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STATE OF U’I‘AH

' M']CHA.EL.(.T}.'LEA\HT'Z‘.' L _OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR . " OLENE B, WALKER

GOVERNOR _ C o CSALT LAKE CITY - _ K LT LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

B4114-0801

Septembér 1, 1998

' Dear Feiiow Utahn

The s’aate of Utah is undergomg many changes and takmg on excﬂ;mg chalienges! Peopie
"~ from around the world are being drawn to Utah for its quality of life and diversity of attractions.
This November, you will once again be empowered to heip shape the future of our statc by
practlcmg your r1ght to vote, . "

We are pieaqed to prov1de you v thh the 1 998 Voter Informatwn Pamphiet This pamphiet
is a traditional means of providing information on state-wide issues and candidates that will be -
on the November ballot, - This year you will vote on ca.nd1dates running for U.S. Congress, the
' state legislature, judicial retention and state school board. You wﬂi also be able to vote on six
proposed amendments to the Utah Consﬁ’eutzon

Inan effort to make tblS pamphiet more mfonna‘uve, tbls year we have included a short
: 'blograpincai sketch and picture of each judge up for retention, As before, an impartial analysis
on cach proposztzon, mstructions onvoting, and other per*;ment mformatlon are aiso mciuded

_ 1 hope this pamphlet will heip you make an educated chmce on the ieaders and pohcles .
that will govern the future of Utah. Let’s continue the tradition of being a state who cares and
'aciiveiy partlclpates in the democratic process, Go out and vote November 3, 19981

Sincergly, -

. _ene__S.'__Wélkr
Lieutenant Governor
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The foiiowmg 11 pdges list the candldates who are running for U.S. Senate, U S.Houseof Represen%ailve.s and Utah State Legzalatum

The candidates for federal offices were given the opportunity to submit a 100 word stafement and photograph. The Lt. Governor’ s office
had no editorial amhcrﬁy over these statements. The candidates are listed in alphabetlcai {>rd<,r by las{ name, :

POLITICAL PARTIES

- There are ught regmtmd pohtlca! parties in Utah, If you would like to contact them ihey are lzstcci beiow in aiphabeﬁcai {}rder '

Democratic PArty « . vy vv v veerrnnnnrersnnnnssss e e (801) 328-1212
I_ndepezzdcni American Pérty ........ e e e {801)375-8833"
IndependentParty .. .............. e, R (801) 466-6544
Libertarian Party ..., e  (801) 534-8872 or (800) 280-7900
Natural Law Party ..., ....., o et e i {801)582-3246
RFOMMPAILY ...t aasseenssenenns, SN .. (801)943-3654
Republican Party ... .. . F O TSP (801) 533-9777.
US. Taxpayers Party ............ ERTET TP R (8{)1) 229-1160

PROJECT VOTE SMART

) Addzt:ondi information about candidates is available free to Utah voters from iject Vote Smart, 3 nationai, note- parzlsazz program
started in 1992. This includes information about voting records, campaign finances, past and current position statements and performance
evaluations. Voters. can reach Project Vote Smart at 1-800-662~7627 or on the internet af http:/fwww. vote-smart org

| STATE SCHOOL BOARD

District 11 o . _ - District 9:
Bette Ariai, St, George : _ o * Judy Larson, West Valley
Tony Pellegrini, Cedar City _ ' " Allan C. Rushton, West ValZe:y
District 3: o 3 _ ; - District 1{}
Marilyn Shields, Stansbury Park’ . . Denis R. Morrill, Taylorsville
' ' - o Lavelie Prince, Taylorsvilie-
. District 5: : : _ : '
John L. Watson, Ogden o _ District 13:
; : B " Janet A, Cannon, S.L.C.
District 7: ' : _ Barl M, Wunderli, Sandy -

Kim R, Burningham, Bountiful
Randy Lee Sedgwick, Bountiful -



Ro\b'ert F.
Bennett

_ Republican

US. Sen{ate

Durmg his first term, Senator Bennett’s priorities have réflected the concerns of his -

" Utah constituents. From his seat onthe Appropriations Committee, he has foughtto -

-ensure that Utah highway pl‘O]eCtS receive their fair share of federal transportation

funding. He opposed a massive government-run health care system and then led . - -

efforts toward meanlngful health-care reform. He has consistently. promoted
Jand-use policies based on common sense and sound science. And he remains a
leading congressional voice in calling for a simplification and restructuring of the
U.S. tax code. Most recently, Senator Bennett was asked to chair the Senate Spemal By

: Commlttee on the Year 2000 Technology Problem

._ '-f Scott :
- Leckman

"Democrat .

Dr. Scott Leckman, a native- Utahn and surgeon in Salt Lake C'ity,' serves on the -
board of directors of RESULTS, an antx—hunger citizens’ advocacy group, andon

" the advisory board at the Bennion Center, aservice organization at the University of

Utah. He is past presmient of the Salt Lake Surgical Society, member of the Salt

_Lake Rotary Club, and is serving his second term as vice-speaker of the Utah'

Medical Association. In 1994, Dr. Leckman received the Utah Medical

. Association’s Community Service Award. He and his wxfe, Linda, have two sons
: adopted from Indxa, Matthew, 12 and Eric, 9. '

Gary R
Van Horn

Independent.
Ameriean

My w1fe, Gloria, and I were born and ralsed in the West, she in Utah and Iin
Washington. We brought our family here in 1964. 1 graduated from New Mexico
State with a degree in Physics, took courses.in electrotiics and worked for many . -
years as an electronicengineer. I managed a successful technical sales company for

“nine years. I have made a life-long study of government, economics, and

espemally our Constitution. Unlike some office holders, I am detérmined to horlor
my oath of office and defend the Constltution of the Unlted States against all
enemles, forelgn and domestlc




' U.S. Congressional District #1 B

No
photo
submitted

i‘GefarVd A.
Arthus

Libertarian

\

Steve
Beierle_in

Democrat

Beierlein, 40, movedto Utah when his father was stationed at Hill Air Force Base in’
1969. He married Ogden native, Sandra Grow Beierlein. They have two
young-adult daughters, Stephanie and Stacie. Beierlein is a financial consultant
and Second Vice President at Solomon Smith Barney. He is certified by the State
Treasurer’s Office to offer investment counsel to Utah’s Public Treasurers,
Beierlein’s recent political achievement was service on the Riverdale City Council.
He is on the Board of Trustees for St. Benedict’s Foundation and is Chairman of

 their Finance Committee. He is a member of the Weber School District Foundation,

/

James V.

Hansen

Republican

I am honored to serve Utah’s First District in Congress,.and am proud of the
progress the Republican Congress has made by achieving a balanced federal budget
for the first time since 1969, cutting taxes, and in turning greater control back to
state and local governments. My goals for the next session of Congress include
strengthening our national defense against further deep cuts, keeping Hill AFB
viable, maintaining environmentally-sound multiple uses of public lands,
preventing the draining of Lake Powell, ensure transportation funding for Utah
projects, paying down the national debt, stabilizing Social Security and Medicare,

and income tax reform, ' ‘ .




- U.S. Congressional District #2

Merrill
Cook

Republican

Congressman Merrill Cook was elected to Congress in 1996. He serves on the House
Transportation, Science and Banking committees and seven related subcommittees.
He helped get a $450 million increase in Utah’s federal highway funding over the
next six years, He is a strong advocate for tax cuts and tax reform as well as less
government. He advocates campaign finance teform, health care reform and

protection of the environment. He is a small business owner. He holds degrees from

the University of Utah and Harvard University. He is married to Camille Sanders
Cook. They have five children and two grandchildren.

~Lily
Eskelsen

- Democrat

, L11y Eskelsen brmgs her values and experience as a w1fe, mother and teacher to the

campaign in Utah’s 2nd district. After representing Utah teachers, serving on the
Utah Retirement Systems board and on the National Council of Senior Citizens,
Lily is respected as a tough negotiator and fighter for common sense solutions to our
problems. Lily believes it is important to the future to bring people together to find
the answers, and we must putaside partisan fighting and work together to protect the

~ future for families and children. A vote for Lily Eskelsen is a vote for the future!

Ken
Larsen

Independent

A famous Frenchman once sald America was great because Amerlcans were good,
Idisagree. In my experience, people are about the same everywhere., America was

great because America was free. Freedom can make a great country out of ordinary
individuals. The foundation for our freedom was our Constitution. We have
destroyed our freedoms by ignoring our Constitution, We will restore our freedom
by restoring our Constitution and thus reducing the impact of government in our
daily lives. I support the Constitution, the whole Constitution, and nothing but the
Constitution. Call me at 533- 8658 or email me at kencan@xmlssmn com.

Thank you.

P

R - Lesh
No N
photo
submitted -

. Natural Law-

~ Robert C.
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~Arly H -
Pederson

Irﬁdependent American

Brian
Swim

. Libertarian

I believe that our federal government should secure to each individual the free
exercise of conscience, the right and control of property, and the protection of life. It
shouid provide national defense and a judicial system. Any needs beyond these
would be better taken care of by a moral and free people than by the coercive
intrusion of the federal government. I will work for less government, lower taxes
and more personal freedom. I have a Masters Degree in Educational
Administration. T have taught in public and private schools, sold real estate, and
currently own an Hsurance agency. ' : :

10.



U.S. Céngressidnél Dis_t'r'zi(':t #3
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Kitty K.

Burton

Libertarian

Chris
Cannon
Republican B

Congressman Canhonover the past two years haskept his promme tobea con*;zsfeat
effectiveconservative, In Congress, he has worked to reduce the federal tax burdes,

restrain the IRS, balance the budget, protect Lake Powell, enhance Utah’s

technology industries, crack down on criminal itiegal aliens, and preserve the value

* of Utah’s school trust lands. Mr, Cannon and his wife Claudia have eight chlidmn '

and live in Map%cton

Will
Christensen
Independent

- American

The majos.problem of our age is the unchecked growth of government,- The ¢ ‘go
along to get along’ Washington mentality is not worthy of our people, Congress

- ghould respcné to the needs of the. people, not sell the establishment line, T will

support ieglslatzen to: stop foreign aid, eliminate special interest funding, and
balance the budget by cutting spending, Will and Ruth are the parents of 12 -
children, 47 grandchildren. Will sérved in the marine corps; and has been active in

‘ poiitics and business since the 193(0s, Heisa fuundzng member and szate chalrman :
- of the Independent American Party,

11



District 1
Lilli De Cair
Kenneth Grover
Paula F. Julander
David B. Smith

District 3
© Gene Davis
. Fred W Jones

District 4
Edward {Ted) Black
Howard A._ Stephenson

District 7

David L. Buhler
v James K. Elweli -
Karen Hale
Chris Latsen

Pistrict 9
Steven Poulion
Dusty Swain
Steven B, Wail

District 10

" Charles A. Bonsall

Tom Coleman
Al Mansell.
Howard Van Horn

District 11
- Bd Mayne

Pistrict 12 -~ -
James L. Leigh
Millie M. Peterson

District 13

- Ron Allen

Merrili F. Nelgon
District 15
Robert (Bob) Davis
Parley Hellewell
Mike Maloney

District18 =
D. Edgar (Ed) Allen
Nathan Tanner

1044 F 400 S #201A
228 8 Douglas St.
1467 Penrose Dr.

S1.C 84102

_SLC 84102
" SLC 84103

1259 E. South Temple 5t #6 SLC 841_02

865 Parkway Ave.
332 Shamrock Dr.

10862 8, Asdonna Wy, .
" 1038 E. 13590 8.

5

1436 S. Yuma St.
2522 8. Chadwick St
2564 Maywood Dr.
1457 B. 3350 8.

. 4524 Briarcreek Dr.
1460 E. Highiand Cove En.

2646 B. 6710 8.

8887 8. Ida L.

- 10028 8.1 ockview Dr.

+

8015 Canyvongate Cir,
1125 Bronze Ln,

5044 W. Bannock Cir.

5083 W. Elma St,
7131 W. 3800 S.

835 Lakeview

164 5. 800 E.

28 N, 580 E.
492 8. 1600 W,
580N, 750'W.

4317 Fern Dr.
6225 Woodland Dr.

SLC 84106
Murray 84107

Sandy 84070

Draper 84020

SLLC 84108
S1.C84106
SLC 84108
SLC 84106

Holladay 84117

S1.C 84108
SLC 84121

Sandy 84093
Sandy 84092
Sandy 84093

. Sandy 84094 -

‘West Valley 84120

West Valley 8412¢
West Valley 84128

Stansbury Park 84074
Grantsvilie'84029

Orem 84097
Orem 840358
Provo 84601

Ogden 84403

Ogden 84403

12

5332444

583-6595

363-0868

53146243 .

' 484-9428

266-2545

Cs71-3402
576-1022

5832118
483-2890

4856642

466-6544

om

2724338
278-1026

$43-7930

| 5699259
943-4436
942-6019
571-1045 -

968-7756

969-6060 - -
-250~5944

977-0100 -
884-6789

368-0454
226-3034
377-3398

3921050
4796442

STATE LEGISLATIVE CANDIDATES

Call your county clerk (see page 70) to find out which senate and house district j,zc:;t livein, -
_Candidates for the Utah State Senate

Natural Law
- Republican
- . Democrat

Libertarian

Demoera:; '
Republican -

Democrat
Republican -

Republican.

Libertarian
Democrat -
Independent -

| Republican

Nafural Law
Democrat

Libertarian
Natural Law
Republican
Democrat .

Democrat

* Republican

Demo_cm't

Dcmacrat

- Republican

Democrat
Republican

~+* Ind. American

" Democrat
- Republican.



© District 21 A4
David H. Steele

District 22
Gregory J. Sanders
Temry R. Spencer

District 24

Peter C. Knudson
Richard L. Partridge -
Corey Rowley

. Disirict 26

. Beverly Evans
Jerry B. Romero
Steve Sady

3367 W. 400 N.

1182 N. Newport L
1110 N. Kimberdly Dr. .

i

1209 Michelle Dr.
4480 N. Hyiy 38
S 439N 100 W. -

- -HC65 Box 36
5196 N, Fast Meadows Dr..
1687 W.SR32

_Layton 84040

" West Point 84015

Kaysville 84037

Brigham City 84302

Brigham City 84302

~ | Tremonton 84337

- Alfamont 84001 -

Park City 84098
Peoa 84{}36

825-3033

| 547-9046
L 54344450

T23-2035

7342678 .

2571611

454-3719
| 655-8400 -
| 783-5889

' R‘epub.t-icarz

. Democrat -
. Republican

Republican
Libertarian

—Democrat

Repaﬁl’iéan
Democrat
Lii)erta'rian

Candldates for the Utah House Gf Representatlves_-_ o

District1

- Ei H, Anderson
Alién Gardner
District 2

Ben C, Ferry

1. Douglas Wight

" District3

“Mary Bissonette .
Craig W. Buttars -
District4

‘Loraine T. Pace
Myrna Redd

_ Dzstrictﬁ .
- Monti Jones .
Evan L. Olsen

 pistrict6.

- Gienn W. Barrow
Frank Brwin .
Martin R. “Marty” Stephens
Districe7
- B, Thomas Babcock

Dave Gladwell -~ '
District8 )
James R. Hasenyager
Joseph G. (Joe) Murray
‘District9

Neil A. Hansen

~ Robert ©. M-i%es

| _\Disﬁrict 10 |
LaWanna “lmz” Shzzrﬁsz
Biil Turner .

8790 W.Hwy 102 .
PO Box 340 .

905 N. 6800 W.

1378400 W,

.

1960 N. 1380 E.

. 540 8. 1600 W.

. 435E.900N.. -
1664 E. 1185 N. -

' 635 Circle Place

2009 S. 3200 W.

| 5357W.4250S.

- 5889’ S. 4950 W.

3159 N. ngley Rd.

572E. 1700 N.
- PO.Box 12096
PO, Box 255
1030 i’c_ac_h'Dz: a

1031 Capitol St.
- 1170 Capitol St:

5085 Aztec Dr. .
" 5067 Sioux Cir.

© Tremonton 84337
- Mendon 84325

: _Co.rinné B4307
" Brigham City 84302

. North Logan 84341

Lewiston 84330

‘Logan 84321

Logan 84341

Providence 84332
Young Ward 84339 - -

Hooper 84315 -

Hooper 84315
Farr West 84404 ©

4

North Ogden 84414

. Ogden 84412

Huntsville 84317
Ogden 84404

.'Ogdezz 84401
_ Ogden 84401

Ogden 84403
Ogden 84403

13.

_ '_854—3?‘6(}
C753-3440 0

744-2597 -
723-5966

75321276
2585015

753-6154
7537436

753-4218
752-4304

7311814
173-7841
731-5346

- 782-8490
| 782-4130

1452048
393-7062

3931514 .

399-4815

4790289
479-8513 .

Tremocrat - _
Republican . -

Republican
-+ Democrat

N Dembcrat_
Republican =~

Republican - -

Democrat .

Democrat

" Republican.

Democrat

Natural Law. -
Republican

Democrat -

. Republican .

“Democrat .

-chu{“)ii_can"f

.ﬁéinéc’réé "
 Repubiican

- Democrat
‘Republican



District 11
Carl R. Sasnders

Donald M. “Bif" Whiting -

District 12
Gerry A, Adair
Lani Kai Rounds.

District 13
Nora B. T. Stephens

. Howard E Stoddard

Bistrict 14
Charmalee Blakeley
Don Bush -

District 15

‘Blake Chard

Beatrice R, Bspinoza
Susan Green Parker

District 16
‘Kevin Garn - -
Todd B. Nilsen

District 17
Mards Dillsee -
Theda W. Judd

~ George L. Miles

District 18
Susan J. Koehn

- District 19
Sheryl Allen
Julie Clay Pollock

District 20 |
Ruby Young Hansen
Lew E. Jeppson
Richard M, Siddoway
- Reva Wadsworth

District21
James R. Gowans (fim)
Feff McNeill '

Distriet 22

Dhax R, Cripps _
Carl W, Duckworth -
Doa W. Johnstun
Dub Richards

District 23
Puane E. Bourdeaux
- Jack Ellefsen

.-

620 Larsen Dr. .

2128 Fastwood Bivd.

2668 E. 6025 8. -

5433 8. 3100 W,
3921 W. 4700 8.

2024 N, 400W,

 S09N. 4000 W.

1113 W. 550 N.

138 chust St

1940 N. 350 W, .
2675 N. 400 W, #49 -
1142 N, 1250 W,

2206 E. Summerwood Dr.
1015 B, 1150 N,

379 Shepard Ridge Rd.

82 W.600N. -

202 B. Shadowbrook La.

1793 Sorrento Dr.

1156 Oakridge Ln.

3017 8. 400 W.
138 8. 350 F,
243 B, 3100 8.
127 8. 150 E,

240 8. 2nd W, -

3942 N. Raiircad Cir..

7247 Miriam Wy,
2901 8. B750 W,

8109 W, Whitman Dr., .
T4T2 W, Jefferson Rd,

870 N. Cornell St.

~ PO.Box 16823 .

" West Point 84015

- Farmington 84025

Ogden 84403
Ogden 84403

Roy 84067
Roy 8406_7‘

Sunset 84015

Clearfield 84015 -

Clearfield 84013

Layfon 84041
Layton 84041 -
Layton 84041

Layton 84040

Layton 84040

Farmington 84025
Kaysville 84037

- Woods Cross 84087

Bountiful 84010

© Bountiful 84010

Bountiful 84010

. North Salt Lake 84054 °

Bountiful 84010

North Salt Lake 84054

' Tooele 84074
Graritsville 84029

- Magna 84044
Magnad 84044

Magnz 84044
Magna 84044

SLC 84116
SLC 84116

14

476-1110
479-0321

773-2125

- 732-2832

825-3792
8252730

7732861

825-3210

| TI3-7474.
| 825-1264
| 543-2235

5443533
547-1825

4512773

451-2070
5440588

296~1761

205-8576
295-4750

| 2950848 .
208-8907

292-4185
298-7195

882-2120 -

884-6801

250-5377

2500728

250-3690
487-3737

506-8784

595-8338

Republican
Democrat

Republican
Democrat

' Ré;::ub"liéan
Democrat

Democrat”

. Republican

- Republican .
. Pemocrat

Libertarian -

Republican

Democrat

" Republican

Libertarian

- Democrat
" Republican

- Republican
" Demgocrat

Independent
Democrat
Republican

Ind. American

" Democrat

Republican

Republican
Democrat
Libertarian
Fadependent

Democrat N
Republican



: District 24

Ralph Becker
Bryce Brady

John Owen Ericksen
John M. Renteria

District 25

Steven D, Estes
Dave Jones -~
- J, Robert Latham -

District 26
. Fred J. Fife [}
* . Larry D. Garske

District 27

Ronald Amos
Loretta Baca
~ David B, Burnham

District 28 __
Afton B, Bradshaw -
Bruce G. Cohne: _ '

District29

Brent H. Goodfellow -

Troy Staker

District 30
Jackie Biskupski *
. Bryan J. Irving

District 31
-Mary Carlson:
Retty Christensen
Charles G. Pearce
- Verdi White, I

District 32

- Ron Bigelow -
Negia Christensen

~ Janet Mantlé Ericson

' District 33
Joha W, Cannon
Neal “B” Hendrickson
~ District 34 |
. Dennis Carty
- Kory M. Holdaway
' District 35 |
- KevinR. Arrington
- Judy Ann Buffmire
| District36
Lamont Tyler
-Greg Peters

282 N. Canyon Rd.

- 663 Second Ave.
C130C8E
358 N.300W.

1124 Third Ave.
5455, 1100 B,

1308, 1300B.#710

- 842 W.900 S,

1993 S, West Tomple

516 Windsor St.

421 B, Garfield Ave.
517 B.900S.

o 1931 Brdw‘niﬁg Ave,
- 2384 S, Summit Cir.

