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- STATE OF UTAH
MICHAEL Q. LEAVITY .- . . QFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
GOVERNOR . SALT LAKE GITY '

: ' 84114-0801 -

QLENE 5. WALKER
LIEEUTEMNANT GOVERNMNOK

~ September 29, 1994

Dear Fellow Utahn: -

_ As the 1994 general election approaches, I would like to encourage you to participate by -
voting on November 8th. As a citizen of the United States and a resident of the state of Utah,
you have the right to help choose our public office holders.. Citizens inf many countries contirue
to fight for this privitege. The upcoming election will give you a chance to exercise your right to
vote. : e

I_n this election y_ou wil'i have tlie*:opporzunitj ;’ﬁivpéé ?i}.z*i camﬁdates m feééréﬁ,_ éta’ze, and
local races. In addition, you will be able to vote on the retention of judges, three proposed
amendments to the Utah State Constitution, and one initiative, . =~ -~ '

This Voter Information Pamphlet has been prepared to'help you better understand the
judicial retention election, the proposed: amendments to-our state's constitution, and the initiative.
This year; the section on the retention of judges has been expanded to inchide certification and

 performance information about each judge. ‘This pamphlet also includes information on how you
can fegister to vote and instructions on the actual balioting procedures. The purpose of this

‘publication is to help you be a more informed voter.

I encourage you to study this pa_mphlet, as well.as other sources of election information,
before you go to the polls on election day. S _

Sinerely, - R

D i

Olene S, Walker o
" Lieutenant Governor .

--------
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR READING THE TEXT OF FHE BALLOT PROPOSALS

. (1} Underlined words and numbers represent new language iming added orcurrent language
that is being moved from another section.

{2y Bracketed and lied—through words or numbers represent cursent fanguage being delesad
or curreit language (hat is being moved fo another section.

(3) Al other language is the current iangilége, which is retained without change.

Example:

Present Language:

Proposed Revision:

(1) The mersbers of the House of Representatives{afterthe-first

eleetions! shall be chosen biennially on even-—numbered years by the
qualified voers of the respective representasive districts, on the first
Tuesday after the first Monday in November[;-1806; and biennially
thereafter]. :

The membess of the House of Representatives, after the firsteloction,
shul! be chosen by the qualified voters of the respective representa-
tive districts, on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in Novem-
ber, 1896, and blenniaily thercafter. -

I (1) The members of the House of Representatives shalt ‘be chosen

biennially on even-numbered years by the qualified voters of the re-
spective representative districts, on the first Tuesday after the first
Monday in November







For O

Against Q |

Proposition
No.1

RIGHTS OF CRIME VICTIMS

Voles cast by (he members of the Legislature at the
1994 General Session on final passage: -

HOUSE (73 members): Yeas, 63; Nays §; Absent, 12,
SENATE (29 members): Yeas, 27; Nays, 3; Absent, 2,

Official Ballot Title:
Shall the Utah Constitution be amended to:

(1) declare that victims of crimes have specific
rights as defined and enforced by statute while
not creating a cause of action for money dam-
ages, costs, or attorney fees, or dismissal of any
criminal charge, or relief from any criminal
judgment under these provisions;

(2) limit the scope of the preliminary examination
to determine probable cause unless otherwise

provided by statute; and

(3) allow the use of reliable hearsay evidence to '_
determiine probable cause at certain pretrial

proceedings?

- Impartial Analysis

Propesal

Proposition 1 declares the rights of crime viclims in the
UtalrConstitution by specifically stating the rights they possess,
limiling e scope of the preliminary examination Lo determine
probable cause except in certain circumslances, and permiiling
the use of reliable hearsay evidence (o determine probable
canse, The provisions regarding vietin rights are subject to leg-
islative definision and enforcement, and certain provisions re-
garding the preliminary examination and certain pretrial pro-
ceedings are subject to definition through statute or court rule,
1. Rights of Crime Victims

The Utah Constitution guarantees the rights of the accused
in the criminal justice system, Proposilion 1 sels forth the rights
of the crime victim in the crimina) fustice system, These provi-
sions dectare that victims of critne have the right o be ireated
with falrness, respect, and dignity, and 1o be free from harass—
ment and abuse throughout the criminal justice process. Upon
request, & vietint has the right 1o be informed of, be present at,
and to be heard al iportant criminal justice heatings related to
the vietim, either in person or through a lawful representative,
once the accused has beesn publicly charged with the crime,

Additionally, there is no evidentiary limit placed on the reli-
able information the conrt may receive abouta person convicted
of an offense for purposes of sentencing. The viclim has theright
to have the sentencing judge, for the purpose of imposing an ap-
propriate sentence, receive and consider reliable information
about the background, character, and conduct of a person con-
victed of an offense. The informalion about the background,
character, and conduct of a person convicted of an offense can-

-notbe used In capilal cases (agpravated murder) or in privileged

situations such as confidential commumications between a phy-
sician and patient. Under the reliable information provision, the

victini does not have fo (estify at a sentencing hearing.

These rights of crime victims extend to all felony crimes,
and the Legislature may apply (hese rights to victims in other
crimes or ucls, including juvenile offenses,

"The declatation of the rights of crime victims cannot be
construed fo create a cause of action for damages, costs, or attor-
aey's fees. Additionally, defendants bave no right 1o a reversal

.of a conviction or dismissal of any charges based upon these

constitutional provisions. Proposition 1 gives the Legislature
the power 1o define and enforce the proposed section on the
rights of crime vigtims,

2. Preliminary Examination
a. Existing Law '

The primary parpose of the preliminary examination (pre-
liminary hearing} is lo determine if there is probable cause, or
in other words, sufficient evidence, to hold the accused for trial,
The prefiminary hearing helps the prosecirtor decide whethes fo
proceed todrial, the defendant whether 1o plead guilty and forego
alrial, and the magistrate whether to hold the defendant for 1rial,
The preliminary heating also allows discovery in the case by
means of discloswe of certain information and exemination of
wilesses. [L also preserves testimony that might otherwise be
anavailable at the trial. For example, if & wilness dies before
trial, then the written record of the person’s testimony at the pre-
timinary hearing may be used at trial.



| 'Ir_z'z.par'tial.A-nalysis'(éo}zzinued)

b, P_ropbs_ed Changoes

Unless otherwise provided by statute, Proposition 1 fimits
the scope of the prelimipary hearing to a determination of prob-
able cause. However, the propesition also provides that the dis-
covery function is retained at prefiminary hearings althoygh
limited by statute or rule defining what is appropriate.

3. Reiiable Hearsay

Hearsay is & statement that is made by a person outside the
courtroom which may be reteld by another person in the conrt-
room {0 prove (he truth about something in the case. Under this
proposal, reliable hearsay may be used by the magistrate at a

preliminary hearing under rules or statutes whick define the

hearsay standards more broadly than under existing conrt rules
of evidence. For example, 4 magistrate could rely solely on the
tlaw enforcement officer's testimony at the preliminary hearing

to determine probable cause when the investigating officer
gives the victim’s description of the crite, This means that the
crime victim need not-testify in person and be eross—-examined

. by the defendant’s attorney for the courl to determine probable -

canse at this stage of the criminal proceedings. The provisions
profeciing the use of reliable hearsay may apply also at any pre-
lrial proceeding, such as a bail hearing concerning the release of

“the defendant.,

Effective [late ] .
Proposition | takes effect January [, 1995,
Fiscal Impact

Unless statutes and court rules are impiemented and experi-
ence 1s gained under the provisions of the amendtifent, no rea-
sondble estimate can be made of the net savings or costs asso-
ciated with these changes in criminal justice proceedings.



