie Cox : SR Mel Hannah' P C
Member, Residential Unlmes : Member, Residential Utxhtles L e
Consumer Office (RUCO} - Consumer Office (RUCO) ST e

Advisory Board- - “Advisory Board . So i iy

Tucson, Arizona Flagstaff, Arizona
Vice President Community Af‘falrs
Carendetet Health Servnccs Inc.

Tucson

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 100

Telephone service is nio longer a4 quury and we. must take steps to guarantee servxces to ail Anzonans_

at a price we can afford to pay.

Proposition 100, made necessary by the many changes in telephone serv:ce ai the Federai lcvei wxll i
- provide for an updating of the laws regulating communications carriers and, further, will" mtroduce fair -
competition to the industry. Proposition 100 will give the Arizona Corporanon Commission the authority

to phase-in market regulation and to control the introduction of proven competitive prodacts and: services:

This approach of increasing competition, together with assurances for the availability and affordability
of telephone service throughout Ar:zona, has my support and merits your favorable conslderatmn

Bruce Babbitt
Governor

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 100

Proposition 100 i5 on the ballot because Mountain Bell slipped it through the legasiature wnh a slxck

behind-the-scenes lobbying campaign. Few legisiators had more than a foggy notion as to what they WETE

voting on. Now Arizona’s voters afe being asked to buy the same pig in a poke.

If approved, Propositién 100 will amend the State Constitution so as to transfer much of the Corpora—_

tion Commission’ $ regulatory authority over te]ecommumcauons (mcludmg telephone servme) to the: state
legislature. This is'a bad idea for several reasons. -

The authors of the Arizona Constitution coild have gwen the Eeglslature the power to’ regulate utllmes
They didn’t, but instead created a constitutionally independent Corporation Contmission To insulate the
regulatory process from political influence. Proposition 100 seeks to 'dismantle this constitutional arrange-
ment without any compelling reason for doing so, other than the wishes of Mountain Bell, . .

The legislature is néither willing nor able to exercise effective oversaght in this comp[ex atea. T doesn’t -

have the expertise, the staff or (since it meets four months a year) thi¢ timé to do the job right. Mountain

Bell lobbyists will be there to take up the slack and in practice, Pmpnsmon 100 will mean dcregulat[on on

" Mountain Bell’s terms.
Proposxt:on 100 will preserve Moumam Bell s monopoly over remdentlal telcphone servme, whﬂe cut—

ting most of its other operations free from Corporation Commission regulation and scrutiny.. The:all too
real danger is that revenues from “captive” residential customers will be used to subsadlze Mountam Beil’ ;

unregulated business ventures.

Further deregulation of telecommunications may be desirable. But to be equxtable any such deregula—
tion must take into consideration the consequences for all those who will be affected, Pmpos:tmn EOO
drafted by Mountain Bell lobbyists to serve Bell mterests isn’t the way to go. It should be defeated; .

John Anderson, Executive D:rector
Common Cause of Anzona _' U

sALLoT FoRMAT

ROPOS!TION 100]

SION MAY REMOVE FROM HEGULATION

A yes vote shali' have ihe, effect of. authorlzmg the: Corparatlon Commussron e
1o reduce regulation. of some teiacommunication services:and assure: statewnde-_;
available: and- affordable: tetephone serwce using’ procedures and defmstton'

prescrsbed by the Leg|statur ) Dt

A o't vote shail have the effect oflkeepmg the requ:rement that the Corpora—:
tion Commwswn reguiate ali tefephone and telegraph serwces L




Proposiﬁon 101

PROPOSITION 101

OFFICIAL TITLE

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 1003

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO_THE CONSTITUTION OF
ARIZONA RELATING TO PUBLIC DEBT, REVENUE, AND TAXATION; PROVIDING FOR
ANNUAL INCREASES IN THE AGGREGATE EXPENDITURE LIMITATION FOR SCHOOL.: DIS-
TRICTS, AND AMENDING ARTICLE IX, SECTION 21, CONSTITUTION OF ARIZONA.

TEXT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of Arizona, the House of Repfésehiafi\('es éoncurring:

1. The following améndment of article IX, section 21, Constitution of “Arizona, Is proposed to become

valid when approved by a majority of the-gualified electors voting thereon and upon proclamation of the

governor:

21. Expenditure limitation; school districts and community college districts; adjustments; reporting

Section 21, (1) The economic estimates commission shall determine and publish prior to April 1:

of each year the expenditure limitation for the following fiscal year for each community college district.
The expenditure limitations shall be determined by adjusting the aingunt of expenditiites of local réve.
nues for each such district for fiscal: year 1979-1980 to reflect the changes-in the student population of
each district and the cost of living. The governing board of any community college district shall not

avthorize expenditures of local revenues in &xcess af the limitation prescribed in this séction, except in -

the manner provided by law, . -

(2) The economic estimates commission shall determine and publish prior to May | of each year
the aggregate expenditure limitation for all school districts for the following fiscal year. The ageregate
expendliture limitation shall be determined by adjusting the total 4motint of expenditures of Tocal reve-
nues for all school districts for fiscal year 1979-1980 to reflect the changes in student population in the
school districts and the cost of living, AND MULTIPLYING THE RESULT BY 1.10. The aggregate
expenditures of local revenues for all school districts shall not exceed the limitation prescribed in this
section, except as provided in subsection (3) of this section. - o

(3} Expenditures in éxcess of thé limitation détermined pursuant 1o subsection (2) of this section

may be authorized for a single fiscal year upon affirmative vote of two~third's,gf the membership of.

cach house of the legislature,

(4} As used in this section:

{a) “Cost of living” means either; . T e T R P e

(i) The price of goods and services as measured by the implicit price deflator for the gross national
product or its successor as reported by the United States departimient of commerce, or its sucedssor
agency. : PAE . R : DG R T
Gty A different measure or index of the cost of living adopted at the direction of the legislatire; by
toncurrent resolution, upon affirmative vote of two-thirds of the membership of each house of the leg-
islature. Such measure or index shall apply for subsequgnt ﬁsqal'years, except it shall not apply for the
fiscal year following the adoption of such measure or index if the measure or index.is adopted after
March 1 of the preceding fiscal year. ) DD e Lo
, (b) “Expenditure” means any amounts budgeted 1o be paid from local revenues s prescribed by
aw, . : . S

(¢) “Local revenues™ includes all monies, revenues, funds, property and receipts of any kind what-
soever recetved by or for the account of a school or community college district or any of its agencies,
departments, offices, boards, commissions, authoritics, councils and institutions, except:

(i) Any amounts or property received from the issiance or incusrence of bonds, or other lawful

long-term obligations issued or incurred for a specific purpose, or any amounts or property collected or
segregated to make payments or deposits required by a contract concerning such bonds or obligations,
For the purpose of this subdivision long-term obligations shall not include warrants issued in the ordis
nary course of operation or registered for payment; by a political subdivisiozn. : ’

(i} Any amounts or property received as payrent of dividends and interest; or any gain on the sale
or redemption of investment securities, the purchase of which is authorized by law. o :

{iti} Any amounts or property received by a schoot or community college district in the capacity of
trusiee, custodian or agent,

(iv} Any amounts recoived as grants and aid of any type received from the federal government or
any of ils agencies except schoo! assistance in federally affected areas.

o

" Proposition .10

' agency or organization, or any individual. ©1 -
| (vi) Any amounfs received from the state for the purpose of _ id,; bui or | v
| ments or-constricting buildings or improvéments: - B ot b

+ - ment, office, board, commission; authority; coiincil-or- institution of the same community icolle
~ school. district which were incliuded: as local revenues for such fisca year of: which:are excltided

- chasing land, buildings or Improvemnents or constructing buildings or imipro
v (ix): Any amounts received inreturn for goods or se pUETS
<. ical 'subdivision; school district; community; college

- district, community college distfict or the stat

0 t(xi)’ Any ‘ad valorem ‘taXes Teceived pursuant to cti ceed the limitation prescrib
= tions prescribed by subéectipn-'(?)_' of this section: i
i (i) Any'amounts received during a:fiscal yeéar as refinds; réimbursements ‘o
<5 amounts-éipended which: were applied against the expenditure, liniitation: for such;
- were excluded from local revenuestinder other-provisions of this éubscetion
: . (d) Fer the purpo
- local revenues:. .- : _ o
ez, (). Any amounts received as the. proceeds from thy
e (H) Any aniounts receivéd-from the capital levy.as authorized by law

or the: plirpose. of funding expend:
destruction of or damage to ‘thie facilitiés of a school district 4s authori

.- students" enrolled. in the: school: district or: community: college
c seribed by fawi: s

i fiscal year 1979-1980; ds used to determine ‘{he expendit ¢ limitdtion 1ant’ 1o subsections

“rand (2} of this section; to r‘t‘:ﬂcct_f.subse:‘:mgnt't'ransf(j:_rs'oﬁ all’ér any. part-of: the: cost of: providing-a:

- governmental function, in' a manner prescribed by law. The:adjustment provided for in thls sibsectio

- shall be used in determining: the expenditure: liniitation pursuznt 1o ubsections (1) and (2).of thisise

- tion beginning with the fiseal

Do (6 The _é{;olidmic’:’est_ir_nfzités:'éd:ﬁmi's_siop' hall:
-+ 'in fiscal 'vear- 19791980, a5 tised to determinet

- the boundinies of'a dis’li‘ict;‘iﬁid'ma"n'ner-'pre_sqri!ged_1_!5Y'.la“_r—.j'f_'f_:‘_l1e-__z’t"d_1_txstmen_t ‘provided for

- -, tion shall be used in determining the expenditure limitation pursuan
-+ beginning withi the fiscal yéar imimediately-following the annexation
. i dation onchiange ini the boundaries of 4 distric
(7). The legislature’ shall establish by liw exp 1d

" with the fiscal year beginning July. 1,°-1980: Expenditures- by

o tures: - -

s (10) SubSécuons:('Z'}, (3),(5)and (5) of this secnondonotapplyto s_é]_iﬁaol-districts.untii the fiscal”

(v)-Any amounts” or ;Srd:;ieft&" 'rééeiVéq- a8’ ér'a'n_ts;'; : g’iﬁs_,:-'f'_éid_. ‘or; g’:_c'injtr_i_b’__uft‘ignj:s_ﬁ of :any. type: except
amounts received directly or indirectly in lieu of taxes received directly ot indiréctly from:any private

“(vii). Any amounts received pursuant 1o a transfer during i'ﬁs'ca_g year: from another agency; depa

local revenue under other provisions of this subsection.. " -

. (viii) Any amounts or property accumulated by & community college district for the purpose ofpu

political subdivision, school district, communi
tare limitation: in ‘effect’ when 'the amounts” ar

" (x) Ay amounts received as tuitio
or organization or any iridividual ;"

rectly or-indirectly” rom_-_al__iy-pubhc or privdte agenc

section 19 of this article or for the piirhoses‘of fanding-expendit [ XCOss ,t::)f 1hé

coveri
ar orwh

- of subsection (2) of this section, the followiny

(i) Any amounts received from the acquisition, operation, or m;
commercial nature which arg eritirely or-pred nily self ipporting,-
- (iv)-Any amounts recéived for the i of fundi e‘x’pe'ndi_turd

(e) “Stadent population” means the number of actual, full-time or the equivalen f actiial fulktim
¢t determined in: a; manner- pre

penditures. o

mmission shall adju xpenditures of Tocal
i tion: pursuant: to: sibse

~'(5) The economic estimate adjist the- amoun
‘ & expenditure limita

tions (1)

‘veat: imm_r;d_ia'x__{ely:followi_n_g'-'_thé transfer.

ure limitation pursuant to subsection
reation of & new distiict, consolidation:or,

this section, to reflect any subseinient dnnexdtion, ¢

idil 1mita

. ditures by a school ‘district in
expenditure limitation must be approved by: a majority;of ‘the electors voling/on hi

" (8) The leglslamreshall establish by law 4 un{fi) eporting system: for.
ance with this section. The legislature-shall establish- by law:sanctions "
comply with this section, |~ - e i T
- {9) This section is not effective fo
July 1, 1981, SRR

r any community college district until the fisca

year beginning July 1, 198].
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FINAL VOTE CAST BY THE LEGISLATURE ON SCR 1003
' (PROPOSITION 101) S

_Seua;é—‘—-Ayé"s,'. 19_ _ _. '

House-—Ayes, 43
Nays, ~ 8
Noft Voting,” 3

Nays, 12 -
Not Voting, 3

ANALYSIS BY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
- {(In compliance with A.R.S. section 19-124} -

Proposition [0 would amend article IX, section 21 of the State Constitution to raise the limit on
school district spending by 10%. In 1980 the voters approved Proposition 109 which established a limit on
the amount schiool districts could spend. The spending limit for school districts restricts total spending by
alf districts in Arizona rather than being & restriction on individual school districts. Each year 2 new limit
I8 caleulated by starting with the ‘base limit established for fiscal year 1979-1980. This base limit is
adjusted to reflect the changes bétween the base year and the relevant vear in student popilation and cost
of ng;%%é After the base limit is adjusted, Proposition 101 would further adjust the riew limit by increasing
it by . ' o o ' : . L

In fiscal year 1981-1982 the constitutional limit on total school district spending was $1.128 biltion and
school districts budgeted $1.111 biilion for spending. In fiscal year 1985-1986 the constitutional lmit on
total school district spending was $1.560 billion and school districts budgeted $1.553 billion for spending.

_If Proposition- 10! passes the constitutional.limit oa. total school. district spending in fiscal year
1987-1988 is estirhated 1o increase to $1.910 billion. If Proposition 0t does not pass the current constitu-
1t‘ionfzﬂ limit on total school district spending in fiscal year 19871988 is estimated to increase to $1.736 bil-
ion. .- . . : - . o .

. Proposition 101 only changes the total spending limit. Authority by state law is necessary before indi-
vidual school districts can budget any additional money based on the increase. The Legislature did pass

legislation this year which only becomes effective on passage of this Proposition to provide for use of some

of the increase for statewide participation by school districts in a career ladder program for teachers and
additional money for teacher salaries.. . . . . - C

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, ARGUMENTS FAVORING .
PROPOSITION 101

" 'In 1980 voters took the first step by placing a limit on spending by school districts. However, because
of a number of économic, legat and other factors, the limit 1s now unarealistically low. Expenditures by all
school districts in this state for the last fiscal year were only % of 1% below the constitutional Hmit. Unless
the limit is changed, school districts will find it difficult fo establish needed educational programs and
?cho?l districis may have to cut back on budgets and programs théy have already adopted for the current

iscal year. - . S Ry

The spending limit approved by the voters in 1980 only took into account general increases in student
population and the cost of living, therefore limiting the schools in the 1980°s to the old cost factors-and
programs of the 197('s. Since the limit was set, national and state reviews of educational problems have
- identified needs for new and better existing programs such as an emphasis on early grades, math and sci-

ence.and job training skills. Investments in better educational programs now may save. tax money in the -

fut__u_;e that would otherwise have to be spent for wetfare and prisons as a result of a poorly educated popu-
ation, . ... 3 o e ol ST e
The Legislature has encouraged school districts' to start some badly needed progtams but can'do no
more because of the constitytional limit on school spending. We need to raise teachers’ salaries to attract
and keep well qualified teachers who are now going into better paying professions. We must increase the
constitutional limit so that we can better educate our children. . ) o

. An investment in education is an investment in our future; -~ - < - .

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING - -
PROPOSITION 101 . IR

[ In 1980 Arizona voters overwhelmingly approved conirolling spendihg by school districts by placing a
limit an the spending. School districts require more property taxes than any other fevel of government in
-this state. In addition to these property taxes, the state also spends ovér one billion doltars on education.
Raising the limit may raise your taxes. L R
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Proposition 101

The state spends more than 60% of its budget for education and this Proposition allows mere spending
of both state and local tax money by school districts. We can only afford so much tax money for educa-
tion. More money does not necessarily mean better schools” The school districts can manage their money .
betier and must learn to Hive within their means, just like we have to do. A

The constitutional limit on school spending approved by the voters'in 1980 took into account increases
in student population and increases in the cost of living. The Himit has been in effect only five years, and
the school districts have never gone over the limit. There simply is no reason or need to increase that limit
now. If school districts wish to start new programs or expand old ones, they can find the money by
removing oid programs that don’t work. : . . -

A limit is a limit, School districts want to ignore it. The voters set a Hmit on school district spending to

-end government’s blank check drawn on people’s earnings and to reduce the pressure on school districts

from special interest groups and employees to fund new programs, expand existing programs and increase
salaries, 1f this Proposition passes, teachers® associations will-have won' the batile and laws will become
effective which allow school districts to spend the exira-money to increase teachers' salaries.