3620 S.6000W,
4250 W, Stane Ave.

753 B. Roosevelt Ave, -
‘838 E. Roosevelt Ave.

- 2419 Maywood Dr.
2114 Vimont Ave, -

1975 Imperial St.

2906 S. Melbourne St.

4658 Waterwood Dr. .
.. 4196 8. 4000 W, o
4498 W, 46958,

3575 S, 3200 W, #15B
3402 W. 4100 S,

3728 W 51008,
" 4352Rupp Ct.

-1292 Ridgedale Ln.

765 B, 4255 8.

. 3810 Bastwood Ln..
. 2035 E.KellerLn. - .

 SLC 84103
SLC 84103

SLC 84103
SLC 84103

- SLCB4103 .
- SLC84102
. SLC84102

SLC 84104

- SLC8A11S

SLC 84102 -
- SLC 84115
- SLC 84105 -

SLC 84108
SLC 84109

West Valley 84128

West Valley 84120 -

SLC 84105
SLC 84105

SLC 84109
 SLC 84109

SLC 84105

© SLC 84106

- West Valiey 84120 -
West Valley 84120
. West Valley 84120

We:ét-.V‘aiiey:SéZiQ

West Valiey 84119 .

Taylorsville 84118

Taylorsvilie 84119

SLCB4106
Murray 84147

SLC 84109

SLC 84109
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3641656

538-0311

- 5398512
521-8143

521-5336
582-8247
- 364-0050

5217383
 466-2248

355-5804
487~2738

| 364-1928

581-9646 -
484-3353

968-0626

957-1424

484-8369

486-8834

485-8612
466-2136 . -
4670376
466-5963

968-4188
| 966-4524
969-0153

063-6948

969--8920

965-9528

464-6360

466-7178
| 266-1862 .

272-1218

272-7834

Democrat .

.Republican

Natugal Law
Independent

Natural Law

Democrat

. Republican

Demoerat

- Ind. Arﬂerican. '

| Libertarian
- Democrat
. -Republican -

Répubii'can_

- Democrat

Democrat

- Republican .

, De_moéfat
Repubiican

) ._Democra{
Indeépenderit .

Libertarian
Republican .-

Repiibi_lczin

Democrat
Ind, American -

Repubk’ic'an )

© Democrat

Demoéfas '
Regablican-

Republican '
Democrat.

- Republican
 Democrat -



District 37
Zane Gill
Ray Short

District 38
Gary F. Cox
Chauna P. Pierce

District 39
Jim Dexter
David L. Zolman, Sr.

District 40 |
Jerold L. Jensen.
Richard L. Walsh:

District 41.

- Patrice Arent
Steven B. Olsen
Athelia T. Woolley

District 42
Perry L. Buckner.
Max Byron Meng

District 43
" .Mary K. Hammond
Wayne A. Harper

District 44
Bruce Bangerter
"Chad E. Bennion
*Gary Yengich

' District 45
Melvin R. Brown
Michael Ray Olsen

District 46

- Brian R. Allen
Alan Hepner _
Karen W. Morgan

" District 47
D, Mark Faux
Bryan D. Holladay

 District48 =
Trisha S. Beck
Richard Perry -

District 49
Greg J. Curtis
Chris} Shouse

District 50

Drew Chamberlain
Lloyd Frandsen

Charles Campbell Hardy

1926 E. 3900 S,
' 2421 Bramble Way

4468 Tidwell St.
5465 Bailift Dr.

5718 S. Dynastyoaks Cir.
2108 Champagne Cir.

4856 Kings Row Dr.
6784 S. 1300 E.

6281 S. Havenbrook Cir.
5174 Gurene Dr.
2485 Haven Ln,

4901 W. Aspen Park Dr.

7708 Woodgreen Rd.

3707 W, Pensacola Cir.
6683 S. Nottingham Dr. -

793 W. Green Oaks Dr.

136.E. 4800 S.

91W. 7065 S.

165 E. 7430 S.
8118 Salisbury Ct.

© 7386 S. Banbury Cir.
“Star Route

8378 Austrian Way

2128 W, 7520 S.
9024 Judd Ln.

‘1783 E..9880 S,

2097 E, 10140 S.

8639 Snowville Dr,

1491°E. 8175 S.

~ 4013 W. Yorkshire Dr.

9461 S. 2500 W.
9442 S. David St.-

SLC 84124
SLC 84117

Kearns 84118
Keams 84118

Taylorsville 84118
Taylorsville 84118

 Holladay 84117

SLC 84121

SLC 84121 .
Holladay 84117
SLC 84117

West Jordan 84084

West Jordan' 84084

West Jordan 84084

West Jordan 84084

Murray 84123

- Murray 84107
Midvale 84047

Midvale 84047
Sandy 84094

SLC 84121

. 'Brighton 84121
SLC 84121

West Jordan 84084
West Jordan 84088

Sandy 84092 -
Sandy 84092

Sandy 84093
Sandy 84093

South Jordan 84095
South Jordan 84095
Sandy 84070

16

2727900
277-1372

967-9760
967-5591

963-1028
967-6687

277-8064
561-5169

. 272-1956
277-4420

272~3035

964-8215
282-6687

969-6613-

566~5466

262-8852
281-1607
561-9086

255-0556 -

562-0418

942-7714
649-6865

943-0067 -

561-4184
280-6404

572-2325. .
. 9426296

942-7464
561-2775

282-4877

254-4940
523-3817

Democrat
Republican

Democrat

‘Libertatian

Libertarian
Republican

‘. Democrat
Republican

Democrat

~ Ind. American
~ Republican

Democrat
Republican

Democrat - .

"Republican

Ind. American
Republican
Democrat

Republican

© Democrat.

Republican
Libertarian

.Democrat

Indépendcnt
Republican

Democrat

- Republican

Republiéan
Democrat

Independent
Republican
Libertarian



- District 51

Sherry L. Hall -~

" John E. Swallow
"~ District 52

David L. Hogue
Lee McKenzie

District 53

- Greg Miner'
- David Ure ‘
District 54 _
Cindy Barton-Coombs

Gordon E Snow

District 55 v

Jack A. Seitz -

District 56
David N. Cox

‘Shiela E. Heindel

George F. Tripp

District 57
Janice Dean Mayne
Lowell A. Nelson. |

District 58

- Walden W. Johnson

John L. Valentine

District 59 .
Tammy J. Rowan

 John T. Wilkirison
'District 60

Katherine Bryson -
Douglas LeBaron

- Gary J. Ransom

- District61 -~
"Margaret Dayton -

Brian L. Light

District 62 _
Jeff Alexander
Wayne L. Hill

© District 63

Jordan Tanner
Henry S. Todd

_District 64
- Becky Lockhart

Richard Grant Thayne
District 65

- Glenn V. Bird

Catherine C. Jensén

Matthew Throckmortoﬂ

#14 Apple Hill

1260 E. Bell View Cir.

13150 S. 2900 W,

- 6560 W. Indianhollow Ln.

PO.Box494 .
661 S. Lambert Ln. -

PO Box 87
688 W, Lagoon 51-1

858 W. 200 N.

" 7812 N, 8350 W,

2080 N. 600 W,

5415.500 W.

- 381 West Main_ :
© 5254 W. Forest Trail = -

8585.950E.

857E.970N.

654 W. 1325 N,
S12W.700N.

833 5,300 W.
295 . 260 S,

- 1065 W.8585.

97 W. Westview Dr.

2345 W. 1700 N,

3222 Apache Ln,

- 533 E. 2600 N.

1871 N. 1450 B
1391 Cedar Circle

" 1754 S. Nevada Ave,
992 E. 300 N.

249°W, 300N,

11532 8. 600 E.
1 3578.300 W.

Sandy 84092
Sandy 84094

Riverton 84065

Riverton 84065 ‘

Park City 84060 -

Kamas 84036

Altamont 84001

Roosevelt 84066

Vernal 84078

Lehi 84043
Lehi 84043

Lehi 84043

~ American Fork 84003

Highlarid 84003

Pleasant Grove 84062

- Orem 84097

Orem 84057 |
. Qrem 84057

Orem 84058

_ Orem 84058
Orem 84058

" Orem 84058
- "Provo 84604 b

Provo 84604
Provo 84604

Provo 84604

Provo 84604

" Provo 84606 - .

Provo 84606

Springville 84663

Springville 84663
Springville 84663

Y

' 576-1776

572-8201

| 254-1668
| 254-7515

649-3674
783-4650. -

7220200
722~4162

789-0650

768-8759

768~4527

768-3117

756-3823
756-2091

785-5606
224-1693

224-6141
©764-9739

' 026-5278

224-1348
224-0862

221-0623

344-8868

-375-1092

377-0111

373-6246

375-5310

377-7428

377-1575

489~7901

489-0339

- 489-8342

Democrat

Republican

Republican
Prohibition

Democrat

Republican -

Democrat

Republican

» Republican

Republican

" Ind. American

Democrat

Démocrat

~ Republican

Ind. Ameérican

“Republican.

» Re‘publicanv o
_Ind, American .’

' Republicaﬁ v

Ind. American

. Democrat

Republic'an
Ind. Ametrican

Repubiican )
Ind. American-

Republican
~ Ind. American

~ Republican

Natural Law

" Democrat

Ind. American

" Republican



Disfrict 66
Joel A, Bradford
Glesin Way

Bistrict 67

~ Paul Meredith

Bill Wright ™
District 68

Lioyd James Pipes
Michaei R. Styler

District 69

Brad King

. Elden L. Miller
District 70

Bradley T. Johnson
Bistrict 71

Keele Johnson
Robert R, Valerio.

District 72

DeMar “Bud” Bowman
Vicw[ R. S{:hafer .................. I

Disérict 73
M. Normas Gubler
Thomas V. Haich

District 74
Denais H. Iverson
Terence Moore

District 75
~ Robert O, Dalton ™

+ Joha W, (Bili) Hickman

Richard Holliday

1000 S; Main
. 3488, 1480 E,

11808 $.W. Mz, Road
PO, Box 178

440 W, 500 N.
1755 W. 5500 S,

635N.S00E,

" 819 Castie Gate Cir,

30 N, Main

© 732N, 300 W, #34
P.O. Box 637

* 109 N. 800 W,

4828 N, 3100'W, -

74 N. 1008, .

" PO. Box 391

40 E, 200 N.

"3233 Santa Clara Dr. ~

620 E. 600 8. .

214 N, Emeraud Dr.

3454 Chaparral Dr.

Spanish Fork 84660
Spanish Fork 84660

- Payson 84651

Elberta 84626

Manti 84642
Delta 84624

Price 84501
Helper 84526

- Aurora 84620

Blanding 84511

- Monticello 84533

Cedar City 84720

 Cedar City 84720

- LaVerkin 84745
. Panguitch 84759

Washingion 84780
. Santa Clara 84765

. 8¢, George 84770

St. George 84770

- 8t, George 84790.

18

798-1970

- 798-2295

- 465-2633

667-3333

835-9191
864-3077

637-7955
472-8253 -

- 528-3227

678-2077

587-2821

586-8174
867-1989

635-2662
676-2214

673-2936

6341369

6287492
673-2671
674-1883

" Tnd. Amerjcan
. Republican

Demoénaf .
Republican

Independent

Republican

Ind. American

Republican

" Democrat

Natural Law

Republican

‘Repubiican

Demaocrat

Republican |
Ind. American

Republican
Democrat

Democrat

Republican

Ind. American



INSTRUCTIONS FOR READING THE TEXT OF THE BALLOT PROPOSALS

(1) Underlmed words and numbers represent new language bemg added or current language :
~ thatis belng moved from,another sectron

) Bracketed and lined-through words or numbers represent current language bemg
+ - deleted or current language that is belng moved to another sectron :

€)) ’All other language is the current language, Wthh is retamed w1thout change

Example' Q) The members of the House of Representatlves[;—aﬂer—ﬁre—ﬁrst

Presértt Language:

_ Proposed Revision:

" eleetion;] shall be chosen biennially on even-numbered years by the
qualified voters of the respective representative districts, on the first
Tuesday after the frrst Monday in November[-lSQé—andbrenmal—ly

thereafter].

“The "members of rhe House of Representatives, after the first election,
"shall be chosen by the qualified voters of the respective

representatrve districts, on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in

- November, 1896, and brenmally thereafter.

: (1) The members of the House of Representatrves shall be chosen

biennially on even=numbered years by the qualified voters of the . '

~ respective representative districts, on the frrst Tuesday after the first
’Monday in November

19




For O
Against O
Proposition
No.1

- Official Ballot Tltle'

Shall the Utah Coastitution be amended to: 1) require
that,” for the office of siate senator or siale
representative, the three years of residency in the state
be consecutive, the six months of residency in the
person’s legislative district be consecutive, and both
periods oceur immediately prior to the fast date
provided by statute for filing for the office; and,
2) remove the reference to a specific date at which
other eligibility requirements for the office of state
- senator or state representative are to be determined?

LEGISLATIVE ELIGIBILITY RESOLUTION

‘Votes cast by the members of the Legislature at the 1998 General Session on fmal passagc

HOUSE (75 members): Yeas, 61; Nays, 0; Absent, 14,
SIINA’TE (29 mcmbcrs) Yeas, 20; Nays, 4; Absent, 5,

Impartzal Analysm

Proposition 1 amends the present éiigibiiﬁy requirements in

the Utah Constitution for the offices of state senator and state

representative.  This proposition requires that the three years
during which a person must be a resident of the state be &
consecutive period and that it occur immediately prior to the Jast
date provided by statyte for filing for the office. Likewise, this
proposition requires that the six months during which a person
musi be a resident of the person’s legislative district be a

consecutive period and that it also occur immediately prior to the

last date provided by statute for filing for the office. This
proposition eliminates the reference to a specific date at which
other eligibility requirements must be met, but does not otherwise
affect those eligibility requirements, This proposition also makes
grammatical changes. '

Current constitutional provisions

'The Utah Constitution presently requires a person seeking the
office of state senator or state ropresentative to be a resident for
three years of the state and a resident for six months of the person’s

district from which the person is chosen. Those three eligibility
requirements are to be determined “as of the last date provided by
law for filing for the office.”

Proposed changes :
Proposition 1 requires that the three years of residency in the
state be consecutive years, that the six monts of residency in the
person’s legislative district be consecutive months, and that both
periods occur immediately prior to the last date provided by statute
for fiting for the office. The effect of this proposition isto require
a person-seeking the office of state senator or state representative
to be a resident of the state for three consecutive years immediately

- before the date on which the pers{}n files for that office, and to'be

a resident of the person’s legislative district for the last six

~ consecutive months of that three-year period.

legisiative district “as of the last date provided by law for filing for

the office.” That provision does not expressly require that either
the three years or the six months be consecutive or immediately
before the date of filing for office, In addition to residency
requirements, the Utah Constitution presently requires a person
soeking the office of state legistator to be: 1) a citizen of the Usited
. States; 2) twenty-five years of age; and 3) a qualified voter in the

This proposition also removes from the Utah Constitution
language indicating that the other three eligibility requirements are
to be determined “as of the last date provided by law for filing for
the office.” This proposition does not otherwise affect those three
eligibllity requirements.

" Effective Date

20

Proposition 1 takes effect Janaary 1, 1999,

Fiscal Impact

Proposition 1 has no fiscal impact.



- Arguments For

Proposition 1 clarifies the residency requirements for a

persen seeking the office of state legislator. Residency
" requirements have been in the Utah Constitution. since

‘Rebuttal To.

- Arguments For Proposition No. 1
. {No upposing argument was submitted }

statehood. Proposition 1 preserves the original intent of the - -

framers of the Utah Constitution.

- The Utah Constitution currently requires a person seekiné -

the office of state legistator to bé a resident of the state for three
“years and a resident of the district from which the person is
chosen for six months “as of the last date provided by law for

“filing for the office.” The framers of our constitution wisely -

included this requirement to ensure that a person would have

at least three years of personal involvement with the state and

six months in a specific district before being placed in a

K ; pcsﬁmn{){settmg policies and cnacﬁngiawsferthestate This .
provision has consistently been interprefed to require three.

. consecutive years of residency in the state and six consecutive

months of residency in the district and %?iat both periods oceur

immediately before the filing dafe.. Proposition 1 simply
clarlf:e&s those z‘emdency requlrements

This proposition preserves and strengthens the wise and
time~tested principle that individuals should meet minimum
residency requirements before representing the state and their
locat constituents as legisiators, ' :

Preserve govarnment {hat represen%s you. V{}te FOR
Proposition 1. . o

' Presiécnz' R. Lane Beatitie

Representative Patrice Arent

‘Rebuttal To

- Arguments Against
(No argianent was submitted,)

3

Arguments Against Proposition No. 1

- {No opposing argument was submitted.)




COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO. 1
LEGISLATIVE ELIGIBILITY RESOLUTION

A JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURE
- PROPOSING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;
AMENDING THE REQUIREMENTS OF ELIGIBILITY
'AS A STATE LEGISLATOR; MAKING THE RESIDENCY
REQUIREMENTS CONSECUTIVE AND APPLICABLE
IMMEDIATELY PRIOR TO THE LAST DATE FOR

. FILING FOR OFFICE; DIRECTING THE LIEUTENANT-

GOVERNOR TO WITHDRAW 8.J.R. §, PASSED DURING
- THE 1997 GENERAL SISSION, REPLACE IT WITH

THIS RESOLUTION AND, PLACE IT BEFORE THE

VOTERS; AND PROVIDING AS'EFFEC’I‘WE DATE.

“This resolution proposes fo change the Utah Constitution as
follows! '

AMENDS:
ARTICLE VI, SECTION 5

Be it resolved by the Legisiature of the state of Utah, two-thirds of
all members elected to each of the two houses voting in favor
thereofr

. Sectlon 1. Itis proposed to amend Utab Cnnstlmtion
Articie Vl\ Section 5, to read:

Artleie VI, Section 5. [Who ls eilgible asaiegilslatoi.} - '

22_"

No person shall be eligible to iha office of senator - or
repzesentatlva who{

as-ofthelastdateprovided bylawfoi-flingfor
‘the-office] Is nofy a citizen of the United States[y]; twenty-five

years of agels]i.a qualified voter in the district from which the] the

person is choseniy), & resldezzt g{;ﬁm@ foz‘ tizree mmm

years {eﬁ-ﬁke-S#a%e,] i) ) 16 88
atute for fiting for the [fe&simmhs]

No persen eiected to the effice of senator or
representative shall continue to serva In thai office affer ceasing to

be a resident of the district from which electe'é

Section 2. Replacing previous resolution «- SubmittaE to

. efectors.




For ()
Against O
Proposmon
No.2

Official Ballot Title: |
Shall the Utah Constitution be amended fo repeal the

provision regarding real and pemenal estate and
property ot martied women?

'RESOLUTION REPEALING MARITAL

PROPERTY PROVISIONS

Votes cast by the members of the Legisiatuge at the 1997 General Session on final passage:

HOUSE (75 members): Yeas, 68; Nays, 0; Absent, 7.
SENATE (29 members): Yeas, 24; Nays, 0; Absent, 5,

Impartxal Analysw

Propoeiﬂon 2 1epeais a prov1310n of the Utalr Constitutiog
regarding property rlghss of married women.

Currentlaw . : .
‘The Utah Constitution presently.contains a provision adopted

- in 1896 and intended to raise the protection gwen {o property rights .

of married women to the same level as that given to the property

rights of mien. It provides that property of a married woman,
_ acquired before marriage or acquired afterivards by purchase, git,
grant, or inherifance, should remain her separate property and not
be liabie for her husband’s debis and obligations. ' Utah statutes
contain a provision that is camparable o the constltutzonal
provision, :

Proposed changes

Proposition 2 repeals the Utah constitutional provision
regarding property fights of married women, The repeal of this
provision is not likely to-affect the property rights of married
women because over the years a substantial body of law las

| provision, married worhen have, with respect to ?izelz separate

property, the same legal rights as men.
- The current Utah constitutional provision may !}e read as- -
granting greater property righis.to married women thas to men. 1f

* read that way, it would probably be held invalid under the Equal

Protection Clause of the United States Constitution which -
prohibits treating men and women differently under the law unless

~ there is a compelling governmental interest. Repealing the Utah

constitutionai provision resolves tis poiential conflict.

Legislation effective on passage of Proposition 2

H.B. 374, Marital Property Rights -Amendments, 1997
General Session, will become law on January ‘1, 1999 only if
Propositlon 2 passes. H.B. 374 repeals the provision in statute that
is equivalent to the provision of the Utah Cnnstztzztlon repealed by
Proposition 2, :

" Effective Date -

developed - that protects those rights apart from the Utah -

constitational provision, Even without the Utah constitutional

2"

Proposmon 2 takes efff:ct }anuary 1,1999.

Fiscal Tmpact
. ?r{)pOSIthI} 2 has 1o fiscal ;mpat.t



Arguments For

The Utah Legislature uzzanlmcusly sapported the z‘epeai '

of Article XXI1, Section 2 of the Utah Constitution regarding
the property rights of married women. With this repeal,

married woman will maintan the same rights to property they

enjoy today—~ the right to own ‘and transfer propesty in their
own name before, during, and after marriage. This is because

the Rqual Protection clause-of the United States Constitution -
provides that “[n]o State shali make or enforce any faw which

shall . .. deay to any person withig its }zzmdlctlon the cqzzai
protecn{}n of the laws.” :

When Article XXII, Scctzon 2 .was drafted by - -the
Consfztatzonal Convention of 1896, the constlzuzzonal debate
stated that the provision was o be “a recognition of the right
of women to acquire and dispose of property after marriage,

justthe samé as while single.” Tt was further explained that the
drafters of the'language had atzemptcd 1o “give women equal
: rlghts with mes,

Although cqualz:y was the erlgznal intent of Article XX1,
Section 2 of the Utah Constitution, the actual language appears
1o offer more protection to property owned by married woman
than to property owned by married men. The Bqual Pretection

clause of the United States Constitution protects the property

rights of women and men, so that both are treated fairly.
Because the actual language of Asticle XX11, Section 2 of the
- Utah Constitution appears to favor married women, 't
probably violates the Equal Protection clause of the United
States Constitation.