N Arguments For

- Proposition T establishes a Bill of Rights for crime vie-

- tims. Cutrently crime victims do not have the same constitu-

‘tional rights as criminal defendants, In fact, they huve few
‘Tights atall, Proposition 1 will balance the seales of justice by
establishing and pmtectm g victims’ rights in Utah's constitu-
tion.

Criminal defendanis bave had all of the constitutional
rights while crime victims have been ignored. Proposition
1 is part of & nationwide movement to restore batance to the
criminul justice system by placing specific rights for crime
victimns. Proposition 1 is based on successfitt models in four-

ten states - which have udded constitutional protection for

- erime victims 1o their state constitutions.

“Proposition 1 will guarantee that victims are treated
with fatrness, dignity, and respect throughout the criminal
justice process, Under the Utah state constitution today,
criminat dofendants are guaranteed “due process”, victims

have no constitutional protection. As aresult, courts haveno

constitutional requirement to consider victims® interests.
Proposition | adopts 4 reasoned and fogical approach and
~ gives both criminal defendants and crime victims interests
constitutional protection und fair treatment,

Proposition 1 wilt allow and encourage victims to par-
ticipate in the criminal justice process rather than being
treated as mere “evidence”, Proposition | wili permit vic-
tims to. be notified about court hearings, to be present, and 1o
speak {if they wish) when they have relevant infor mation, As
& result, the courts will have the henefit of relevant mforma-
tion from the victim,

Proposition 1 will reduce further traumas fo crime
“victims, Under current law, crime vietims may be required to
testify and be cross—exarnined at virtually all preliminary
hearings. For example, family members who witnessed the
musdes of their loved ones may be required to testify and be
cross—examined about the events, often only a few days after
they happened. All federal courts and most state courts atlow
an investigating police officer to testify at the preliminary
hearing, Proposition | and an alreudy—approved implement-
 ing statute adopt this prevailing upprauch and spare the victim
from testifying until a later &l (if needed),

Proposition 1 1s a bi-partisan proposal, with strong
community suppt}rt. Proposition | was drafted by the Gov-
erpor’s Council on Victims over many moaths, in consultation
with distinguished study groups and individuals, Proposition
I passed both the Utah House and Senate virtiaily unopposed.
Proposition | las been endorsed by a broad range of groups
and individuals, including the Governor, the Attorney Gener-
al, ali five of Utah’s elecied federal represestatives, more than
wwenty County Attorneys from all parts of the state, the Utah
stute Domestic Violence Conneil, the Utah Chiefs of Police

Associstion, the Titah Chapter of the National Comniittes for
the Prevention of Child Abuse, the Utah Sheriffs Association,
the Commission on Cyiminal and Juvenile Justice, the Utah
Peace Officers Association, the Legul Aid Society, and the
American Association of Retneé I’er‘;{}ns {AARP) Legw?w
tive Commities,

A vote FOR Pro wosition § will assure t%mt zhg mggzmﬁ Qf
grime have rights too. Vote FOR Proposition 1.

Senator Ceaig A. Peterson.
Senator R. Lane Beattic

Rebuttal To

While itisentirely appropr iate for victims to have protec-
tion against abuse by the criminal justice system, aliowing
thers to control criminal prosecutions will uftimately resultin
more injustice.

Contrary to the assertion by proponents, Utah’s proposal
is unigue and goes furilicr than any other state, No one can pre-
dict how the courts will interpret this amendnient, however
certain consequences are foreseeable. Perhaps the most dan-
gerous outcorne is the ability for certain defendants to use vic-
tims in order to contro} the outcome of their case, Michael
Iackson’s vecent sexual abuse charge dramatizes the injustice
which can oceur, Mr, Jackson was able o purchase his alieged
victira s silence by paying large sums of money, Thatresultis
currently impossible under the Utah prosecution scheme

where prosecutors, and not victims, decide to what extent the

cases will be pursued.

Under current Utah law, victims are subpoenaed to ap-
pear and required fo testify, against abzzsrye spouses, oragainst
perpetrators who attempt to intimidate them. Today in Utah,
prosecitors decide when and to whatextent a case wifl be pur-
sued. If this proposal passes, silence will be obtained by the
rich and by those, who through intimidation, can control what
their victims do. Our current system works and there is no
need to fix it

This proposal was writien by well-meaning people, how-
aver, the voters should sot support it. 1ts passage will result in
all citizens losing constitutional rights they now enjoy. I will
cost taxpayers money and will ultimately result inrnore injus-
tice, :

Mark Moffat

Richard Mauro

Jim Bradshaw

Utah Association of
Criminal Defense Lawyers




Arguments Against

. THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT DENIES UTAH’S
CITIZENS THEIR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS.

The Constitution of the Stase of Utal wus ndoptedin 1896
and affords all citizens cersain freedoms and rights. Insofar as
the proposed amendment creates for victims the right o be
treated with fatrness, respect, and digoily, 3t is worthy of sup-
. port. To the exlent that it eliminates constitutional protections
for citivens accused of crime, il cannot be supported. The
amendments 1o arlicle I, § 12 will forever alter the way in
which persons accused of crime are reated by eliminating the
right of ¢itizens fo confront and question their accusers al pre-
liminary hearings. The vicline's rights measure will aliow
. hearsay slalements in place of live witness lestimony. A hear-
suy staternent is unreliable because the person making the
stafement, observing the event, or discovering the evidence is
. 7ot present in court and pot subject fo guestioning,

CHANGES TO THE PRELIMINARY
HEARING SYSTEM ARE UNNECESSARY.

Preliminary hearings serve a nseful and important func-
tion in Utah’s criminal justice system. Atpresent, preliminaty
hearings assure that innocent people. are rot wrongly con-
victed of crimes by requiring that there be sufficient evidence
to 'warrani a trial, Our Supreme Court has stated that the most
important fundlion of a preliminary hearing is to discover the
trush and teensire that groundless prosecutions are d ismissed.
This function is bost served by granting the.accused the right
te confront and question all witnesses ineluding victims. As
demonstrated by O.J. Simpson’s preliminary hearing, such

guestioning allows the prosecuion and defense fo ussess the

helievability of witnesses and the strengths and weaknesses of

" lheir respeclive cases, Preliminary | 1earmgs* ‘also narrow the

issues for trial.

- THE VICTIM’S RIGHTS MEASURE WZLL COST

- TAXPAYERS MONEY.

At present, preliminary hearings promote the setélement
of cases saving taxpayers the expense of time-conssming jury
trizls. By -allowing hearsay festimony, neither the prosecution

nor defense will have the opportunity to assess the credibility
of wilnesses or the strength of their cases. As a resulf, many
more cases will go fo trial, lﬁc cost bemg passed onio the tax-

payer.

ALLOWING HEARSAY AT PRELIMINARY
HEARINGS WILL NOT PROTECT VICTIMS.

Admisston of hearsay sratements at preliminary hearings
will cause more cases 1o go Lo trial, Al trial vietims will sestify
‘ir open courtrooms before  judge and jury. This is more trau-

malic than a preliminary hearing. The rules prasently aliow
the preliminary hearing courtrooms to be closed in sensitive,
cases. Victims need only lestify before a judge, the accused
and both altoriieys. In u (vial setting, the victims must testify
before etght jurors they do not know. The elimination of live
testimony al the preliminary hearing wit only require vietims'
to appear and festify af a longer and more extensive jury trial,
in & far more traumatic setling,
' Mike Moffat
- Richard Mauro

Jitr: Bradshaw

Utall Association of
Criminal Defense Lawyers

Rebuttal To

Proposition 1 is oppesed principally by the defense
bar, & special interest group, Without clearly enumerated
victims rights, the system intimidates erime victims and undu-
ly burdens the prosecution of dangerons criminals. Virtually
every imember of Lhe state legisiuture and a broad spectrim of
citizens groups from all paris of the stale suppor Preposition
| _ . .