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 101 - - : -
© STATEMENT IN FAVOR OF INCREASING THE CONSTITUTIONAL
AGGREGATE EXPENDITURE LiMIT o .
0 As an organization which addresses children’s educational needs, we urge a “yes” vote on Proposition |
Proposition 101 would permit an increase in'the Cédnstitutional Aggregate Spending Limit. This limit
was created in 1980 and impedes. the combined spending of all school districts. When the combined
spending rises above the constitutional limit, the State Board of Education is required by law to force all
school districis to reduce their budgets by an amount set by the State Board.

. School district expenses include cost of materials, supplies, utilities; insurance, and sataries. The rapid
rise in these costs over the past five years is causing the combined spending limit to be reached much

faster than originally expected. By approving an increase in this imit, school districts will be betfer able 10 |

meel pecessary expenses, improve the quality of teaching and provide salaries that will attract and, keep
the brightest and best teachers for our schools. : i
With the approval of Proposition 01, school districts will be able to continue vilal educational pro-
grams, .including arts, athletics, band and other extra curricular activities. Our studenis deserve a quality,
well-rounded education. _ : IR
_ In order to improve our educational standards. the combined spending limit must be raised to-recog-
nize current cconomic realities and 1o enable us to provide our studenis a quality education in the years
ahead. : i . o . .
_ Your “ves” vote for Proposition 101 will create the constitutional authority needed 1o addreéss these
issues today, ‘ oo '
Dr. Elizabeth L. Toth, Executive Director )
Greater Phoenix Educational Management Council

ARGUMENT “FOR*” PROPOSITION 101

PROPOSITION 101 PRO STATEMENT . )
Fhere have been few propositons offered for voter approval more important for the future of Arizona
than Proposition 101, The future of Arizona will be in the hands of today’s students, and Arizona must
put forth its maximum cffort to achieve exeellence in education. Arizona’s future lifestyle, economy, and
achievements are dependent on the guality of our public education system. . , .
. Proposition 101 will provide the capacity for funding for bold advarices in education. It will permit the

. state 1o retain and atiract more and better educational leaders, teachers, and support personnel. It will per-

mil Arizona to retain its best educators for the students of the state instead of losing them to, more finan-
cially rewarding careers. [t will permit our children 10 have the best in textbooks, supplies. and educational
pmgra_m]s designed for the future. Proposition 10! will allow today’s children to more easily reach their
potential. . . .
' - Proposition 101 is an investment in the future of Arizona.
. VOTE YES! L
Raymond S. Kellis, President
Arizong School Adminsirators, Inc.
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ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 101
: ‘ ‘ PROPOSITION 0F PROSTATEMENT . "~ .7 7
Local school boards believe that Arizona deserves the best schools in the country. We can have them

only if the current Aggregate Spending Limit, which sets school funding at 1979 levels, is adjusted upward.
We can have the best education system in the country if Arizona voters make education their number one.

priority by veting ves on Proposition 101. . -

School boards want 1o mainiain and expand programs that prepare students for their roles-inm Arizona

1omorrow-—programs like basic literacy, special help for primary-grade children; computer familiarity, free

textbooks, and substance abuse prevention. Intensive efforts'are also required.to reduce the drop-out rates. -
in our schools. To ensure that Arizona students take their rightful places in our state as responsible and.

well-informed citizens and workers, school boards maust address their needs now, - --

We can do that, in part, by hiring and keeping the best teachers available. Howeirer;--'ﬁfe, Hké sc':h'bol'dis-".

iricts across the country, face an impending shortage of qualified teachers. Arizona districts must compete
for new teachers with states that are contributing ever-gréater amounts for beginning teacher salaries. In a

very short time, our recruitment efforts simply won't be competitive, because the Aggregate Spending
Limit keeps Arizona’s Legislature from substantially improving salaries for both beginning teachers as well

as for high performing experienced teachers.

youth for the future. Make education our state’s number one priority. Vote yes on Proposition 101 .
: ‘ B ' Virginia Tinsley, President — " 3 720
‘Arizona School Boards Association:- -

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 101

Voting yes on Proposition 101 will allow local schoal boards to do 2. better job of readying t'odéy_’s’_ :

" PROPOSITION 101 PRO STATEMENT - 770 7o v o

Our public schools néed room to grow. Voting “yes” on Proposition 101 gives Arizona's education sys-

tem the financial “breathing room” it needs to meet all students? needs and out state’s future employmeént

requirements. A healthy economy depends on a heéalthy system of public education, In fact; Arizona can

only be as good as its schools. Good schools must be able: to focus -on. developing basic skills in-its
youngesi students, to maintain safe and well-disciplined learning environments for all children, to reward
outsianding teachers, to prevent and reduce student drop-outs, and to hire enthusiastic, dedicated new-
teachers. Our schools can be as good as they’re meant 1o be if the-current Apgregate Spending Limit is

revised. That Limit forces our schools to be funded at 1979 levels, Proposition 101 provides the oppor-

tunity for Arizona education to look forward, instead of backward, and to more adequately prepare today’s

young people for productive lives in the 21st century, That’s what education is ali about—preparing for
the future. Vote ves for today’s youth and their tomorrows. Vote yes on Proposition 101, S

Mary Belle McCorkle, Ed. D.
President
- Tusson Administrtors, Tnc. -
ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 101

PROPOSITION 101 PRO STATEMENT,

If the State of Arizona is to provide educational improvements ifi the coming ‘years, Proposition 101 - -

must be approved. There currently is an Arizona law that limits spending for education to a certdin per-
centage of Arizona’s total expenditure formuld, The only ‘way now that the limit can be increased is
through inflation or increased student enrollment. This means that schools can only remain at status quo.:.

Arizona deserves better for its children, Proposition 101 will increase by 10 pércent the ability of the. - -
State 10 support education, but even this small upward adjustment can make o big difference for our chil- -

dren.. -

More and better teachers can be hired. We can pay more attractive salaries. Important p‘rqgraligis”fof_ '

our children can be expanded, such as special atténtion to the early learning needs of students in Kinder-

garient - third grades, dropout prevention, and compitter literacy. Such benefits as_ free textbooks, safe
facilities, and adequate teaching supplies can be ensured. Without approval of Proposition 101, these same
programs may be reduced or even eliminated. ' ’
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- Proposition 101 has the support of Governor Babbitt; It has thie support of the Stiperintendent'of Pub- | |
lic Instruction, Carolyn Warner.It'has the  support of many* Arizona business’people because: they know i
that the most important part of any business'is thesemployee. And’ most important it has the support.of
the people who have committed their lives to education--schook board: members; school administrators; |

- Join-all'of us who support a:strong public.education | ysté;m'i ing, Yes f
e RS A Dénnis Van Rockel, Presiden
v Arizona EducationAssociation

ARGUMENT “FOR” o
LR T '”'P_ROPOSI’FION_1(_]1__'PRO”S'I" TEMENT
. "Asditizens of Arizonia who'are actively involved in out chi fuc
our public schools, we urge you 1o appiove Proposition 101 3 \
.. Education is the only. public service that sg rigbrously: demnands coristant attention to the: futurn 15
1o be, successful: In meeting the rieeds of children today, educators must anticipate their fieeds {.1omot:
row. AS parents, ‘we fook ahead, too. We ‘ask if the Stale’is adequately. supporting “our schog da
ensure that our children will havé'the; skills and. knowledge: they'll reed”tomorro
present constitutional spending limitation for education, the answer imi
the past, not the future, but Proposition 101 will-allow:
drenaswell, o oecelhanionsdn e
- If wewant the best teachers forour childre
with’those of business‘and industry. If we want ¢ that'our
must see that'they receivéconcentrated atfention. Tf we ‘want improved
first reducé ¢lassroom overcrowding. If we want our children'to sfay’
schools to offer’ educational programs that have staying power. g
- While'school districls and-the' State Legislature try to falfill these expecta Fthey have'gone ds far :
they can until Proposition 101 i approved. The. Leégislaturé has'concurred:with: Governor Babbit'by puit:
ting this propdsition on the ballot. Every school district in: the'$tate ‘supports ity Tell thém you agrée, as'w
in the PTA have, that education in-Arizona must bé allowed to move forward: Tell thém youagre e
are, by voting Yes on Proposition: {0 ool i s iinies o S e :
cu T e i Naida Rector, President’

i UCALiC

S SIS + . Arizona Congress of Parent
ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 101
L0 siiioos . PROPOSITION 101 PRO STATEME?
" I'm voting Yes on Proposition [0 because the students i gur public schools deserve a'stronger Con
mitment from us 6 their education.” Amending the Aggregate Expenditure Lintit for/schools is a no-cost
way' to démonstrate our biélief that upgrading edication:is the key to'the continied vitality of our'state.
~ " Employers déserve the assurancs that, whenthey hire graduates of Arizona schools the ng
ate, responsible people. Keeping our $late economy healthy requires our schools 16 produce gradua
are ready and able 10 work or to cc_)nti_nue thetr-eg!uc_auon. B R e DR S O _
" To offer such assurance means that our schiools have to'do an even betier job'than they are now; For-
tunately; those who educate our'children’do Want 16 do'dn évén bettér job 6F it They ‘want classés that are
smalt’enough to provide pérsonal attention by the' teacher dnd o' reduce discipling problems; (Only seven
states have more crowded classrooms than Arizona.) They' wani'to make ighschool available 10" more
students by continuing 10" provide-free textbooks. They want to give young:children the:Beststart - possib
ia school. They want to attract and keep the most able teachers. oo i it :
Proposition: 101 gives us the chance to tell educators that'we're Willing'to' back their &ff i
our schools, that we know the quality of our future depends on the quality of their work with our children:
Voté yes for a strong educational system. Vote Yes for Proposition 101,50
. o T ‘State Seriator Alan J. Sicphens, |
ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITIO
Vote NO on Proposition 101 < WHY?: sy oo i i v
Proposition 101 has several flaws that require one to reject its validity. For example: - n 20 2
" 1. One major problem related to this proposition is its-tie to 4 major tedching philosophy “‘Mastery.:
Learning” and “Mastery Teaching™ that ha§ prodiced a natidn®of ‘many ineffective: teachers’and
poor readers. SB 1292'and SB 1384 become effective if Proposition 101 passes. Both bills are tied'to;

101 -
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this proposition and deal with merit pay and teacher evaluation. The teacher evaluations now being

promoted in Arizonz deal with- the Mastery Learning,.- Master -Teacher . philosophy.. Noted

researchers and educators call these methods and theories “fifty years of barren. results in educa- o o

tion.” - . :

2. The request for expenditure was a politicat act and was made without the basis of a proper. necds

assessment, It has roots in the false logic of “more money means better education™ when in ‘fact it
probably raeans more.of the same inadequate education with a higher price tag.

. Ann Herzer, M.A.

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 101 -~~~

In 1980 the voters of Arizona-approved a tax reform package. Primarily 'it dealt Q.:ith the funding of

education and the equalization of funding between rich and poor school districts, Also it set an aggregate -

spending limit on all schools which could only be increased by two factors, inflation and higher. student
enrollment. It has worked as planned. - T T U e e
Proposition 101 is not the first attempt to bypass the tax reform package, but it'is certainly the largest.

It would raise the aggregate limit by 10% or $174 million: The establishment claims that additional funds -

are needed to raise teachers’ salaries to the national average, According to thie National Ceniter for Educa-
Hon Information in its' 1984 survey recently released; Arizona’s teachers are right at the national average.
Further, that survey found that teachers in public and private schools _pr'eferr’f:d their 9.0r 10 mon_th con

tracts 10 12 month contracts offering more money. : 0 ST o
Will higher salaries do a better job of educating our children? Two thirds of the state budget already

goes for education. We taxpayers have been supplying morse money each year for the past twenty years, yet -

the quality of education has gone down. Obviously more money is not thé answer. Making betfer use of
that money might do the job. Reducing bloated high-salaried administeative staffs, eliminating some of the
more frivolous courses and cutting back of the expensive sports programs are some viable alternatives.”

The Citizens Tax Committee urges you 1o vote “NO” on Proposition 101. It is-not the answer to the

problems of education in Arizona. Proposition 101 can only raise your taxes..
Citizens Tax Committee, Inc. = . TR
. S B CarlDry .-

Roy Lietz _ , _ RIEAE
President . Executive Director - = - .-
Wiiliam Turner : o R Paul Wedepohl

Secretary : . : R Treasurer :

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 101 Cadpe

_In 1980, the voters of Arizona overwhelmingly approved. placing a constitutional spending limit on
schools. It was a very liberal limit and took into consideration both inflation and student growth. Now,
barely 5ix years later, the teachers’ union warits {0 substantially raise that limit and increase our taxes.

The citizens of Arizona have been more than generous in- their support of public schools, From ‘fiscal

year 1979-80 through fiscal vear 1984-83, studemt population increased by only 2.8% yet. maintenance and °

operation expenditures increased by 63.1% according 10 financial figures from the Arizona Department of
Education. - o Ty U TR
_An ncrease in the aggregate spending limit,is not necessary as patrons of a school district -have the
ability under present law to approve an override election when they wish to provide additionial support for
their school district. Instead, passage of Proposition 101 will increase the budget capacity of our school
systems by more than 350 million dollars in the first 1wo years alone, | | - R T
Without the basic educational reforms, money alone will not improve our schools: If you wish o' pay
substantially higher tazes with no improvement in student achievement, you should support Proposition
101, if you do not want higher taxes. you should vote NO.o o L U
- Representative Jim Skelly - o
Chatrman, House Judiciary Committee

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROZIPOSITION 101

Passage of this proposition will only result in higher taxes. There’s no assurance that it will improve the

quality of education offered by our public schools. S AT
Right now over half of our siate budget goes 10 education and about half of our local property .iaxes

goes 10 our public schools, o ‘
This proposition s based on the false premise that more money wiil improve our public schools, The

record clearly shows that the mare money we pour inte our publi¢ schooi svstem the poorer the quality of
education, ' ’ .
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Our public schools don’t need 'mdré_.:rr'aorlx_ey;';.Wha't__'thg’Y_;fif_':éd_:io do is make: better use of the money.t
they now %et. That could be done readily by cutting the fat from’administrative overhead and redu the

number of fluff and trivial courses now offered by our schanls, ..

Businessés_have been doing that for yéars now and have found. that suc

the same favorable resilts.
» - Most of the increased tax: mo

improved performance. There's good Feason. 1o believe thatif-our public:schaols do. the samé they will

néj;klf‘r'om Proposition 101.will

pay.. Teacher pay-is: properly & locak-finction: . The: state ‘should: stay:our of that-area; Besidesy _
teachers are fairly well: paid. For-1985-1986; the average Arizona' teacher. pay. was: $24,680: which.come:

$137 per day for a:180-day. work year..

-+ 'In shoft, passage of the proposition will

lic education will be improved.. . w00
[ urge a NO vote on Proposition 101:: 7

BALLOTF ORMAT

riably fead 10

increasing state aid forraising te

ARTICLE IX, SECTION 21, CONS

ITION OF ARIZON

_ SROPOSING, AN AMENDMENT TO THE.C
. STITUTION- OF- ARIZONA" RELATING  TO: PUBLIC :DEBT,- REVENUE, ‘AN

TAXATION;” PROVIDING ' FOR -ANNUAL " INCREASES' IN ‘THE 'AGGREGATE:
- EXPENDITURE  LIMITATION: FOR“ SCHOOL: ' DISTRICTS; AND - AMENDIN

“DESCRIPTIVE TrTiE

“SCHOOL EXPENDITURE LIMITATIONS BY 10’ PERCENT.
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A “no’ ote'shall have the effect of ¢o

| trict spending.
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Proposition 102

B _ PROPO'SITION 102
OFFICIAL TITLE '

SENATE C(}NCURRENT RESOLUTION 1017 -

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF
ARIZONA RELATING TO PUBLIC DEBT, REVENUE, AND TAXATION; PROVIDING FOR ELEC-
TIONS TO PERMANENTLY ADJUST POLITICAL SUBDIVISION EXPENDITURE LIMITATION
BASE EIMITS AT A REGULARLY SCHEDULED ELECTION FOR THE NOMINATION-CR ELEC-
TION OF THE MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OR AT A GENERAL ELECTION;
S%ﬁgg;/zlggAOBSOLETE TEXT, AND AMENDING ARTICLE IX, SECTION 20, CONSTITUTION

TEXT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of Arizona, the House of Representatéves concurring'

The following amendment of article X, section 20, Constitution of Anzona, is proposed to become
val:d when approved by a majority of the quahﬁed electors voting thereon and upon prociamataon of the
governor:

20. Expenditure limitation; adjusiments; reportmg

Section 20, (1) The economic estimates’ commission shall determme and publish prior to April 1
of each year the expenditure limitation for the following fiscal year for each county, city and town. The
expenditure limitations shall be determined by adjusting the amount of actual payments of local reves
nues for each such political subdivision for fiscal year 1979-1980 to reflect the changes in the popula-
tion of each politicai subdivision and the cost of living. The govemning board of amy political
subdivision shalt not authorize expenditures of local revenues in excess of the limitation prescnbed in
this section, except as provided in subsections (2), (6} and (9) of this section.