_ Repealing Article XXII, Section 2 pz{wzdcs for frue
equality in property rzghts for women and men. VYote FOR
?roposztz{}n 2

_ ch‘ Afton B. Bz‘adshaw '

Rebuttal To
Argumenis I‘or Proposition No. 2
(No oppasmg ‘argument was submitted. )

Arguments Against

(No argunient was submitted.)

Rebuttal To

' 'Argumenrs Agamst Proposition No. 2
(No opposmg argument was subm;tted D

T




COMPLET!Z TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO 2 :
: RES{)LU’I‘I{)N REPEALING MARITAL ?RO?Z&R’Z‘Y PROVISIONS

A J (}INT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURIJ
© PROPOSING TO AMEND ‘THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;
REPEALING !

- PROPERTY; AND FROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

. This resolution pmposes to change the Utai’z Comatuzzon a8
§-"f{}i!0ws‘ : :

| REPEALS:
ARTICLE XXI1, SECTION 2

Be it resolved by the Legtslaiwe of the state of Utah, Mmszmﬂs of

all members elgcted to each of the fwo hauses vozmg in favor

thereof:

Section 1. I is propesed to z‘epeal Utah Constitution Article
- XXII, Section 22 . )

;_ Article Xxi1, Section ry [Property rights of marne{l
- women. 1

THE PROVISION ON MARITAL

. Q iQQ gga ?ize Mmanner pr{}wéeé by law,

Section 3. Effectwe date..

25



'Against_ O |
Proposition
No. 3 |

Official Ballot Title:

Shall the Utah Constitution be amended to clarify the
status, purposes, and beneficiaries of ‘school and
institutional lands held i trust by the state?

ACCEPTANCE OF TRUST LANDS

"RESOLUTION

. Votes cast by the members of the Legislature at the 1997 General Session on fmal passage

HOUSE (75 members): Yeas, 72; Nays, 0; Absent, 3.
SENATE (29 members): Yegs, 22; Nays, 0; Absent, 7.

Impartial Analysis

Propesition 3 clarifies the status of school and institutional
" trust lands designated by Congress at statehood and other lands
which may be added to them. It provides that those lands are to be

held in trust for. specified beneficiaries and purposes, and

distinguishes those lands from other public lands held in trust by
the state for other beneficiaries and purposes.

Current law

The Utah Constitution presently provides that all lands that
have been granted to the state by Congress and all lands acquired
- by other means are public lands of the state. All of these lands are
held in trust for the people of the state for the respective purposes
 for which they have been granted or acquired.
' Some of those public lands are lands that were granted to the
state under the Utah Enabling Act. The Enabling Act was passed
by Congress in 1894 to establish the conditions under which Utah
could achieve statehood. Under Sections 6, 8, and 12 of the
Enabling Act, Congress granted specified parcels of land to the

state to support publicschools, universities, and other facilities and
institutions.

Proposed changes
Proposition 3 clarifies that lands granted under Sections 6,8,

~and 12 of the Enabling Act, together with lands which may be

added to them by purchase, exchange, or other means, are school

" and institutional trust lands, held in trust for the specific purposes

26

and beneficiaries stated in those sections of the Enabling Act. This
proposition reinforces that the purposes and beneficiaries stated in
the Enabling Act apply to all those lands. Proposition 3
distinguishes those lands from other public lands held in trust for
other beneficiaries and purposes

Effectlve Date
Proposition 3 takes effect January 1, 1999.

Fiscal Impact
‘Proposition 3 has no fiscal impact.



Arguments For

Before admitting Utah fo statehood, Congress enacted a
faw known as the “Buabling Act” which set conditions under
which Utah could become a siate. Ons of those conditions
prohibited Utah from taxing property owned by the Federal
Government. That created & big problem, because more than
23 of the land in Utah was (and still'is) owned by the Federai

Government. That meant that Utah wouid have a very {imited

property tax base and Utah's taxpayers would be heavily

burdened with taxes on private property. To ease that burden,

|. Congress said it would give the state lands to help support the
public schools and other named beneficiaries such as the
University of Utah and Utah State University. Asnoted by the
‘Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals in 1978, which cited an earlier
U. 8. Supreme Court decision, “[t}he nature of the
" Congressional land grant was ‘bilateral’ in effect. It

" Rebuttal To

Arguments For Proposition No. 3

(No opposing argument way submitted )

Arguments Against

(No argument was submitted.)

Rebnttal To

" Arguments Against Proposition No. 3

constifuted a solemn immunity from taxation of federaf lands

. in return for acceptance by the states of fands granted, to

be held and administered by the states inder rust covenants for
thf: benefit of the public scheol systems.” :

Utal accepted the terms of the Enabling Act. Since the
grants incladed lands for purposes other than public schools,
-inciuding lands which belong to the state itself and are not held
in trust for schools or other institutions, the Constitutional
provision accepling the land grants was written in broad

Tanguage. It said that all of the lands granted by Congress were -

“accepted and declared to be the public lands of the State; and
shail be held in trust for the people, to be disposed of as may

be provided by law, for the respective purposes for whichthey

have been or may be granted, donated, devised, or otherwise )

acquired.”

Thaz wording has had unfortunate conseqzzenceq, largely
because many people failed to read all the way to the end of the
sentence, The lands were not accepted by the state for just any
purpose, butonly for the purposes for which they were granted.
As 3 resuit of the failure {0 read the whole sentence, public
school and other trust lands were given away and used or sold
for much less than fair market value, resulting in losses to the
schools aione of bundreds of millions of dollars, Those losses
have been made up through higher taxes on the incomes and
private property of Utah’s citizens.

The proposed amendment makes it clear that lands
granied under the Enabling Act are held in trast by the state for
the purposes for which they were granted. The change does not

actually change the meaning of the Constitution; the new .

wording has been consistently held f}y both state and federal
courts to be what the wording in the Constitution reaily meant.
The effect of the change will be to remove confusion, avoid

future Iosses through misuse of trust lands, and save taxpayer -

funds by eliminating lawsuits questioning the status 01‘ the trust
‘fands.

Representative Kevin Garn
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{(No opposing argument was submitted,)




COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO.3
ACCEP’I‘ANCE OF TRUST LANDS RESOLU’I’ION

JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISIATURE
PROPOSING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;

A

RELATING TO LANDS GRANTED OR ACQUIRED BY -

THE STATE; CLARIFYING THE STATUS OF LANDS
ACCEPTED IN TRUSY BY THE STATE FOR SPRCIFIC
PURPOSES; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATT.

This resolution proposes to change the Utah Constitution us

foliows;

AMENDS: :
ARTICLE XX SECTION 1

ENACTS:
ARTICLE XX, SECTION 2

Be it resolved by the Legisiature of the state of Utah, two~thirds of
all members elected to each of the two houses votmg in favor
thereof:

- Section L. Itis proposed to amend Utah Constitution Article

XX, S{:Ltian 1, $o reads

' Amcie XX Section 1. iLand grants accepied on terms of
trust}

. Adilands {}f the State ¢hat have been, or may %zareaftel be granted
to the State by Congress, and ail lands acquired by gift, gran or
devise, from any person or corporation, of that may otherwise be

* election in the manner provided by iaw,

28

" acquired, are hereby accepted, andmmmm

of this Article. are declared to be the public lands of the State; and
shall be held in trust for the people, to be disposed of as may be
provided by law, for the respective purposes for which they have
been or may be granted, donated, devised or otherwise acquired,

Section 2, Itis proposed to enact Utah Constitution Article
XX, Section 2, to vead: -

Article XX, Settion 2. {%hoal and institutionai trust lands, }

1s of the siate

menclmczzz o i at the next

Section 4. Effective dafe,




For O

| Against '

} Proposntmn
No.4

bt

Ofﬁcnal Ballot Title: |

Shaltthe Utah Constitution be amendeé to prohzbli any .
person -convicted of a feiony from voting and from

~ being eligible fo hold office in Utah untif the right to
vote-or hoid elective office is restored as provided by
statute, and to modify language relating to the .
restoration of rights for other persons prohibited by the
constitusion from voting and holding office in Utah?

RESOLUTION ELIMINATING VOTING
- RIGHTS OF CONVICTED FELONS

Votes cast by the members of the Legislature at the 1998 General Sesslon on fznal passaga' _

- HOUSE (’}’S members): Yeas, 63; Nays, 3; Absent, 9,
SBNATH (29 members): Yeas, 23; Nays, 1; Absent, 5,

Impartxal Analys;s

Pz‘cposztlon 4 restricts any person convicted of a felony from
voting and holding office in Utah. This proposition resiricts those
- rights until the right o vote or hold elective office is restored as
provided by statute. It also modifies fanguage relating to the

: pr{}vzéc for the zestoratlorz of cmi righis to those ﬁzree categones‘

of persons,

' Pmpased changes

restoration of rights for other persons dcprlvcd of the rlght to vote

of hold offlce

Current votmg law. applzcable to persons .
convicted of a felony : :
‘Neither the Utah Constitution nor Utah statutes uzrrentiy

" restricta person convicted of a felony from voting or holding office.

in Utah. Pessons convicted of a felony may, and occasionatly do, - '

vote in Utah elections, .Current Utah statutes specify that

incarcerated persons, including persons convicted of a felony, are -
residents of the voting district in which they resided before the}' )

were mcaroerazed

L Current restnctmns on the vight 20 vote and
hold office in Utah
The Uish Cerzszltutmn presently prﬂhzblfs per%ns from
voing and hc%dmg office in Utah who "are: 1) mentaily
. incompetent; 2) convicted of treason; or 3)-convicted of a crime
© against the elective franchise. The Utah Constitution allows these
- persons fo voie or hold office in Utah if they are “restored to civil

rights.” Curréntly neither the Utah Constitution nor Utah statutes
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Proposition 4 amends the Utah Ccnst:tutmn to prohlbzt a

fourth category of persons ~ those convicted of a felony - from _
~ voting and holding office in Utah. This proposition also replaces

the current language, “unless restored to civil rights,” with new

- fanguage, “uniil the right to vote or hold elective office is restored

as provided by statute.” 'The effect of Proposition 4 is to prohibit
all four categories of persons from voting and holding office in
Utah “until the right to vote or held elective office is restored as -

“provided by statute.”

* Legislation eft‘ectlve on passage of Pmposition 4

H.B, 190, Felon Voting Restrictions, 1998 General 36351011

will become law on January 1, 1999 only if Proposition 4 is

approvecl by the voters, H.B. 190 applies to any person convicted -

‘of a felony in & Utah state court. It prohibits incarcerated felons ™
from regls%ermg to vote and allows persons to challenge a voter’s
" right to.vote on the grounds thaf the person is an incarcerated felon.

- H.B, 190 also requires the lieutenant governor, inconjunction with
the Departmeni {}f Corractzozzs, to rnalniazn alist of ail incarcerateé

felons.
H.B. 190 restores the right to vote to each pcrson conwctcd of
a ff:lony who is sentenced to probation by thc seatencing judge, is

. grantecl patole by the Board of Pardozzs, or has compieted the term



 of incarceration to which the felon was senténced. Under HB.

190, incarcesated felons would be prohibited from voting in Utah,
but felons on probation or parole or who had compieted theu‘ term

- of incarceration could vote, .
HLB. 190 does not restore the right to hoid electwe offzcc to

persons convicted of 3 feiorzy

Effective Date
- Proposition 4 takes effect on January 1, 1999
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' I“mcai Impact

If Proposition 4 passes, the initial cost fo the ‘state. of
implementing H.B. 190 is estimated to be $15,000 for a software

program to extract existing names from previous felony
" convictions and to record names fiom new felony cogvictions..

Ongoing costs fo state government to maintain the list of persons

convicted of a felony will be approximately $8,000 per year.
County clerks would also face additional costs to maintain a file
providing election rolls that exclude names of incarcerated felons.



[ Arguments For

Utahis orie of on!y four states that permlt conwcfcd feions
o vote. The others are Maine; Massachusetts, ané Vermont.

Passage of this proposition will take away that right while '

convicted felons are in prison. Upon their release, or

placement on parole-or probatlon the right to vote would be-

resfored, -
The right to vote by prlsoncr‘i convmed of fec!erai crimes

in the federal cousts is already taken away by federal law.

Adopting this proposition will put Utal in conformxfy with the
policy contained in federal law.

. Historically, the loss of this pr1v1iege was oon51éerad a

deterrent fo crime because citizenship and the right to vote
were valued so highly in the Roman and English cultures, The
loss of-the right to vote was considered to be a form of
retaiation against those who had broken the social contract by
their criminal acts,. :

The U.S. Constitution pzowdes that qualifications for'

voting be established by the individual states. No state or
federal court has ever ruled that state laws denying voting

rights to persons convicted of oertdm serious crimes are

unconstltutlonai
We believe that those who commit serious crimes agaznst

L our society a and communities have, in-a sense, declared “war”

¢ on our society. By their criminal acts, they have indicated that

they do not want to live by our faws. Therefore, they shouid '

" convicted felons.”
~who have commitied crlines agalnst our society “have, in a
'sense,

- | Rebuttal Te

Before decrdmg how to vote on Propcsiaon 4 piease take
a moment to read the arguments on both sides. The argument
in favor of the resolution, submitted by Representative Carl
Saunders, is anything but compelling. In ome sentence, -
Representative Saunders states: “it is not, however, the intent

of those who favor this Proposition to heap more punishment )

upon convicted feions” Then he states: “Don’t be soft on
Represeritative Saunders states that those

declared -‘war’ on our society”  Apparently
Representative Saunders feels that we should use all the

- weapons at our dlsposai in order to wln that “war”,

© classes, and lengthens the distance between us, when we - §

Whlle passing the amendment may satisfy our innate
desire for revenge, it is bad policy. It segregates people into

should be building bridges. If we can convince some felons,
especiaily the growing number of peaple convicted of drug

- ¢rimes, that they have an alternative to “dmppmg eut” of

‘soclety, we will all be well served,

The constitutional amendment will giiow the Legislature
to add to those who cannot vote. The political pressureo avoid
being “soft on convicted felons” makes it too easy 10 do just

* that. .Qur Constitution i is there fo protect our basic rights,

not have a voice in who governs our society, or in other ballot

decisions wé make. Tt is not, however, the infent of those who
favor this proposition to heap more punishment upon

convicted felons. It is their intent and hope that felons will -

sense the great value we place upon the right to vote.

Pmpesztzozz 4 sends the message that the rz_ght to votg isa’

privilege that those whe choose to obey the faw hold sacred.
Itis not arightfo be shared withor offered to those who commit
terrible crimes, Utah should join virtuaily all of the rest of the
United States ~ take the right to vote away from convicted

8- felons until they have made fair recompense for their crimes,

D{}n £be softon convicted fcl()ns Vete for Proposmon 4

: R{;pre'sentativa -Ca;i .R. Saunders, Dist. 11 - -

. Leave our cor:si‘itutlonai protections 1ntac£ Vote against
Propesinon 4

W. Andrew McCullough
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Arguments Against

The Utah egislature has voted to deprive convicted.

felons of the right o vote, until restored {o that privilege by

action of the Legislature. ' While many states have similar fegal -

‘provisions, Utah has never Before prohibited those convicted
of crimes from voting, with narrow exceptions. This fradition
of allowing everyone to vote in Utah started when some leaders
of the LDS Church were convicted felons, because of the
practice of polygamy. More than 100 yearsafter Statehood, the

fegistature who now suggests that allowing convicted felons fo

vote will injure the electoral process.

_ There is no evidence to suppost this proposition, Several
| years ago the City of Draper became concerned that inmates at
the Utah State Prison might influence the vote in Draper, where
the prison is Jocated. ‘That problem was solved by a law that
gave convicted felons residency where they tived prior tobeing
incarcerated. Prison officials now say that voting by prisoners,

8 which must be by absentee ballot, is falrly low, -

The real question, however, is not whether aliowing
convicted felons to vote is harmless. The more important
guestion is whether there is any positive value to society as a
“whole, in keeping the law the way it stands,

Voting in the United States is a sacred privilege. It allows
us fo participate in making major decisions which affect our
tives. Most of those convicted of felonies and sent to prison or
fail do not feel that they have much stake in society and
society’s goals, Most of them did not make a practice of voting
before their conviction, Qur prison system has, over the years,
provided various programs to train, educate and assist inmates
inavoiding continued criminal activity when they are released.
Members of the Legistature, asd the public at large, have
objected to these programs because ‘they are expensive fo
maintain, They argue that providing training and education to

inmates seems more like a reward than a punishmeat; and’

people want these inmates punished, Unlike education and
training programs, allowing inmates to vote costs lttie or
nothing. If just a few of them get involved in our democratic
process by voting, that is a substantial benefit to society, If
those who were formerly completely alienated from society
now fee! that they have a voice and can participate in some
small way in decision making, they ure less likely to continue
criminal activity. This simple connection with society and its
traditions, causes no harm, and no appreciable expense,
Convicted felons -should be encouraged, rather than
‘discouraged, from participating in our electoral and

governmental processes. If they are involved with us, maybe

afew more of us can live without fear of crime. Please join with
me in voting against Proposition Number 4,

Submitted by W, Andrew McCuliough, Independent and
Libertarian candidate for Utah Aftorney General in 1996; and
a member of the Boaz‘d (}f Dzrcczors (}f ths ACLU of Ut:z%z

Rebuttal To

The Legistature has not deprived convicted felons of the
right to vote. Only the volers can nake that decision. Not the.
Legistature. If this resolution passes, the law allows for the
restoration of those rights when felons are released from

~ prison, placed on probation, or paroled.

These- prisoners have demonstrated complete lack of
respcct for our laws, Their crimes against.society are of &
serfous nature, They have not been imprisoned for traffic
vielations or other minor offenses.. S

1t is pleasing to note that there has been a renewed interest
and desire by priseners to vole since this issue was debated by
the legislature, Again we see that it is human nature that we
often do not appreciate something special unti! it is taken from
us. .

In the pro argument for this resolution it is inferred that -
voting rights are taken by federal law from those convicted of -
felonious crimes in federal courts, It is more factual to state
that the federal courts advise the states of those convictions,
and then afl but four of the states restrict those rights, The result
is practically the same.

The real issue here is: Shouid those convicted felons, wha |

have committed serious crimes agains{ our society be atlowed
to vote while imprisoned or not? Al bus four states have said
they should not. We legislators think they should not, Butyou,
the people of the state of Utah must decide,

We encourage you o vote yes for this resolution.
Representative Carl R, Saunders




S COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO. 4 :
v, ' RESOLUTION ELIMINATING VOTING RIGHTS OF CONVICTED FELONS .

A JOINT RESOLUTION OF TH_E LE_GISLATURE
 PROPOSING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;

- ELIMINATING THE VOTING RIGHTS OF CONVICTED

FELONS; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE,

This resolution proposes to change the Utah Constltution as

follows‘
AMENDS:

- ARTICLE IV, SECTION 6

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the state of Utah,.tw
all members elected to each of the two houses voting m favor
thereof:

_ Sectlon 1. Itis proposed to amend Utah Constitution

Artlcle IV Sectlon 6, to read. _

Article IV, Section 6. [Mentally lncompetent persons,

convicted l’elons, and certain criminals lnellgible to vote.] '

[Ne] Anx mentally incompetent person [ef],_any person
‘convicted of a felony, or any person convicted of treason[,] ora

~ crime against the elective franchise, [

shall] mlay not be permitted to vote at any election[,] orbe eliglble '
to hold office in this State

office is restored as provided by statute

" Section 2. Submittal to electors. |

o-thnds of

‘Section 3. Effectlve date, .
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 or rejection by majority vote.

For (O
Against ()
Proposition
No. 5

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING

- Official Ballot Tltle. | "

Shall the Utah Constitution be amended to mquu'e a
two-thirds vote in order to adopt by initiative a state
law aliowing, limiting, or prohibiting the taking of
wildlife or zhe season for or method of takmg wildlife? -

+

WILDLIFE INITIATIVE NUMBERS

_ Votes cast by the members of the Legislature at the 1998 General Scsswn on final passage:

HOUSE (75 members): Yeas, 52; Nays, 19; Absent, 4,
SENATE (29 members): Yeus, 25; Nays, 3; Absent, 1.

Impartial Analysis

Proposition 5 amends present provisions of the Ulah
Constitution regarding the power of the people of the state to
initiate legislation and submit it fo a vote of the people for approval
This proposition tequires 2
two-thirds vote in order to adopt by initiative a state faw aliowing,
‘Timiting, or prohibiting the taking of wildlife or the season for ot
method of taking wildiife.