Proposition I restores traditional rights {o the people
for preimzmary hearings, In Utah, the long-standing ap-
proach had been ko have police officers testify and be cross—
examined al the preliminary hearing rather than subjecting
erime victims o this ordeal, Proposition 1 would recslablish
this traditional approach, which is foliowed in most states and
ail federal courts, by ullowing refiable evidence in prefiminary
hearings when “permitted by the United States Conslitstion.”

Propesition T will save (he taxpayers money. In con-
trast lo nusupporied speculalion, a dotailed study at the Uni-
versity of Usuh College of Luw found that Proposition | would
save the taxpayers more than $920,000 each yeur by mdzzcmg }
unwarranted expenses associaled with preliminary hearings.
Sismifar 2y\ & study pubiished by the Usah Law Review found

that climinati ng the need for victims fo lestify at preliminary
- hearings could save us much us $100,000 each year in wit-

nesses expenses in Salt Leke Counly alone.

Senator Craig A, Peterson




COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITIONNO.1
CONSTITUTIONAL DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS OF CRIME VICTIMS

A JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURE PROPOS-

- ING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION; DECLAR-

ING THE RIGHTS OF CRIME VICTIMS IN THE UTAH

CONSTITUTION; AMENDING THE RIGHTS OF AC-

CUSED PERSONS TO LIMIT THE FUNCTION AND PRO-

CEDURES OF PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS; AND
. . PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. ‘

THIS RESOLUTION PROPOSES TO CHANGE THE UTAH
CONSTITUTION AS FOLLOWS:

AMENDS: ARTICLE I, SEC. 12
ENACTS: ARTICLE ], SEC. 28

Be it resolyed by the Legislature of the state of Utah, tw_o—thirds
of all members elected to each of the two houses voting i favor
thereof: :

Section' 1, Itis proposed to amend Article I, Sec. 12, Utah
-Constrtutlon, to read:

Sec. 12 [nghts of accused persons.]

, In criminal prosecutions the accused shall have the right to ap-
pearand defend in person and by counsel, to demand the nature and
cause of the accusation against him, to have a copy thereof, to testi-
fy in his own behalf, to be confronted by the witnesses against him,
* to have compulsory process to compel the attendance of witnesses
in his own behalf, to have a speedy public trial by an impartial jury
of the county or district in which the offense is alleged to have been
committed, and the right to appeal in all cases. In no instance shall
any accused person, before final judgment, be compelled to ad-
‘vance money or fees to secure the rights herein guaranteed. The ac-
cused shall not be compelled to give evidence against himself; a
wife shall not be compelled to testify against her husband, nor a
Husband against his wife, nor shall any person be twice put in jeop-
ardy for the same offense.

Where the defendang is otherwis e_ entrtled to a prehmmary ex-

ing wbe hgr probable cause exists unless otherwise provided by
statute. Nothmg in this constitution shall preclude the use of reli-
. able hearsay evidence as defined by statute or rule in whole or in
part at any preliminary examination to determine probable cause

or at any pretrial proceeding with respect to release of the defen—"

dant if appr gprlate discovery is allgwed gs defined by stgLu;e Q_[

rule,

Section 2. Itis proposed to enact Article I, Sec. 28, Utah Con'—_

" stitution, to read:

Sec. 28. [Declaration of the rights of crime victims.]

(1) To preserve and protect victims’ rights to justice and due’
process, victims of crimes have these rights, as defined by law:

(a) To be treated with fairness, respect, and dignity. and to be",r
free from harassment and abuse throughout the criminal justice:
process; ‘ SR

(b). Upon request, to be informed of, be present at, and to be,

heard at important criminal justice hearings related to the victim,.
either in personorthrough a lawful representative, once a criminal

information or indictment charging a crime has been pubhcly frled
in court; and

(c) To have a sentencing judge. for the purpose of imposing{

an appropriate sentence, receive and consider, without ev1dent1gry

limitation, reliable information concerning the background, char<

acter, and conduct of a person convicted of an offense except that
this subsection does not apply to capital cases or situations involy:'

" ing privileges.

11

(2) Nothing in this section shall be-construed as creating &
cause of action for money damages.costs, or attorney’s fees, or fo
dismissing any criminal charge. or relief from any criminal, 1udg—»

- ment.

()] The prov1s1ons of this section shall extend to all felonx
crimes and such other crimes or acts. including 1uven11e offensee,

as the Leglslature ma: y provide,

(4)The Leglslature shall have the power to enforce and defme
this section by statute.

Section 3. Submlttal to Electors.

The lieutenant governor is directed to submit this proposedt’
amendment to the electors of the state of Utah‘at the next general"

election in the manner provided by law.

Section 4. Effective Date.

If approved by the electors of the state. the amendment proef
posed by this joint resolution shall take effect on January 1, 1995.






Official Ballot Title:

Shall the Utah Constzwuon be amcnded lo

(1) require the retention of a portion of m{elesl
earnings in the State School Fund as added
principal, with the remaining interest depos-
ited into the Uniform School Fund;

aifow revenue from school teust lands to.pay
for administration and management of those
tands, with unexpended balances deposzlcd
into the State School Fund;

require the deposit of revenue from renewable
resources on school trust lands into the State
School Fand rather thds the Umform Sch{:-ol
Fund; and

FOr. _ O
Against ()
Proposition
No. 2

CHANGES TO

@)

3

.(4)

modify other revenue pz‘ov‘zsions fegarding’ do-

PUBLIC ;SCHOOLFUNDING

Votes cast by (he members of the Legislature at the -

1964 Generul Session on final passage!

HOUSE (75 members): Yeas, 65; Nays, 3; Absent, 7.

SENATE (20 membess): Yeas, 22; Nays, 0; Absent, 7.

nations, éxcess interes, ancl income frc om sov«
cm gi lands? :

Impartml Analysis

Proposal

Proposition 2 changes public school funding by increasing
and securing the present and future holdings of the State Schoot
Fund, It increases the State School Fund's revenues through the
retention of a portion of inferesl carnings s principal, the depos-
it of unexpended administrutive und management balances from
the school trust fands, and 1he depositof renewable resourcerev-
enues from school trust Jauds, Proposition 2 also modifies other
revenue source provisions relating to donations, excess interest,
and income from sovereign lands,

1, Present Scheol Funding

School trust lands are lands thyt Congress granted to the
state under the Utah Enabling Act to snpport common {public}
schools, The wast lands are vested iu the State as trustee for the
schools who ure the beneficiaries. The trustec must manage the
lands and their revenues (o balunce the interests of the current
beneficiaries fortrust income and (o preserve trust assets for fu-
ture beneficiaries, :

Pablic education is 1 principal activity of state and local -

government, The slate's portion of funding is handled through
the State School Fund, the Uniform School Fund, and the Gener-
sl Fund.