{2y Expenditures in excess of the llmitatlons determmeti pursuant to subsect;on (1) of th;s sectron
may be authorized as follows: -

{a) Upon affirmative vote of two-thirds of the members of the govermng board for expendrtures
directly necessitated by a natural or man-made disaster declared by the governor. Any expenditures:in
excess of the expenditure limitation, as authorized by this paragraph, shall not affect the determination
of the expenditure limitation pursuant to subsection (1) of this section in'any sabsequent years. Any
expenditures authorized pursuant to this paragraph shall be made either in the ﬂscai year in whtch the
disaster is declared or in the succeeding fiscal year.

(v) Upon the affirmative vote of seventy percent of the members of the governing board for expen-

ditures directly necessitated by a natural or man-made disaster not declared by the governor, subject to
the following:

{i) The governing board reducing expenditures below the expenditure’ limitation determined pur-

suant 10 subsection (1)-of this section by the amount of the excess expenditure for the fiscal year

following a fiscal year in which excess expenditures were made pursuant to this paragraph; or

(il) Approval of the excess expenditure by a majority of the qualified electors veting either at a spe-
cial election held by the governing board or at a regularty scheduled election for the nomination or
election of the members of the governing board, in the manner provided by law. If the excess xpendi-
ture is not approved by & majority of the. quahﬁed electors voting, the governing board shall for the

.. fiscal year which immediately follows the fiscal vear in which the excess expenditures are made, reduce
expenditures below the expenditure limitation determined pursuant to subsection (1) of this section by
the amount of the excess expenditures. Any expenditures in excess of the expenditure limitation, as
authorized by this paragraph, shall not affect the determination of the expenditure limitation pursnant
to subsection (1} of this section in any subsequent years. Any expenditures pursuant to this paragraph
shall be made either in the fiscal year in which the disaster ocours or in the succeeding fiscal year.

(c) Upon affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the members of the governing board and
approval by a majority of the qualified electors voting either at a special election held by the governing
board in a manner prescribed by law, or at a regularly scheduled election for the nomunation or ¢lec-
tion of the members of the governing hoard. Such approval by a majority of the qualified electors
voting shall be for a specific amount in excess of the expenditure limitation, and such approval must
occur prior to the fiscal year in which the expenditure limitation is 1o be exceeded. Any expenditures in
excess of the expenditure limilation, as authorized by this subdivision, shall not affect the.determina-
tion of the expenditure limitation pursuant to subsection (1} of this section, in subsequent years,

{3} As used in this section:

.{a) “Base limit™ means the amount of actual payments of local revenues for fiscal year 1979-1980
as used to determine the expenditure limitation pursvant to subsection (1) of this section.

18

" 'Progosition’ 10

‘or redempiion of investment securities; the purchase of which is authorized by law:: ;

. prescribed in section 17 of this article. *

. : CY,
: ment, office, board; commission, authority, council. or ‘institution; of [the’ sanie- po!rt;cai subdrvrston

- . undet other provisions of this section. -

: |mprovements or: constructing’ buildings' or improvements, 1f such accumulauon and purpose have
~been approved by-the voters of the political subdivision. .-z :

N '_recenved in fiscal year 1979-198

" cal subdivision, school district, commiunity collegé district. or’'the. state, and expended by the: other

*ture limitation in effect when the amounts aré expended by the other poirtlcal subdmsron, school
- drstrrct commumty ‘college district or the state, =

- hospttal financially supported by a city or town prior to January [, 1980..

L by a political subdivision and outstanding as of July 1, 1979,

= state faw..

o tton and does not otherwise modify the commonly accepted deﬁmuon of‘ polmcal subdivts;o

(b)) “Cost of hvmg” means elther i U e R

(i} The price “of goods and sérvices as measured by the unp!rczt pnce deflator for the gross national
product or its Successor as reported by the Umted States department of commerce or. ns successor
agency. ; :
(ii) A dtfferent measitre Or mdex of the eost of hvmg adopted at the drrectron of the leglslature, by-

concurrent resofirtion, upon affi rmative vote of two-thirds of the' membership of cach house of the leg-

islature. Such measure or index shall apply for subsequent fiscal years, except it shall not apply for the.

_fiscal year following the adoptron of such measute oOf mdex zf the’ measure or mdex is. adopted after gt

March I of the preceding fiscal year. ..
{c} “Expenditure’ means any authonzatron for the payment of local révenues. :
{d) “Local revenues”™ includes alf-monies, revenues,; funds, fees; fines; penaitres, turttons ‘property;i

and receipts of any kind whatsoever received by or for the account of a political subdivision or any of

its agencies, depariments, offices, boards, commissions, authorities, councils and institutions, except::
(i} Any amounts. or propeny received from the-issuance-or incurrence of bonds or other. lawfut: b

- long-term obligations issued or incurred for a specific purpose, or: collected or ségregated to make: pay- %

“ments or deposits required by a contract concerning such-bonds:or obligations.. For the purpose of this™ -

- -subdivision long-térm obligations shalf not include wairants 1ssued in the ordmary course of operatron HEEY
or registered for payment, by'a political subdivistorn. : : s

(i) Any amounts.or property” recewed as payment of dwrdends or mterest or any ga _

(iif) Any amounis or property recewed by a polmcai subdmston m the capactty k 'f trustee cu!
todian or agent. - . :
(iv) Any amounts recewed as grants and ard of any type reoewed from the federal govemment or
any of itsagencies.., .~ ... .. ool i IR
{v)' Any amounis recerved as grams a1d eontrtbuttons or giﬁs of any type except amountsrecewed :
dtrectly or indirectly in licu of taxes recewed directly or. mdlrect]y from any. pnvate agcncy or
tion or any individual. -
(vi) Any amounts recewed from the s_tate whroh are lncluded wnhm the approprlatron lxmttatton

(vii), Ahy amounts received. pursuant toa transfer durmg a ﬁscal' year from anather ag,

which wefe mcluded as focal: revenues for such ﬁscal year or whtch are. excluded from local. revenue_

(viii) Any. amounts or property accumulated for the purpose of purchasmg land bulhdmgs

(ix). Any amounts teceived Sursuant o sectlon 14 of this artlcle which are greater thau the a" ount

(x) Any amounfs received in return for goods or semces pursuam toa contrac with: another politi-

political subdmsron, school d:stnct community college district or the state: pursuant to. the expendr—

{xi). Any amounts oxpended for the constmctton, mconstmctron, operatton or mamtenance'of'a
- {xii): Any amounis or property collected to pay the prmcrpal of and mterest on any warran

- (xiii)- Any amounts teceived during a fiscal year as refunds, re:mbursements or other recov veries of |
amounts expended which were applied against the expenditure limitation for such ﬂscal year or' whrch_ i
were excluded from local revenues under other provisions of this subsection; 3 :

{xiv}): Any amounts recerved collected by the countres for dtstnbutxon to school -dlstrtcts pursuant to Z'f';_

(3] “Pohtrcai subdmsson“ rneans auy county, cny or town Thrs d ﬂnmon apphes onl thrs sec-'; :
@) “Population” means éither: _
(1) The periodic census conducted by the United States depanment of commerce or 1ts ‘suiceessor

agency, or the annual update of such census by the department of economic security or its successor

agency.

(i) A different measure or index of population adopted at the direction of the legislature, by con- -
current resolution, upon affirmative vote of two-thirds of the membership of each house of the:
legislature. Such measure or index shall apply for subsequent fiscal years, except it shall not apply for
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the fiscal year following the adoption of such measure or index if the measure or index is adopted after

March 1 of the preceding fiscal year. .

. (4} The economic estimates commniission shall édjhst the Bgse‘ Eifnit to reflect s.t‘iﬁseqﬁem transfers of
all or any part of the cost of providing a governmental function; in a manner prescribed by law. The

adjustment provided for in this subsection shall be used in determining the expenditure limitation pur- -

suant to subsection {1) of this section beginning with the fiscal year immediately following the transfer.
{5) The economic estimates commission shall adjust the base Hmit to reflect any subsequent annex-
ation, creation of a new politica] subdivision, consolidation’ ot chafige in the boundaries of a' political
subdivision, in & manner prescribed by law. The adjustment provided for in this subsection shall be
used in determining the expenditure limitation pursuant to subsection (1) of this séction béginning with

the fiscal year immediately following the annexation, creation of a new political subdivision, consolida-

tion or change in the boundaries of a political subdivision.. - : . [EERICT
{6) ‘Any political subdivision may adjust the base limit by the affifmiative vote of two-thirds of the
members of the governing board or by initiative, in the manner provided by law, and in either instance
by approval of the proposed-adjustment by a’ majority of the qualified electors: voting at a'regularly
scheduled efection for the nomination or:élection of the members of the governing board ORAT A
“(GENERAL ELECTION. The impact of the modification. of the expenditure limitation shall appedr on
the bailot and in publicity phamphiets, as provided by law: Any adjustment pursuant to-this subsec-

. tion; of the base limit: shall be used in determining the expenditure limitation pursmant.to subsection
%l) of this section beginning with the fiscal' year immediately- following.the approval, as provided by

(7) The legislature shall provide for expenditure limitations for such special districts as-it- deems
MECESSATY. - - . .. - . e oo e s e e et lens wat. e

(8) The legislature shall establish by law a uniform reporting system for all pd!iticél’ subdivisionis or

special'districts subject to an expenditure limitation pursuant to this section to insure'compliance with

this section. The legislaturé shall establish by faw sanctions and penalties for-failhlnje 10 co'r_nply Wjith' this

section, : )

{9) Subsection (1) of this ‘séction does not apply 10°a city or fown which at'a tegularly scheduled
election for the nomination or election of members of the governing board of the city or town adopts
an expénditire limitation pursuant to-this subsection different from- the expenditure limitdtion pre-
scribed by subsection (1) of this section. The governing board of a city or town may by 4 two-thirds
‘vote provide for referral of an alternative expenditure limitation ‘or'the qualified electors may by initia-
tive, in the manner provided by law, propose an alternative expenditure limitation. ¥n‘a manner pro-

vided by law, the impact of the aiternative expenditure limitation shall be compared to the impact of -

the expenditure limitation prescribed by-subsection (1) of this section, and the comparison shall appear
on the ballot and in publicity pamphlets. If a2 majority of the qualified.electors voting.on. such.issue
wote VOTES in favor of the alternative expenditure limitation, such limitation shall apply to the city or
town. If tnore than one alternative expenditure limitation is on the ballot and more than ohe alterna-
tive expenditure limitation is approved by the voters, the alternative expenditure limitation receiving

~ the highest number of votes shall appiy to such city or town. If an alternative expenditure lithitation is

adopted, it shall apply for the four succeeding fiscal years. Following the fourth succeeding fiscal vear,
the expenditure limitation prescribed by subsection (1) of this section shall become the expenditure
limitation for the city or town unless an alternative expenditure limitation is approved as provided in
this subsection. If a majority of the qualified electors voting on such issues vote VOTES against an

alternative expenditure: limitation, the expenditure limitation prescribed pursuant to subsection (1) of -

this section shall apply to the city or town, and no néw alternative expenditiire Timitation may. be sub-

mitted to the voters for a period.of at-least’' two years: If an alternative expenditure limitation is -
adopted pursuant to this subsection, the city or town may not conduct an override election provided

for in section 19, subsection (4):0f this article, during-the time period in which the alternative expendi-
ture limitation is in effect.- - . 0 o T N ) IS

(10) This section daes niot apply to any political subdivision until the fiscal Vear imediately fol- -
lowing the first regularly scheduled election afterFuly—+—1986 for the nomination or election of the -

members of the governing board of such political subdivision, except that a political subdivision, prior
to the fiscal vear during which the spending limitation would first become effective,: may medify the
expenditure fimitiation prescribed. pursuant to subsection (1) of this section, by- the: provisions pre-
scribed by subsections (2) and (6) of this section, or may adopt an alternative expenditure limitation
pursuant 10 subsection (3) of this section, . T e :
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-, certain allowed adjustrents; using a base spending limit as a starting point

" only.at elections for: pominating or electing the cit

" to correct grammatical mistakes and to remove old deadlines that no long

" local solutions to focal financial probleims. That is why the Legislature overwhelmi

* LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING

)c

ty™: A% nsed

(i compliance with ARS section 19129
" The State Constitution places limits on the amount of “local revenues” a cii
spend cach year. The actual ampunt the city, town or county is allowed to spend is détérmined by making

- If thé city, town or courity government fee
- by the State Constitetion is too restrictive; it
two WaYS: ot
L7 (1)A “permanent adjustment” (gerieraily an increase) in the base speriding limit,
©(2) An “alternative expenditure limitation” for cities and towns: ..
Proposition 102 makes oné change inthe election process to appr

base spending limit as déscribed it (1) above. (Proposition; 102 makes n

“diture limitation” process: deséribed: in (2) above.) Currently a.

nditure i

- “gvery fotir-years for counties'and some
‘ments to the base spénding. lit
every two years. |- e

1. The effect of Propositiot 1027is; therefore, to-allo 3

_'propose permarnent adjustments to their base spending limits...=
{ -~ Proposition 102 makes a few other technical changes o article IX; se

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS FAVORING

; i ncially healthy is one of the most difficult tasks local officiz
‘matter how carefully they dct 1o control local spending, conserve revenues and balance their budgets, there
is simply no way to. guarantee that Hard times or unforseen emergencies will not occur.: Indeed, the hing
that is most foresceable is that unforseen problems will arise. "o oo Lo : '

.. Keeping local governments financia

CooEniatim panding governments the-citizens of Arizona have wisely set limits:on the
.~ power of go nd- public' money.: The lirhits, while beneficial; are 4t times, too. strict:and
*- apply whether or not a local government is financially sound or faces an eiiergency-situation; The past few
*“years have’ seen a parade of local poverniments fequest the State: Legislature:to bail' them '

" trouble: Responsible officials and Citizens understand that local governments must have il :
gly approved:subim

. ting Proposition: 102 to the voters, with only one vot¢ againstit.

: - Proposition 102 will not allow. local offici _ls_:to:changdspé'qicfi.ﬂ_g_

morte fréquent opportusities for-local adjustmients to government spending limits whi
" by'the voters before! they go into efféct.” Any proposed change in the local spending limit stilkt
presented to the local voters with arguments and analyses to justify, the change: If there is-dn unexpecte
financial problem which cdn be solved through an adjustinent to the local base spending limit, Propo
102 allows a more appropriate and earlier opportunity for Iocal refief than is currently. provided:: ">

" Proposition 102 is really a schemie for spending moré tax money. As it.now exists, the State Constitu-
tion requires local governments to ask the voters to approve increases in bas¢ spending limits. In the six.
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years that local governmenits have had to ask for approval the voters have granted approval many more
times than they have denied it. Now local government wants to go 1o the “public well”™ more oﬂen Based
on past experience it will result in approval of more local spending authority. .

In actual practice it is difficult for the average voter to analyze proposals for government spendmg
increases. It is often hard to understand the complex numbers, tables and charts produced by government
accountants and financial experts 1o support the request for more spending.” The news media have a hard
time explaining the issued in detail. Organized opposition seldom develops. The voter cannot, therefore,
make an informed choice but instead must vote according to his distike of government spendmg in genera]
or place his blind trust in the local government that wants to spend more money.