Current law

The Utah Constitution grants icglslazzve power to both the
Legisiature and the people of the state. One of the ways the people
may exercise their legislative power is through the initiative
process. Under the Utah Constitution, that process consists of legal
_ votess proposing a faw and submitting it for approval or rejection
by a vote of the people, The process occurs under the conditions,
in the manner, and within the time provided by law, If the people
by initiative propose the adoption of a state law, the inftiative is
subject to a statewide vote requiring approval by majority vote.
Accordingly under current law, an initiative proposing. the
adoption of a state Jaw relating to the taking of wildiife or the
season for or method of teking wiidlife would beé subject to a
statewide vote requiring approval by majority vote,

State wildlife laws currently use some of the same terms found
in Proposition 5. The term “fake,” as used in wildlife laws,

taken.

includes hunting, pursuing;, harassing,  catching, captunzzg,
possessing, angling, netting, trapping, or killing wildlife or the
attempt to do any of these activities. The term “wildlife” means
crustaceans, including brine shrimp and crayfish; shelifish; and
mammals, birds, and fish Hiving in nature, except those that have
escaped domestication and become wild, The term “season’” refers
to the period of time during which spe(:lflcd wildlife may be legaliy
These terms would serve as the starting polat for any
initiative proposing a change to state wildlife law, |

_Proposed changes

Proposition 5 amends the Utah Constitution to establish a
two-thirds vote requirement in order to adopt by initiative a state
faw that allows, limits, or prohibits the taking of wildlife or the
season for or method of taking wildlife. All othier initiatives would

‘continue to be’ subj{-:ct to approval by ma}erity vote,

. Effective Date
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Proposition 5 takes effect on January 1, 1999

Fiscal Note
Proposition 5 has no fiscal 1mpc1c.£



'. Argxzments For
VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 and kaep our w1ld11£e

management system just the way it4s. When you VOTE FOR

PROPOSITION 5 you protect Utah’s wildlife management
system, and preserve your wildlife for all time. A VOTEFOR
PROPOSITION 5 keeps in -place a sound wildlife

. management system that has onie of the most extensive public
participation processes in the colntry, Over the last 75 years,

citizen’s ideas have been blended with sclence by irained
biologists to effectively balance the needs of ali wildlife with
available Habitat and human population growth,

VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 because animai_

extremlsls groups have been pushing a Washington, D.C,

: ~ liberai agenda using baiiot initiatives to take over w11c§11fe :

management systems throughout the western states, Look at
- their history of taking away wildlife management practices
from wildlife experts: 1990 California, 1990 Arizona, 1992

Coiorado, 1992 Arizona, 1994 Oregon, 1996 California, 1996
Colorado, 1996 Oregon, 1996 W&sinngton, and 1996 Idaho

Now, they are threatening Utah!.

VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5s0 the Humane Seowzy of -

the United States knows Utahns want. theny to stay in
* Washington, D
will be in Salt Lake City on Tuesday to begin planning the
(wﬂdliﬁ, ballot mltla{lve) campalgn ? (,Sgl]; 1&1(6 Tribune,
" January 10, 1997)

VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 becatzse local ammal
extremists are threatening to take management of Utak’s
wildlife into their own hands; “The mission of. the Utah

§ - Cougar Coalition is to advance the cause of predator

protection.. by taking our cause directly to the citizens of Utah

by means of an initiative.” (Cougar Coalition Mission =

B Statement, Sept, 8, 1996); and “When we do it- (fun an

*initiative), we want to be successful”’. {Utah Animal Righzs' _

Aliiance, Salt Lake Tribune, January 10,.1997),

. VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 so Division of Wildlife. -
I Resources Director John Kimball can work with wildlife

experts and Utah citizens, Mr. Kimball hopes ail citizens wili
-estabiish a dialogue about wildlife management using the
_current wildlife management. process of rcglonai wlidilfe
advisory councils, not the. ballot box alt Lake Tribupe
January: 10, 1997) ' ‘

“VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 so your wildlife is
managed using science and facts, not emotion and political

campaigns run by extremist groups like PETA that exclaim, -

“fish have lives and should be left-alone”, PETA wants to ban
all fishing in pational parks calling ita “violent process”, “Our

1 (PETA's) positlon is fishing Is inherently cruel”. (PETA's

anti~fishing coordinator ~ Provo Daily Herald, 2/ 14{1998)
. A YOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5'is a vote for equal

- protectlon and full rights, It does not favor nor harm anyone’s

.C.,“...the Humane Society of the United States

. 'Céng_ressm'an Merrill Cook
Dr. Sam Rushforth

- Dr. Barrie Gilbert .
- Zoology Professor, USU

rights. According to Mr. Richard Wilkins, Constitutional Law

Professor at Brigham Young University, Proposition 5 does

not stop any citizen’s right to use an initiative, nor does it -
discriminate against any Utah citizen, It appiies an equai
standard to everyonel

VOTE FOR. PROPOSITION 5. Support the wildlife
heritage of generatlons of Utahns before us. Stand-up FOR.
Utah values. Defend your freedoms. Protect your rghts and-

. zzatzzrai resources from a Washington, D.C, agenda,

_'Rebattal To

Senator Leonard M, Blackham

Pmposltlozi 5wl restrict your voting rights, A voteofa
_minority 1/3 + 1 will be szszicicnt to veto 2§ze will of the -
- majority.

" Supporters of Propositron 5 argue that they must remové 1

your right to vote on wildlife issues because of the threat

of a baliot uuiiatwe affecting wildiife management. No
such initiative has éver been aztempted in Utah nor ig one

anticipated,

_ ?mposltlon 5 argues that you, the voter, are not 1ntelilgent' .
enough to decide these issues for yourself. '
Despite what proponents of Propesition 5 have sald

o Washmg%on bureaucrats and politicians can’t mtroduce &
bailot initiatlve in any state, _
Proponents of Proposition 5 decry the use of outside
money to pursue political agendas in our state, yet a’
majority of the money to support. thls megsure has come
from outside Utah, " B
. We should not tamp&r w1th the constliutlon fo please __x_ }
special interest. .
I Proposition 5is passed, your rlght to-vote on immpoz‘ta—
tion, faxes, or your children’s educatlon could be next. -
Vow NO on Proposition 5! :
Members of both political parties, w1idllfc b:eiogists and

- professors of law, believe that Proposition Sis a bad idea for § .
' glij},t_@hag Please join them by votmg NQOon Proposmon 5

Norma Matheson 'DrL. Sam Zeveloff

. Zoology Professor, WSU
o '-ILily Bskelsen
Congressional Candidate

: - Dr. Bd Firmage . §
Botany Professor, BYU

Dr Dmah Dav1dson - ¥
Ecology Profcssoz, Yofty |

State Senator Millie Peterson ' State Senator Robert Stelner

ProfessorofLaw B



Argumezzts Against

The ballot initiative process was cmat@d to allow the

citizens of Utash to have & voice in how they want to be

governed. Itis a vainable fool that enables the people to vote
omissues of importance when their elected offic 1al fails to act,
or act inappropriately, .

This proposition represents a direct assault on the ballot B

" initiative process. If passed, Utah would become the first state

to amend its constitution making bailot initiatives dealing with

| o specific issue more difficult to pass than an znztlatzve onany
-~ other issue,

- Currently the approvat of a simple majority is sufficient
to pass an initiative. This proposition would violate our
tradition of majority rule by requiring approval by at least 2/3
of - the voters befors any iniliative affecting wildlife
management could become law, Why should we aliow for 1/3

_of the voting public the right to veto the will of the majority on
this or any other issue? A vote for this proposition would limit
your voice in the democratic process, ~

. Utah’s baliot initiative process is already one of the most
difficult in the country. To put an issue to a vote a group or
individual- must first gather more than 60,000 signatoges
distribnted through 20 counties. This gives counties with an
extremely small percentage of Utah’s overall population veto

§ power overany ballot initialive they dislike, There is no need
® tosingle outa speuﬁc issue and make the process even more
" difficult for those concérned with that issue,

Additionally, it is vitally important that we not allow any
interest group to rewrite our coustitution making it more
difficuit for their opponents to successfully pass baliot
initiatives, Qur constitation is too important to be manipuiated
in this way, Utah’s constitutional review commission was
never involved in reviewing the measure. Considering the
| importance of “this issue, and the precedent it sets, the
| . commission should havé been involved in the process.

Somie in our legisfature don’t tiust you to mdke wise -

decisions on issues you care about. We believe the citizens of

Utah are intelligent enough to decide each initiative placed on

the ballot in its own merits, Let us not change our constifution
to give away the right to decide how we want to govern
ourselves, |

Send a clear message this election day that you cherish
Utal’s tradition of allowing its citizens the right fo practice
direct democracy, This proposition allows you fo speak out for
your own individual rights by voting NO.

Senator Millie Peterson’
Senator Bob Stefuer

Rebuttal To

On November 3td, join the hundreds of thousands of

independent UTAH CITIZENS, Republicaus and Demaocrais

alike, that will VOTE “FOR” PROPOSITION 5 protecting
our wildlife management system. Don’t let Washington, D.C.
and Iocal extremists use initiatives fo take cosntrol of Utah
resources! : C

VOTE “FOR” PROPOSITION 5 and join Dr. Max
Morgan, Chairman, and Utah Wildlife Board members in
supporting professional management of Utah’s animals, birds
and fish by the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, citizens
of Utah and loc,al mgzonai wzldizfc councils.

" A. VOTE “FOR” PROPOSITION 5 supports
management of Utah’s w1lc§hfe using sound biology and
science says Wildlife Biglogy Professors Dr. Hal Black, BYU

D, Terry Masamcr, USU

VOTE FOR PROPOSITION 5 so Utah’s Witdlife Board
Members and the Division of Wildiife Resources have

. flexibility to effectively reguiate Utah’s wikdlife. -

.-

Join Congressman Jim Hansen and CONGRESSMAN  §
Chris Cannon, and VOTE "FOR” PROPOSITION 5 to ¥
preserve Utah’s western way of life, aad protect your
sovereign state’s rights to manage Utah’s wildlife.

Join State Senate President Lane Beattie, House of

- Representatives Speaker Melvin Brown, and 25 of 29 state,

sénatoss, and 52 of 75 representatives who. voted “FOR”
proposition 5 (SJR 10), and tell extremists they can not have
control of Utah wildiife using initiatives,

Support Utah HABITAT _AND  WILDLIFE
CONSERVATION organizations including Utah Rocky
Mountain Elk Foundation, Utah Sporismen for Fish and
Wildlife, and mors, in preserving habita$ and wildlife for your
fan‘uiy hesitage, VOTE “FOR” PROPOSFI‘IONS '

Senator Lconarcl %8 Bl&{:kh’lm




"° PROVIDING. THAT ANY VOTER

| COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO. 5
RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING WILDLIFE INITIATIVE NUMBERS

AJ OINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURE
PROPOSING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;
INITIATIVE

initiate any desired legislation and cause the same to be submitted

. toavote of the people for approval or rejection, or may require any -

REGARDING THE TAKING OF WILDLIFE SHALL BE
ADOPTED UPON APPROVAL OF TWO-THIRDS OF

THOSE  VOTING; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE
DATE.

This resolutlon proposes to- change the Utah Constxtutlon as
follows:

AMENDS: .
ARTICLE VI, SECTION 1 b

Beit resolved by the Legtslature of the state of Utah two-thirds of

law passed by the Legislature (except those laws passed by a
two-thirds vote of the members elected to each house of the . -

Legislature) to be submitted to the voters.of the State before such

law shall take effect. Legislation initiated to_allow. limit, or
prohibit the taking of wildlife or the season for or method of taking

o -wildlife shall be adopted upon approval of two—thlrds of thgs

yoting,

The legal voters or such fractxonal part thereof as may . be
provided by law, of any legal subdivision of the State, under such

conditions and in such manner and within such time as may be,

* provided by law, may initiate any desired legislation and cause the

all members elected to each of the two houses voting in favor

thereof

| ‘.Sectlon 1. It is proposed to amend Utah Constltutlon

Article VI, Section 1, to read:

Article VI, Section 1 [Power vested in Senate, House and
People.] .

The Leglslatlve powerof the State shall be vested

. 1. In a Senate- and House of Representatives which shall be

' designated the Legislature of the State of Utah.

2. In the people of the State of Utah, as hereinater stated:

The legal voters or such fractional part thereof, of the State of

‘Utah as may be provided by law, under such conditions and in such

manner and within such time as may be provided by law, may
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same to be submitted to.a vote of the people of said legal
subdivision for approval or rejection, or may require any law or
ordinance passed by the law making body of said legal subdivision

o be submitted to the voters thereof before such law or ordinance
shall take effect. :

Section 2. bubmltfal to'electors.

The_lieutenant governor is directed ;to submit_this p"ropose'd
amendment to the electors of the state of Utah at the next ,qeneral

election in the manner prov1dcd by law.

.‘Section 3. Effective date,

If gpproved by the electors of the state, the amendment proposed
by this joint resolution shall take effect on January 1, 1999,



For O
.Against. O
Proposition
No. 6 |

Official Ballot Title:

' Shall the Utah-Constitation be amended to permit the
Legistature to authorize any state couut to-adjudicate, -
review, reconsider, or redetermine ghy matter decided
by the State Tax Commission or by any county board
of equalization relating to revenue and taxation,

' including authorization for application back to July 1,
1994 under specified circumstandes? -

| _

RESOLUTION ON REVIEW OF TAX

COMMISSION CASES

Votes cast by the members of the Legistature at the 1998 General Session on fi_ﬁai pussage: -

HOUSE (75 members) Yeas, 66; Nays, 0; Absent, 9,
SENATE (29 members), Yeas, 28; Nays, 0; Absent, 1,

Impartial Analysis

Proposition 6 amends the Revenu¢ and Taxation Asticle of the
Utah Constitution. It permits the Legislature to authozize any state
court to adjudicate, review, reconsider, or redetermine any matier
~ decided by the State Tax Commission or by a county. board of

equalization relating to revenue and taxation. This proposition

also permits the Legislature to make the expansion of the court’s
jurisdiction effective back to July 1, 1994 under specified
circzmstances, ' ’ ' '

- Current law . :
The Utah Constitution presently directs the State Tax
Commission to “administer and supervise the tax laws of the State”

and specifies other powers of the Commission. Under current state

statute, a district court may affirm or reverse a State Tax
Commission decision or send it back to the Commission for its
further action. The district court may also grant other reliefas long
" asthe court’s actions do not limit State Tax Commission powers set
forth in the Utah Constitution, According to a recent Utah court
decision, the Utah Constitution does not presently allow the
Legisiature to authorize a district court to conduct an original,
" independent proceeding on a State Tax Commission decision,
The Utah Constitution also directs county boards of
equalization fo adjust and equalize the valuation and assessment of

property within their respective counties, subject to regulation and ,

control by the State Tax Commission as provided by statute. Under

current state statute, a county board of equalization decision may -

“be ap?ealeé to t%_zé Utzh Suprémé Court after review by the State

Tax Commission,

Proposed changes ~ o :
~ Proposition 6 amends the Utah Constitution to allow the
Legislature to authorize a state. court-to adjudicate, review,
reconsider, or redetermine a matter decided by the State Tax.
Commission or by a county board of equalization relating to
revenue and taxation. This proposition aliows the Legislature to
expand the jurisdiction of state courts with respect to decisions of
the State Tax Commission and county boards of equalization,
Under that expanded jurisdiction, a court could conduct an
original, independent proceeding and exercise its own judgment in
the place of a decision by the State Tax Commission or a decision
by a county board of equalization that has received teview by the
State Tax Commission, This proposition also allows the
Legislature to authorize a state court to review direcily a county
board of equalization decision that has not received State Tax
Comrission review, ) T
In addition, Proposition 6 gives the Legislature authority to

make the expansion of the court’s jurisdiction effective back to

38

July 1, 1994, This retroactive application would apply to decisions
of the State Tax Commission or county boards of squalization for
which neither a district court, the Court of Appeals, nor the



~ Supreme Court has issued a final; una?pcalahic jﬁdgmnt or order,
and as long as a vested rzghz is sot eniarged, c%nmzzatf:d or
éwtroyeé :

1

Statutery provisions effective on passage of Proposition 6 |

‘received State Tax Commission review, although Pmpcsmozz 6

authorlz,as the Leglslasure {0 do so.

" Effective Date

_If Proposition 6 passes, certain provisions of $.B. 62, District

. Court Review of Tax Commissiont Cases, 1998 General Session,

* will becorne law on January 1, 1999. (Other provisions of $.B. 62
have already becorae law.)- The provisions of S.13. 62 that becorme

- law upon. passage of Proposition 6: 1) grant a district court.

jurisdiction to conduct an original, independent proceeding in
reviewing a final decision issued by the Stite Tax Commission if

the decision resuited from a formal, administrative proceeding; 2)
‘expressly grant a district court the power to modify any order

issued by the State Tax Cormnission; and 3) remove language that
- restricts the district court’s ability fo grant other refief in reviewing
State Tax Commission decisions. Tizase statutory provisions are

’ é{)pliﬁd back to July 1, 1994 for decisions relating to revenue and )
taxation that ar¢ issued by the State Tax Commission or county

boards of equalization. This retroactive application appliss t0
decisions for-which neither a district court, the Court of Appeals,

nor the Supreme Court has issued a final, unappealable judgment =

or order and for which application back does ncz “eniarge
elirainate, or destroy a vested right.” -

Proposition 6 takes sffect on Janzzary 1,199% and authorizes
the Legisiature to pass laws applying the provisions of Proposition
6 back to July 1, 1994 under specified circumstances. .-

Tiscal Note . o
The State Tax Commission has identified 31 tax cases
currently pending before Utah state courts that will be impacted if

" Proposition 6 passes. Intwo of the cases, there is a éonibined total

of approximately 1.2-billion dollars of properfy taxes in dispute.

In the other cases, there is a combined total of approximately 75

milflon dollars of safes, corporate franchise, and property taxesin
dispute. These 31 cases are already being reviewed by Utah state

_ courts under current statutes but would be eligible for review by a

8.B. 62 does not expand state coust Juzzsélc{zozi to review -

directly a county board ‘of equalization. decision that- has not
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state court in an original, independent proceeding if Proposition 6
passes. The result of an original, indepeudent court proceeding,
interms of the amount of tax owed by a taxpayer involved in a case;

‘may or may not differ from the result that would have been reached -
-without the original, independent court proceeding. -

Additionally, the State Tax Cofamission expressed concern
that a broad reading of 8.B. 62 Wouid aliow court review for any
Commission decision issued since duly 1,71994 that. has not
received final, unappealable court action. 'I‘he pozczzzzai fiscal
impact cf ';zzch a readzng is uncertain,. '



Arguments For

A vote for Proposition 6 will help .ensure fa1r and
equitable taxation in Utah by re-establishing a tax court in the
state and providing a more taxpayer-favorable place to appeal

tax assessments. :

Assume for a minute that you or your company have been

hit with a sales or income tax audit that you believe is unfair.
Or assume that your property value for property tax purposes

doubles in one year’s time and you want to appeal. Under .

Utah’s current tax appeal structure, the “judges” in your appeal
are the very people that imposed the tax on you--either the

county, or the state tax commission. Moreover, if you appeal

the decision of these taxing authorities to court, the appellate
court is required to defer to the judgment of those government
authorities on most issues, giving these govemment
. authorities the beneflt of any doubts.

1In 1998, the Legislature voted 94~0 to allow you to take
your Tax Commission assessment for an impartial day in
" court. Approval of this Proposition will make the tax court a
reality. The tax judges will be able to hear all evidence in a
case, and make a ruling based solely on the facts and law,
* without paying undo deference to the tax assessing body. The
tax court will consist of 6 sitting district court judges who have
 tax expertise. Because the judges are already.sitting judges,
the court will cost the taxpayers of Utah no additional money.
The judges will continue to hear non-tax cases. To be more
accessible to taxpayers, these judges will travel fo any areas of
the state where tax disputes arise.
The Tax Commission does a good job with its duties.

However, isn’t it comforting to know that someone
unconnected to the assessing function can review your case.

" The United States was founded on the principle of checks and -

balances, with different branches of government making sure
. other branches act appropriately to ensure fairness for all. The

tax court i a check and balance for Utah’s tax system,
providing an impartial eye to ensure the system runs smoothly .

and fairly for everybody.
Senator Howard A. Stephenson

Representative John Valentine .

Rebuttal To |

Arguments For Proposition No, 6
(No opposing argument was submitted.)

»Arguments Against

(No argument was submitted.)

Rebuttal To

Arguments Against Proposition No. 6
(No opposing argument was submitted.,)




B SRS LOMPLI}TL Z‘EX’I‘ OF PROP()SI'I‘ZON NO. 6. .
' "~ RESOLUTION ON REVIEW OF TAX COMMISSION CASES

A JOIN’F RESOLUTION ()F THE LE(;I‘SLAI’URE
" PROPOSING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION;
AMENDING THE _
CARTICLE - TO AUTHORIZE A COURFT YO
ADJUDICATE, REVIEW, RECONSIDER, - OR
REDETERMINE A MATTER DECIDED BY THE STATE
TAX COMMISSION OR BY A COUNTY BOARD o1

REVENUE AND TAXATION -

"DQUALIZATION RELATING TO REVENUE ‘AND

- TAXATION; MAKING TECHNICAL LHAN(;EE:, AND
. PROVIDING AN K EFI‘ELTIVE DATE,

This resolution proposcs to change " the Utah C{)natltutwn as

fﬁiiows

AMENDS;
' ARTICLE XiL, SECTION 11 -

. Be it vesolved by the Legislature of the state of Utah twowthirds cj’
all members elected to eaah of the two housey vatmg in favor
tizereof

; ISectlan 1, Itis proposed to amend Utah Constitution
~ Article XIII, Section 11, to ready :

“Article XTHI, Section 11 [Creation of State Tax .~
- Commission ~~ Membership — Governor fo appoint =
. Terms ~w Duties = County bo&rds —= Puties.}

- {__), There shall be a State 'Tax Cemmzssmn consigting of four

h memnibers, not more than two of whom shali belong to the same

. poilz:c.al paity,

- {4) The duties 1mposed upon the Szafe Boardof Fquailmzmn by
* the Constitution and Laws of this State shdil be ;}eriormed by the
State Tax Cemlmsszon

' ;gygng am} Zaxatlon a8 provzded by s;at;;tg,

6y In eadll county of this State theré shall be 8 Cozmzy Board of

' Equaiuatzozz consisting of the Board of County C{}mmlsmoners of -

said county.