The Stale School Fund is a must fund with its principal pre-
served so that income from the find will be available perpetlual-
ly 1o support public education. At present, the principal in the
fund comes primarily from the sale of school trust lands and the

sule of nonrenewable resources, sueh uscoal and other minerals,
taken from school frust lunds,

“The Uniform Schoo! Fund is used yearly tomeet the current
expenses of operating public education, The Uniform School
Fund is created in the Utab Constitution, and it receives revenue
from sl state income tax, all the investment interest in the State
School Fund, and proceeds: from renewabie resources from
schoo! trust lands and other state hunds, such as grazing fees and
the sale of timber rights. '

The Ceneral Fund is the primury account which furds state
government, If designated reveaues in the Uniform School Fund
are inadequate to Fund education, then Generul Fund monies
may be used fo contribute the difference.

2. Proposed (“hanges to the State Qchmi Fam;t
and the Uniform Schm}l Fund

a.  Infevest Earnings

T13

Iierest earnings of the State School Fund have historically
been deposited into the Uniform School Fund, This proposition -
requires the State School Fund to retain a portion of those inter-
estearnings und to add those monies Lo its principal. The interest
earnings are to include an inflationury protection with the annu-
al rate of infiation to be determined by the State Treasurer. For
example, if the fund has $100,000 principal which generates -
$10,000 of interest und the rate of inflation is 3 percent, the State
School Fund retains $3,000 of the carnings and the remaining
$7,000 is deposited into the Uniform School Fund,



Impartial Analysns (C(mtmued)

“ b, Administration and Management Funds

This provision clarifies that the Legislature can appropriate

“ revenues from the.school trust lands to provide the funding nec-
- essary for the proper administration und management of the
# school rast lands, Unexpended appropriations are to be depos-
5 ited into the State School Fund af the end of each fiscal yeur,

.'7::'. ¢ Renewable Resource Revenues

Renewable resource revennes, such as grazing fees or safes
**‘f of timber rights, on school trust fands will now be deposited into
! the State School Fund, ratler thas the Uniform Schoel Fund,
- Nonrrenewahie resource revennes, such as sales of mineral
rights, wilf contiaue fo be deposited info the State Schoo! Fuad.

e T

d.  Other Revenue Sources

: Proposition 2 madifies other revenue somrce provisions re-
* lating to donations, excess interest, and income from sovereign
© lands. Donations and other monies reccived under any other
. provision of law may be accepted and deposl ted into the Lini-
" form School Fund.

Proposition 2also deletes the unused provision which states
.. that the investment interest generated by the State School Find,

i4

in excess of the amount required by {he Uniform School Fund,

shall pass fo the General Fund. Ary income derived from fhie
nonrenewable resources on sovereign lands, such as royalfies
from minerals extracted from the Great Salt Lake, will no longer
be deposited into the State School Fund. By statute, this income
witl be used 1o manage sovergign lands,

Effective Date .
Proposition 2 takes effect ?anuzny iR 1995
Fiscal Impact

At the end of fiscal year 1994, the State Schooi Fund had
aprincipal inexcess of $75 millon. During fiscal vear 1994, this
fund earned approximately $4 million in interest, During thas
same period, the income from renewsnbie resources of school
trust lands was approximately 314 million and from nonrenew-
able resousces on sovereign lands was approx imately $600,000.
If the proposition passes, 4 certain portion of the carned interest
andl all the incorse from the renewable resources will be retained
in the State School Fund, rather than made available for currend
school purposes. These increases in State School Fund principal
shouid enfarge futore earnings, The income from nonsenewable
resources on sovereign lunds will no loager go into the State
School Fund, )



Rebuttal To
Argumenis For Pr oposition No. 1
(Ne opposing argumem was submitted. )

Arguments For

Prior to statehood, the Federal government owned over
0% of the Territory of Utah: None of that fand was subject to
the property tax which private landowners puid o suppont

"public schools. As a result, at statehood the Federal govern-
ment gave Utah some seven million acres of fand to hold in -
trust for fhe support of public sehools. The Utsh Enabling Act,
which transfesred the land {o the state, required that proceeds
from the kand be deposited into a permanent fund from which
only the interest would be used to supporl the schools,

The state immediately began selling large tracts of hnd,

often rceeiving only one dollar per acre. Thal was not an un-

- roasonable price for land ninety years ago, but today many of
those-sume parcels of land are worth several thousand dollars
per acre, Nevertheless, since the interest earned from that one
doltar per ucre hus becn spent each year without replacing
{osses due to inflation, the permanent fund stilt holds only one

dollar for each of those uercs. -+ Arguments Against

As a resnitof Usah’s failure to reinvest purt of the infercst (No argument was submitted.)

earnings tocorrect for inflalion, we now have much less inour - :

permanent school fund than almost any other state which re-

ceived school trust fands, and inflation eats away at the value

of the fund day afler day. IR 13 wili corrcct that probicin,

Parl of the interest earned by the permanent fund will be rein-

vested each year, so that inflation wilt no fonger consume the

toney that was intended 1o help educate Utah’s children,

~ Other purts of the 1esolution correct conflicts between the
Utah Constitution und the originul grant decument. Forexam-
ple, the Enubling Act provides thut “the proceeds of land here-
in granted for educational purposes . . . shull constitie a per- '
rmanent school fund, the interest of which only shali be spent.
for the support of said schools,” but current law only requizes
proceeds from non—renewuble resolizces (o be pul nio theper-
mianent fund. All other proceeds arc simply spent cach year
* The resolution will require the deposit of ull proceeds into the
permanent school fund, except for funds required 1o munage
the lands. While the initial effect of the new investment strate-

gy will be a smfl reduetion in curtent school revenues, in- Rebuttal To
ereased interest earnings will mnrﬁ: thun make up for that re- Arguments Against Proposition Ne. 1
duclion within sine years. . (No opposing argument was submitted.)

’Bacausc of %nadec;uatc luws anda lack of nwarenass, Utah
often Tailed to actas a prudent trusiee of the school trust lands
and permane nt schoot Tund in past years, HIR 15 and other re-
centamendments o the law governing managementof school
trust lunds will help prevent that from happening again. Al-
though the lands and the permanent fund eurrently produce
only about 1% of the revenite required fox the eperation of the
public schoots, approval of HIR 15 and careful managemerzt
of schoot trust lands under the new Jaws shoutd muke it possi-
ble for that percentage to increase dramaticatly, greaily bene-
fiting Utah’s schoolehildren for many years o come,

Representutive Melvin R. Brown
163 Fust 7434 South
Midvale, Utah 84047
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COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO. 2

A JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURE PROPOS-
ING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION; RELAT-
ING TO PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDS; PROVIDING THAT
ALL REVENUES DERIVED EFROM THE USE OF
SCHOOL TRUST LANDS SHALL GO TO THE STATE
SCHOOL FUND; PROVIDING THAT THE LEGISLATURE

. MAY MAKE APPROPRIATIONS FROM SCHOOL TRUST
LAND REVENUES TO PROVIDE FOR PROPER ADMIN-
- 'ISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT OF THOSE LANDS;
'PROVIDING THAT UNEXPENDED BALANCES FROM

THE APPROPRIATION SHALL BE DEPOSITED IN THE

STATE SCHOOL FUND; PROVIDING THAT INTEREST

FROM THE STATE SCHOOL FUND SHALL BE DEPOS-

‘ITED IN- THE UNIFORM SCHOOL FUND AFTER DE-

DUCTING AND RETAINING IN THE STATE SCHOOL

FUND AN AMOUNT NECESSARY TO PROTECT THE

FUND AGAINST LOSSES DUE TO INFLATION; ABOL-

ISHING REVENUES DERIVED FROM NONRENEW-

ABLE RESOURCES ON SCHOOL OR STATE LANDS AS

A REVENUE SOURCE FOR THE UNIFORM SCHOOL

FUND; ABOLISHING THE PROVISION REQUIRING EX-

CESS REVENUES TO PASS FROM THE UNIFORM

.. SCHOOL FUND TO THE GENERAL FUND IF THE IN-
TEREST GENERATED BY THE STATE SCHOOL FUND
EXCEEDS THE AMOUNT REQUIRED TO FUND THE
UNIFORM SCHOOL FUND; AND PROVIDING AN EF-
FECTIVE DATE.