Local governments will continue to get into financial trouble until they accept the spending limits that
the votes have imposed on public spending, There is a tremendous pressure from bureaucrats and special
interests 10 increase government spending, Proposition 102 teflects the pressure to spend more and if
approved, will weaken the constitutional spending controls placed on local govemmenl

BALLOT FORMAT

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION BY THE LEGISLATURE
OFFICIAL TITLE

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 1017
A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION PROPOS!NG AN AMENDMENT TO THE CON-
STITUTION OF ARIZONA RELATING TO PUBLIC DEBT, REVENUE, AND
TAXATION; PROVIDING. FOR ELECTIONS TO PERMANENTLY ADJUST.
POLITICAL SUBDIVISION EXPENDITURE LIMITATION BASE. LIMITS AT A
REGULARLY SCHEDULED ELECTION FOR THE NOMINATION OR ELECTION
OF THE MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OR AT A GENERAL ELEG-.
TION; REMOVING OBSOLETE TEXT, AND AMENDING ARTICLE 1X, SECT%ON :
- 20, CONSTFITUTION OF AR!ZONA

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE

AMENDING ARIZONA CONSTITUT!ON ALLOW!NG POLITICAL SUBD!VISEONS:" o .
TO PERMANENTLY ADJUST EXPENDITURE LIM!TATiONS BASE L.IM!TS AT
ANY STATEWIDE GENERAL ELECTION '

A yeé vote shatl ha{re ‘the effect of"allowmg a pb itical subdivision. torask its |
voters at statewide generdl elecnons every two years to premanenﬂy adjust_ R
expendnura limitation bases. . . PR o SYES 1

A 'no” vote shall have the effect of requiring polzt:ca! subdwlswns to ask voters
to permanently adjust limitation bases only at eiections for city, town orcounty | -
ofticers, which for many junsdsctlens is every four years L - "NO
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PROPOSITION 103
OFFICIAL TITLE

AN INITIATIVE MEASURE

'PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF - ARIZONA

RELATING TO REGULATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE; DEFINING AND
GUARANTEEING RIGHT TO SEEK MONETARY DAMAGES IN CASES OF INJURY OR DEATH;
AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION WITH RESPECT TO AMOUNTS PAYABLE FOR DAMAGES
OTHER THAN MONETARY DAMAGES; PAYMENT PLANS TQ PROVIDE FOR ALIL FUTURE
DAMAGES AND CONTINUING CARE; LIMITS ON ATTORNEYS' FEES AND' COSTS PAYABLE
FROM DAMAGE AWARDS; PRESCRIBING APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT TO OTHER PRO-
VISIONS OF THE CONSTITUTION AND AMENDING ARTICLE XXV[{ CONST!TUTION OF
ARIZONA BY ADDING SECT ION 2.

?TEXT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Be it enacted by the’ People of the State of Anzona

The foliowmg ‘amendment to Article XX VII, Consmunon of Anzona by addmg Section 2, 1s proposed
10 become valid when approved by a majomy of the quahﬁed electors votmg thereon and upon prociama—
tion of the Governor: -

Section . Article XXVII, Constztatmn of Arzzena, is amended by addmg Sectlon 2, to read:

§ 2. Damages

SECTION 2. THIS CONSTITUTION GUARANTEES THE RIGHT 'I“O SUE TO: RECOVER
PAST AND FUTURE MONETARY DAMAGES IN CASES OF INJURY OR DEATH. “MONE-
TARY DAMAGES” MEANS REASONABLE EXPENSES OF NECESSARY MEDICAL CARE AND
.iiblliééTED SERV[CES LOST EARNINGS AND- A LOSS OR DECREASE IN FUTURE EARN-

THE LEGISLATURE IS AUTHORIZED TO ESTABLISH THE FOLLOWING:
A. AMOUNTS TO BE PAID FOR ALL DAMAGES OTHER THAN MONEYARY DAMAGES

B. PAYMENT PLANS TO PROVIDE FOR FUTURE MONETARY AND OTHER DAMAGES
AND FOR CONTINUING CARE OF THE INJURED; AND .-

C. LIMITS ON AMOUNTS OF ATTORNEYS" FEES AND COSTS WHICH MAY BE PAID
OUT OF DAMAGE AWARDS, :

IN CASES OF INJURY OR DEATH, THIS SECTION GOVERNS OVER ALL OTHER CON-
STITUTIONAL SECTIONS AND STATUTES EXCEPT PROVISIONS WHICH DEAL WITH
. WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION LAW.

ANALYSIS BY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

(In compliance with A.R.S. section 19-124)

At the present time, the Arizona Constitution contains two sechons which pmhlb:t statutory limita-
tions on damages awarded a person for injury or death. This Proposition guarantees the right of people to
sue for full “monetary” damages but empowers the Legislature 1o do all of the following:

1. Eimit the amount to be paid for all damages other than past and future’ monetary damages. Mone-
tary damages are defined as the reasonable expenses of medical care and related services, lost earnings and
a decrease in the ability to earn. The Legistature could not limit these types of damages under the Proposi-
tion but could limit the nonmonetary damages. The most common fypes of nonmonetary damages are
damages awarded for pain and suffering and punitive damages, which are thosé damages awarded as pun-
ishment for grossly negligent or intentional conduct.

© 2. Arrange damage awards on a payment plan basis for future monetary and other damages and con-
tmumg care of an injured person,

3. Set limiis on the amount of attorney fees and costs which may be paid out of damage awards.
Proposition 103 specifically excludes workmen’s compensation cases only.
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS FAVORING
PROPOSITION 103 | -

There has been a growing trend in recent years of outrageously high monetary damage awards in per-
sonal injury cases. As a result many businesses which are considered “high-risk™ by insurance companies
cannot find Habilify insurance at affordable rates and some cannot obtain insurance at all. These include
such businesses as restaurants, day-care centers, sports facilities and stores of all types. Many businesses
are being forced to close because they cannot obtain insurance coverage, while for ofhers the coverage is so
expensive that customers are paying much highér prices to cover the cost of insurance. School districts and
local governments are also finding it difficult to obtain and pay for liability insurance.” ~~ ~ "~ -

‘This has created an insurance crisis in this state. Allowing the Legislature to limit damages awarded for
“pain and suffering”, to allow insurance companies. to pay awards in installments and to linit atiorney
fees will help limit mcreasing insurance costs and rates and make insurance available 1o all, e

Proposition 103 still guarantees the right to sue for monetary damages including necessary medical care

and any lost earnings, past or future. Proposition 103 only authorizes the Legislature-to [imit amounts

awarded that go beyond monetary damages. Usually these nonmonetary damages ‘are awatded for “pain
and suffering”, a complex concept which cannot be easily measured. The Proposition does not do away
with damages received for pain and suffering, it just authorizes a limit to be placed on them.

Limiting the amounts that lawyers receive for handling: damage ciaims is long overdue. Limiting attor-
ney fees will help discourage the filing of unfounded damage claims, will encourage settlement of more
damage claims and will still allow the injured person to be fairly compensated for damages without an
unfairly large part of the award (often one-third or more) going to a lawyer. :

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING
PROPOSITION 103 SR

The so-called insurance crisis is a manufactured crisis by an insurance industry that wants higher prof-
its. Any financial downturn they may be experiencing is a résult of poor management and their own fault:
Now these huge multi-million dollar corporations want to make innogent injured parties, who may be
disabled for life or killed through someone else’s negligence, and. the injured party’s family suffer even
more by limiting what a jury would otherwise reasonably award them. ’ '

For more than half a century, the Consliiutiérg'of Arizona h_és wisely protected the 'rights. of the injured
person 1o unlimited damages therefore guaranteeing that an infured person will get everything to which a
Jury of his peers finds that the person is reasonably entitled. - s

Many people may not want to accept a damage award in instaliments as proposed by this Proposition,
but would prefer to receive 2 lump-sum amount to invest or do with as they wish. This is their money,
and they shouid not be forced to receive it a little at a time, while an insurance company makes money
investing the remainder. T : o ‘ - AT

Allowing the Legislature to put a limit on how much attorneys may charge may cause attorneys to
reject injury cases that are time consuming, difficult to prove or potentially low it the amount of money

recoverable. This may leave many injured victims who have complex or smaller claims without an attor-

ney and, as a result, without any hope of getting the compensation to which they are entitled. .

The Arizona Constitution should remain as it is; there should be no artificial limits on a jury com-
pensating for the “pain and suffering” a permanently disabled child must endure for the rest of his life or
for a family’s loss of a parent or child through wrongful death. -

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103
' ) Vote YES on Proposition 103

“The lawsuit Hability crisis is out of control.

More and more lawsuits are being filed. People are receiving windfall awards that bear little relation-
ship to actual damages. And, people who truly nced and deserve help have to give their attorneys too
much of what they’re entitled to just to get into court. }

This runaway lawsuit Hability system is changing our daily lives—day care centers have had to fill in
their swimming pools, schools cannot afford fo hire needed teachers, nurse midwives and doctors have
quit delivering babies. All becanse of a system that quit delivering justice a long time ago. ..

President Reagan has recommended changes in the Iawsuit liability system, and changes are being dis-
cussed in nearly every state in the Union. : ‘

But change here in Arizona is blocked by constitutional provisions adopted 75 years ago. Arizona is
one of only four states that have such restrictions. .
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Proposition 103 constitutionally guarantees that what is important for us to protect stays protected—
the ability to sue to recover actual economic damages such as present and future medical expenses and lost
wages or earning ability. | . o

But Propostion 103 also allows action in three specific areas, It will permit;

* Guidelines or limitations on the amount an attorney can take away from an award intended for an
injured victim, . : - - R L

* Guidelines or limitations on non-economic damages like punitive awards and pain and suffering,

* Damage awards to be paid out over time as losses actually occur, rather'than in one huge lump sum.

Proposition 03 protects what is important to profect—the right to sue to recover actual economic
damages. But it also allows the lawsnit systern to be fixed where it’s clearly broken. S

Return sanity to our lawsuit system. Vote YES on Proposition 103,

Robert L. Burns, Acting President .. Andra Schreier ' )
Arizona Assoc. for Child Care Management ~~ Chairman, Citizens for Fair and Sensible -
. " Liability Laws ] C
President, Arizona Ceritified Nurse Midwives
Don Chambers, Vice President :
Arizona Chamber of Commerce

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103~

The lawsuit crisis in Arizona affects nearly every aspect of our lives: the prices we pay for consumer
gpodt;,o :t;he services we can obtain, even the way we spend our leisure time. That’s why we need Proposi-
fion 103, . )

* Thirty percent of ‘Arizona’s rural obstetricians have quit-delivering babies bgcausé of the lawsuit threat.

* Many leisure activities like horseback riding, Colorade River raft trips—even Little League bascball and

public parkground activities—have been threatened or severély curtailed. _ _ .

* Arizona day care centers, because of the threat of lawsuits, have been ordered to fill in and disable their
swimming pools. It means water safety programs will be discontinued despite the fact that drowning is
the leading cause of accidental death in Arizona children four and under. o D

* Even some of the most basic consumer goods have been affected. Thirty percent of the cost of 2 steplad-
der, for example, is now attributed to coverage against iawsplts. 4 i R

I}ES crazy. But Proposition 103 will restore some sanity to the systern and help get us back on the right

track. ‘ o o ' .

" Propositon 103 guarantees our right to collect any real monetary losses in' the event of injury or death,
but allows reasonable limits to be placed on non-monetary awards like punitive damages and pain’ and suf-

fering.

It also allows caps to be placed on the amount of money 2 Iawyer'éa;;'take from an award intended for-
a victim and will allow for more sensible scheduled payments over time instead of huge Jump-sum awards.
So a victim will have the money needed when it's really needed: . o N

We are all the victims of an out of control lawsuit system and if's time we take the néeded action to
restore justice and sanity. And preserve the choices we have as consumiers. - :

Proposition 103 gives us back our lawsuit system. Vote YES on Proposition 103.

Neil O. Ward, MD Becky White
President Valley of the Sun Assoc::

Arizona Medical Assoc. for Education of Young Children
Patricia DuBick : o

Executive Director -
Hemophilia Assoc., Inc. S

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103

We need Proposition 103 because our lawsuit system is out of control,

* An Arizona motorcyclist, who had been drinking, drives down the wrong side of the highway and col-
lides head-on with a small pick-up truck. He sues the motorcycle manufacturer and collects $3.5 million.
* §g1 Aﬁ;ona man, driving a boat reclessly, falls out and is run over by his own boat. He sues and gets
million, . . ‘
* A woman undergoes a CAT-scan, and sues the hospital for more than $1 million, claiming the CAT-
scan has erased her psychic powers.

... Clearly, the lawsuit system is dangerously out of control when people no longer have to take responsi-
bility for their own actions and bizarre claims result in financial windfails.

-
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Proposition’ 103 will restore fairpess and justice to the lawsuit system while preserving those elements
which truly protect us. : ) . o Co :

Proposition 103 guarantees our right to sue to collect any real monetary losses, like medical éxpenses
and lost or reduced wages. ; SRR CRE oo S
_ Butit will also allow us 14 stop the offensive rip-offs which now occur in the lawsuit system by permit-
ting guidelines and limits for non-economic awards like punitive damages and pain and suffering. And
Proposition 103 will let us set. reasonable caps on lawyer contingency fees so. they won’t be able to take
huge portions of awards intended for deserving vichms. . ’ .

Propositions 103 protects our rights and offers a fair solution to the imbalance in our lawsuit system. .
Vote YES for fair and sensible laws. o . : -

Jamie L. Rizer
Executive Director

Tom Collier .
Executive Director -

A.CEA. Amigos o B Fu
Mary Christianson William J. Hodges, Jr. ) o :
Executive Director President

Upward Foundation Arizona Society of C.P.AS .

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103

Everyone is affected by the lawsuit liabilty mess.

Businesses, doctors and midwives, commumity organizations . . . every segment of our society has been

But pefhaps the biggest victim of all is us, the taxpayer.
Because government is all of us, it has the dﬁ:epest pockets of all—our pockets.
And deep pockets——someone who can pay 2 huge _award—»;is the first thing a lawyer looks for. _
As a resuit, all levels of government—schaol districts, cities, counties—are increasingly the target of
‘lawsuits. The real target is you and me—-the taxpayers - S T
When government pays, we all pay eventually, in the form of reduced services or increased taxes.
Proposition 103 offers taxpayers some protection while guaranteeing the rights of victims 1o sue O
recovér actual economic damages. ’ o . _
Proposition 103 aflows guidelines or limits on NON-ECONOMIC damages and allows awards to be paid out
over time when the money is really needed, rather than in one huge lump sum. i
Additionally, Proposition 103 allows a limit on the amount of an award intended for victims that could
be taken by their lawyer. : ‘ L i . ‘ _ .
Proposition 103 strikes a careful balance between guaranteeing the ability of injured victims to sue for
real economic damages, while allowing changes to protect the rest of us as taxpayers.

Representative James B. Ratliff. . : Senator S.H: “Hat” Runyan - . -
Chairman, House Ways & Means Comumittee Chairman, Senate-Appropriations Committee
Arizona House of Representatives Arizona State Senate . .
Melvin Morris ' : ‘

Executive Director

Arizona Tax Research Association

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103

Arizona’s lawsuil system has become an out-of-control lottery in which the only real winners are the

contingency fee lawyers, Theyre the fuel which drives the lawsuit crisis because they actually receive a

piece of the action—the bigger the award demanded, the more the lawyer stands to make.

The results are often appalling: ] ‘

* A Tucson policeman is paraiyzed in an accidental shooting and is awarded more than $3 million.
Money he needed and deserved. But of the fifst $1.5 million paymeént, he received only $455,000and -
his lawyers got nearly $1 milkion. ‘ C : B = )

% An Anzona couple received a $2 miltion settlement 1o care for their brain-damaged son. But of the
first $250,000 payment, the boy didnt get one cent. $225.000 went to the lawyers and the rest to the
mother on a claim untelated 1o the child. : . ‘ :

It’s no wonder the contingency fee lawyers are opposed to Proposition 103, the constitutional amend-

ment which will help resolve the lawsuit crisis in Arizoga. They're more than willing to take 40%---or.
more—of awards intended 1o care for injured victims. - = :

The lawsuit lawyers have a lot at stake. One Arizona law

settlements in excess of $1 million. That’s just one firm!

firm has handled 41 cases with verdicts or
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W [ k!lOW Why ﬂle l\awsu“ iawyels oppose I lOpOSltlon 103. Because it allows Ieas(l]lable hﬁllts 4] be set

on law yCI conlin ency fees Y ‘ Y
£4 s0 when we're lnjuled, we can 30“-18“ expect to recelve most ()i u!e money a
IlOpOSHlon 103 gllal'aniees our most important rights a d Wlil hclp keep dle contin, Clle fee laWWIS

Let’s restore fairness to the lawsuit system by voting YES on Proposition 103. .

Terry Smalley . Kirb

%gnagingd Direc'}_or AT Smieygger:fé:' : o :
zona Motor Transport Assn. National Federation o i )

Mary Tacoms f Independent Business

Arizona Small Business Association .' '

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103 .

Proposition 103 offers a sensible solution to a TUnaway lawsﬁit'liabiiit'y'cﬁsis.'