{7) The County Boards of hquallmzlon shali adjust and equallze

" the valuation and assessment of -the rea! and personal property

within their respective counties, sibiect to such regulation and
control by the State Tax-Commission as may be prescribed by law,

& The State Tax Cammlssidn and the County Boards of
Equalization shall each have such other pawurs a8 may be
prescribed by the Lﬁglsiature : '

- Section 2. Sub;mttal- to.el_ectors,

(2) The mcmbers of the Cemmzsswn shafl be appomzed by the
Governor, by and with the consent of the Senate, for such terms of

. office as may be provided by law,

. {3)(a) The State Tax Commission shal} ddmznla.ter and supervise
the tax laws of thg: Stdfe :

(s3] It shall assess mines and publzc utilities and adfust and .

equahza the valsation and agsessment of property among, the
_%vez‘dl counties, o _ .

ey It shall have such oiher powess of orlgmal assassmezzt as the
Legislature may provide.

h “Under such zeguiatzozzs in sich cases and wz?hln such

- limitations as the -Legislature may preseribe, it shall review

. proposed bond issues, revise the tax levies of local g{}velnmentai

. units, and equalize the assessment and valuaélon {}i’ proputy w1thm
the ceuntles

" judgmentor grder, it

The le

: gmgasiment zo the electors of the s,zaﬁa of Utah at £§3§ zzext general

Qigg&ggu in.the manner provided by- iaw _
Sectm:z 3 Ei‘tectwe date,

LT ;mnroved bv zhe electors of zhe szgzg, j;l;g amencimentg
ke of '

tevenue and taxation, for which the Supreme g':ggg, the Courz {}f
Appeals, or a district cour has not § a final unapnealat
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* INFORMATION ABOUT JUDGES APPEARING ON YOUR BALLOTS

Merit Selection of Judges - ' ~ L . .
The office of judge is unigue in our society. A judge is a public servant holding an office of high public trust and so should answer
", to the public. However, the obligaticn of a judge is to resolve disputes impartially and to base decisions solely upon the facts of the case
and the Taw, A judge, therefore, should be insulated from public pressure, _
Merit selection of judges was developed as an alternative to requiring judges to run in contested elections. The Judicial Artlcle of the,
Utah Constitution, revised effective July 1, 1985, establishes merit selection as the exclusive method of choosing a state court judge. As
stated in the Utah Constitution: “Selection of judges shall be based solely upon consideration of filness for office without regard 1o any
partisaw political consideration, » . o " o )
There are four steps in the Utah merit selection plan: nomination, appointment, confirmation and retention election, The nomination
" of judges is by a commmittee of lawyers and non-lawyers selected by the Govetnor. The judicial nominating commission nominates between
three and five of the best qualified candidates from among all applicants, The Governor appoints one of the nominces, who then must be
confirmed by a majority of the Utah State Senate. ' : " . :

Judicial Retention Elections . : .

Under the Utah Constitution, judges must stand for retention election at the end of each term of office, The publichas the opportunity
to vote whether to retain the judge for another term, Before a judge stands for refention election, he ot she is evaluated by the Judicial
Council, The Judicial Council is established by the Utah Constitution as the pollcy making body for the judicial branch of government and
is required by its own rules and by statute to gvaluate the performance of all judges, As a result of the evalvation, the Judicial Councit
certifies whether the judge is qualified for retention election, The results of individual evaliations are published in the voter information
pamphlet. ’ '

Performance Evaluation Program v _ : _
_ 'The judicial performance evaluation program is required by statute and developed by rule of the Judictal Council, The purpose of the
program is two-fold: L : o
*  To provide eacl judge with information for his or her seif improvement.
+  To provide the public with information upon which to make knowledgeable decisions regarding refention election. )
The evaluation of each judge’s performance is conducted every two years regardfess of whether the judge is standing for retention
- election. An independent surveyor conducts a poli of lawyers appearing before each judge and asks the lawyer fo anonymously evaluate
the judge based on several criteria, In addition, a similar survey of jurors is conducted for district court judges. Prior fo the close of ajudge’s
term of office, the Judicial Council reviews the tesuits of the attorney and juror polls and other ‘standards of performance and determines

whether the judge is qualified for retention,

Criteria for Perfermance Evaluation
(A) Integrity: .
(1) avoidance of impropriety and appearance of impropriety;
~ (2) freedom from personal bias; ' L . : _ e
= . (3) ability to decide issues based on the law and the facts without regard to the identity of the parties or counsel, the popularity
“ 7 of the decision, and without concern for or fear of criticism; ' _
(4) impartiaity of actions; : _
. (5) compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct,
B) Knowledge and understanding of the law:
{1y the issuance of legally sound decisions;
“* (2) understanding of the substantive, procedural, and evidentiary law of the state;
(3) attentiveness to the factual and legal issues before the court;
(4) the proper application of judicial precedents and other appropriate sources of authority.
{C) Ability to communicate: ' o '
(1) ‘clarity of bench rulings and other oral communications; _ \
(2) quality of written opinions with specific focus on clarity and logic, and the ability to explain clearly the facts of a case and
the fegal precedeats at issue; o : '
(3) sensitivity to impact of demeanor and other nonverbal communications.
(D) Preparation, attentiveness, dignity and control over proceedings:
(1) courtesy to all parties and participants; and o - : :
(2) willingness fo permit every person legally interesied in a proceeding to be heard, unless preciuded by Jaw or rules of coutts.
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_(E) Skilis as 2 manager: '
(1) devoting appropriate time to all penélng matters;
(2) discharging administrative responsibilities diligently; -

{3) where responsibility ex1sts for a calendar, knowledge of the number, age, and states of pﬂndmg cases, ..
' (¥ Panctuajity: -

(1) the prompt disposition ef pendzng, ma&ters, azzd _
{2) meeting commitiuents on time and according to ruics of the court
Minimum Standards for Performance

; The Judicial Council has established the fcllowmg mlmmzzm standards fur ;zzdlcml performance, Some btandards appl y to all Judgas

* and some standards apply to judges of a specific court. '

: * A minimum score of 70% on at least 75% of the questions on the attorney survey

* A minimium score 'of 70% on at least 75% of the questions on the juror survey. '

* . For justices of the Supreme Court, circulating no more than six principal opinions more t%zan 180 days after submission,

* For judges of the Court of Appeals, circulating not more than $ix principal Opinions more than 180 days after submzssmn, and
achieving a final average time to circulation of a principal opinion of siot more than 120 days after submission,

*  Forjudges of the trial court, no cases under adv:semczzf for more than 180 days and no mote than 6 cases under advisement for
more than 60 days. :

* At least 30 hours of judicial education per year,
*  Compliance with Code of Judicial' Administr ation and the Code of Judlc:ai Cunduct
*  Physical and mental fitness for office,

- A judge who fails to meet one or more of these standarés m&y appear before i%zc Iud:cza% Councﬂ and show cause why fie or she %huuld
. nevertheless. be certified. . :
i Atmrney Survey Questions

A random sample of attorneys appearing before each judge was asked to rate the ]udgc as “exccliczzz” “more thazz adcqnatr.,”, '
. “adequate”, “icss than adequate”, and “inadequaie” on the foliowing questions. A :aatlsfactory response is “éxcellent”, “more than -
- adequate”, or “adequate”. To be certified the judge mustreceive a ‘?0% satisfactory response rate joat ieast ‘?S% of the foliowzng qucstluns
. and an overall satisfactory response rate of at least 70%.
Questlons of Attorneys About Appeliate J udges
i1} Professional beh‘wzor is free from impropriety or the appearance of 1mprcpr1ety
) Behavior is free from bias.
- 3) Discourages inappropriate ex parte approacheb fmm attumcys or participants in a case:
: 4) ' Demonstrates knowledge of the substantive law, : :
5) . Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidence and procedure.
6) Demonstrates an ability o perceive legal and factual issues.
Ty Properly applies the law to the facts of the case,
8) Demonstrates an awareness of recent legal developments. -
9) - Opinions demonstrate scholarly legal anaiyms
. 10) Opinions are clear and well written,
11) Demonstrates preparation for oral argaments _ : :
. 12) Tuking cvcrythmg into account, would you recummcnd the Judicial Councif certify this ;udge for retentzon election?
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Questions of Atiemeya About Trial Court Judges :
1) Professional behavior is free from impropriety or the appearance of fmpr{}przaty

2y  Weighs ail widence fairly and 1mpar£za¥§y before rendering a decision.
-3y Behavior is free from bias. '
4} Discourages inappropriate ex parte appwaches from attorm,yq {}I' participanis in a case.
5) Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of procedure, : '
6) Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidence, -
7y Applies the law to the facts of the case.
' 8) C,lea'riy explains the basis of oral decisions.
9} Writes decisions in clear and coherent manner,
10) Maintains order in the courtroom. : : .
11) Demonstrates a familiarity with the pleadzngs record, memoranda, and/or bz;efq {hat reficcts prepamtlon
12) Issues oldarﬁ, judgments, decrees, or opinions without unnécessary delay. _
13 Attorzzeys who rcmmmend shc Judzczal Ceunc;i cez&zfy the Judgc for retcntlon election.

Juror Survey Questmns : _
Al jurors appearing before each district coarz judge were asked to answer “ycs” 61 “no” to each of the following questions. To be

certified the judge must receive a 70% satisfactory response rate to at feast 75% of the following questions and an overall satisfactory

response rate of at least 70%. There are no jurors in the Supreme Caurt Court of Appeals or ;uvenllc court and some district court }uéges

are assigned only cases for wlzzch there are no jury trials. : ~ '

Questions of Jurors About District Court Judges

" 1) Does the judge avoid “playing favorites?”

2) Does the judge’s behavior appear to be free from bias?

3). Does the judge conduct proceedings ina fair and impartial manner?

4) Does the judge clearly explain coust procedures?

5y Does the judge clearly expiazn reasons for delay?

6) Does the judge clearly explain responszbiiltzes of the jury?

7y Docs the judge behave in a dignified manner?

& D'oesl the judge behave in a courteous manner?

9} Does the judge avoid arrogance?

10y Does the judge display patience?

11) Does the judge display attentiveness?

12). Does the judge treat people with respect?

13) Docs the judge convene court without undue delay? :

14) Did you find the recesses o be frequent enough and long enough to at%end t(} your personal needs?

'15) Would you be comfortable havzng your case tried before this judge?



Justice Leonard H. Russon - Utah Supmme Com*t (Serving all coun&es of Etah)
_ Justice Leonard H. Russon was appointed to the Utah Supreme Court in Janvary 1994 by

was appointed to the Utah Court of Appeals in December 1990 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter: -
~and to the Third District Court in May 1984 by Gov. Scott M. Matheson. He received hislaw
' '(iegree from the University of Utah Coliege of Law in 1962, Justice Russon was a senjor
partner in the Salt Lake law firm of Hanson, Russon & Dunn, He is past chair of the Board
of District Court Judges, past chair of the Judicial Conduct Commission, and past member
-of the Supreme Court’s Advisory Committee on the Code of Pro,’cessxonai C‘ondact Justice
Russon is currenﬁy a member of the }udlcld,i Council. : '

J ustice Russon mict or exceeded the following standards of pertomance'

* Afavorsble rating by at least 70% of the respondents on at least 75% of the a%tomey survey q;zcbtlcns See spemfic wwiss bel{}w
* Fewer than 6 opinions under advisement for more than 6 months,

At least 30 hours of continuing Judlclal education annually.

Mentally and physically fit for office.

In compliance. with the Code of Judicial Conduct.

¢ incompliance with the Code of Judicial Admzm_st_ratmn.

[ -

i

The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Justice Russon.

 Standard Favorable  Judge’s Favorable

‘There were 100 attorney survey respondents for Justice Russon, T - Response - Respoilse
"1, Professional behavier is-fre¢ from impropriety ot appearance of impropriety. 0% O 96% -
2. Behavior is free from bias. . . ‘ _ 70% o 93%
3. Discourages inappropriate ex parte o X - . o .
approaches from attorneys or participants in a case. o o 0% - 94%
4. Demonstrates knowledge of substantive law, S . : '7{)%_ S ' %%
5, Demonstrates knowfedge of the rules of evidence and precedare s 0% o 97%
6. Demonstrates an ability to perceive legal and factaai issues. . ' . T0% ' ' 3% :
7. Properly applies the law to the facts of the case. ST 0% o 3 - 88%
) " 8. Demonstrates an awareness of recent legal developments. o _ S (2 94% .
9. Opinions demonstrates scholarly legal analysis, . - . L% ' : 87%- '
~ 10. Opinions are clear and well written. : B : 0% - S 8%
11, Demonstrates prepatation for oral arguments. o - L T0% ' A%
12. Taking everything into account, would you : o . '
o recommend thc Judaczai Council cer!:;fy i:?ns Hudge for retention electwn‘? C 0% S 91%
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Justice 1, Daniei Stewart - Utah Supreme Court (Servmg all cmmties of Utah)
Justice I, Daniel Stewart was appointed to the Utah Supreme Court i in }anuary 1979 by Gov.
Scott M, Matheson. He served as Associate Chief Justice from 1986 to 1988, He received
his Iaw degree from the Umverszty of Utah Coiiege of Law in 1962, graduated first in his
class and was Editor-in-Chief of the Utah Law Review. On graduation, he served in the U.S.
Department of Justice Honors Program Antitrust Division and practiced before the U.S,
Supreme Court and various U.S.-Courts of Appeals, Prior to his appointment to the bench,
Justice Stewart was a partner in the firm of Jones, Waldo, Holbrook & McDonough in Salt -
Lake City, From 1965 to 1970 he was an Associate Professor of law at the University of Utah.
He is a laison to the Supreme Court Committee on Rules of Ewdcnce and was ndmed
Appeilate Cout Imige of the Year in 1986 by the Utah State Bar. -

Justice Stewart met or exceeded the following standards of performance:
« A favorable rating by at least 70% of the respondénts on at feast 75% of the attorney survey questions, See spec:ﬁc results beiow,
~» Pewer than 6 opinions under advisement for mote than 6 months, oo
» At-east 30 hours of continuing judicial education annually,
s Mentally and physically fit for office.
*+ In compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct,
* In compliance with the Code of Judicial Administration.

B

The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Justice Stewart,

Standard Favorable —~ Judge’s Favorai}._ie

There were 109 aftorney survey respﬁndents for Justice Stewart. ‘ _ Response -~ Response

1. Professionai behavmr Is free fmm zmprepnety or appearance of 1mpropriety 0% . 91%

2, Behavior is free from bias, : T0% 96%

3. Discourages inappropriate ex parte ' ' o

approaches from attorneys or parficlpants in a case, ' W% - 9%%

4, Demonstrates knowledge of substantive law. : : 0% 95%

5. Demonstrates knowledge of the' rules of evidence and procedure, % . 94%

6. Demonstrates an ability to perceive legal and factual issues, _ T T0% : 93%

7. Properly applics the law to the facts of the case. : - T0% - 90%

8. Demonstrates an awareness of recent legal dcvelapments, ' 0% . 94%

9. Opinions demonstrates ‘scholarly Jegal analysls, o : > - T0% 93%
10, Opinions are clear and well written, _ ' L T0% 92%
11. 'Demonstrates preparation fororal arguments, 0% %1%
12. Taking everything into account, would you ' S o : :

recommend the Judicial Couneil certify this judge for retention election? - T0% - N2%
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‘Justlce Michael D, Zimmerman Utail Snpreme Ceurt

(Serving all counties of Utab). -~ : :

Justice Michael D, Zimmerman was appolntcd to the Utah Supreme Coutt i in JuIy 1984 by
~Gov. Scott M. Matheson, He setved as Chief Justice from January 1994 to April 1998, He
‘ 'recelved his law degtee from the University of Utah Coliege of Law in 1969 and served as .
law clerk toU.S. Supreme Court Chief Justice Warren E. Burger for one year, Between 1970
and 1976 he practiced law in Los Angeles. From. 2976 to 1978 he was an associate professor
- oflaw atthe University of Utah College of Law. From 1978 to 1980 he was a sole practztloner
in Salt Lake City and seived as part-time specml counsel to the Governot, J ustice
- Zimmerman was an attomey with the Salt Lake law firm of Watkiss & Campbell from 1980
until his appointment to the bench and was also an adjunct professor of Taw at the Umverszty
: * of Utah College of Law from 1978 to 1984 and from 1989 to 1992, Justice Zi immerman is
- aformer vzcewchazr of the Task Force on Gender and Justice, the Supreme C{}urt s representative on the Judicial Council from
. 1986t0 1)91 and former chazr of the Salt Lake Courts’ Complex Steering Committee, He was named Appeilate Court J udge -
. of the Year in 1988 by the Utah State Bar. He zecezveé the Dwtmgmshed Semce Award from the Utah Sidte Bar in 1998,

3 astxce Zimmerman met or exceeded the feiiowing standards of perfermance-

A favorabia rating by at least 70% of the respcndents on af least 75% of the attorney survey {;aesiloz:s See specific resalts below
. * Fewer than 6 opinions under advisement for more than 6 months, ' :

- = Atleast 30 hours of continuing judicial education annually,

# ~* Mentally and physically fif foroffice, -

. ¢ In compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct .

.+ In compliance with the Code of Judicial Administration.

The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Justice Zimmerman,

- Standard Favorable Judge ] Pa\r{}rabie

Thére’ were 113 attorney survey respondents for }'ustic'e Zimmerman. " Response Response
L Professmnai behavior is free from impreprlety or the appearance of 1mpropr1e£y 0% - 8%%
2. Behavior is free from bias, R : - - % : 8%
3. Dmcozzrages inappropriate ex parte - ' ) ' B
!' approaches from attorneys or participants in a case, ; ' LM% 95%

4, Demonstrates i(nowledge of the substazzzwe law, . . ' ' Co0% 97%

- 8, Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidence and procedure, - T0% B 95%

6. Demonstrates an ability to perceive legal and factzlal issues, S T '_'96% .

' 7. Properly applies the law to the facts of the case. : : o % : - 89% B

8. Demonstrates an awareness of recent legal deveiopmemq S 0% 9%
.9, Opinions demonstrate scholarly legal analysis. e T % . _9'3%
. 10, Opinfons are clear and well written, . : 0% 9% -

11, Demonstrates preparation for oral arguments, - I o 0% 96%

i2. Taki_ng everything into account, would you . _ ) .

© recommend the Judicial Council certify this judge for retention election? . T0% S N2%
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J uége Michati 3. Wilkins - Utah mert of A;)peals o

(Serving all counties of Utah) '

Judge Michael J. Wilkins was appomte{i to the Utah Court of Appeais in August 1994 by

Gov. Michael O, Leavitt, and currenﬂy serves as Associate Presiding Judge. He received his

law degree from the University of Utah College of Lawin 1977, From 1977 to 1994 he was
“engaged in private law practice in Salt Lake City. He chairs the judiciary’s Standing

Committee on Technology, is a member of the Utah Information Technology Commission,

Associate Presiding Judge of the Court-of Appeals, a member of the Board of Appellate
‘Court szdges, and has previously served on ofhet committees and boards, inciudmg the Joint -

Committee on Court Security and the Supreme Court Task Force on Video in the Courtroom.

J udge Wlikms met or exceeded the following qiandarﬂs of performance;
* A favorable rating by at least 0% of the respondents onat least 75% of the attorney survey qaeatlens See speclﬁc, results bclow

Fewer than 6 opinions under advisement for more than 6 months.

+ An average time for preparation of opinions of 120 days or less.
s At least 30 hours of continuing judicial education annually.

* Mentally and physica_ily fit for office.

» in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct.

In compliance with the Code of Judicial Administration.

/

Thel udicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Wilkins.