THIS RESOLUTION PROPOSES TO CHANGE THE UTAH
CONSTITUTION AS FOLLOWS:

AMENDS: ARTICLE X, SEC. §

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

thereof:

Section 1. It is proposed toamend Article X, Sec. 5, Utah Con- -

stitution, to read:

Sec. 5, [State School Fund and Uniform School Fund — Es-
- tablishment and use. ]

(1) There is established a permanent State School Fund which
shall' consit of revenue from the following sources:

(a) proceeds from the sales of all lands granted by the United
States to this state for the support of the public elementary and sec-
ondary schools;

(b) 5% of the net proceeds from the sales of United States pub-

lic lands lying within this state;

.. (o) all revenues derived from nonrenewable resources on
[sehoolor] state lands; other than [those] sovereign lands and lands
granted for other specific purposes; [and]

S PATF SCHOOL FUND AND UNIFORM SCHOOL FUND CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

(d)all revenﬁes derived from the use of school trust lands; and

(e) other revenues [as] appropriated by the Legislature.

(2) The State School Fund principal shall be safely inveéted

. and held by the state in perpetuity. [Fhe] Only the interest received

from investment of the State School Fund [only-shalt] may be ex-

- pended for the support of the public elementary and secondary

schools. [FheLegislature by statutemay providefornecessary-ad-
ministrative-eests:] The Legislature may make appropriations
from school trust land revenues to provide funding necessary for
the proper administration and management of those lands consis-
tent with the state’s fiduciary responsibilities towards the benefi-
ciaries of the school land trust. Unexpended balances remaining
from the appropriation at the end of each fiscal year'shall be depos-

ited in the State School Fund. A portion of the interest earnings of
the State School Fund, in an amount equal to the total balance in -
the State School Fund at the close of each calendar year multiplied
by the annual rate of inflation for the preceding year, as determined

by the state treasurer, shall be retained in the State School Fund and
added to the principal. The State School Fund shall be guaranteed
by the state against loss or diversion,

&1 3) There is established a Uniform School Fund‘which
shall consist of revenue from the following sources:

(a) interest from the State School Fund remaining after deduc-
tion of the amount retained in the State School Fund to protect the

fund against losses due to inflation;

(b) [exeept-as] revenues appropriated by the Legislature [for -
the State-SehoolFund;revenuesderived fromrenewableresources
on-school-orstate-lands;other than-these-granted-for-speeifie-pus-
peses];.and

(c) otherrevenues [whiehmelsegisiﬂtufem&wtppfepﬁafe] re-
ceived by the fund underany other provision of law or by donation.
[H-the-interest-generated-by-the-State-Sehool-Fund-exceeds-the -
ameuntrequired tofundthe Uniform-SehoolFund;asappropriated
annually-by- th&Leg*s%atme—lh&exeess—shﬂH pass—khfeugh-te—ehe
General-Fund:]

(4) The Uniform School Fund shall be maintained and used for
the support of the state’s public elementary and secondary schools
and apportioned as the Legislature shall provide.

Section 2, Submittal to Electors.

The lieutenant governor is. directed to submit this proposed
amendment to the electors of the state of Utah at the next general

election in the manner provided by law.

Section 3. Effective Date.

If approved by the electors of the state, the amendment pro-
posed by this joint resolution shall take effect on January 1, 1995.
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For O

: Agamst Q

Proposmon
No. 3

Official Ballot Title:

Shail the Utah Constitution be amendcd io deime
what constitutes the nonsectatian study of rcllgton

in the state education system?

NONSELTARIAN STUDY OF RELIGION

Votes cast by the mcmbers of the Legistature at the 1994 General Session on final

passage;
H_OUSB {15 membe;s): Yous, 66, Nuays, 3; Absent, 6,
. SENATE (29 members):. Yeas, 24; Nays, {; Absent, 5,

Impartial Analysis

Proposal
" Proposition 3 defines what forms of study in a state éduca-
" tios system donot constitute either religious instruction orasec-
_larian practice forbidden by the Utah Constitution,

Befinition Regarding Religlous -

Instruction or Sectarian Practice

The Usah Constitution provides, “No public money or
property shail be appropriated for or applied to any religious
worship, exereise or iistruction, or for the support of any eccle-

stastical establishment.” Utah Const, art, 1, § 4, A recent Utah -

Supreme Court decision Inferpreted that constitutional provi-
- sion with regard to religious exercise in a public setting but de-

clined o comment on religious instruction or %ectarum pract:ce
in 4 state education sefting, Consequently, Pmpemtlon 3 speci-
fies what forms of study in a state education setting constitute
neither religious instruction nor & sectarian practice forhidden
by the Utah Constitution. :

' Effective Date

17

~ Pioposition 3 takes effect Junuary 1, 1993,
Fiscal Impact ' S

l¢is estimated that any cosls can be met within the existing,
resources and budgets of the State Board of E{izzcatmn arz{i lacal
schoot districts,



Arguments For

This proposed constitutional amendment had over-
-whelming, bipartisan support in the legislature. It is intended
to eliminate an unintended erroneous interpretation of lan-
guage in the Utah State Constitution.

The concept embodied in this amendment was first ad-
vanced by the “Religious Liberties Committee,” a group of six
legislators and 14 individuals from the community represent-
ing various religious and nonreligious persuasions, The “Reli-
gious Liberties Committee” was appointed in 1992 to consid-

erissuesrelating to religious liberties in the Utah Constitution.

During its deliberations, the cormittee heard testimony
from citizens, attorneys and educators from the public school
system and the higher education system. Many citizens and
educators expressed confusion about what was appropriate
and what was not appropriate to include in an educational set-
ting. For example, could a teacher discuss in a classroom the
religious motivations of the pilgrims in coming to America?
Could a college law class talk about the historical influence of
the Ten Commandments on the development of English com-
mon law? Could a University offer a course in comparative
world.religions?

The lawyers advising the committee ‘said that the U.S.
Constitution would clearly allow these types of activities. So
the Religious Liberties Committee recomimended, and the
Legislature unanimously passed in 1993, a bill entitled “Rec-
ognizing Constitutional Freedoms in School” which was in-
tended to clarify these matters for educators,

Afterthe passage of that bill, several constitutional schol-
ars pointed to language in our state Constitution that could be
interpreted to prohibit the very freedoms that the act was in-
tended to preserve and that would be allowed by the U.S, Con-
stitution. Because an act of the Legislature cannot modify or
change our state Constitution, they suggested amending the
state Constitution,

In 1994, a majority of the members of the Religious Lib-
erties Committee met in an ad hoc meeting to consider this is-
sue. This proposed amendment was discussed and debated.
The language of this amendment that you are asked to vote
upon was endorsed by all but one of those members and then
overwhelmingly passed by the Legislature. ’

The technical explanation of the language is that Article
I sec., 4 prohibits appropriation of state moneys for “religious
... instruction.” The new language added to Article X clarifies
that the prohibition in Article I sec. 4-does not prohibit instruc-
tion about religious, theistic, agnostic or atheistic factors that
were part of historical events, cultural heritage, political
theory, moral theory or societal values.