- The lawsuit liability crisis is affectin ive; e .
1 fecting the way we work, live, and play. Every day there is a :
gbput huge verdicts for strange claims, businesses that cannot obtain lawiuit'inrs?’urar?t:e or pubiiges‘:r?iggy
eing cut back because of liability concerns; = ... : R - - )
The lawsuit lawyers want us to believe that all o
panies; that the lawsuit system is entirely blameless,

;l‘}ht;y r::re hal}f righ_t.'The insurance industry is partly to Blame; and'insuréhdé'reform is 'necess'ary.'
) nfortunately, given the tactics used by the insurance industry in states tha ' ' meani
2 ! t have
mst;;ance r;:i;or:p, making these companies accountable may have to be doneona natio%iﬁfxilmeamngm
eanwhile; we can do something about thé runiaway lawsuit § i i )
o ‘thé fu ystem here in Arizona -
sition 103. It was pmn the ballot by the victims of both the insurance industry and the gx‘vgﬁfl:ygsti:g?ﬁ
No one but the trial lawyers believe the lawsuit system doesn’t need 10 be changed.

- Nationally, during the [dst 20 years the number of § exceedi nilli inc '
onally, the awards exceeding $1 million has increased from
a vear to more than oné a day. The n i i icopa | : o incrensed by
8000 in Just he lag: five years.-y umber of cases filed in Mlzanqu. Cquﬂnty alo_ne }.1a.s. increased by
;ﬁe onlyhp.eopte who truly benefit from this liwsuit lottery are the lawsuit lawyers thémselves
he truth is that all of us are victims of both the insurance industr i isuit st B
the peop!e who put Proposition 103 on the ballot. We need to fix boths. ry and tl?e !gwsuxt f;yslter‘n, Jﬁs-t fike
Proposition 103 allows u$ 1o fix what is wrong about the lawsnit §ysterm whi initeeing Gur abi
aw: rabili
to sue o recover actual econiomic damages. it dessé{ves our supposgft system while guarantecing our abiity
Mark Minter, Executive Director © Deni i
| , ise Labricque
Associated General Contractors Independent Ifiiving_S_pecialist
. . Arizoha Bﬁdge to Independent Living~

of this is exclusively the fault of the insurance com-

Ron Duncan
General Manager
Los 011yos Resort Hotel
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ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 103 ‘
Proposition 103 is a carefully balanced pro ' that injured victims havi i : i
, ¢ ! fanc posak to ensure that injured victims h.
nee:ﬁ;.t‘;k;n care of for life, while allowing the excesses in the _lawsuig liability sysierg‘;?) &egoﬁglé?mmm
-~ With Proposition, 103, those injured by the actions-of another will sti ' teed the Tight 1
Juries will still decide what injuré_d partiesyare entitled to reé‘ov?rﬁr il stil be guaranteed' th(-: ngh.t 0 sue.

With respect to actual economic dama, i " 1o
: s nages, such. as present and future medical ex d
réduced wages, Propos ar intits wilf be’ ' e 4 sty can
reduced Evg;r. . position 103 guarantees that no limuts will be ‘allowed on what an injured party can
" Actual economic damages can be based on fact and real evi ' nages i
. ] ) : : bt ba m fact and real evidence. Other damages, such a8 puniti
d_qrgage_s_ and pain and suffgnﬁg, are more speculative. We are asking juries o place g valie gn sogngl%:;z\;g
without giving them anything on which to base their decision. = ' e e
As a result, decisions in these areas are often arbitr i 5 5 of the m:
: 1 K ary and inconsistent. g i
causes of the problems in the lawsuit system today. " tent. And that's one of the main
‘l:ropc;s:taon ;)](}3 corrects this problem by sllowing guidelines or limits for these kinds of awards
nother problem in the Jawsuit liability system is that awards are us i :
AT ' : ually made in one huge lum
'E“hl_Is) isa dfgm on economic resources and doesn’t always provide for the loang-term care of th% inl]!urgdsum'
roposition 103 solves that problem by alowing awards t i i ‘
hat o be paid out over time
expenses occur—when the victims really need the money. That maké’s IMOTE $Ense, » 38 the losses and
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Finally, Proposition 103 allows a limit on attorney contingency fees, so injured vi¢tims don’t have to
give away too much of their award just to get into the courtroom. -~ R T

Proposition 103 is 2 reasonable, balanced, a}n_d‘fair solution to a growing problem. .
Vote YES on Proposition 103. : S

Donatd E. Umlah, PhD.
Executive Director
Jane Wayland Center

Greg McFarland
Executive Director
Arizona Dental Association

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 103 ©

Proposition 103 is one of the worst ‘proposals ever placed on the bailot in the entire history of the State
of Arizona. Since pioneer days, our rights as citizens to, collect fair -and just damages when wrongfully
.injured or maimed have been guaranteed by the Constitution and this ill conceived. measure——backed by
vested special interest groups--will negate those fundamental rights which the framers of our Constitution
held dear and which were overwhelmingly ratified by the early citizens of Arizona. . e

This Proposition will deny to all Arizonans their right to just redress and will substitute tﬁe'poiitical
expediency of the Legislature for the traditional wisdom of the jury system where jurors have access 10
specific facts. ‘ e - L o L e

As citizens, we've bgen bombarded with fallacious propaganda telling us that the insurance industry is
facing a dire financial crisis and is literaily on the brink of disaster but an anakysis of the facts conclusively
proves.otherwise. e e L : S . AR

In a report delivered to Congress on April 28, 1986, using figures supplied by the.insurance industry
itself, the United States General Accounting Office reported that the property/casualty 1!1dustry_‘fha51 a net
gain-of about $75 biflion” from 1976 through. 1985 and “our calculations, made from industry estimates,
indicate an expected net gain before taxes of more than $90 billion over the years 1986-1990." Yet we.are
being asked to support a proposal which even the proponents admitted during legislative commitiee hear-
ings would not reduce insurance premiums by €ven one penny. _ _ S :

" As citizens of Arizona, we have a golden opportunity to cast a resounding NO. vote against those who
would tamper with our Constitu_tiona_! rights. Proposition 103 is the epitome of Special interest legistation.
' : Representative Jim Skelly .~ .- =~ -
Chairman, House Judiciary Committee

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 103
) FAIR BALLOT STATEMENT

This proposal takes away basic citizens’ rights in order to help private intefests. It offers no benefit to
the people of Arizona; it aids the already wealthy insurance indusiry. _ . o . .

Its sponsors have been misled by insurance companies into believing that it will make liability insuf-
ance less expensive and more available. It won't. : . .

The proposal will allow individuals and companies which injure ‘someone to limit the amount they
must pay. Drunk drivers, toxic waste polluters, negligent manufacturers, all would gain added protection
for their wrongdoing. . : - . : . .

Worse, payment schedules could be set by the state legistature, subject to all the political and lobbying
pressures which special interests can bring to bear. g

Insurance companics mismanaged their businesses by selling high risk policies at low cost premiug'ns.
They did this in order to get more cash to place in high interest investments, when interest trates were high.
Now that rates have dropped, they're in a squeeze. But they want to make you and us pay for their poor
planning. B L

Jim Haynes - .
President and General Manager o
Phoenix Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce: .

28

S T <

Proposition 103

Insurance companies should be subject to the same free market rules '
1 } ¢ ! _ the 53 B as everyone else. We >
have to give up important rights in order to bail them out. Vote “No” on Proposigan 103: ? shouldn
Phyllis Rowe, President Thomas Aranda, It o Gr -

: 2 . 2 T eg Lunn :
Arizona Consumers Council Former U.8. Ambassador Stat%‘Senate,‘ R-Tucson.

Peter J. Fears

. ‘Vincent J';'Doyi' o '
ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 103

_ ' 'ARC BALLOT STATEMENT . C
e e samontal Roghis Now hie authars of the Arizona Consitiion
i B e e e it Is pust and ﬁ?fiﬁ%éi’ﬁéi&‘é%ﬁi“‘é?ﬁ% and cffctively

Jurors hear all the facts in a case. They see the people involved. The instr j
_ 2 ) . v are instructed by the judge on
what the law says and means and how to apply that law {0 a specific case. ’And-then tﬁeyYWeigiJr ai% that

evidelnce and law and decide what is fair, what is just, what is right.
" Juries have been doing that for hundreds of years — yet 1ge ) \FOPOS
. daries hav _ vet all that would change under the proposed con-
$iitutional amendment. Instead, state legislators would be em wered ' ¥ imitin
jury’s judgment. o . B L ¢ empowered 1 set harqgavld fast rules ltmit_{n:ga
This proposal presumes that legislators, often influenced b ‘ special interest lobbyists ar
T 0 ‘ 1 , ofle; d by powerful special interest lobbyists and
political préssures, know more about how {6 decide a casé than a jury of ordinary citi ;
want the state Legislature to hear your case? bty of ordinary ctizens. Would you
This proposal 1o amend Arizona’s Constitution is dangerous. It will undermi i i i
zona forever, with nothing to gain in return, ' 8 ' undermine the jury system in Ari-
Protect a basic fundamental right n6éw in our Constitution. Vote “NO™ on Proposition’ 103, -

Greg E. Searles CnEaelad L
District 2t Chairman Marlene .K‘ Mariani

‘Michael Haase .. . -
Ex. State Chairman. - = .
‘Vletnam Veterans of America - .

Randall L. Gray, Execitive Director - Lot
Private-not-for-profit rehabilitation agency - - .-

Gene Weinstein SRR
Accountant - : , " S

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION103
In medieval times only the rich and powerful could afford lawyers. It was the att ¢ Mi
Ages who protected noblemen from the public, bankers from the ggpb_si‘ggrs, ?2@3%&?%?&2 Zez:'df:iéle

But the United States created a much different kind of le em, bui i "
: 3 a5 ¢ _ gal system, built on the premise that
should lose his or her rights for lack of an advocate. It also is based on the idea that g:divilduagawgg E(::da

been wronged could take their case to an i tal j ir nei ; . ;
issue be decided. : Impaﬁi§1 jury of their neighbors, lay out the facts and let the

That system has worked well. It assures that the poorest i
. ) . 5 ) person who has been harmed will have a da
in court, even if the person who committed that harm is the richest and most powerful in the country. Y

The systemn also is based on the idea that those who intentionally do wrong or act with gross negligence

should be subj i i i
e toet u ject to a special penalty, designed to punish as well as deter others who would betray the

There are those who want to dismantle that s ' i i imi i
/ d ystern, setting arbitrary limits on what a guilty part
:)v&li{ée%e;); igsthe pain and suffering of another. They would curtail or eliminate puritive dgamggel; fo¥ ’

They also would ensure that those not rich enough to afford their own att i

vould i orneys are denied competent
legal help by limiting the terms under which a lawyer could be hired. Yet theyywouid impose né)esuch
restrictions for those who defend big corporations, special interests and insurance companies.

Approval of Proposition 103 would be a step to return Arizona to medieval da
] sition ) s when power and
money determined an individual’s rights, where dollars meant influence a y
cates were left to fend for ihemseives.gh pee and those t00 poor 1o have adve-

Barry Davis - Anthon
3 y Palumbo
fl:rgsxdengr i Secretary/Treasurer

rizona Trial Lawyers Assn. Arizona Trial Lawyers Assn.
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ARGUMENT “AGAINSYT” PROPOSITION 103

A handful of special interests, led by the insurance industry, are trying to alter the Arizona Constitution

. 1o further their financial self-interest. They want to scrap two constitutional sections which protect the

right of individuals who are injured, poisoned or maimed to sue -~ and collect from - those responsible.
The principal of individual responsibility is part of the American tradition and is embedded in Ari-
zona’s Constitution. When people injure or ll others, they can be held accountable. Proposition 103
would eliminate much of this accountability. S : e E .
Proposition 103 also undermines the jury system. It would replace the judgment of jurors with the
judgment of the state legislature. This would be done by means of a general law which cannot possibly
take into account the specific facts of a particuiar case. _

_ The people of this State should be highly suspicious of any proposal to expand government power and
diminish individual rights by tampering with the Constitution. Such changes should be accepted only if
they have overwhelming justification. Proposition 103 just doesn’t measure up. S

The insurance companies themselves have admitted that the explosion in rates was “partially” caused
by their own mismanagement. They have refused to guarantee rate reductions, or even stabilization, if the
changes they demand are enacted. Co ‘ , S e

In Washington State, although the insurance industry got what it wanted, rates have continued to ris¢
faster than inflation. The industry’s'response to this situation is informative — liability claims arc a srall
percentage of most commpanies’ pay-outs and so have little impact on rates. That isn’t what they're saying
in Arizona, Of course, it wasn’t what they were saying in Seattle twelve months ago either. . 7

Proposition 103 is an attack on the Arirona Constitution and on the rights of individual citizens. Tt
deserves to be soundly defeated. ’ K

john Anderson, Executive Director
Common Cause of Arizona - -

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 103 -
' CONSTITUTIONAL LIMITATION OF LIABILITY . L

When Arizona’s Constitution was being drafted and debated in ' 1910, delegates to the convention
that employees should be guaranteed the right of legal recourse against the negligent employer in

the event of injury or death. They furhter concluded that this right was . )
Arizona’s citizens and should be extended to all. Thus, that deliberate guarantee appears both in the Ari-
zona Constitution, and again in its Declaration of Rights. S

Today, 76 years later, the drafters of another document, Proposition 103, would ask us to quietly repeal
those constititional protections and permit our government to severely testrict the rights of the innocent
victim to recover full damages. —_— : S

A jury could no longer decide on a case-by-case basis the appropriate remedy. Instead, they would be
constrained by artificial limits imposed by the legistature — clearly not in the best interest of Arizona’s cit-
izens. Our constitutional protections, so carefuily crafted, should not be discarded lightly. o

I urge afl Arizonans, in whose hands alone the Constitution rests, 1o protect ourselves and our families
by defeating this il conceived proposal. : ‘

Bruce Babbitt
Governor
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BALLOT FORMAT

-';A “yes™ vote shall have the effect of allowing the Le'c;;isiafurellto-limit the amoint |-
of some types of damages that may be recovered in cases for death or.injury of | -

‘...YE:S” : m§

BIPROPOSITION 103N .
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION BY THE INITIATIVE -
OFFICIAL TITLE |

PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF
ARIZONA RELATING TO REGULATION OF PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY AND
WELFARE; DEFINING AND GUARANTEEING RIGHT TO SEEK MONETARY
DAMAGES IN CASES OF INJURY OR DEATH; AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION

"MONETARY DAMAGES; PAYMENT PLANS TO PROVIDE FOR ALL FUTURE
DAMAGES AND CONTINUING CARE; LIMITS ON ATTORNEYS' FEES AND
COSTS PAYABLE FROM DAMAGE AWARDS; PRESCRIBING APPLICATION
OF AMENDMENT TO OTHER PROVISIONS OF THE CONSTITUTION, AND

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE o . ‘
AMENDING ARIZONA CONSTITUTION GUARANTEEING RiGHT'.TO'SUE TO

OR DEATH: AUTHORIZES LEGISLATURE TO ESTABLISH AMOUNTS TO BE
PAID FOR ALL DAMAGES OTHER THAN MONETARY; TG SET PAYMENT
PLAN FOR FUTURE DAMAGE AND CONTINUING CARE; AND TO LIMIT
AMOUNTS OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS, PAID QUT OF DAMAGE

_AWARDS. - ’

a person; to limit the amount of & damage award an attorney may take for fees;

- and to allow awards to be paic offin instaliments rather than in lump sums. |

'A_ “no™ vote 's!:tal'i have the 'efféct of keeping the current constituiional-provii' '
sions that prohibits any limits on damages recovered for causing death or-injury '

to & person.

"WITH RESPEGT TO. AMOUNTS PAYABLE FOR DAMAGES OTHER THAN .

?!\éENDiNG ARTICLE XXVII, CONSTITUTION OF ARIZONA, BY ADDING SEC-
- TION 2. : : _ B

RECOVER PAST AND FUTURE MONETARY DAMAGES IN CASES OF INJURY
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PROPOSITION 200
OFFICIAL TITLE

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION.

PAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS: PROVIDING. FOR PENALTIES AND REMOVAL
]E%{%IBEISSF{(C:%%OR VIOLATION OF CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION PROVISIONS; P_Rﬁscmm}i;rg
DEFINITIONS, AND AMENDING TITLE 16, CHAPTER 6, ARTICLE 1, ARIZONA REVISED STAT-

UTES, BY ADDING SECTION 16-905. _

TEXT OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Be it enacted by the People of the State of Arizong:

Section 1. Intent - .