Standard Favorable :.Judge"s Favorable

There were 46 attorney sui‘vey respondents for Judge Wilkins, . Response ' Response
-1 Professzeaal behavaor is free from 1rnpropriety or the appearance of 1rnpropr1ety 70% 8%
2. ‘Behavior is free from bias. - \ 0% L 95%
3. Disccurages inappropriate ex parte IR B '
“approaches from attorneys or participants in acase. . ' - . 70% o \_1(}0%_ -
4, Demonstrates knowledge of substantive law. : 70% ' C93%
5. Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidence and prcce(i;zre CT0% - 9T%
~ 6. Demonstrates an ability to perceive legal and factual issues, o 0% - 93%
7. Properly applies the law to the facts of the case. L - 0% 1%
8. Demonstrates an awareness of recent logal developments. - : oT0% . 100%
" 9, Opinions demonstrate scholarly legal analysis. S 70% - 95%
10, Opinions are clear and well written. - T © 0% . §3%
11. Demonstrates preparation for oral arguments. ' 70% 89%
i2, kmg everything into account, would you : LT _
" récommend the Judlczai Counczl certify this ]udge for retention elecﬁon? o 0% - 93%
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Judge Clint 8. Judkins ~ 1st Dlstrxct, Qismct Court {Box Elder, Cache, chh)

Judge Cling S, Jndiczns was appointed to the First Circuit Courtin 1988 by Gov, Norman H, Bangerter He becama
a judge in First District in July 1996, He is currently the Presiding Judge of the First District, Hereceived hislaw -
degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1972, He was in ptivate practice in Tremonton prior to his
.appointment to the bench. He served as the Tremonton City Attorney for 16 years. He served on the Indigent .
Defense Cost Committee and is past President of the Box Elder County Bar Association, He bas been the Presiding
Judge it the First Circuit and also served on the Board of Circuit Court Judges, He has served on the Gender -
Fairness Committee and is presently serving on the Commlsﬁzohcz‘ Conduct Commlttea He is Master of the Benc?x
Rex E, Lee Amerlcan Innof C{}urz ' S

' Jlit!gé Judkins met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43, P
- The Judicial. Conduct Commwswn entered no dmczplmary sanctions agamsz Judge Judfam
" There were 56 attamey survey 3'espondents for Judge Judking,

Certift cauanQue.s'tion (see page 44} - | 1 20 31 4151 6 7 8 9 1 10 1| 12 13

Standard F_&voz_*abie Response % .79% 0% 0% 0% | 0% | 0%\ T0%1 0% 0% 0% % | 0%
Judge's Favorable Response | 90%| 819%| 85%| 93%|90% | 929% | 87%| s8%| 89%| 94%| oa%m| 96% | 85% |
o _ : _ There wew'sjamp;‘espandents_lbr Judge .}udkins-. . - _ | _ _
Certification Question (secpagedty © |4 | 2 | 3 | 4 ' 51 6| 7 | 8] o 10| 11| 12 13| 14 |15
. Standard Favorable Response - 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 0%} 0% | 0% | 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response - 1100% | 100% | 100% 160% | 75% | 100% | 100% | 100%| 100%] 100%| 8% 100%] 100%| 88% |100%

udge Michael G. Allphin ~ 2nd District, District Court (Davis, Morgan, Weber)
Judge Michael G. Allphin was appointed to the Second District Court in July 1995 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt,
He received his law degree from the University of Pacific, McGeorge School of Law in 1980. Prior to his
appointment, Judge Aliphin served as a District Ceurt Commissionet/District Judge Pro Tempore for six years.
He was appointed in May of 1989 to a position in the Third District and iater transferred to the Second District.
He was chair of the Executive Committee of Court Commissioners and a raember of the Board of District Céu;t
Judges. He served as the State Distriet Court Administrator during 1988 and 1989 and guided the District Court
transition from county-operated to state~operated courts. He practiced law in the Second, Third and Fifth Districts
with the firm of Boyack, Aliphin & Hansen. He is currently the Associate Presiding Judge for the Second District,

Judge Allphin met or exceeded the standards of performance outiined on page 43. _
The Judicial Coﬁducz Commilssion emered no disciptinary sanctions against J udge Allphm
'I‘here were 94 atterney survey respanéents for Judge Ailphm. '

b Certiﬁca:wnguesfwn (seepageM) I B 2 3 415 | 61 7 81 9 0] 1] 12 ] 13°

Standard Favorible Response CLom 0w 0% 70% 1 70% | 0% | 0% | 0% 0% | 0% 70%| 0% | 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response 9% 9% 93% 07% |:97% | 100% | 97% | 95% ] 98%| 99%| 98% 99% | 91%

There were 4 juror respoﬁdths for Judge Aliphi: _
71 89 1] u|l 2|3 1415
ol 70%m | 0% | 0% | T0%| 70% ) 70% | 0% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response’ - 1100% 1100% | 100% zt}o%_ 100% if}G%gz_(}(}% 10091 100%! 100%] 100% 100% 100%] 100%]100%

Cérztﬁcation Question (see page 44). 1 2 1-3 4 _ 5 *3 ; '
Standard Favorable Response ' 0% | 70% | T0% | 0% | 0% | 0% |
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Judge Glen R, Dawson - 2nd District, District Court (Davis, Morgan, Weber)

Judge Glen R. Dawson was appointed to the Second District Court in September 1994 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt.
He received his law degree from the J. Reuben Clark College of Law at Brigham Young University in 1980. He
served in Washington, D.C. as a trial attorney with the United States Department of Justice from 1980 to 1986.
Judge Dawson relocated to Utah in 1986 where he served as an Assistant United States Attorney for the District
of Utah until his appointment to the bench, He was chosen as 1994 Government Attorney of the Year for the Utah
Chapter of the Federal Bar Association. Judge Dawson currently serves as a member of the Board of District Court
Judges and is a member of the Supreme Court Advisory Committee on Rules of Criminal Procedure. '

Judge Dawson met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43.
The Judi¢ial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Dawson.

There were 87 attorney survey respondents for Judge Dawson.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Standard Favofable Response 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% | 70% 70% 70% | 70%| 70%| 70% )| 70%| 70% 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response L 100%| 96% | 96% | 94% | 94% | 89% | 92% | 96% | 94% | 99% | 96% | 90% .| 97%

' " There were 72 juror respondents for Judge Dawsbn.

» Certification Question' (see page 44) ' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 11| 12 13} 14 [ 15
Standard Favorable Response 0% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%|70% | 70% | 10%
Judge’s Favorable Response ~ T100% 100% | 100% | 100%| 100%| 100% |100% | 100%| 94% | 100%| 100% 100%| 97% | 100%|100%

Judge Roger S. Dutson - 2nd District, District Court (Davis, Morgan, Weber)

Judge Roger S. Dutson was appointed to the Second Circuit Court in March 1988 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter.
.He became a judge in Second District Court in July 1996. From 1980-until his appointment to the bench, he served
as Roy City Attorney and the Assistant City Manager for Roy City. Judge Dutson received his law degree from
George Washington University in Washington, D.C. in 1965 and was in private practice in Ogden from 1968 to
1980. He served as defense counsel for the Navy Judge Advocate General Corps from 1965 to 1968. He serves
on the Fee Arbitration Committee and Courts and Judges Committee of the Utah State Bar. Judge Dutson is also
a member of the Judiciary Subcommittee of the Utah Substance Abuse and Anti-Violence Coordinating Council.

Judge Dutson met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Dutson.
There were 90 attorney survey respondents for Judge Dutson.

Certification Question (see page44) | 1 12 3| 4 5 6 71 81 9| 10 1 12 13
Standard Favorable ReSponse ‘ 70% | 70%| 70%|.70% 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% .70% 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Responé_e , 96% | 90% | 93% | 99% | 93% | 92% | 89% | 94%| 95% | 99% | 93%| 89% | 92%
' There were 29juror respondents for Judge Dutson, : _ l o

Certification Question (see:page 44) -1 2. 3 4 5 6 7 g8 -9 10| 11| 12| 13.| 14| 15
Standard Favorable Response 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 70% 70% | 70% | 70% 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response © 1100% | 100% | 97% | 100%| 81% | 96% |100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 91%| 100%| 80% 1 96% |100%
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Judge Pamela G, Heffernan ~ 2nd District, District Court (Davis, Morgan, Weber)
Judge Pamela G. Heffernan was appointed to the Second Circuit Court in 1989 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter. She'
became a judge in Second District Court in July 1996, Judge Heffernan received her law degree from the University
of Utah College of Law in 1981. She wasa shareholder in the Salt Lake law firm of Snow, Christensen & Martineau
- until her appointment to.the bench, Judge Heffernan is a former member of the Board of Circuit Court Judges and

" has also setved on the Commission for Justice }n the 21st Century and the Judlcxal Performance Evaluation
‘Committee, : :

'AJudge‘ Heffernan met or exceeded the standards of pert‘ormahce‘ (')'utllned.on pnge" 43, -
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no dtsc:plmary sancttons agamst Judge Heffernan
There were 96 uttorney survey respondents for Judge Heffernan. )

CertiﬁcatlonQuestion (seepage44) ' 1. 221 3 4 5 | 6| 7 -8 9 10| 11 12 | 13 ,
Standard Favorable Response | 70% ;70% 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% 70%| 70%| 70%| 0% | 70%
‘.Tudg‘é’s Favorable Response a 94%,' 79% | 80% | 95% | 87% | 89% | 86% | 82%| 86%| 90% 79% | 81% | 76%

‘ ‘ . . fl‘hfere were 91 juror respondents for,]udgevl_-l‘effex;ﬁan,.'» e BL s 2 o

Certification Question (see page 44) 1.1-2 31 4| 51 6|7 81 9110 1| 12]13 14 | 15
Standard Favorable Response {709 | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 709% | 709 | 70% | 70%

_Judge’s Favorable Response -~ .| 98% | 99% |100%| 100%| 100%| 100%100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100% 100%| 93% | 100%|100%

e Judge Stanton M. Taylor ~ 2nd District, District Court (Davis, Mo.rghn, Weber) - ‘
Judge Stanton M. Taylor was appointed to the Second District Court in July 1988 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter,
He was appointed an Ogden City Judge in 1973 and became a Second Circuit Court Judge when the city court
system changed in 1978, He received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1964 and was-
a partner in the Ogden law firm of Lamph, Newey & Taylor. Judge Taylor served as an Ogden Deputy Attomey

He is a member of the Ancillaty Court Services Task Force, the Statewide 'IYansitlon Team and chairof the Grand
Jury Panel of Judges.’ ;

J udge Taylor m'et'or exceeded the stnndardsrof peft‘ormance outlined on page 43, »
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Taylor.
There were 108 attorney survey respondents for Judge Taylor.

| Certification Question (seepagedd) - | 1 | 2 | 3| 4| 5 | 6 70 8| 9| 10| 1| 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response | 70%| 70% 70% 70% 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response -~ | 98% | 93%.| 88%| 92% | 96% | 95% | 90% | 94%| 93%| 99% | 92%| 96% | 94% |

There are no Jury surveys for Judge Taylor during the ;'e'portirig pei‘iod. '
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Judge J. Mark Andrus - an District, ,}’nvemie Court (Daws, Margan, Weber)

Judge F. Mark Andrus was appomzed 10 the Second Dzstncz Juvenile Court in September 1994 by Gov, Michael
0. Leavit, He received his law d{,gz‘efu from the University of Utah College of Law in 1982, He was an altorney
with the Legal Defender Association prior fo accepting a position with the Davis County Attorney's Office in 1983..
Judge Andrus is the Presiding Judge in the Second District Juvenile Court, is a member of the Board of Juvknile
Court Judges and is on the education subcommittee of the Board, He has served on the Juvenile Court
Recodification Sibcommittee, the Family Court Task Force the Sﬂntcm,zng, ; Commission and the Board of Juvenile
Justice and Delmquoncy Prevclztzozz

. Judge Andruos met or exceeded the étanéard_s of performance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Andrus,
 "There were 59 attorney survey respondents for J udge Andrus,

‘Certification Question (see page 44) i 2 30415 | 6 7 8 9o | 10| 1| 1 13
- Standard Favorable Response V% 0% TO% ) TO% ) T0% 1 0% | 1% T0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response ' 1% | 89% | B4%; 96% 98% 93% 1 9i% 1 95% 1 98% 1 96% i 96% 100% | 0%

| J adgc L. Kent Bachman -2nd District, J uvenile mert (I)aws, Margan, Weher)

Iudgc L. Kent Bachman wasappointedio the First and Second Ditrict Juvenile Court in August 197 7by Gov. Scoit.
M. Matheson. He received his law degree from the Umvcrsﬁy of Utzh Coiiege of Law in 1968, Judge Bachman

was a Deputy Weber County Attorney and Chief Deputy City Attorney for Ogden City. He wasin private practice

from 1968 to 1977 in general civil and criminal litigation and was a referee for the First District Juvenile Court from

1969 to 1971, Judge Bachsmian was the Chair of 2%36 Board of Juvenile C{}uz‘z Jadg&s from 1981 to 1982 and is a

former member.of the Judicial Council,

 Judge Bachiman mef or exceeded the standards of performance eatlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commas sion entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Bachman,
" 'There were 62 atiorney survey respendents for Judge Bachman. S

Certification Question .(see page 44} 1] 2 3 415 e L 7 81 9 1] ul 12 13
" Standard Favorable Response 70%% T0%| 0% 0% 70% | 0% | 0% 0%, W% 70%) 0% % | T0%
Tudge's Favorable Response 100%| 97% 929 BO% ! 92% | 91% | 91%| 96% | %1% | 98% 100%] 95% 95%
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- Judge Judith S. H. Atherton - 3rd District, District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Judith S. H. Atherton was appointed to the Third District Court in July 1995 by Gov. Michael O. Leaviit,
Judge Atherton received her law degree from the University of Utah Coliege of Law in 1983, She wasa member
of the firm of Hugh C. Garner & Associates from 1984 o 1986 and Staff Counsel for the Legal Aid Sccwty of Salt
Lake from 1986°t0 1988, She then served in the state executive branch as Assistant Administrative Law Judge and
Assistant Atforney General. Shc was app{}inted as & Third District Court Commissioner in 1992 and handied a civil
and criminal caseload, She has also served a8 an ad_]unct znstructer at tha Umvcrsity of Utah Colicga of Law‘

' Juﬂge Atherton met or exceeded the standards of ﬁerformhnce Ohtlineei on page 43, -
'I‘ke Judzc;ai Conduct Commission entered no dtsczpimary sanctions against JudgeAtherron
Them were 81 aitorney survey mspondents for Judge Athertan.

' Cer:zﬁcaﬁon Question (see page 44) 1 2 341 415 6 7 8 | _9 01 1) 12 13

" | Standard Favorable Response 1 0%! 0% 0% 0%l 0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | 0%
| ndge'sFavombloResponse | 95% | 94% | 91% | 95% | 90% | 91% | 89% | 91% | 87%| 95% | .91% | 9% | 93%
o " There were 32 Juror respondents for Judge Atherton, o D
Certification Question (see page 44} B i 2 30 471 851 6 7 8 9 1 18 11 1‘2._ 13 14 .18
Standard Favorable Response - | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% |.70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 7% | 70% | | vom |
Judge’s Favorable Response 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100%| 100% | 100% | 100%| 100%] 100% | 1007 100%| 100% | 100%|100%

Judge Leou A. Dever - 3rd District, District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)

Tidge Leon A, Dever was appointed to the Third District Court in July, 1995, Judge Dever received his law degree -
from the University of Houston Law School in 1975, His first poaitlon was with the firm of Andrew P. Stephens
& Associates in Houston. He then moved {o Salt Lake and after two years as a solo practitioner, hs served from
1978 to 1982 in the Salt Lake. County Attorney’s office. He then became a Partner in the Vernal firm of McRae &

served in several capacities in the Attorney General’s Office. At the'time of his appointment to the bench, he was
semng as Chief of the Pubiic Affalrs Division in the Attomsy Ganerai s Office,

B | lzége Dever met or exceeded the standards of perfarmance ontlined on page 43. .
The J udzcmf Conduct Commisszon entered no disciplinary sarctions against Judge Dever.

There wepe 95 attorney survey mspondents for Judge Dever.

Certification Qaesﬁan (see page 44) 1 2 31 4 3 6 7 ] 9 0 11 12 13
Standard Favorable Response 0% 0% 0% 70%| 0% | 0% | 0% 70%| 0% .70%| 0%| 0% .| 0%
Judge's Fevorable Response | 94% | 85%| 87% | 93% | 82% | 82% | 81% | 87% | 84% | 96% | 84%| 85% | 81%

' ' h There were 54 juror respondents for Judge Dever. _ _ ' .

Certification Question (seepaged®) 1 11 2 | 3| 4| s| 6|7 | 81 9|10 | 2]13] 14|15
 Standard Favorable Response | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% | 0% | 0% | 0%
- Judge’s Favorable Response 98% | 98% |100%| 98% | 88%1 100%| 98% | 100%| 98% | 100% | 98%| 100%)|100% ]| 98% |100%

.

DeLand from 1982-1987, He then accepied a position as Assistant Attorney General and for the next eight years '



Judge Stepben L. Henriod - 3rd District, District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Toocle)
Judge Stephen L. Henriod was appointed to the Third District Courtin November 1994 by Gov, Michael O, Leavitt.
Judge Henriod received his law degree from the Univessity of Utah College of Law in 1975, Judge Henriod was
in private practice from 1975 until his appointment to the bench, Judge Henriod is a member of the Sutherland Inn
of the American Inns of Court and is a past member of the Association of Trial Lawyers of America and the

- American Arbitration Association, Panel of Asbitrators. Judge Henriod is currently a member of the executive
committee of the Litigation Section and Family Law Section of the Utah State Bar, :

Judge Henriod met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions aéairzsz Judge Henriod.
There were 110 attorney survey rgs’poné!ents for Judge Henriod.

Certification Question (seepageddy 1 1 2z 37 4 5° 6 7 B 9 16 21. 12 13
Standard Favorable Respoase 0% 0% 0% 0% T0% | 0% % T0%1 T0% 6% | T0% 0% | T0%
Tudge’s Favorable Response T6% | W% 70% 1 829% 1 86% | 82% | TB%| 81% | T2%| 95%| 9% | 91% | 2% |

_ ' There were 16 juror respondents for Judge Henrlod, ' _ |

| Certification Question {see page 44) 1 2 3 4 51 6 7 8 g 116 100120 13} 1413
~ Standard Favorable Response C170% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 10% | 0% | T0% | T0%| 70% | T0% | 0% T0%| 0% | T0% | 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100%| 100% | 100% | 100%]| 100%] 100%| 100% 100%I 100% | 94% |100%

Judge Robert K. Hilder - 3rd District; District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)

Judge Robert K. Hilder was appointed to the Third District Courtin August 1995 by Gov. Michael Q. Leavitt. Judge
Hilder received his law degres from the University of Utah-College of Law in 1984, In 1984, he joined the firm
of Christensen, Jensen & Powell, In his 11-year tenure with the firm, he was an Associate Attorney and then
Shareholder, Director and Managing Director. His practice stressed civil litigation, covering a wide range of
specialties, His extensive pro bono practice included experience in criminal, consumer, adoption and juvenile law.

Judge Hilder met or exceeded the staudards of performance outlined on page 43. \
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Hilder.
There were 143 attorney survey respondents for Judge Hilder.

Certification Question (see page 443 - 1 2131 4 5 & 7 8 9 10 i1 12 13
Standard Favorable Response 0% Tom | Te%| 0% 0% 1 T0% | 0% | 0% W% W0%| T0%\ 1% | 0% {
Judge’s Favorable Response ' 99% | 98% | 99% | 99% | 99% | 98% | 98% | 99% | 99% | 100%] 99% | 100% | 99%

There are no jury surveys for Judge Hilder during the reporting period.
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-Jadge Roger A. Livingston ~ 3rd District, District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Roger A, Livingston was appointed to the Third Circuit Coust in 1988 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter. He
became a judge in the Third District in July 1996. He received his faw degree from the University of Utah College
of Law in 1974. He was a partner in the Salt Lake law firm of Livingston, Ward, & McPhie from 1977 to 1980
and he worked in the Sait Lake County Attorney’s Office from 1980 until his appointment to the bench, He served
two terms 8s a Representative in the Utah State Legislature. Judge Livingston is presently serving on the Bar
Commitiee on Collection Agez:cws and the Umform anafBaai Schedulc Committee and was on the Board of
Circuit Court Judges, :

}udge Livingston met or exceeded the standards of perfbrmance.outﬁned. o311 page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Livingston.
' There were 90 attorney survey respondents for Judge Livingston.

Certification Question (see.page 44} 1] 2 3 415 ] 6 7 8 ol 10} 1} 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response - | 70%| 0%, 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 10%| 0% 70%1 70%| 0% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response L 81% | 83% | 85%| B8%|87% | 92% | 84%| 8T%| 94% | 98% | 88%  93% | 84%

There were 6 Jjuror respondents for Judge Livingston,

Certification Question (see page 44) 102131 4 5] 6777 87910 11} 12 13| 14|15
| Standard Favorable Response - 70% | 0% | 0% | 70% | 0% 0% | 0% | 70% | 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% | 7% | 0%
: - Judge’s Favorable Response - ©]100% | 100% | 100% | 100%] 100%] 100% | 100% | 100%| 100%| 100% | 100% 100%) 100% | 100%|100%

- Judge Ronald E. Nehring - 3rd District , District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Ronald E. Nebring was appointed to the Third District in January 1995 by Gov, Michael O, Leavitt, Judge
Nehring is a graduate of Corneil University and the University of Utah Coliege of Law. Prior o hig appeintxh_ent

| o the bench, Judge Nebring practiced law in Salt Take City for 17 years, Judge Nehring has been active in
| community affairs, including service on the commission for the recodification of Utah’s insurance faws, the Vafley

| Mental Health Board of Directors and the Judge Memorial Catholic High School Board of Financial Trustees, He

| has also been a long-time youth soccer coach, Judge Nebring is currently a membet of the Board of District Court
: Juciges and the Advisory Commitiee on the Rules of Professional Conduct,

Judge Nehring met or exceeded the standards of pe'rformance outlined ont page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Commission entefed no disciplingry sanctions against Judge Nehring,
There were 95 attorney survey respondents for Judge Nehring,

Certification Question (see page 44) 1l 20 a3t a|l st s 71 8] 9] 10| 1} 12 13
Standard Favorable kespense : 0% 0% 0%| 0% 0% | 0% | 0% 70%| 70%| 0% | 0% 0% | 0%
Judge’s Pavarabze'aesgmse : 94% | 95% | 92% | 96% | 91% | 97% | 94% | 94% | 93% | 9% | 98%| 92% 939

There were 18 juror respondents for Judge Nehring, ' N

Certification Question (seé pagl'e 44} -1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g {10 iy 12 13| 141 15
Standard Favorable Response V0% | 0% | 0% | T0% | T0%| T0% | T0% | T0% | 0% | 0% | 0% 1% | 0% | 0% 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100%} 100% |100% | 100%) 100%1 100% | 100% 100%] 100% | 94% |100%
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Judge Sandra N. Peuler - 3rd District, District Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Todele)

Judge Sandra N. Peuler was appointed to the Third District Court in May 1994 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt. She
received her law degree from the University of Baltimore School of Law in 1977. From 1978 to 1980 she was a
sole practitioner in Salt Lake City. From 1980 to 1982 she was a Deputy Salt Lake County Attorney. Judge Peuler |
was a court commissioner in Third District Court from 1982 until her appointment to the bench: She is a former
member of the Judicial Performance Evaluation Committee, the Third District "Committee on Court
Reorganization, the Utah Child Support Task Force and the Executive Committee for Court Commissioners. She
currently serves on the Children’s Justice Center Advisory Board, the Utah State Bar Ethics Advisory Opinion
Committee and the Board of District Court Judges. She is a memberof the Sutherland II Inns of Court. '

Judge Peuler met or exceeded the standards of pérformance outlined on ‘_page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Peuler.
‘There were 108 attorney survey respondents for Judge Peuler. '

Certification Question (see page 44) 1| 241 3| 4|5 6 7.1 81 9| 10| 1| 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response' 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% 70'% 70% | 70%| 70%| 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response 94% | 94% | 94% | 97% | 95% | 95% | 91% | 95% | 96% | 99% ‘9'5% 95% | 96%

There were 69 juror respondents for Judge Peuler.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 31 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 1] 12| 13 14| 15
Standard Favorable Response = ™ 0% 70% 70% | 0% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% "70%| 0% | 70% | 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response : 97% 1100% | 100% | 100%| 98% | 100%}100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100% 100%]{100% 100%| 99%

Judge Joseph W. Anderson - 3rd District, Juvenile Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)

Judge Joseph W. Anderson was appointed to the Third District Juvenile Court in August 1995. He received his
law degree from the University. of Utah College of Law in 1974. He served as a law clerk for the Chief Judge of
the U.S. District Court, Northern District of West Virginia from 1974 to 1975, an Associate in the firm of Parsons,
Behle and Latimer from 1975 to 1978, then as Assistant U.S. Attorney in the Northern District of West Virginia
from 1979 to 1982 and in Salt Lake from 1982 to 1995. From 1986 to his appointment to the bench he served as
chief of the Civil Division for the Salt Lake U.S. Attorney’s Office. ‘ :

Judge Ahderson met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on pag§ 43.
 TheJ udicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Anderson.
There were 23 attorney survey respondents for Judge Anderson. ’

Certification Question. (see page 44) 1 2 3 4 |. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Standard Favorable Response | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%. 70% | .
Judge’s Favorable Response - ' 100%| 90% | 95%| 93%|81% | 90% | 90% | 86% | 100%| 81%| 100%| 90% | 96%
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Judge Kimberly K. Hornak ~ 3rd District, Juvenile Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)

| Judge Kimberly K. Hornak was appoinied to the Third District Juvenile Court in October 1994 by Gov, Michael
. O. Leavitt, She received her law degree from Gonzaga University Cellege of Law in 1983, From 1984 to 1985
she was a staff attorney with Utah Legal Services in Ogden, From 1985 to 1986 she'was a staff attorney with the
| Lega! Aid Sociefy, Judge Hornak was an Assistant Attorney General from 1986 to 1988 and was a Deputy Salt
. Lake County Attorney from 1988 untif her appointment fo the bench. She has taught classes on the Trial Advocacy
| Program at the University of Utah College of Law und classes for the paralegal program at Westminster Coliege,

| She currently sorves on the Court Improvement Commlttee, the Law Related Education Board and the Judicial
| Education Coznmlt{ee -

Judge Hornak met or exceeded the standards of perfor mance oﬁtlimé on page 43.
- The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sancz;ons against Judge Homak '

There were 61 attorney survey respondesits for Judge Hornak.