The authors of this explanation agree with the prohibition
against using state moneys for religious instruction. We just
want to‘make it clear that our schools can, for example, teach
history the way it really happened without having to “sanitize”
it to remove any mention of the effect of religious or nonreli-
gious beliefs on historical figures,

Byron Harward, Utah State Legislator
Chairperson, Religious Liberty Committee

Kelly C. Atkinson, Utah State Legislator

Member, Religious Liberty Committee
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Rebuttal To

. L “CLARIFYING” THE CONSTITUTION

It’s misleading to argue. that a-legislative act cannot
modify the Constitution. The Legislature often enacts statutes
to “interpret and clarify” the Constitution, and such acts have
the force of law unless overturned by the Utah Supreme
Court.

‘A constitutional expert advised the Religious Liberty
Committee that the “unintended interpretation® is too un-
likely to warrant a constitutional amendment. He sug-
gested instead that a statute be passed interpreting the Utah
Constitution to permit teaching about religion.

That was done, and there is no chance of that statute be-
ing reversed by the Utah Supreme Court, because, as the pro-
ponents admit, the U.S. Constitution clearly protects these
activities, '

That means this unnecessary amendment is just political
grandstanding and a waste of tax money.

II. PUSHING THE LIMITS

Across the nation the feligious right is campaigning to
push the limits of public education towards sectarian indoctri-
nation. The Rutherford Institute files law suits to further
this objective, In Utah the First Liberty Institute, supported
by the Department of Education, trains teachers to teach
“about” religion, giving lip service to prohibiting indoctrina-
tion, but promoting the use of religion to teach “morality.”
This proposed amendment is part of that campaign.

-From Revolutionary War times, using religion to
teach morality was the excuse given for government reli-
gious indoctrination, Thomas Jefferson and James Madison
saw the danger of it and were wise enough to prohibit it in the
Bill of Rights. Let’s sustain their wisdom, reject this amend-
ment, and avoid the lawsuits it invites. :

~ Chris Allen

Society of Separationists

Member, Religious-Liberty Committee
535 Park View Drive

Park City, Utah 84060

Richard Andrews

Society of Separationists
1794 W, 700 N. Suite B1
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116




Arguments Against |

f. INFERPRETING THE CONSTIFUTION

Suppei {forthis proposal is hased on.a false premise, that
the Religious Liberties section of the Utah Constitntion might
outlaw teaching about religion or comparative religion.
The U.8. Supreme Court ruled in 1963 in Murray v, Curlett
that the study of religion in the public schools, “when pres-
ented objectively as part of a seenlar program of educa-
tion,” is protecied by the First Amcndment and even en-
comraged. [838.CL1560p, 1573 (1963)] Sincethe U,S, Con-
stitution takes precedence over state constitutions, there's no
legul issne here, no donbt to clarify. -

The Utah Supreme Court interpreted (he Reli 1g1011~; Lib-
erties section of the Utah Conslitution fast Decemnber in SOS8
v, Whitehead and made its position clear. “Fhe Court reads
this section conservatively and will not tolerate extreme

- interpretations, especially when (he U.S. Supreme Conri has
suid olherwise, Any claiin that the Utah Constilulion outlaws

leaching wbont religion or Lompardlwe z‘ellgzon would be

promplly throws oul,

A Utlahstatute waspassed last year to protect religious
expression in pubhe schools. Itprovides all the legal support
necessary for feaching about religion. -

Thal statute protects onr childron against teachers that
proselylize or endorse religious doctrines, bul this propesal
would go into eur constitntion and it cm&tain‘i none of that
pratettlon

1L AVOIDING LAWSUITS

“;uppol tess of this proposed amendment clmm it will ve-
. (ilite the risk of fawsuits, because it will send a message of
© support for teaching ubont religion in school,

ITustthe opposite is trnie. Since legal support for leanhmg
abou rl; igion objectively is alrcady guaruniged, the message
sent will be encouragemcnt for refigious indoctrination n
‘public schools. Federal conrts have consistenty ruled that

-suchindoctrinalion violates the First Amendment, so (his pro-
posul is more likely Lo creafe lawsuits than prevent them,

' HE SEPARATION OF STATE AND CHURCH
" The real purpose of this umendment is Lo strike a blow

against Separation of State and Church. This Scparation is -

~ your constilulionally prolected right to be frec from govern-
ment intrusion into your private religions beliefs or lack there-
of. I is your proleclion against religions intolerance in gov-
_erament. Our courts protect this right for children in public
schoots and some people don't like that,

The author of this proposed amendment is Malthew Hil-
tos, an attorney for the Rutherford Institnte, w national or-
ganization that promotes the agenda of the religions right,

Hilton has frankly scrnitted [Ltah County Journal, 3126/93]
.that his purpose s to lay the legal fonndation for teaching
“yetigions values” In the schools, and to feach that “onr
heritage presuppose[s] aspiritualrealm,” and a “creator.”

The legislators behind this proposed amendmoent also
come from the religious right. They spenl (wo years working

onr another aneadment to sltack Stale/Church Separation,

then the Utah Supreme Court wrecked their plans and stole
their thunderwith its conservative ruling in SOS v. Whitehead,

- the City Councit Prayer case. This proposed amendrent is

a weak substitnte for thai failed amendment so these legis-

lators ¢an salvage seme pclltlcai gam 43 her o8 to the nli-
gioms right.

Chris Allen

Society of %;}dmtiom% and
Membcr, Religious Liberty Comsriltee
535 Park View Drive

Park City, Ul:th 84060

o Richard A_ndm_w_s
 Socicety of Separationists
1794 W, 700 N. Suite B!

Sull Lake City, Utah 84116

Rebuttai Te

Arguments Against Proposition Ne, 3

Htis nottrue that the U.S. Constitution always takes prege-

desice over slale conslilntions, i this statement wers correet .

there wounld be no need for state constilwlions. 1t is entirely
fikely thateves thoughithe U.S, Constilution encourages non—
sectarian study of religion, a Utah cout if it Mierally inter-
preted Article 1, Section 6 of the Utah Constitution could pro-
hibit the study of non-sectarian religion in Ulah’s public
schools. Such a ruling would nol violate the U.S. Constitution
because Uie Utsh State Constitution is permitted by law 1o be
mote restriclive in protecting religious freedonis than the 1S,
Constitwion, The Religious Liberty Commitiee heard (esti-
miony from conslitulional scholars arguing this very point and
wrging the commiltee to recommend to the State Legnsialure

a change in the Utak Constitution,

The Retigious Liberty Commitles, arguably the most re-
ligiousty diverse comuiiltes ever established by Lhe Utah Leg-
islature, voled overwhelmingly to recomunend the amend-
ment now before you lo (he Legislature with the only negative
vote being cast by the ropresentative from the Society of Sepa-

_ralionists, The Utuh State legislatnre whole-heartily en-

dosed the amendment casily obtaining he two-tlird vote re-
quired in both the Honse and Senale Lo place the issue hefore
fhe voters. The amendment is not the work of the religions
right or an allempt (o save polilieat face, but a well-thought
out effort (o improve Ulah's Constitution.