In this act, it is the intent of the people of Arizona fo limit carpaign contributions so as to prevent

improper influence over state and local elected officials and to i_‘oster public. gonﬁdence in the integﬁty
of government. : o o ST
Sec. 2. Title 16, chapter 6, article 1; Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended by adding section 16-995,
to read: C : - - s _
16-905. Contribation limitations; violations; classification; complaint; definitions =

E OTHER THAN A STATEWIDE OFFICE, A CONTRIBUTOR SHALL
NO%' C;c\)f% A?IED?\FE‘{ENDIDATE_SHALL NOT ACCEPT CONTRIBUTIONS OF MORE THAN:

1. TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS FROM AN INDIVIDUAL. .
2. ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS FROM A SINGLE CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE. :

B FOR A STATEWIDE OFFICE, A CONTRIBUTOR SHALL NOT GIVE AND A CANDI-
DATE SHALL NOT ACCEPT CONTRIBUTIONS OF MORE THAN: A ;
|. FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS FROM AN INDIVIDUAL. - . . . - . .
2. TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS FROM A SINGLE CAMPAIGN COM-
MITTEE. . o A . 8
SHALL NOT ACCEPT CONTRIBUTIONS FROM ALL CAMPAIGN COM-
MRS I ED HOTALING MORE THAN FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS FOR AN
OFFICE OTHER THAN A STATEWIDE OFFICE, OR FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS FOR A
STATEWIDE OFFICE. | o
DIVIDUAL SHALL NOT MAKE CONTRIBUTIONS TOTALING MORE THAN
A oL AN DOLLARS TN A CALENDAR YEAR TO STATE AND LOCAL CANDIDATES,
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEES CONTRIBUTING TO STATE OR LOCAL CANDIDATES, AND
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEES ADVOCATING THE ELECTION OR DEFEAT OF STATE OR
LOCAL CANDIATES. CONTRIBUTIONS TO POLITICAL PARTIES ARE EXEMPT FROM T
LIMITATIONS OF THIS SUBSECTION. e Ok THAN Tk T GSAND
-  CANDIDATE CONTRIBUTES OR OBLIGA _
POFLARS GETHIS OWN MONEY TO A CAMPAIGN FOR AN OFFICE OTHER THAN A
STATEWIDE OFFICE, OR ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS FOR A STATEWID
OFFICE, THE CANDIDATE SHALL, WITHIN TWENTY-FOUR HOURS GIVE WRITTEN
NOTICE OF THE FACT TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND ALL OTHER CANDIDATE:
FOR THE SAME OFFICE FROM THAT TIME UNTIL THEY EXCEED THESE AMOUNTS,
OTHER CANDIDATES FOR THE SAME OFFICE ARE NOT SUBIECT TO THE LIMITATION
O s R AN ITTEE UNDER THE CONTROL OF A CANDI
E OR CAMPAIGN COMM HE CON g
DATE SHAL e CONTRIBUTE OR TRANSFER FUNDS TO ANOTHER CANDIDATE OR
ANOTHER CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE UNDER THE CONTROL OF A CANDIDATE.

. LY CAMPAIGN COMMITTEES THAT RECEIVED FUNDS FROM FIVE HUNDRED
ORGMgIIiIE IN(I:)IVIDUALS IN AMOUNTS OF TEN DOLLARS OR MORE IN THE ONE YEAR
PERIOD PRECEDING THE LAST CLOSING REPORTING DATE MAY MAKE CO@I{E‘%%}B%—
TIONS TO CANDIDATES UNDER SUBSECTION A, PARAGRAPH 2 AND SUBSEC ON B
PARAGRAPH 2. THE SECRETARY OF STATE SHALL OBTAIN INFORMATION NECE ?OF
TO MAKE THE DETERMINATION THAT A COMMITTEE MEETS THE REQUIREMENT oF
THIS SUBSECTION AND SHALL PROVIDE WRITTEN CERTIFICATION OF THE FACTT 3
THE COMMITTEE. A CANDIDATE SHALL NOT ACCEPT A CONTRIBUTION PURSUAN X
THIS SUBSECTION UNLESS ACCOMPANIED BY A COPY OF THE CERTIFICATION. wa
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEES THAT DO NOT MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SUBSEC-
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TION ARE SUBJECT TO THE INDIVIDUAL CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION ‘LIMITS OF SUB-
SECTION A, PARAGRAFPH ! AND SUBSECTION B, PARAGRAPH 1. - .. -

H. THE SECRETARY OF STATE SHALL, BIENNIALLY, ADJUST TO THE NEAREST TEN
DOLLARS THE AMOUNTS IN SUBSECTION A THROUGH E BY THE PERCENTAGE
CHANGE IN THE METROPOLITAN PHOENIX CONSUMER PRICE INDEX, AS DEFINED IN
SECTION 43-251, AND PUBLISH THE NEW AMOUNTS FOR DISTRIBUTION TO ELECTION
OFFICIALS, CANDIDATES AND CAMPAIGN COMMITTEFES. :

L. THE FOLLOWING SPECIFIC LIMITATIONS AND PROCEDURES APPLY:

. THE LIMITS OF SUBSECTIONS A THROUGH E APPLY. CUMULATIVELY TO THE
ENTIRE PRIMARY AND GENERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN FOR ANY OFFICE OR OFFICES
WHICH THE CANDIDATE SEEKS, FROM THE OPENING REPORTING DATE TO THE
CLOSING REPORTING DATE OF THE CAMPAIGN, AS DEFINED IN SECTION 16.901. A CAN-
DIDATE WHO HAS RECEIVED PRIOR CONTRIBUTIONS FROM AN INDIVIDUAL OR A
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE DURING A CAMPAIGN SHALL SHOW IN FACH REPORT THE
CUMULATIVE TOTAL RECEIVED FROM THAT SOURCE. : i

2. THE LIMITS OF SUBSECTION A, PARAGRAPH 2, AND SUBSECTION B, PARAGRAPH 2
APPLY TO THE TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS FROM ALL SEPARATE SEGREGATED FUNDS

. ESTABLISHED, AS PROVIDED IN SECTION 16-920, BY A CORPORATION, LABOR ORGANI-

%_?gé(})(l\!, TRADE ASSOCIATION, COOPERATIVE OR CORPORATION WITHOUT CAPITAL

3. A CONTRIBUTION BY A MINOR CHILD SHALL BE TREATED AS A CONTRIBUTION
BY HIS PARENTS FOR DETERMINING COMPLIANCE WITH SUBSECTION A, PARAGRAPH
1, SUBSECTION B, PARAGRAPH | AND SUBSECTION . - - ’

4. A CONTRIBUTION TO TWO OR MORE CANDIDATES SHALL BE APPORTIONED
EQUALLY BETWEEN OR AMONG THE CANDIDATES FOR DETERMINING COMPLIANCE
WITH SUBSECTIONS A, BAND C. ; - . B

3. A CANDIDATE SHALL SIGN AND FIL}é WITH HIS NOMINATING PETITION A STATE-
MENT THAT HE HAS READ AND UNDERSTANDS ALL APPLICABLE LAWS RELATING TO

- CAMPAIGN FINANCING AND REPORTING.

6. AN INDIVIDUAL OR CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE SHALL NO’I‘ MAKE A CONTRIBUTiON
TO A CANDIDATE THROUGH ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL OR CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, USE

. ECONOMIC INFLUENCE TO INDUCE MEMBERS OF AN ORGANIZATION TO MAKE CON-

TRIBUTIONS TO A CANDIDATE, COLLECT CONTRIBUTIONS FROM MEMBERS OF AN
ORGANIZATION FOR TRANSMITTAL TO A CANDIDATE, MAKE PAYMENTS TO CANDI-
DATES FOR PUBLIC AFPEARANCES OR SERVICES WHICH ARE ORDINARILY. UNCOM-
ggg?gﬁD OR USE ANY SIMILAR DEVICE TO CIRCUMVENT THE INTENT OF THIS

J. A KNOWING VIOLATION OF ANY PROVISION OF THIS SECTION IS A CLASS | MIS-
DEMEANOR. AN UNKNOWING VIOLATION .CARRIES A CIVIL PENALTY OF UP TO THREE
TIMES THE AMOUNT OF THE ILLEGAL CONTRIBUTION.

K. ON CONVICTION OF A KNOWING VIOLATION QOF ANY PROVISION OF THIS SEC.
TION, THE COURT SHALL PRONOUNCE JUDGMENT THAT THE CANDIDATE BE
IMMEDIATELY REMOVED FROM OFFICE. : :

L. ANY QUALIFIED ELECTOR MAY FILE A SWORN COMPLAINT WITH THE ATTOR-
NEY GENERAL OR THE COUNTY ATTORNEY OF THE COUNTY IN WHICH A VIOLATION
OF THIS SECTION [$ BELIEVED TO HAVE OCCURRED, AND THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
OR THE COUNTY ATTORNEY SHALL INVESTIGATE THE COMPLAINT FOR POSSIBLE

CRIMINAL OR CIVIL ACTION.

M, IF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR COUNTY ATTORNEY FAILS TO INSTITUTE AN
ACTION WITHIN FORTY-FIVE WORKING DAYS AFTER RECEIVING A COMPLAINT
UNDER SUBSECTION L, THEN THE INDIVIDUAL FILING THE COMPLAINT MAY BRING A
CIVIL ACTION IN HIS OWN NAME AND AT HIS OWN EXPENSE. WITH THE SAME EFFECT
AS IF BROUGHT BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR COUNTY ATTORNEY. THE
INDIVIDUAL SHALL EXECUTE A BOND PAYABLE TO THE DEFENDANT IF THE INDIVID-
UAL FAILS TO PROSECUTE THE ACTION SUCCESSFULLY, THE COURT SHALL AWARD
TO THE PREVAILING PARTY COSTS AND REASONABLE ATTORNEY FEES, -

N. A COUNTY, CITY OR TOWN MAY ADOPT CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION PROVISIONS
THAT ARE STRICTER THAN THOSE PROVIDED FOR IN THIS SECTION.

Q. iN THIS SECTION:

. "CANDIDATE™ MEANS AN INDIVIDUAL WHO RECEIVES OR GIVES CONSENT FOR
RECEIPT OF A CONTRIBUTION FOR HIS NOMINATION FOR OR ELECTION TO ANY
OFFICE IN THIS STATE OTHER THAN A FEDERAL OFFICE, CANDIDATE INCLUDES A PER-
SONAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE DESIGNATED QR AUTHORIZED BY THE INDIVIDUAL
FO RECEIVE CONTRIBUTIONS OR MAKE EXPENDITURES ON HIS BEHALFE.
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2. “CONTRIBUTION” MEANS MONEY OR THE FAIR MARKET VALUE OF ANYTHING
DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY GIVEN OR LOANED FOR THE PURPOSE OF INFLUENCING
AN ELECTION OF A CANDIDATE IN THIS STATE EXCEPT: R :

(2) UNCOMPENSATED PERSONAL SERVICES PERFORMED BY VOLUNTEER CAM-
PAIGN WORKERS. ST O ! R

(b) PERSONAL TRAVEL EXPENSES INCURRED BY. AN INDIVIDUAL WITI—_IOUT .

DIRECT OR INDIRECT REIMBURSEMENT. i _ o ‘ )
{c) FOOD AND BEVERAGES DONATED BY AN INDIVIDUAL AND NOT EXCEEDING
ONE HUNDRED DOLLARS IN VALUE DURING A CALENDAR YEAR. ' '

CONTRIBUTION INCLUDES ANY EXPENDITURE MADE. BY AN INDIVIDUAL OR CAM-
PAIGN COMMITTEE WITH THE COOPERATION OR CONSULTATION OF A CANDIDATE,
OR IN CONCERT WITH OR AT THE REQUEST OR SUGGESTION OF A CANDIDATE. . | :

3. “POLITICAL PARTY” MEANS. A NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED ORGANIZATION
WHICH NOMINATES A CANDIDATE WHOSE NAME APPEARS ON A BALLOT AS A CANDI-
DATE OF THE ORGANIZATION, . _ _ ,

4, “STATEWIDE OFFICE” MEANS THE OFFICE OF GOVERNOR, SECRETARY OF STATE,
STATE TREASURER, ATTORNEY GENERAIL, SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUC-
TION, CORPORATION COMMISSIONER OR MINE INSPECTOR. - R

P, IF A PROVISION OF THIS SECTION OR ITS APPLICATION TO ANY PERSON OR CIR-
CUMSTANCE IS HELD INVALID, THE INVALIDITY DOES NOT . AFFECT OTHER
PROVISIONS OR APPLICATIONS OF THE SECTION WHICH CAN BE GIVEN EFFECT WITH-
QUT THE INVALID PROVISION OR APPLICATION, AND TO THIS END THE PROVISIONS
OF THIS SECTION ARE SEVERABLE. S S

ANALYSIS BY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
{In compliance with A.R.S. section 19-124} S e
Proposition 200 establishes limitations on contributions to election campaigns for candidates, gives
guidelines and procedures for contributions, provides for penalties and remedies for violating the contribu-
tion laws. : o - T o ’ o
The campaign contribution limitations for any office othier than a statewide office under this Proposi-
tion would be two hundred dollars from.an individual and one thousand dollars from a single campaign
committee. For a statewide office (Governor, Secretary of State, State Treasurer, Attorney General,
Superintendent of Public Instruction, Corporation Commission, Mine Inspector), the limits are five hun-

dred dollars from an individual and two thousand five hundred dollars from a single campaign committee. ';

Other campaign contribution limitations in this Proposition arez B

1. A candidate cannot accept 2 total of more than five thousand dolfars from all campaign commitiee
combined for other than a statewide office, or fifty thousand dollars for a statewide office. . :

2. Individuals would be limited to total contributions for state and local races of no more than two
thousand dollars in a calendar vear for alf candidates and- campaign committees combined. Contributions
1o political parties are exempt from the limits, . i

3. If a candidate coniributes or obligates over ten thousand dollars of his'own money, or one hundred
thousand doliars for a statewide office, to his own campaign, he must give notice of this fact within
twenty-four hours 1o the Secretary of State and the other candidates for the office he 1s seeking. In this
case, the contribution limits in the Proposition do not apply to the other candidates for that office until
they exceed the ten thousand or one hundred thousand dollar limits. ' '

This Proposition also provides that a candidate or campaign committee shall not transfer funds to
another candidate or campaign commitiee.

The dollar limitations on contributions would be adjusted every two years for changes in the consumer
price index.

Several other specific limitations and procedures in this Proposition regarding campaign contributions
are:

{. The contribution limits apply to the entire campaign period for any office. :

2. The limits apply to all separate segregated funds (political action committees) for campaigns estab-
lished bv any corporation or association. )

3. A contribution by a minor child is treated as & contribution by the child’s parents.

4. A contribution to two or more ¢endidates without specifving the amount for each will be appor-
tionad equally between or among them. ‘
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) 5.l A candidate must sign and file a statement that he has read and understands the campaign contribu-
1100 jlaws. o B E Ll . : PN

6. This law prohibits using any device such as contributing to a candidate through another or using
economic influence to induce contributions to get around the intent of the Proposition. -

. There are two methods to enforce the campaign contribution limitations i this Proposition. The first
is that a criminal penalty constituting a clags 1 misdemeanor (up to six months in Jail and up to a one
thousand dollar fine) is provided for any knowing violation of this law or a civil penalty of up 10 three
times ﬂ}e illegal contribution for a unknowing violation. The second is that any qualified voter can file 2
complaint with the Attorney General or a county attorney alleging a violation of the contribution Hmita-
tions and they must investigate the atlegation. If an action is not brought by the attorney within forty-five
days, the person complaining may bring a civil action after executing a bond. The court shall award costs
and attorney fees to the prevailing party. :

This Proposition would allow counties, cities and towns to adopt contribution laws that are stricter
than those in the Proposition. . . .

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS FAVORING
PROPOSITION 200

_ Politicians and elected officials in Arizona are placed and kept in office largely through the infleence of
big money contributed by special interests. Proposition 200 would limit campaign coniributions to stop
our elected representatives in all levels of government from being “bought”. by special interests. The
money from the big companies and special interest groups is being used to buy advertising time and space
which is directly related to votes. . . - o e Sl L :

- Elected officials cannot help being influenced by their largest contributors to vole on issues according
10 what these big contributors expect. The best-candidates for public office are those that equally and fairly
represent the interests of all their constituents, This Proposition would provide a fair and balanced system
of allowing limited election contributions without a few individuals or groups controlling the election for
any particular office. o : C ‘ oo :

The current system allows large contributors and political action committees to collect huge amounts
of money and throw their support behind certain candidates who they know will vote in their interest,
New candidates for office often cannot hope to compete for these funds. Flected representatives should
run on issues, not dollars.