CertificationQuestion {seepage44} . 1 & I pA 3 4 5 6 7 g1 ¢ 16 i 12 13 .
© Standard Favorable Response % %, 70%| 0% 70% | 70% | T0% | H%{ 0% 0% W% W% %
Judge's Favorable Response | 93% | 90% | 93% | 92% | 93% | 93% | 88%.| 93% | 93%1.97% | 98%| 98% | 86%

Judge Sharon P. McCually - 3rd Judicial, Juvenile Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Sharon P McCully was appointed to the Third District Juvenile Court in July 1983 by Gov. Scott M,

. Matheson, Judge McCully graduated from the University of Utah College of Law in 1978 and was an Assistant

Utah Attorney General, Judge McCally is a member of the Board of Trustees of the National Council of Juvenile
and Family Court Judges, Judge McCully is currently serving on the Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee.

Judge McCully met or exceeded the standards of perl’nrmancei_ontlined_ on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered one public reprimand against Judge McCully, N
There were 68 attorney survey respondents for Judge McCuily, -

Cersification Question {see page 44) ! 2 3 A5 L6 7 8 9 0] 1 12 i3
 Standard Favorable Response 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | 70% | 0% %] T0%| 0% 0% 70% | 0%
' Judge’s Favorable Response C98% 1 92% | 9T%1 V2% 97% | 98% | 94% 1 98% . 100%) 100%] 100% 8% @ 96%
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Judge Frederic M. Oddone - 3rd District, Juvenile Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Frederic M. Oddone was appointed to the Third District Juvenile Court in August 1994 by Gov. Michael O.
Leavitt. He received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1972. From 1972 until his
appointment to the bench he was a Deputy Salt Lake County Attorney, where he served as division chief of the
Juvenile and Family Court Division since 1986. Since 1988 Judge Oddone has been a member of the Supreme
Court Advisory Committee on the Rules of Juvenile Court Procedure. He has also been a member of the Salt Lake
City Mayor’s Task Force on Gang Violence and the Task Force on Juvenile Court Organization a'nq Jurisdiction.
Hé is chair of the State Task Force on Court Security, represents the judiciary on the State Executive Committee
for F.A.C.T. and is Presiding Judge for the Third District Juvenile Court. o

Judge Oddone met or exceeded the standards of pért‘ormance outlined on page 43.
- The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Oddone.
* There were 72 attorney survey respondents for Judge Oddone.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1| 2} 3| 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1| 12 13 |
Standard Favorable Response 20%| 70%| 70%| 70%|70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 0% | 70% '
Judge’s Favorable Response - 86% | 87%)| 90%| 63%|96% | 97% | 93%| 97%| 98% | 100%| 94% 100% { 96%

Judge Robert S. Yeates - 3rd District, Juvenile Court (Salt Lake, Summit, Tooele)
Judge Robert S. Yeates was appointed to the Third District Juvenile Court in November 1995. Judge Yeates
received a mastet’s degree in social work in 1972 and his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law
in1980. Prior to his appointment to the bench, Judge Yeates was in private practice, worked as a prosecutor with
the Salt Lake County Attorney’s Office and served as a Division Chief with the Salt Lake County District Attorney’s
Office. Judge Yeates presently serves as a member of the Utah State Sentencing Commission, ‘

Judge Yeates met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Yeates.
There were 35 attorney survey respondents for Judge Yeates.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 3 4| 5 6 7 8  9 10 { 11 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response “70%| 70% | 70%| 70%| 70% | 70% 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 70%| 70% | 70%
" Judge’s Favorable Response - | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100%|100% | 100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100%| 100%| 100% | 100%
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- Judge Donald J. Eyre, Jr. - 4th District, District Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)
- Judge Donald J. Eyre, Jr, was appointed to the Fourth District Court in November 1994 by Gov. Michae! O. Leavitt,
- He received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1976, He was in private practice from
1976 until his appointment to the bench in 1994, Judge Eyre was appointed Nephi City Attorney m 1978 and
concurrently served as Juab County Attorney from 1979 until his appointment to the bench. He served on the Jury
Education Commzttef., and is presently servzng on the Justice Court Standards Committee, '

~ Judge Eyre met or exceeded the standards of pefformatice outlined on page 43.
- The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Eyre.

There were 91 aﬁorney survey respondents for Judge Eyre.

C'ertifimtiwleuestion (seepageddt | 1 213 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 114 12 13

Standard Favorable Response ~ © | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 0% 70% | 70%| 0% | 0%

. Tudge’s Favorable Response _ 0%, O7% | 94% | 96% | 90% | 88% | 84% | BO% | BR% | 100%| 93% | 99% | 91%

There were 32 jumr respondents for Judgl. Eyre.

| Cerdification Question (seepageddy |1 | 2 | 3| 4| 516 |7 81 9] 10] wl 12] 1] 14l15

- Standard Favorable Response : 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | T0%| T0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% T0%| T0% | T0% | T0% 1 70%
Judgé’s Favorable Response _ 97% |100% | 100%] 100% | 97% | 160%|100% | 100%| 100%] 160%| 97%| 100%| 97% | 97% |100%

- Judge Ray M., Harding, Jr. -~ 4th District, District Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)
Judge Ray M. Harding, Jr,, was appointed to the Fourth District Court in September 1995 by Gov. Michael O:
Leavitt. He received his law degreerfrom the J. Reuben Clark Law School at Brigham Young University in 1978,
He then became a partaer in the law firm of Harding & Harding until 1985, whereupon he became president of the
- law firm of Harding & Associates, P.C. until his appointment to the bench, Judge Harding was also city attorney

or prosecuting attorney for the following cities: American Fork, 1985 to 1995; Pleasant Grove, 1983 fo 1995,
" Lindeon, 1983 to 1995, Alpine, 1985 to 1995; and Lehi, 1990 to 1995, e served on the Board of Trusiees of Utah

Valley State Caliege from 1987 to 1995 and was chair of said Board from 1992 to 1993, Judge Hardmg isalsoa
- member of the A, Shermdzz Christensen Inn of tize American Inns of Court. .

- Judge Harding met or exceeded the stahdards of .performaﬂce outlined on page 43..
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Harding.
There were 62 attorney survey respondents for Judge Harding.

Y Certification Quiestion (see page 44) 1] 2 3 4 5 6 | 7 8 9 RN ¥ 12 i3
- Standard Favorable Response . | 70% | 70%| 70%| 0% | 0% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 0% 0% | 0% | 0% | 70%
Judge’s Pavorable Response 89% | 84% | 90% | 93%|87% | 90% | 83% | 83% | 84% | 93% 9N% K 98% | 8%
" There were 4}%}1‘0_1‘ respondents for Judge Harding, | ) |
Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 3 4 5. 6 7 g 9 16 i 120 13| 14|15
Standard Favorable Response _ TO% { T0% | 0% | 70% | 70%] 10% | 70% | T0% i T0% | 70% 7d% F0% | 0% | 0% | TO%
Judge’s Favorable Response ) 100%  100% 1.5(}% 100% | 100%| 100% | 100% | 100%] 100%| 100% | 1009 100%| 100% | 100%/100% |
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| Judge Fred D. Howard ~ 4th District, District Court (Juah, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)
Judge Fred D. Howaid was appointed to the Fourth District Court in July 1995 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt. He
received his law degree from the J. Reuben Clark Law School at Brigham Young University in 1979, Before his
appointtent to the bench, he was a partner with the faw firm of Howard, Lewis & Peterson. In addition, he served
as Deputy County Attorney for Carbon County from 1979 to 1982, Judge Howard is a member of the A, Sherman
Christensen Tnn of the American Inns of Court, a past member of the Utah Trial Lawyers Association and a past
committee member of the Family Law Section of the Utah State Bar. Judge Howard is presently serving on the
Fthics Advisory Committes. : o : o

¥

~ Judge Howard met or exceeded the standards.nfperfarmanée outtined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Howard,
There were 61 attorney survey respondents for Judge Howard,

Certification Questiont (see page 44) 1] 21 3| 41| s s 1 71 8] o] 10| u|l 2] 13
Standard Favorable Response 0% | 70%| 70%| 70% | 70% | 0% | 0% 70%| T0%| T0%) 0% 0% 70% |
Judge’s Favorable Response 100%| 1009 100%| 100%|100% | 100%| 98% | 98% | 100%| 98% | 100%| 100% | 100%

. B _ "There were 16 juror respondents for Judge.ﬂ'uwaré.

Certification Question. (see page 44) 11 2 3 4 51 617 8 210 11 12 131 14115
Standard Favorable Response ' 0% | 0% | 0% | H% | 0% T0% 0% | % 0% | 70% | 70%| T0%] 70% | 0% 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response - 1300% 1 100% | 100% | 100% | 100%| 100% 100% | 100%| 100%| 160%} 100% 160%) 100% 100%100% |

Judge Howard H. Maetani ~ 4th District, District Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)

Judge Howard H. Maetani was appointed to the Fourth District Court in 1995 by Gov, Michael O. Leavitt. He
received his law degree from the J. Reuben Clark Law School at Brigham Young University in 1976, Priorto his
appointment to the bench he was a judge pro tempore in the Fourih District Court, He was also a Court
Commissioner in the Fourth District Court from 1988 to 1994, In addition, from 1986 to 1988 he was a Court
Commissioner for the Fourth, Fifth and Seventh District Courts. " Judge Maetani is & Masters, A. Sherman
Christensen American Inn of Coust I; an honorary member, Phi Delta Phi, Sutherland Inn, The International Legal
Fratersity: and a member of the American Judges Association. - ' ' ' o

Judge Maetani mef or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43.
. The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Maetani.
There were 125 attorney survey respondents for Judge Maetani,

Certification Question. (see page 44) 1] 20 31 45 6 71 &1 9| 10 1| 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response 0% | 70%| 0% | 0% 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 0%| 70%| 70%| 0% | 0%
Judge’s Favorable Response | 98%| 91%| 96%| 98%| 0% | 90% | 88% | 87% | 88% | 98% 93% | 94% | 0%

' Fhere were 8 juror respondents for Judge Maetani., - o

CertificationQuestion (see page 44} 1 12 3 4 51 8 7 8 g | 10 1wl 12113 14 115
Standard Favorable Response T | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | T0%
Judge's Favorable Response 100% 1 100% | 100% ] 100%| 100%| 100% | 100% | 100%) 100%] 100%] 88%| 100%) 100%/ 100%)100%
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udge Leslie D, Brown - 4th District , Juvenile Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)

Judge Leslie D, Brown wasappointed to the Fourth District Juvenile Court in July 1979 by Gov, Scott M, Matheson,
“Fudge Brown aiso sat on the Eighth Digirict Juvenile Court bench from 1988 to 1996. He received his law degrae
from the University of Utah College of Law in 1972, He was in private law practice from 1972 to 1977 and was
Duchesne County Attomey from 1975 to 1977. He was a member of the Judicial Council from 1992 to 1995 and
is aformer member of the Commission on Criminal and Juvenile Justice and the Board of Juvenile Court Judges.
Judge Brown was Presiding Judge in the Fourth and Eighth District Juvenile Courts from 1991 to 1996, He has
been involved with the State Advisory Group of Juvenile Justice and Deiznqucncy Prevention,

' Judge Brown n':et.'o.r_ e;f:ceed'ed the standards of performance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Brown.
There were 32 at-fqrney’ survey respondents for .}udgé Brown.

Certification Question {see page 44) 1] 2 31 .4 | 5 6 70 8 9| 1] 1 12 | 13
Standard Favorable Response % 0% 70%| W% | 0% | 0% | 0% 70%i 70%] 0% | 0% 8% ‘70%
Tudge’s Favorable Response 7% 97%| 97% | 100%|100% | 100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100%| 97% | 9%6% | 97%

Judge Sterling B. Sainshury - 4th District, Juvenile Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)

Judge Sterling B, Salnsbury was appointed to the Fourth District Juvenile Court i’ August 1994 by Gov, Michael
0. Leavitt. Judge Sainsbury also sat on the Eighth District Juvenile Court bench until 1996, serving Daggett,
Duchesne and Uintah Counties. He received his law degree from the J. Reuben Clark College of Law at Brlgham _
Young University in 1981. From 1981 until his appointment to the bench he was a Deputy Utah County Attorney,
From 1987 to 1992 Judge Sainsbury was a guest instructor at Brigham Young University in the Department of -
Social Work: He is a past member of the Utah State. Supreme Court Advisory Committee on Juvenile Court
Procedure and the Utah County Gang Task Force, Judge Sainsbury currently serves as a msmbcr of the Utah
Se:zsencmg Commla.&.zon and is {he prasuimg ]uége of the Fourth Dzstncz Iuvemic Court,

J ﬁége Samsbury met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43. -
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Sainsbury,

There were 26 attorney survey responden_ts for Judge Sainsbury,

" { Certification Question (sée page 44) i 2 3 4 5 1 & i ‘8 9 10 1 12 | 13

| : : : : 5 ;

‘ " Standard Favorable Response : To% | 0% 0% 0% 0% | T0% | 0% 0% 70%i T0%\| 0% N% i 70%
Judge’s Favorable Respense-' 100%| 72% | 76% | 91% | 85% | 80% |. 73% | 81%| 83% | 100% 81%| 88% | 77%
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Judge Jeril B. Wilson - 4th District, Juvenile Court (Juab, Millard, Utah, Wasatch)
Judge Jeril B. Wilson was appointed to the Fourth District Juvenile Court in August 1994 by Gov. Michael 0.
Leavitt, He chairs the Board of Juvenile Court Judges, and was Presiding Tudge for the Fourth District Juvenile
| Court, Judge Wilson sat on the Bighth District Juvenile Court bench until 1996, serving Daggett, Duchesne and
. Uintah Counties. He received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1971. He has been
.~ in private practice and served for seven years as a Deputy Utah County Attorney. He was a Utah County
Commissioner from 1981 to 1986 and served in the Utah House of Representatives from 1986 to 1990. Judge
Wilson also served as 4 public defender foi the Fourth District Juvenile Court. At the time he was appointed fo the
bench, Judge Wilson was a guardian ad litem for the Fourth District Juvenile Court. He is a member of the State
' Judicial Performance Evalyation Committee. n '

R adge'Wi{son met or exceeded the Is'tanéards of performance outlined on page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Wilson,
~ 'There were 31 aittorney survey respondents for Judge Wilson.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1.2 3] 4|5 6 71 8] 9o 1] 1] 121 13
Standard Favorabie Response U or0% ) 70% 0% 0% | 70% | 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% 70% | 0%
Judge's Favorable Response 100%] 93% ] 93% | BY% | 93% .. 93% | 93% | 96% | 95% | 100%] 97% | 88% | 94%

Judge G. Rand Beacham - 5th District, District Court (Beaver, Iron, Washington)

Judge G. Rand Beacham was appointed to the Fifth District Court in August 1995 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt.
Judge Beacham feceived his law degree from the University of Uiah College of Law in 1980. Prior to-his
appointment to the bench, he was in private legal practice, practicing general civil litigation and transactional and
business work. He was outside general counsel to Sky West and its subsidiaries. He wasan associate with the law
firm of Jones, Waldo, Holbrook & McDonough until 1985 and remained a shareholder there until his appointment
to the bench, ' o : :

Judge Beacham met or exceeded the standards of performance énﬁined on page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Compiission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Beacham.
There were 22 attorney survey respondents for Judge Beacham.

Certification Question {se¢ page 44), 1 2 3 4-1 5 . 6 7 8 g 1 10 13 12 13
Standard Favorable Response w00 | 70% | 0% | 0% | 70% .| T0% | 70% | 0% 70% 70% 1 0% 0% | 0% '
Judge’s Favorable Response 100%| 95% | 100%| 100%| 95% | 90% | 95% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100%| 100% | 100%

_ There weve I8 jurbr reép’éndents for .fudge Beachan.

Certification Question (see page 44) 123l 4l sl el7 8] 9ol 1] 213 1415
- Standard Favorable Response lem 0% | 0% | 0% | T0% | 70% | 0% | T0%) 70% | T0% | T0%| 70% | T0% | 70% | 70%
Tudge’s Favorable Response 829 1100% | 100% ) 100%] 100%| 100% |100% | 100%| 100%] 100% 100% 100%| 100%| 100%|100%
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Judge Hans Q. Chamberlain - 5th District, Javenile Court (Beaver, Iron, Washington) -
 Judge Hans Q. Chamberlain was appointed to the Fifth District Juvenile Court in August 1995 by Gov. Michas
O, Leavitt, Prior to his appointment to the bench, he was the senior member of Chamberlain & Higbee, He also
served as the Iron County Attorpey for eight years and is fhe past president of the Utsh State Bar, the Statewide
Assouaimn of Prosecutors and the Southern Bar Association, He has also been a member of the Utah State Board
of Regents and is  past member and chair of the Southern Utah University Board of Trustees, He is currently a
member of the Board of Juvenile Court Judges and serves ag chair until September 1998, He also serves on the
Standing Committée on Court Facilities Planning.