Byron Harwafd
Utah State Legistator
Lhaupersﬂn Reli gious Liberty Commitlee

Kelly C,. Atkinson
Utak State Legistator
Membcl Religious leeily Commitlee




- COMPLETE TEXT OF PROPOSITION NO. 3
RESOLUTION ON NONSECTARIAN STUDY OF RELIGION

A JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATURE PROPOS-
ING TO AMEND THE UTAH CONSTITUTION; CREAT-
ING THE EDUCATION PROVISION WITH REGARD TO
THE STUDY OF RELIGION; AND PROVIDING AN Ef-
FF CTIVE DATE,

"?HIS- RESOLUTION PROPOSES TO CHANGE THE UTAH
CONSTITUTION AS FOLLOWS;

ENACTS: ARTICLE X, SEC. 14

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the state of Utah, two-thirds
of aillmmbe_sgr lected to each of the two houses voting in favor
thereof:
Section 1. Itis proposed to enact Articie X, See. 14, Utsh Con-
siifution, 1o read: :

':.;;: '_ Se:c 14, [Nonsectarian study of reiigién.}

The study of the influence. ﬁ@gm&mmp‘mx@m
of re ilglgmﬁ, or the theistic, sannstic, and atheistic assus upuggé
televant to the educational curgicuism, including cultural herifage,
political theory, moral theory, selentific thought. or sceietal val-

ues, goes not wm;&ugmmﬁgmus instiction or 4 sectarian
practice forbidden by the Utah Consticution,

Section 2. Submittal o Electors, '_ :

The He ﬁﬁmw_l_nmm mu_mnu m&m&
amendment 10 the electors of the state. QLU&QELM&M&M_
glection in the manner provided by law,

Section 3. Effective Date, . v

It approved by the eleg tgmetmmm_ '
posed by this joint resolution shall take effect on Januury 1, 1995.
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For O

| Against Q
Initiative
A

TERM LIMITS AND
ELECTION BY MAJORITY
VOTE OR BY RUN-OFF

Official Ballot Title:

Shall a law be enacted (o:

(13- create a term limit on each United States Scna~
tor, United States Congressional Representa-
tive, and each state and county officer, except
judges, unless that person held that office on
April 15, 1993; '

(2). require a run-off election after cach gcncl &l or
special election for & federal, state, county, ot
_other political subdivision office in which no
candidate zecewed a majority vote for tizc of-
fice; and

(3) provide run-off election proccdures specift-
- cally for 19947

\ | Impartial Analysis

Proposal
Fiitiative A imposes, by law, tesm timits on United States
~Senators, United States Congressional Representatives, and on
each elecied state und county officer, except judges, unless the
person runiing for that office helditon Aprit 15, 1993, Initiative
A alsorequires a run—off efection for all races in which no candi-
date received a majorily of the voles cast for the office,
Because Initiative A enucts and amends Utal Taw, it must
conform to the requirements of the United States and Utah Con-
stitutions, Each provision of Initiative A contains a severability
¢lause, which acourt might use toinvalidate any unconstilntion-

al part of the Initiative without affecting other portions of the

Iniliative.
1. Term Limits

‘nitiative A prohibits county ¢terks and the lieutenant gzov-
ernor from accepting a declaration of candidacy on the filing
date from: any person who has held the office of United States
Senator for more than eleven years; any person who has held the
office of United States Congressional Representative for more
than seven vears, and any person who has held a county or state
office, excepta judicial office, for more than seven years, Unless
the Initiative’s exceptions apply, this means that cach person
elecied to serve as a United States Senator conld serve only
twelve years in that office and each person elected to serve in an
elected Congressional, state, or county office could serve only
eight years in that office,

The United States Supreme Court is censuiermg, s the consti-
tutionality of a statute mposing term limits on United States
Senators and United States Congressional Representatives.
the Court declares hul statute unconstitutional, the term limits
on United States Senators and United States Congressional Rep-

21

resentatives in [nitiative A probably would be unconstitutional
also,

If that portion of the Initiative is declared unconstitutional,
the Initiative asks United States Senators and Congressional
Representatives from Utah to veluntarily comply with term Him-
its of 12 yeurs and eight years, respectively, The Initiative also
states support for a galionwide term Himit of 12 years for United
States Senators and eight years for United States Congressional
Representatives, .

Initiative A provides that persons holding public office on
Aprit 15, 1993 are not subject 1o its term limit requirements if
they seek election to that same office. This exception may vio-
late the Faqua} Protection Clauses of the United States and Utah
Conslitutions,

T 1994, the Utah Legistature enacted a kiw imposing term
lirnits of 12 years on all state and federal officers. Initiative A’
provisions conflict with those limits. For example, the Legisla-
tare's law applies term limits o all federal and state officers, but
not to county officers, Initiative A’s provisions exempt all in-
cumbent federal, state, and county officers from term limits,

i

2. Run-Of Lkection If No Majority Vote

a, General Requirements,

Initiative A requires run—off elections throughout the state
and any political subdiviston of the state for any office if noean-
didate for the office, regardless of political affiliation, reccived
more than 50% of the vote, This means that there will be & run—
off clection for each office ~ federal, state, county, city, 10w,
school district, special district — in which nio candidate forthe of-
fice fecelved over 50% of the voles cast at a general or special
etection.



"Impartial Analysis (continued)

Initiative A requires the ran-off election to be held the first
Tuesday after the fourth Monday in November. This means that
Utah voters would vote for candidates in the general election in
edrly Noveniberand then vote for 11111»—9%?{:&[1(!1{!&6% iniate No-
w.mbaz

b, Implementation of Run—Off Flection Réq virement,

initiative A implements the ron-off election requirement

by enucting two and amending four sections of Ltah law, The
four sections amended by Inftiative A were repealed in January,
1993, tis unknown whether or not courts would uphold those
parts of Initiative A that atlempt to amond laws that 0o longer
exist, If'a court decided not to uphold those changes to nonexis-
tent faws, those portions of Initiative A goveraing rtm—offelu:
tions probubly could not be implemented.,

¢, Run-Off Elections for Stme Officers and Legislators,

initiative A requires that a run-off election be held at the
end of Novernber for all state offices. Utah's Constitution 1e-
quires that Utah's Governor, Lieutenant Governor, State Audi-
tor, State Treasurer, 2nd Atlomey General, and members of the
Utah Legislature be elected on the first Tuesday afier the frst
Monday i November. The provisions of Initiative A making
those state officers and legisiators subject to a riv-ofl election
after the day fequired by the Constitution are probably unconsti-
utional,

The Utah Constitution also provides that the state officer
candidate having the highest number of votes cast for the office
is elected. Initiative A reguires that if so candidate receives 4

majority {more than 50%} of the votes, the top two candidales
must patticipate in a run—off election, Initiative A may violate
the Utah Constitution because its run-ofl requitement esta-
blishes an additional requirement not permitted %)y the Utah
Clonstitution, :

3. Run-Off Election for the 1994 Election

Voters will accept or reject Initiative A at the 1994 regular
general election. If accepted, the Initiative takes effect on-
Monday, December 5, 1994, Initfative A provides lor 2 run—off
election for each office being filled {n the 1994 election if o
candidate for that office received a majority of the votes for that
office. That provision requires a run—-off election on Tucsday,
December 6, 1994,

Utah law recuires the boards of canvassers to moeet i’n No-
vember to {ssue certilicates of election to those candidates who
reccived the highest numbur of votes, Before Decenber 5, 1994
— the date Initiative A takes effect - the boards of canvassers
must have already complied with the law and issued certificates
of election’ Asaresult, any min-offelection held nnder Ixitiative
A would be for an office that {s already fifled.

Effective Date
Initiative A tukes.eflect December 5, 1994,

Hiscal Impact
The costs.of a run—off election for s Congressional distuict,

- county, rmunicipality, o other political subdivision will vary, A

2

statewide run—ofl election will cost approxinately $380.000.