Some control over campaign contributions is necessary. We cannot expect our elected officials to pass
laws which would limii their own vital source for election expenses. It is not in their own interest. The
people must set these limitations themselves through enactment of this Proposition in order to guarantee
that our elected representatives at all levels of government will act in the interests of all the people; not
Jjust in the interests of big campaign contributors. . S o

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING
PROPOSITION 200

Proposition 200 is another example of “big brother” imposing restrictions on the freedom of every citi-
zen and group in this state to choose and support the candidate of their choice. This Proposition’s strict
limits on donating money to candidates is an example of more unnecessary government interference and
bureaucracy being pushed on us. .

A very important result of contributing to political campaigns anci candidates is to pi"ovide free and
open communication through the use of advertisements and public appearances so that we can be well

informed aboul the candidates who are running for office. A result of drastically limiting campaign con-
tributions would be 10 keep us in the dark about who is running and what they stand for, :

Proposition 200 proposes limits that are the same for all offices other than statewide offices. This
means that a contribution to a candidate for State Senate from a large district in Phoenix would have the
same dollar limitation as for a school board candidate in the smallest community in the state. This shows
a total lack of understanding of the necessary costs to-run for very different offices.

. Proposition 200 is overkill. It is a drastic attempt to deal with something that is not a serious problem
;1;31«5&!:;&. ‘l:tfact, Arizona candidates for public office spend a lot less 10 get elected than candidates in
y T siates.

. We already have strict state laws controlling election campaign contributions including reporting con-
tributions and criminal penalties for noncompliance. There is no reason to “fix” a systern that is currently
working effectively. ; '
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Passing Proposition 200 will result in the rich “buying” public offices with big money at the last
minute. With the strict contribution limits proposed no one else will be able to raise enough money fast
enough to fairly compete. . . .

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200
Tired of annuat tax increases in Arizona? Then vote for Proposition 200. )

. Taxpayers are numergus, but they are not well-organized and do not contribute large sums to political
campaigns. Special interests, by contrast, are few in number but well-organized and contribute heavily o
campaigns. The access thereby gained is like money in their pockets — and out of the taxpayers’ pockets..

Some examples of influence buying from the last session of the Arizona Legislature: :
. — The Rio Salado Project of Phoenix developers. c . -
~— A tax break for Motorola and other semi-conductor manufacturers.
© — Additional subsidies for the horse and dog racing industries in Arizona. - .
— Continued subsidies for the livestock industry. LRI :
The Arizona Federation of Taxpayers Associations urges a YES vote on Proposition 200, our best
chance ever to curtail the influence buying which pervades government.. . 0 s o

Carl H. Dry L
President _ . PO
- Arizona Federation of Taxpayers Association

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200 - s e
The Atizona Ecumenical Council of Churches, an association of 800,000 Christians cooperating in mis-
sion in Arizona, supports Proposition 200 because of its implications for morality in government. None of
our state or local lawmakers should be encumbered with obligations o special interests. They should be
free to vote their consciences in- the interest of the public. This complete and well-conceived proposition
would also reduce campaign spending to more reasonable proportions and enable citizens to elect: govern-
ment officials on the basis of their personal gualifications rather than the size of their campaign treasuries,
Accordingly, we see our support of this proposition as an exercise in responsible citizenship.

Robert E. Seel, President
Arizona Ecumenical Council

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200

The National Federation of Independent Business, representing 6,800 small businesses in Arizorna,
wholeheartedly backs Proposition-200. By limiting campaign contributions, Proposition 200 will limit the
political influence of big business and big labor. R T . . _

Smat! businesses create most of this country’s jobs and products but have pever been big contributors
to campaigns and so have lost out politically. NFIB opposed wholesale deregulation of telephone services
in the absence of competition. Mountain Bell and AT&T were able to ram a bill through ‘the’ Arizona Leg-
islature anyway. RER e,

NFIB favored limits on liability and atiorneys fees, The Arizona Trial Lawyers were able to kil nearly
all reforms heard by the Arizona Legistature. ) _ : o s

' NFIB pushed for the creation of a small business utility advocate. to represent us at utility rate hear-
ings. Big Business groups scuttled the idea in the Arizona Legislature, fearing that they might end. up
paying iheir fair share of utility bills. _ T

Money talks in Arizona politics, all too loudly. It is time that consumers, taxpayers, homegwners, and

small businesses are heard too. ‘ B . : L

R Kirby Garrett :
: A . State Director .. ‘ B
: : National Federation of Indep‘e'ndgnt -Bus:pess ’

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200 - : .
Campaign costs keep rising, and without limits on the amounts of money that Political Action Com-
mittees {(PAC’s) and the wedlthy can give to campaigns, most citizens cannot be sure their opinions wilh
receive equal consideration in setting public policy. . .
PAC's groups of special and vested interests, seeking advantage only for themselves, now contribute
more than half of the campaign funds of Arizona legislators. Why? Because they get results from making
large donations to campaigns. - .
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“One person, one vote” becomes meaningless when individuals are competi i
rsom, . . L i : eling with groups and the

wealthy for influence in setting public policy. It is no wonder that the avera epcitizen -
sented in the political process. . s does not feel repre

As long g5 PAC’s, through their money, have more influence than individuals, t by il
rather than the many will continue, ’ _ L s govemmen?‘by qle' er.w
bengver 75%-of PAC money goes to those already .in office, making it very difficult to challenge incum-

The only way to take government awa& from .the vested interests is b .iimiiin the amou :
candidates can accept. This is what Proposition 200 does. Y § ount of money

- VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 200!

Dolores L. Sirkis, 2nd Vice President
‘The League of Women Voters of Arizona

Julia Martori, President
American Assoc. of University Women

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200

A YES VOTE ON PROPOSITION 200 WILL HELP PROMOTE A RETURIQ TO GRASS .RO(‘)TS

DE ACY. Is past session 0f the Arizona Legislature was typical of recent sessions'. .. COMN-

SUMERS GOT LITTLE, SPECIAL INTERESTS GOT A LOT! Consumers didn’t get a cap on credit card

g;t;:]r[c;;t ggte!s; \;ve dxgn t get ho;pxtai cost containment; we didn;t get tax reform; we didn’t get industiial air
nireis and many other consumer protections. All of these measures were i .

opposed by monied special interests. All were buried: considered. ARl were

At the same time, banks, utility companies, teachers, realtors and other bi i
! N 3 y ies, > 1€ g contributors got nearl
evegythmg they wanted from the Artzona Legislature, Campaign contributions made the diﬁ"eren%e. Y
etator Barry Goldwater and Congressman Morris Udall are working: for campaign finance reform at
the federal level. A YES vote on Proposition 200 will bring the same type of refcrmptogAriz'ona'; o

Phyllis Rowe, President . .
Arizona Consumers Council

ARGUMENT “FOR” PROPOSITION 200

The stream of special-interest campaign contributions to candidates for state . jeal ¢
[ : 1 CC s and local office: hag
become a flood. Altogether, two dozen special-interest political action committees gave less than $50,000
E’)i tiétggéag;fkcg;:?éd?tes in 1974. In 1984é .(2140 PAC; pumped well over $! miflion into legislative races,
th tnat. money going to candidates with. no real opposition. The situati
municipal levels is as bad or worse. _?P o situation a‘t the g:oun.iy and
The availability of large amounts of special-interest nioney ‘has caused campai i "
abj ' § ¢ t ) i paign spending to skyrocket.
Even worse, it is undermining public trost in the integrity of elected officials, the foundation of osjry system
of_re‘g‘)resemat;ve governmient. There is a widespread feeling that special-interests trade on their “gener-
osity” to obtain favorable treatment from government at the expense of the general public, ‘
What's at issue here isn’t bribery. Campaign contributions seldom “buy” 5 1 eqislature
] at bery. I ibi ¥ votes in the legislature or a
city ;gunqll, but they do buy gratitude and influence, which can generally be translated into vgt'e's. :
e special-interests know-that campaign contributions payoff big in tax breaks, in rezoning decisions
and in a thousand other ways. That's why they are so eager to hand over | , : e .
ferably to candidates who are sure to win. 4 . .g S a_rge chunk§ qf O, per
And that's why Propositior 200 is so important. By putting reasonable limits on the size of ¢ampai
nd-th t . of campdign
fﬁ?ot;ng%%ongnand g‘gy curéqé[mg tixe oyeé*ag ﬂc?w of special-interest moéney into political campaigns, P?op%
] wi:l make candidates less indebted-to special-inferest contributors and will hel
government integrity and public faith in that integrity. ' ¥lp to restore both
Help keep Arizona governiment off the auction block,
VOTE YES ON PROPOSITION 200!

S — John Anderson, Executive Director
Common Cause of Arizona

ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 200

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO CAMPAIGN
CONTRIBUTION LIMITATION INITIATIVE

- ,Ir?zlg rlasa in oppqsilion 1o the Campaign Contribution Initiative appearing on the general election ballot

Voters -receive little enough information about candidates. Poiiti i i
ve li \ : . Poiitical Action Committees, are one
method of sharing information about the qualifications-ef Arizona candidates and contributing small
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amounts of personal funds to competent candidates. To severely limit the activities-and restrict the con-- -

| eAuoTFORMAT

tributions of most of these commitiees to the same level aliowed individuals is clearty unfair.= .

Candidates need campaign funds from as many different sources as po’séi'b'le.' Brda_d sﬁp‘por‘t:- frdih'i’i

variety of Political Action Committees, individuals, and political party funds is d-desirable situation. To
limit any of these sources restricts the campaign activity which identifies and differentiates candidates for-

voters. In these times, many candidates must use radio and-television time to gain the attention of voters. = .
These media costs coupled with any type of mass mailings require adequate campaign funds to remain. vis-. -

ible to the voters for the fulf election season:

“The statewide limitation for total PAC contribiition is $50,000; this could not evefi cover one ‘statewide

mailing. There are one million households in-Arizona with registered voters. To mail out literature to each " ' i

household at the bulk rate of 8.5 cents would cost $85,000, $35,000 over the limit. .

Overall, any kind. of limitation on campaign funds favors incumbent and wealthy candidates. Constitu=" =

tionally, candidates cannot be restricted as to expenditures on their own campaign. In the case of’
incurbents, they receive all variety of media atténtion’ and other exposure, newsletter: eirculation ‘and -

other elected official advantages not available to chailengers. .. S

Again, more Arizonans need to help with the cost of electing good- public officials - whether by indi-
vidual contribution to candidatés or through Political Action Committees and' poﬁ_ticai- patties. "’_l"h_ls.- S

initiative severely discourages tiose necessary contributions. .-
' T 't .. Margarét M. Walker- " -
Executive Director - <000
... United For Arizona.......- .

ARGUMENT “AGAINST? PROPOSITION 200 ~

Proposition 200 limiting campaign contributions, authored by State Representative Reid Ewing, not
only does not protect the public against wealthy candidates “buying” the offices they seek, but-actuaily

encourages it!

For example, the proposition allows any c_zt_ndjdéié-' to spend. their, own. money. in ihg}dmdﬁht’s_'of R
$10,000 for a local office and $100,000 for a statewide office, without any requirement to repoit ‘.té?‘t fa;}. R
and to hus - sl

If the candidate excceds those amounts, only then must he report this 10 the Secretary of State,
opponents, who are then relieved of their contribution Jimits, and may then try to caich ups...-

Thus, for a Tocal race, a carididate may’ receive $5,000 in contributions from campaigh commiftees; :

throw in $10,000 of his own money, and have $15,000 to spend, while his not-so-wealthy opponent is Hm-

ited to his $5,000. Then in the last days of the election, the wealthy candidate may spend any additional

amount of his own money without limit, Teport it in accordance with the law, freeing his opponent from
the contribution limitation, but too late to.even iry 10 catchupl - - 0 LT e e e

Proposition 200 virtually guarantees that every elective office in the statc can be boughtby those \mth S

the money to do so.

1t should also be noted that Proposition 200 would still allow large contributions from unions and pow-
erful self interest associations, as they are the only types qf campaign organizations qualifyin under -

‘Subsection G.

Arizona law now requires every candidate and campaign committee to report all contributions and to-

iternize any over $23. 1t is obvious that any disproportionately large contribution is readily apparent, and
public scrutiny is the best- way to ensure propriety. - i 0 e
We urge all Arizona voters to vote no on Proposition 200; 7 _ S
Burton S. Kruglick .. " o0

Chairian; Arizona Republican Party ;| ~ 7"
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AN INITIATIVE MEASURE LIMITING CAMPAIGN” GONTRIBUTIONS: PROVID
SURE CAMPAIGN TONS; PROVID:

ING FOR: PENALTIES AND REMOVAL ‘FROM OFFICE' FOR VIOLATION: OF,

CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION PROVISIONS; PRESCRIBING DEFINITIONS, AN|

. AMENDING TITLE '16; CHAPTER. 6,: ARTICL

‘UTES, BY ADDING SECTION 16-905.. +

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE =~ - .

- ANACT PROPOSED BY. INITIATIVE PETITION LIMITING THE AMOUNTS INDY
S8 THUEUSEL BE IHATIVE P LIMETY E AMOUNTS INDH

VIDUALS AND CAMPAIGN COMMITTEES MAY CONTRIBUTE TO STATE AND

‘A “yes'" vote shall havé the ‘effec iting
- | paign contributions to state and lacal candidate
| committées but éxempting ail contributions‘to'p

+| A "no’" vote shail have the effect of maintaining the sxisting law that does no
provide for limits on amounts ‘of political campaign. contributions to state and

local candidates from individuals-and ¢
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PROPOSITION 300

ED STATE OFFICERS
ATIONS OF THE COMMISSION ON SALARIES FOR ELECTED STA i
Eg(%%h{agéré&nw SALARIES HAVE BEEN CERTIFIED TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND
ARE HEREBY SUBMITTED TO THE QUALIFIED ELECTORS FOR THEIR A

REJECTION. .
(In compliance with Ariz. Const. art. 5 § 13)

“THE COMMISSION ON SALARIES FOR ELECTED

- LL THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMISSION ON SALARI : )

S s Ot g Ll il B cin o Yon L
TIONS T

il%C%foEECB%(thN&E}I‘fJEg OF THE NEXT REGULAR LEGISLATIYE SESSION. W“ITHOU'.I" ANY

OTHER AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION. : : o

STATEMENT FROM THE COMMISSION ON SALARIES

- FOR ELECTIVE STATE OFFICERS

i isi i i ituti f Arizona, and title 41, ¢

dance with the provisions of article V, section 13, Constitution o .
i3 }Rr?zcccxg; lalevised Statut%s, we hereby certify that the salary of $20,000 per annum for each member of
the Legislature is recommended by this Commission for submission to the qualified elect

Arizona at the next regular general election.
' : Chris Hamel, Chairman

o . Sherman Hazehtine, Member
'B%?glg%?ffgérmlﬁger ' " QGerald J. Strick, Member

*Mr. Don Cooper was unable to participaie In carrving out _ahe duties of:{ze CQmmtsang duc 1o :l_tp_e_ss. .

BALLOT FORMAT

OFFICIAL TITLE

ors of the State of

THE REFERENDUM NUMBERED @il EHIIEDE wAS NOT CERTIFIED BY THE SECRE-
TARY OF STATE AT THE TIME OF PRINTING THIS PAMPHLET. THE PROPOSITION MAY
OR MAY NOT QUALIFY TO APPEAR ON THE GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT. PLEASE
REVIEW YOUR SAMPLE BALLOT PROVIDED BY THE COUNTY AND MAILED TO YOU
APPROXIMATELY 10 DAYS PRIOR TO THE GENERAL ELECTION TO DETERMINE IF PROP-
OSITION 301 WILL BE ON THE BALLOT. I L

PROPOSITION 301

REFERENDUM PETITION - ' .
A REFERENDUM ORDERED BY PETITION OF THE PEOPLE

ORDERING THE SUBMISSION TO THE PEOPLE OF AN ACT RELATING TO ALCOHOLIC BEV-
ERAGES; PRESCRIRING THE LIABILITY OF SPIRITUOQUS LIQUOR LICENSEES IN THE .SALE
OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR, AND AMENDING TITLE 4, CHAPTER 3, ARIZONA REVISED STAT-
UTES, BY ADDING ARTICLE 2. . : :

TEXT OF PROPOSED REFERENDUM

RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMISSION ON SALARIES FOR

STATE OFFICERS AS TO LEGISLATIVE SALARIES HAVE BEEN CERTIFIED
| TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND ARE HEREBY SUBMITTED TO THE
QUALIFIED ELECTORS FOR THEIR APPROVAL OR REJECTION. :

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE :

T 000 PER
AN INCREASE FROM THE PRESENT LEGISLATIVE SALARY OF $15,
ANNUM TO $20,000 PER ANNUM AS RECOMMENDED BY THE COMMIS-
SION ON SALARIES FOR ELECTED STATE OFFICERS.