.}uﬂge Chamberlain mef or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Chamberlgin,
There were 14 attorney survey respondents for Judge Chamberlain,

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 20 31 als | 61 7] 8] o 10 1n] 12| 13
Standard Favorable Response . | 70%| 70% | 70%| 70%. 70% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%| 70%| 0% | 70% | M0%
Judge’s Favorable Response . 93% | 86% | 86% | 83% |100% | 100%| 93% | 83% | 75% | 160%| 92%| 83% 93%

Jadge Joseph F. Jackson - Sth I)istz'lct, Juvemie Court (Beaver, Emﬁ, Washmgton)

- Judge Joseph E, Jackson was appointed to.the Fifth District fuvenile Court in January 1977 by Gov. Scott M, .
Matheson, He received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1961 and was an altorney
with the Cedar City law firm of Cline, Jackson, Mayor & Benson from 1963 to 1971, He was a City Attorney for

| Milford and Beaver from 1965 to 1975 and a City Attorney for Cedar City from 1972 0 1977. Judge Jackson served
 for six years as a commissioner for the Utah State Bar, He sérved six years o the Judicial Council and is past chair
of the Fthics Advisory Committee. Judge Jackson served two terms as chair of the Juvenile Court Board of Judges
and was named Juvenile Coust Judge of the Yearin 1987 by the Utah State Bar, He was given the 1997 Advocacy

. for Children Award by Utah Chiidreza Judge Jackbon is wrremly Presiding Judge in the Fifth letrl{){ Juvenile
* Court)

Judge Jackson met or exeeeded the standards of perfurmance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no dzsczplmary sanctions agamst Judge Jackson
There were 26 attﬁmey survey respondents for Judge }acksun

Certification Question (seepage 44} ! 21 3 4| s 8 7 8 9 1001 11| 12 13
_ Standard Favorable l{es,ponu, _ CT0%F F0% ) T0%| TO%LT0% L T0% 1 T0% ] 0%, 0%, 0% W% 0% | 0%
Fudge’s Favorabie Response 96% | 96% 96% | 91% |100% | 100% | 96% | 100%| 94% | 100%} 100%| 100% | 96%
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Judge K. L. McIff - 6th District, District Court

(Garfield, Kane, Piute, Sanpete, Sevier, Wayne) _

Judge K. L. McIff was appointed to the Sixth District Court in November 1994 by Gov. Michael O. Leavitt. He
received his law degree from the University of Utah College of Law in 1967 and thereafter served a one~yeat
appointment as law clerk to Chief Judge David T. Lewls of the U.S. Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals. From 1968
until his appointment to the bench, he maintained a private law practice in Richtield, initially with the law firm of
Mattsson, Jackson & Mclff, and most recently with Olsen, McHi & Chamberlain, He also served as Sevier County
Attorney from 1670 to 1978, and as Piute County Atfomey from 1978 to 1995. Judge Mclff is a past president of
the Southsrn Utah Bar Association and former Examiner for the Utah State Bar. He served as member and chair
of the Board of Trustees of Southern Utah University and as a member of the Utah State Board of Regenis. Judge
McHF was awarded an honorary doctorate of Humane Letters from Snow College in 1996. -

Judge McIff met or ¢xceeded the _:standards of p_erfennance outlined on page 43,
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Medlff.
There were 74 attorney survey respondents for Judge MeIf1, '

. Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 3 4 1 5 6 7 8 9 10 il 12 13
Standard Favorable Response - 0% %] 70%| 0% 0% 0% 0% | 70% 0% 0% 0% 0% | 0%
Judge's Favorable 'Respolise 99% | 93%| 95% | 92% ) 93% | 93% | 91% | 4% 96%| 9% o1% | 4% | 95%

Thére were 30 jurer respomdents for Judge McIff. '
Certification Question (see page 44} 1 (21 3 4 5 6 7 8 g | 18 13] 121 13 | 141 15
" Standard Favorable Response 0% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% | 0% | 70% | 0% | 70% | 70% | 70%| 70% | 70% | 70% | 0%
.. Judge’s Favorable Response 100% | 7% [ 100%} 100% | 90% | 100%(100% | 97% 100%] 100% 100% 1006% §9% | 1006:%] 93%

Judge Bryce K. Bryner - 7th District, District Court (Carbon, Emery, Grand, San Juan)
Judge Bryce K. Bryner was appointed to the Seventh Circuit Court in December 1988 by Gov. Norman H
‘Bangerter. He became a District Court Judge January 1992. He received his law degree from the University o
Utah Coliege of Law in 1971. He was the city attorney for Price and Helper and was appointed public defendel
for Carbon County in 1979. He is'a member of the Utah State Bar Fee Asbitration Committee and the Prisone;
Transpotiation Committee. He served as presiding judge of the Seventh District from January 1993 to Januar
1995, Judge Bryner has been a member of the Board of District Court Judges since 1996. - '

Judge Bryner met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Bryner.
There were 80 attorney survey respondents fox Judge Brynern

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 % 3 4 5 6 'l 8 9 HH il 12 13
Standard Favorable Response 0% | 0% 0% | 0% | 70% | 0% | 70%| 70%| 0% | 10%| 10%| 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response 100%| 95% | 97%) 100%| 99% | 97% | 93% | 93% | N% | 100% 9% 80% | 96%

" There are no jury surveys for Judge Bryner during the reporting period.
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Judge A. Lynn Payne, Jr. - 8th District, District Court (Daggett, Duchesne, Uintah)
Judge A. Lynn Payne, Jr., was appointed to the Eighth Circuit Court in 1987 by Gov. Norman H. Bangerter. He
became a District Court Judge in January 1992. He received his law degree from the University of Utah College
of Law in 1975, was a Salt Lake City Prosecutor from 1975 to 1978 and an attorney in the Salt Lake County
Attorney’s Office from 1978 to 1981. He was in private practice in Vernal from 1982 until his appointment to the
bench. Judge Payne was named Circuit Court Judge of the Year in 1990 by the Utah State Bar. Judge Payne is
presiding judge in Eighth District Court. He is a past chair of the Justice Court Standards Committee, a past member-
of the Board of Circuit Court Judges and the Board of District Court Judges. He is a past chair of the Board of
District Court Judges. In 1992, the Justice Court awarded him the Amlcus Curiae Award.

Judge Payne met or exceeded the standards of performance outlined on page 43.
The Judicial Conduct Commission entered no disciplinary sanctions against Judge Payne.
There were 70 attorney survey respondents for Judge Payne. '

Certification Question (see page 44) 1 2 3 4 | 5 6 7 8 9 10| 11| 12 13
Standard Favorable Response . 70% | 70% | 70%| 70%|70% | 70% 70% | 70% 70% 0% | 70%| 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response | 94%| 87%| 89%| 93%|95% | 95% 95% 95% 1} 92% | 95% ) 97% | 97% 94%

v There were 22 Juror respondents for Judge Payne.

Certification Question (see page 44) 1|23 4l 5! 617 8 [ 9| 10| 11| 12| 13| 14| 15
Standard Favorable Response - | 70% | 70% | 70% | 70% 0% | 70% | 70% 70% 70% | 0% | 70%| 70% 70% 70% | 70%
Judge’s Favorable Response 95% |100% | 100% | 95% | 95% | 100% |100% | 100%| 100%| 100%| 100% 100%|100% | 100%|100%
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‘Instructions to Voters

i

In Beévef, Box Elder, Cache, Carbon, Davis, Duchesne, Garfield, Grand, Iron, Juab, Kane, Millard, Morgan,
Salt Lake, Sanpete, Sevier, Summit, Tooele, Uintah, Utah, Wasatch, Washington, and Weber Counties.

HOW TO OBTAIN A BALLOT FOR VOTING

1. Give your name and address to an election judge. .

2. If your name is on the official register and your right to vote has not

been challenged, the election judge will give you one or more ballots.
NOTE: Ifan election judge has reason to doubt your identity, the judge
‘is required either, (a) to request identification from you, or (b) to have a
known registered voter of the district identify you.

- HOW TO VOTE YOUR BALLOT

DO NOT vote a ballot that has been marked, spoiled, or-defaced.
Identification marks or a spoiled or defaced ballot will make your vote
invalid. If you make a mistake, or if you have a spoiled or defaced ballot,
return the ballot to the election judge who will issue you a new ballot.

STEP 1 . ,
Using both hands, slide the ballot card all the way into the ballot holder.

STEP2 = . :
Be sure the two holes at the top of the ballot caxd fit over the two red

pins on the ballot holder.

STEP 3 : : » ,
To vote, place the punch pin next to each of your choices on thé ballot,
hold the pin straight up, and push it through the ballot card. Follow the

instructions, and vote all pages as instructed. Use the punch pin

provided, Do not use a pen or pencil.
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STEP 4 - o R
Voting for candidates of more than one party. If you want to vote for
candidates from more than one party, you may do so by punching the
ballot card next to the candidate’s name for whom you wish to vote.

Voting for candidates of one party. If you want to cast a “straight party”
vote, you may do so by punching the ballot card next to the desired party
at the beginning of the ballot. If you vote “straight party” and decide to

 vote for a candidate from a different party, you may do so by punching the

ballot next to the candidate’s name. ' A “straight party” vote is counted as
a vote for all candidates of that party except where the voter punches the
ballot next to the name of a candidate(s) from a different party. -

STEP 5 o , : ’
After voting, slide the ballot card out of the ballot holder and placeitunder
the flap of the envelope provided with the ballot. -




' S’I‘EP $
When you have placed your ballot card under the flap of zhe envelope,
RETURN THE ENVELOPE CONTAINING THE BALLOT CARD
TO THE ELECTION. JUDGE. The election judge will verify your
identity and remove the stub from your ballot, Then deposit the envelope
c»:)ntalumg the batiotcard in the baflot box, You have now finished voting.

WRITE-IN VO’I'ING

andidate is running on the envelope provided with the bailot card or place
asticker confaining this information on the envelope, )

‘When voting for a write~in candidate, PONOT punch ahole in the purich
ard for any candidate ruaning for the same office.

NON-PARTISAN CANDIDATES

udicial, state school board, locat school boéré and simifar offices are
_nen-partisan contests, Your baliot will contain instructions designating
| the numbers of candidates that should be voted for ir each office.

L HOW TO OBTAIN ABALLOTFOR VOTING
‘1. Give your name and address o an election judge.

‘2. If your pame is on the official reglster, and your right to vote has not '

-been challenged, the election judge will glve you one or more baifols.

‘NOTE: Ifan election judge hasreason to doubt your identity, the judge
is required either, (a) to request identification from you, or {b) fo have a
known reglstered voter of the district identify you,

. HOWTO VO’Z‘E YOUR BALLOT
DO NOT vote 2 ballot that has been marked, spoiled, or defaced.

invalid. i you make a misiake, or if you have a spoiled or defaced ballot,
return the batlot to the election fudge who will issue you a new ballot.

§. " VOTING FOR CANDIDAYES OF ONE PARTY.

{If you want to cast a “straight party” vote, simplymark an “X"in the circle
at the top of the list of that party’s candjdates. You may aiso mark an “X*

arked an “X” in the czrcie next to the party’s symbol. .
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You may also vote for a valid write-in candidate. To do this, you may
either write the candidate’s name and the title of the office for which the -

Identification marks or 2 spoiled or defaced ballot will make your vote

zn the box next to the candidate’s name, but this is not necessary if you

- for that office.

‘CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS AND INFTIATIVES

Constitutional amendments and initiatives appear on the batlot it the form
of a guestion. A vote “FOR™ an amendment or initiative means that you
want to answer “yes” {o the guestion. A vote "AGAINST” an amendment
or initiative means that you wan to answer “no” to the question, To vote
on constitutional amendments and initiatives, read the ballot title
provided on the Ballot card, decide whether yoa are” “FOR” or
“AGAINST” the amendment or initiative, and use tha punch pin {0 punch
a hole on the appropriate response,

HOW TO GET HELP TO MARK YOUR BALLOT.

Voters who are blind, dzsabied, unabde to read or write, unabie to read of
write the English fanguage, or physically unable to enter a polling place,
may be helped by someone of their choice provided that the person
helping is not 2 candidate, the voter’s empioyer, an agent of the voter’s
f:mpioyer, or an officer or agent of the voter’s union. The person helping
cannot in any way reguest, persuade, or induce the voter to vote for or
against any ;:c:mcuiar candidate or 1ssue‘

Instructions to Voters o
In Daggeit, Piute, Rich, and Wayne counties. - _ o

VOTING FOR CANDIDATES OF
MORE THAN ONE PARTY y
1f you want to vote for candidates from more than one parly, mark a;! “X”

in the square next to the names of the candidates for whom ¥
vote. I you have already voted “straight party” and then 4
fora candidate from another party, you must mark an “X* nexé
didate for whom you want to vote, and then, undey the party £5 3
cast a “straight party” vote, cross out the name of the candidate(s}running



WRITE-IN VOTING

You may also vote for a valid write~in candidate, To do this, locate the
write-~in columu and identify whether the candidate for whom you wish
fo vote is running for & partisap or non-partisan office, Write the

cundidate’s name and the title of the office for which the candidate is.

running on the ballot or place a sticker containing this information on the

patlot, An “X” does not need to be placed next to the write-in candidate’s .

name. The appearance of the candidate’s namé constitutes a vote for that
candidate. ‘ ' :

NON-PARTISAN CANDIDATES

Fudicial, state schoot board, Tocal school board, and similar offices are

nos-partisan contests, They are located in the extreme right-hand column,
of the ballot. Your baliot will contain instructions designating the number
of candidates that skould be voted for i each office. -
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‘ ' CONSTITUTIONAL.
AMENDMENTS AND INITIATIVES
Constitstional amendments and initiatives appear on the ballotin the form
of a question, A vote “FOR” an amendment or inifiative means that you
want i answer “yes” to the question. A vote “AGAINST” an amendment.
or initiative means that you want to answer “no” to the question, To vote
on constitutional amendmens and initiatives, read the ballot title
provided on the ballot, decide whethes you are “BOR” or “AGAINST” the
amendment or initiative, and mark an “X” on the appropriate response. .

HOW TO GET HELP TO MARK YOUR BALLOT
Voters who are blind, disabled, unable to read or write, unabie to read or

© wiite the English language, or phiysically unable to enter a poiling place,

may. be helped by someone of their choice provided that the pesson
helping is not a candidate, the voler’s employer, an agent of the voter’s
employer, or an officer or agent of the voter’s union. The person helping
cannot in any way request, persuade, or induce the voter fo vote for of
against any particular candidate or issue. '



InStructions to Voters

In Emery and San Juan counties,

- HOW To OBTAIN A BALLOT FOR VOTING

i Cive your name and address to an electlon judge.

2, 1fyourname is on the offlcial regtszer snd yourrightto {Jozehas notbeen
hatienged, the election judge will give you oae or more ballots, '

. NOTE: If an slection Judge has reason to doubt your ldentity, the judge
| is required efther (a) to request identificatlon from you, or (b) to have a
Z-cnown reglstemé voter of the district identify you..

- HOWTO VOTE YOUR BALLOT

Mark your bailot only with the marker provided by the election judge. 1f
you use any other typo of pen or pencil your vo:e may aot be counted by
he optical scanner.

. Completely £ill in the oval next to the party or candldate of your cholce.

I an oval is not completely filled in, your vote may notbe counted by the
optlcai scanner,

Ballots may be printed on both the front and back. Do not forget tovote -

on issues that are listed on the reverse side of the bailot,

: DO NOT vote a ballot that has been marked, spoiled, or dafaced
 Identification marks or a spoifed or defaced baiiot will make your vote

invalid, If you make a mistake, do not attempt L0 erase a mark. Instead, -

return your baliot to the election judge who will cance! the bajlot and Issue
you a new ballot,

"VOTING FOR CANDIDATES OF ONE PARTY

$1f you want to cast & “straight party” vote for all the candldates of one

;party, fill in the oval next to the party symbol at the fop of the list of tha
- party’s candidates. You may also fifl in the ovals nextto each candidate’s
name, but thls-is not necessary if yca fifled its the oval next to the party
symbol

YOTING FOR CANDIDATES OF MORE THAN ONE PAR Y

by the names of the candidates for whom you want to vote. I you have
! already voted “straight party” and then decide to vote fora candidate from
f another pasty, simply mark the oval next to the other caadidates) of your
: choice. The optical scanner will interpret 2 “straight pasty” vote as a vote
. for all candidates of that party except where you fill in an oval for candi-
date(s} of a different pazty

) 6

f yon want fo vote for candidates from more than one party, fifl in the oval.

WRITE-IN VOTING
You may afso vote for 4 valid write~in candidate. You do this by Zegzbly
writing the name of the write-in candidate in the space provided on the

ballot or by placing in that space a sticker contalrzzng the office and write-
in candidate’s name. You should also fill in the oval next to the write~in

- candidate’s name. -

NON-PARTISAN CANDIDATES
Judicial, state school board, local school bosrd, and simllar offices are

" non-partisan contests. They are located either in the right column or on

the réverse side of the baliot. The bailot contains instructions designating
the number of candidates that should be voted for in each office.

CONSTITUTIONAK AMENDMENTS AND INITIATIVES

Constitutional amendmenss and initiatives appear onthe ballotin the form
of a questlon. A vote “FOR” an amendment or initiative means that you
wantto answer “yes” o the question, A vote “AGAINST” an amendment

-or initiative means that you want to answer “no” to the guestion. To vote

on constitutional amendments and initiatives, read the baliot title

provided on the ballot, decide whether you are “FOR” or “AGAINST” the

amendment or initiative, and fill in the ovai for the appropriate response.

HOW TO GET HELP MARKING A BALLOT
Voters who are biind, disabled, unable to read or write, anable to read o

write the English language, or physically unable to enter a poliing place,
may.be helped by someone of their choice provided that the person

helping is not a candidate, the voter’s employer, an agent of the voter’s
employer, or an officer or agent of the voter’s union. The person helping
cannot in any way request, persuade, or induce the voter to vote for or
against apy particular candidate or issue.



Paul B, Barion
Beaver County Clerk

435-438~6463 Fax 438-6481
" . PO.Box 392

 Beaver, UT 84713-0392

Luaon Adems

-Box ¥ider County Clerk
435-734-2031 Fax 734-2038
015, Main Street

Brigham City, UT 843022599

Stephen M. Brickson
Cache County Clerk
4358-7752-3542 Fax 752*359’?
170 N. Main Street

Logan, UT 84321-459%

Robert P, Pero !
Carbon County Clerk/Auditor
435-636-3224 Hax 636-3210
120 Bagt Main :
Prlcc, Ut 84501 3008

_ Vlcky McKee

E Daggett County Clerk/Audior

435-784-3154 Fax, 784*3335
PO, Box 218
" Manila, UT 84046-0218

Margene Isom

Davis County Cierk!Audltor :
801-451-3213 Pax 4513202

.0, Box 618 _
Farmington, UT 84025-0618

Pat Barker

Duchesne County Clerk
435-738~1102 Fax 738-5522
Prawer 2706

. Buchesne, UT 84021-6270

Bruece C, Funk

Emery County Cierkatzdzwr '
435.381-5106 Fax 381-5183
P.O. Box 947 o

Castle. Daie, UT 84513-0907

Camille Maere
~ Garfield County Clerkaudlmr
" 435-G76-8826 Fax 676-8239

- PO Box 77

Panguitch, UT 84755-0077 -

Fran Towssend

" . Grand County Clerk/Auditor

435-259-1322 Pax 259~2959
125 B, Center.
Mosh, UT 84532-2492

County Clerks

-Davzd L Yarclley

Fron County Clerk.

© 435-477-8340 Fax 477»~8847

P.O. Box 429 '
Parowan, U1 847610429

Patricia Ingram
. uzb Couaty Clerk/Auditor

435-623-0271 Fax 623-5936
160 N. Mais. '

. Nephi, UT 84648-1412
- Karla Johnson . N

Kane County Clerk/Auditor

435-644-2458 Hax 644-2052
PO, Box 50

Kanab, UT 847410728

Marlene A.. Whicker )
Millard County Clerk

- 435-743-6223 Fax 743-6923

765 8. Highway 99

. Fillmore, UT 84631

Pauling Green - :
Morgan County ClerkaucEzZer
8018454010 Fax 829-6176

PO, Box 886 -

“Morgan, UT 84050-0886 -

Yaleen H. Brown
Piute County Clerk/Anditor

435-577-2840 Fax 577-2433 -

20, Box 99
Junction, UT 84’?‘405{)899

Pamela Shau!
Rich County Clerk/Auditer

435-793-2415 Fax 793- 2410 ’

20 South Mairn

" PO Box 2i8

Randolph, UT 84064-0218

Shenie Swensen - '
Salt Lake County Clerk

" Elections Pivision .
. B01-468-3427 Fax 468-3473

2001 8, State Street, #51100

Salt Lake City, UT 84190-1050
- Gail Northern '

San Juan County ClerkfAuditor
435.587-3223 Pax 587-2425
P.0. Box 338 _
Monticello, UT 84535-0338
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Kristine ¥ Anderson

- Sanpete County Clerk

435-838-2131 Fax ssswziss
160 N. Main
Manti, UT 84642-1299

Steven C. Wall

Sevier County Clerk
435-896-9262 Fax 896-8888
E.C. Box 517

Richfieid, UT 847010517

Kent Jones

Summit County Clerk
435-336--4451 Fax 336~3030
PO. Box 128

' Coaiulie, Ut 84(}1’? {)128

Dennis D, Bwing

Tooele County Clerk
4358433140 Fax 882.73 17_
47 8. Main

Tooele, UT 84074-2194

" Pat 8. McNeill .

Ulntah County Clerk
435-781-5360 Fax 781*6701
147 Bast Main .
Vernal, UT 84078-2126

. Ardin V. Kuhai

Utal County Clerk

", 801-370-8128 Fax 370-8232

100 East Center, Rm 3100
Provo, UT 84606-3106

* Breat R, Titcomb

Wasatch County Clerk
435-654-3211 Pax 654-5116
25 N, Main ~ .

Heber Clty, UT 84032-1827

Calvin R. Robison

Washington County Clerk
435-634-5712 Fax 6345763

“197 E. 'I‘ai}c,rnacle

8¢, George, UT 8477{%3473

Sandra Recs
Wayne County Clork -

435-836-2731 Fax 836-2479

P.O. Box 189 :
L{Ja, UT 84747-0189

TLinds Luacefcrd :

Weber County Clerk/Auditor

© B01~399-8400 Fax 309-8300

2380 Washiagion Blvd,,
3rd Floor
Ogden, UT 84401



" OFFICE OF THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

IS OLENES. WALKER LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR O}?‘ THE
'. STATE OF UTAH DO HERBBY C{}R I IF Y that the foregomg measures
. : will be submzﬁed to the voters of the State of Utah at the eiec’swn to be heid
| throughout the state on November 3 1998, and Lhat the foregomg pamphiet

s complete and coz'rect aé:cordmg to t}ze law.

- DATED Scptemher 1, 1998 |

. OLENES. WALKER
" Lieutenant Governor




" HOW TO REGISTER TO VOTE

Zf_' you will be 18 or older and will hivebeen a 'rési(ient of the State of Utahfor -
30 days preceding the election on November 3, 1998, you may register to vote.
by one of the following methods. - ' : :

* You may register by mail until October 14 by sending in 8 Mail~in -
" Registration Form. These forms may be obtained at any county clerk’s office
or political party office. They are also available at various banks, post
' offices, libraries, and other public locations. R

*  Youmay registerat any satellite registration location in your county between.
- 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on October 26 and 27. Please contact your county
- clerk (see page 70) for satellite registration locations, o

®  Youmay régister at the County Clerk’s office in your county during regular L

working hours until October 14,