SALARIES
“SHALL THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMISSION ON

FOR ELECTED STATE OFFICERS CONCERNING LEGISLATIVE SALARIES BE
ACCEPTED? (3 YES [ NG.”

SLATIVE SESSION WITHOUT ANY OTHER AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION.

Currert Legislative Salary R e $15,000
Salary Proposed by Salary COMMISSION ....ccoiirvamsmmaimmia.

/

$20,600.
A “no' vote shall have the effect of maintaiming legistators annual salaries at
$15,000.

SUCH RECOMMENDATIONS iF APPROVED BY THE ELECTORE SHALL g
BECOME EFFECTIVE AT THE BEGINNING OF THE NEXT REGULAR LEGH i

ner $20,000 |

A “yes” vote shali have the effect of rasing legislators’ annual salaries to !

40

I. Under the power of the referendum, as vested in the qualified electors; the following act, enacted in

the thirty-seventh Legislature, second regular session as H.B. 2170, relating to alcoholic beverages and pre-
scribing the liability of spirituous liquor licensees in the sale of spirituous liquor, is referred fo a vote of
the qualified electors to-become valid as a law when approved by a majority of the qualified electors
voting thereon and upon proclamation of the governor: -

Section [.  Title 4, chapter 3,’Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended by adding article 2, to read:
ARTICLE 2. ILLEGAL SALE OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR

4-311. Liability for serving intoxicated person or minor; definition

A. A LICENSEE IS LIABLE FOR PROPERTY DAMAGE AND PERSONAL INJURIES OR IS
LIABLE TO A PERSON WHO MAY BRING AN ACTION FOR WRONGFUL DEATH PUR-
SUANT TO SECTION 12-612 TF A COURT OR JURY FINDS THE FOLLOWING: _

1. THE LICENSEE SOLD: SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR EITHER TO A PURCHASER WHO WAS
OBVIOUSLY INTOXICATED, OR TO A PURCHASER UNDER THE LEGAL DRINKING AGE
WITHOUT REQUESTING IDENTIFICATION CONTAINING PROOF OF 'AGE QR WITH
KNOWLEDGE THAT THE PERSON WAS UNDER THE LEGAL DRINKING AGE, AND

AN% THE PURCHASER CONSUMED THE SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR SOLD BY THE LICENSEE,

3. THE CONSUMPTION OF SPIRITUOQUS LiQU()R 'WAS.A PROXIMATE CAUSE..OF THE
INJURY,; DEATH OR PROPERTY DAMAGE., S S o

B. FOR THE PURPOSES OF SUBSECTION A, PARAGRAPH 2 OF THIS SECTION, IF IT' IS
FOUND THAT AN UNDERAGE PERSON PURCHASED SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR FROM A

TUOUS LIQUOR, IT

"SHALL CREATE A REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION THAT THE UNDERAGE PERSON CON-

SUMED THE SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR SOLD TO SUCH PERSON BY THE LICENSEE.

C..FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS SECTION “OBVIOUSLY INTOXICATED” MEANS INE-
BRIATED TO SUCH AN EXTENT. THAT A PERSON'S PHYSICAL FACULTIES ARE
SUBSTANTIALLY IMPAIRED AND THE IMPAIRMENT IS SHOWN BY SIGNIFICANTLY
UNCOORDINATED PHYSICAL ACTION. OR SIGNIFICANT PHYSICAL. DYSFUNCTION,
THAT WOULD HAVE BEEN OBVIOUS TO A REASONABLE PERSON. - L :

4-312. Liability limitation

A. A LICENSEE IS NOT LIABLE IN DAMAGES TO ANY CONSUMER OR PURCHASER OF
SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR OVER THE LEGAL, DRINKING AGE WHO 1S INJURED OR WHOSE
PROPERTY IS DAMAGED, OR TO SURVIVORS OF SUCH A PERSON, IF THE INJURY OR
DAMAGE IS ALLEGED TO HAVE BEEN CAUSED IN WHOLE OR IN PART BY REASON OF
THE SALE, FURNISHING OR SERVING OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR TO THAT PERSON. A
LICENSEE IS NOT LIABLE IN DAMAGES TO ANY OTHER ADULT PERSON WHO IS
INJURED OR WHOSE PROPERTY IS DAMAGED, OR TO THE SURVIVORS OF SUCH A PER-
SON, WHO WAS PRESENT. WITH THE PERSON WHO CONSUMED THE. SPIRITUOUS
LIQUOR AT THE TIME THE SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR WAS CONSUMED AND WHOQ KNEW OF
THE IMPAIRED CONDITION OF THE PERSON, IF THE INJURY OR DAMAGE IS ALLEGED

41
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TO HAVE BEEN CAUSED IN WHOLE OR IN PART BY REASON OF THE SALE, FURNISHING
OR SERVING OF SPIRITUQUS LIQUOR. - " & @ L S

O SUBJECT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SUBSECTION A OF THIS SECTION AND EXCEPT
AS PROVIDED IN SECTION 4.311, A PERSON, FIRM, CORPORATION OR LICENSEE IS NOT -

‘LIABLE IN DAMAGES TO ANY PERSON WHO IS INJURED, OR TO THE SURVIVORS OF

ANY PERSON KILLED, OR FOR DAMAGE TO PROPERTY WHICH IS ‘ALLEGED TO HAVE o
BEEN CAUSED IN WHOLE OR IN PART BY REASON OF THE SALE, FURNISHING OR.

SERVING OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR. - - .=
ANALYSIS BY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL -

{In compliance with A.R.S. section ]9—124) 5 .

Proposition 301 specifies the liability of !icg'uor-iicéﬂ‘sees.(m'osﬂy bars and restaurants) in. the sale of
spirituous liquor. The Proposition states that a liquor Hcensee is liable for injury, death or.property dam=.

age if all of the following are true: - BRI L I B R AR LSS
1. The licensee sold liquor either to someone who was “obviously iritoxicatéd™ or to someone who was.

under the legal drinking age without requesting identification. “Obviously intoxicated” is défined in the - L 1 d less i
' ;. overserve patrons dnd 2 scrve mitors,

Proposition as inebriated (drunk) to such an extent that a person’s physical faculties (actions) are substan-
tially impaired (restricted) and the impairment is shown by significantly uncoordinated phiysical action or
significant inability to function physicaily that would have heen obvious to a‘reasonable person.. .. ;7

2. The purchaser consumed {drank) the liquor. If an underage person who purchased: liquer from a
licensee causes injury or property damage because of the consumption of the liguor within a reasonable

period of time after the purchase, it is'presumed that the underage person consumed the liguor: -

3. The consumption (drinking) of the liquor was a proximate cause (d_ircgfc_éuglé)‘_qf themjury,dcath :

or property damage. . T o o R S
H the conditions listed in paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 above do not exist, then' the liquor licensee is not liable.
under Proposition 301 for, damages to the intoxicated person because of the. sale of spirituous:liquor fo-

that person. Additionally, the Heensee is not liable to a person who was present with the intdxicaged per- .

son and knew ofthe person’s impaircd. conidition. i T s e Heiit
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS FAVORING- © .~
PROPOSITION 301 =~ o . oo .o

_ The liability of liquor licensees for iHe acts of their customers onde they leave their business éSté}glish-:f '
ment should be limited. The licensee should not be held responsible for serving a. drink to someone if he: .

had no way of actually knowing whether or not the person was intoxicated, -

Proposition: 301 would give servers of liquor a fairef standard by which 10 ‘decide.whetper of not 1o, -
serve a drink to someone, namely, if the person appears by his physical actions to be’ obviously drunk.

Currently, every time a server pours a-drink, he is exposing himself and the owner of the business to pos-
sible liability that can wipe out the business. . . 7l e L T Gt B T s

Right now many liquor licensees are finding it difficult, if not impossible, to obfain liability insurance
suits by people injured By drunk drivers. If an insurance’ company does dgree to cover a liquor licerisee,
the rates ‘are often so hi

tims of drunk drivers since there would be no insurance to cover the damages evenif they won 2 suit.
against a licensee: . : i N D S A

Is it fair to ask a liquor licensee to b

rinarily 'rcs;idrﬁsible‘ for damages and injuries caused by 4 cus-

tomer he has no real controb over who decides on his own to drink too much? People who get drunk can - '

get the liquor at an unlimited numbér of places other than that ‘'of the licensee. The responsibility for

injuries and damages caused by people who get drunk should be assumed primarily by the drinker and noe -

by others. . o R A S L
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL ARGUMENTS OPPOSING .~ "
PROPOSITION 301~ RS R SR

Drunk diivers are killing and maiming the citizens. of this state at an alarming rate, and Proposition

301 is-a step backward in the efforts to keep drunk drivers off our highways,

The definition of “obviously iritoxicated” in Proposition 301 is vague. Further, a p'er'soﬁ would fﬁave to.
be falling down drunk t6 fit-the definition: It doesn’t indicate whéther sturred speech and other #ormal - o
indicators of drunkeness may be present for a person to be “'obviously intoxicated”, I a peison sitsona. .

2

S MADD'u_rge_s'a Ne vote.on HB2E70:

: often the licensee cannot afford to carry insurance at.alk Many. smaller Jicensees are '
being forced to go ouf of business:or sifnply do without insurance. ‘This will have a negative impact on vic-~

. Proposition

bar stool for five hours and drinks bdhtfntidﬁs’lf.

- 15 almost impossible to tell whether the pérson h - Csipii Hhicoordinated: i e
- sary to be found “obviously into_xi'cated_’?.-- :as_ {jt:“_:_ﬁ Slgmﬁcamly u:!_.'lcf)ord.l.n.ated-phys{ca[':ggu

. Proposition 301 will have the effect of making servérs of spirituat il
~* give drinks to, A'server could allow a - of making servers of spirituous.liguor less carefuf about-who. they

probably intoxicated but would not be liable as |

according to the éigqiﬁca’nt physical standards réqiired in the Propoasitiol

The Legislature as recently. passed'sévere drunk driving penalties whic

. veislature nas recentsy X nk driving pénalties ‘whic
2 and injuris caused by drunk drivers and we nid (o Contnue 9 do cverything e
S iy river o _ . This includes requiring liquor licensées 1o be ‘exti
.. are serving drinks 1o and making them pay for thcgda_criiages.i_f-the;éatr% ';%gxtreme_ly carcful abiou

= ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOSITION 301

without getting up-to show he is obviously infoxicated. it
» feces-

1o consume drink aftér drink knowing that the person i
L TS ATIG CTINK alier arinx know 121 e Derson is
ong-as'the person did not appear “obviously intoxicated”

- This bill would lessen the deterrent ef

- The bill provides'that.a bar wotld have o

- minors, There is’ po, provision: that’ they have to
. exist, Therefore; a bar ownér could serve minors

in the serving of minors. -

“drunk the bar is immune. Therefore, a caraless bar could serve a porson: B :
LCHUNK 1he var 1s smmune. Therctore, a'careless bar'could serve 4’ person'many drinks in-a
time and stiil escape responsibility By claiming the patron was not “alling dowhe: deunt

walls. MADD feels this provision will also lead to
.. The bill.also provides that a perso 4 jead X

overserving the drunk, -
A

| ARGUMENT “AGAINST” PROPOS

o BB21T0 w low a.bar-owner 1o | an-alcoholic to the:
fesponsibility.. The bill definies obviotis intoxication: iri’ such. a‘ way that yinless 4

also provides that a person who is “present” with.the inebriated porson and knows of hi
_-impaired: condition: has no claim against the bar: Therefore. if vou are i’ -person and knows -of hi
drunk, you may not even’ k._“b_"_"’;at%“’r bar may be i*:;:’:ﬂcéf; éf you are in a bar and you are assaulted by.

“NO” vétg. w'i'_li_-‘ kgé;i"tﬁe bar 'c'iﬁ:w'nexfi diligéﬁi’in: _

lability if they imerely “request” identificatio

ViDL HADHILY. 1. Iney merely:. - o ntification: from:
see identification or that the identification éver Thas to.
without risking liability and they would rot

nt of obvious intoxica

ess diligonce on the part of bar owners.

ven

hey tad: been’ criminally: negligent. i

6t putting drunks out on the roa
“Donna R. Pickering, Legisiative (
- Mothers; Against Drink Drivin

Maticopa

ITION 301

ST T ARGUMENT AGAINST DRAM SHOP PROPOSITION .
i Il}le Thirty-Seventh Legislature passed, House: Bill 2170 i response tk? an asla'lpg?géin'the
i ;‘:izgstg lfor kr_e:lzegt from high insurance costs. I believe that the d oDt - the i
becaunse many insurance companies refuse to cover.them due to their unlimited liability exposure to law-- - o e PO L

Arizona has made significant strides in recerit

. jury may hold a server of liquor finaticially reésponsible if he népligeritiy ves liqor o4 pa

_ oy OB 4 CSpo f he negligently ovi 5 ;
{ - then kills or injures someone: This has resulted in prudent acti%lngs by%)ar' gr;;r;_esstgqstzgr_to ein ps
;- %o provide alternate means of transportation and n Inks 1

I'encourage’a no vote ot proposition 301, En

©  drivers, If this law Chariges we will certainly lose m

o - State Representati
o Distriet 200 vy

> 10_an: al from: the liquor servin
e]_;)_a_t_e_ _c_;en_tez_'_e_d 'on the'insurance issue and

o_dﬁy.'a
T 104 patron who.
in their personnel.

yéars to protect. citizens from drunk drivers.

ot simply escort drunks to, their cars.
otigh innocent people die foday at the ha
. Debbie McCone

ofdrtmk :
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Proposition 30}

BALLOT FORMAT

REFERENDUM ORDERi‘EE) BY PETITION OF THEE PEO?LE
OFFICIAL TITLE.

HEFERENDUM PETITION

SUBMISSION TO THE PEOPLE OF ‘AN ACT RELATING TO ALCOHOLIC BEV-
ERAGES; PRESCRIBING THE LIABILITY OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR LICEN:

CHAPTER 3, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, BY ADDING ARTICLE 2. v (-

: DESCRFPTIVE TiTLE

LIMITING THE LJIABILITY OF SPIRITOUS LIGUOR LICENSEES WHO SELL|
ALCOHOLEC BEVERAGES TO OBVIOUSLY INTOXICATED PEHSONS AND:
THOSE WHO ARE UNDEH AGE D R

A “yes vote shall have the effect of Ilmltn‘sg a ilquor 1|cense holder s luabrltty for
property damage, injury or death caused by an obviously intoxicated or under-
age person to-whom the Izcense holder serves alcohol.

A "no” vote shail have the effect of retainirg current liability standards whsch
presently do not contain the proposed Fmitations. . .

A REFERENDUM ORDERED BY PETITION OF .THE PEOPLE ORDERING THE ;'

SEES IN THE SALE OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUOR. AND AMENDING: TITLE & AU TR

AN ACT OF THE LEGISLATURE REFERRED TO THE PEOPLE BY PET:T:ON"




NOTES
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- This form is for your convenience to' mark your choices after
. studying the Publicity Pamphlet. This page may be detached from
~ the pamphiet and taken to the polling place General Election day =
- November 4, 1986 to assist you in voting your ballot. =~ .

i TORBmOVG—CutHem

 Proposiion 102

- ér_opbéiﬁoﬁf‘éﬁdf"'

 Proposiion300

~ Proposition 301
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1. Anyone who :s enther physmatiy or wsuaily-
UNABLE TG READ or understand the contents of the ballot ma

a representatwe of each major pohtlca_i.--
assisting him in cast:ng hls baliot. _ ' :
2. Sample ballots may. be brought’ to the voting place and may b
taken into the votmg booth on the day of the:Election
3. Any quahf:ed voter who at7: 00 P. M. is in the ime of waiting | voter
shail be ailowed to prepare and cast hiS ballo

ABSENTEE VOT[NG !NFORMAT!ON

You may vote an Absentee Ba!to’c for thiS Electlon li;you_.QUahfy un
any of the followmg condrtlons :

A Phys;caily Disabled : E The Tenets of my religion

B. 65 years of age or older G prevent my attendmg the

C. Live more than 15 road mlles . polls on the day of the
from the Po!lmg Place g ""Electnon e

D. Absent from the precmct on F Because l am Legaiiy-:B!and
ElectlonDay : S

TO OBTAIN AN ABSENTEE BALLOT: a
A, Appear in person at the offace of the County Hecorde

- one of the above condmons S

NOTE: If confined because of physmai dlsab;hty, mducate_ ddress 0
confinement, If you wzll be out of town md;cate where toma
the ballot. - : - : :