Arguments For

A Citigen’s Movement
Term Limitation is the most significant utlaen § BTASS

roots movenent in America today. 1 is the most meaninglul
Congressional reform that can be accomplished this year.
Runoff elections will make the Utah political sysiem much
inore fuit and open the process to citizens and politicians who
are not jiist part of party establishrents, But runoffs are not
for political candidates. Runoffs are for the people because
they asstre election by mujority vote, protecting us from a
cundidate’s possibly taking office with only 33.4% of the vole,
Runoffs uphold the most basic ideals of the American political
PrOCess. '

The Precedent .
George Washington set the example for public affice-

" helders when e voluntarity stepped down from the Presiden-

cy after two tetmns, or eight yeats, in spite of near-unanimous
support for a third term. He did this because he wanted to set
an example fliat government was to be run by citizens—not
professional officeholders o professional politicians. The

opportunity for public service should be spread among us

many citizens as possibie.

The Blection Cycle :
Term limitation is the right way to begin the election

cycle. Blection officials should not accept filings for office '

fram those who have already sorved eight years, or, far U5,
Senators, 12 years, Requiting election by majority vote is the
right way t0-end the election cycle, making sure that every
public officeholder takes office with the support of a majority
of the electorate—not a simple plutality, Those who oppose
runaff clections have a vestéd interest in exercising political
power without that power's being based on e witl of a major-
ity of the voting citizens.

Achiieving Turnover :

It is very hard to unseat an incumbent—even one who
does not represent theirconstituents., Ninety-seven percent of
members of Congress who rin for re-election are re-elccted,
No wonder. They get, on average, about $250,000 worth of
free muiling during the election cycle, They use their tax-
payer-supported $1.5 million/year staffs to campaign for
them. An incumbent automatically gets about $400,000 o0
$500,000 [ror special interests and PACS, They get these ad-
vantages simply because they are in office, Our founding fa-
thers envisioned turnover among public officehelders, The
only practicat way to achieve turnover is 1o have term fimita-
tion,

A Natienal Mevement

Seventeen states have already passed term: Hmitation,
Eight more states, including Utah, are sel to pass term Himitar
tion this November. Success for term Himitation at the ballot
hox will provide the momentum to persuade Congress to pass
a Term Limitation Constitutional Amendment that will put all

the states on a level playing ficld. This amendment wili be
similar to the amenadment Congress passed years ago to limit
tlie President 1o ¢ight vears in office. Existiag officehelders
are grandfatliered n the term limitation inititive because
term lmiation is not directed against any enrrent officehold-
er, but is far Utah's future and for America’s [ulare.

Yote, YES

Please vote YES onthe initiative tolimit the terms of pub-
tic officehalders and require election by majority vote.

MERRILL COOK
Leader of the Utah Batlot Initiative Drive
for Ters Liniitation/Runoff

Rebuftal To

Arguments For Initiative A

Utah created history this spring €1994) becoming the only
state to imposc term Himits through legisiation, That is why the
phrase “gight more states, including Utah, are set Lo pass term
limitatior this November™ is misleading. Utah already lias a
terin: Fimil law that meets Utah’s needs. The initiative is a ge-
neric, pootty crafted taw, For exampie, it exempts all present
incumbents from ever being subject to term lmits,

Passing this initiative wipes out Utah’s good law and re-
places it with a poorly drafted, unconstitational law, It will be
up to the courts to deal with problems caused by amending
nonexistent law and mandating run—offs alter the election re-
sults are official and winners certified. Votisyg “yes™ gives
Utah a weak term limit law that will be challenged in court.
Yoting “ro™ reaffirms Utah’s sound term Hmit statute. The
proponents of the initiative ask you to “provide the momen-
tum (o persuade Congress.” In other words, send amessage to
Congress, Utah's initiative process gives volers the responsi-
bility to enact law. That responsibility is tao sacred to enact
poorly written, unconstitutional taw just to send Congress a’
message. '

The proposed initiative would:

(1Y limsit our 1.8, senators and representatives without in-
sisting that other states impose term Hmits;

(2) prapose a very costly, easily mazzipula‘led- run—off elec-
tion designed lo help tightly organized minorities o con-
trod the process;

(3) ‘bring costly law suits; and

(4) threaten Utah’s sound law alréady enucted.

“The risk is too great to replace Utah's faw with apoorsub-
stitute. '

Rob W. Bishop, Speaker
Utah House of Representatives



Arguments Against

The issue is not term limits. Utah already has a-strong
term limits law. If you vote “ycs” on the initiative, there will
be term limits; and if you vote “no” on the initiative, there will
be term limits. If you vote “yes,” you buy for Utah three spe-
. cific problems:

o 1. The initiative unilaterally limits terms for our United
. States representatives and senators. Utah’s current law agrees
~ that federal officials should be limited but only after at least
~ half the states (which is the number of states with initiative
procedures) have also agreed that their senators and represen-
tatives should be limited. A small, western state like Utah
would be guilty of suicide if we limit Utah’s chances for influ-
ence and clout in Congress when Massachusetts, New York,
or California do not. The state law approaches this issue
* sanely. The initiative buys disaster.

- 2. The initiative proposes a costly run—off election pro-
vision. Actually only one—fourth of the initiative deals with
term limits. Three quarters of the initiative establishes a run—
off election mechanism. If even one state race were involved
in a run—off, it would double the entire expense of the general
election. It elongates the campaign season, putting a runoff
election most likely during the same week as Thanksgiving.

‘Run-off elections were designed to help tightly organized mi-
nority groups win elections. The initiative may want people
elected by 50 percent of the voters, but the question is 50 per-
cent of how many voters? All run—off elections, like special

- bond elections, have fewer potential voters. For example, in
the last United States Senate seat decided by a run—off elec-
tion, there was a 44 percent decrease in the number of voters
from the general election. The winning senator in that run—off
election won with about half the number of votes he received
while losing in the general election. In fact, the most popular
candidate in the general election (who received 1.1 million
'votes in the general election) lost because only one—half of the
voters showed up for the run off. (The total vote for both can-
didates in the run—off was 1.2 million.) Itis clear that this pro-
vision of the initiative benefits small parties or independent
candidates who would seldom gain 50 percent of regular elec-

*_tioh vote; but if the turnout were low enough, they could con-

ceivably garner 50 percent of a run—off election vote. The ini-
tiative buys election manipulation,

3. The initiative will produce costly law sutts It is

poorly drafted which will require lawsuits to declare its mean-
ing. - For example, it amends four sections of the Utah Code
thatdo notexist. It gives duties to the Secretary of State, a po-
sition that has not existed in over a decade, It requires term
limits for future candidates but specifically exempts anyone
already in office. This is clearly not the author’s intent. How-
‘ever, this initiative would be law; and law is what is written,
" not what is intended. The initiative violates provisions of the

state constitution Wthh tequlre all state officials tobe elected :

-t the same Noyember date. A run-off election v1olates the

state constitution. There would obv1ously be lawsuits,on thlS'
issue. Thus, taxpayers would be footing the bill for countless
lawsuits because of the initiative dr: after S mlstakes Thei 1m-
tlatlve buys lawsuits. -
‘ Rob'Bishop, Speaker
Utah House of Representatives

Rebuttal To

Arguments Against Initiative A

The Utah Term Limitation Initiative achieves two gdatls

(1) Itstops professional pohtmans froma hfetlme of hvmg __
" attaxpayers’ expense in public office.

(2) It requires a majority vote before power may be exer-
cised by those elected to public office.

One member of today’s Congress was first elected inNo- -
vember of 194111 Public office was, and is, supposed to be
temporary community service, not a lifetime career.

Incumbents are re—elected over 90% of the time!!! Why?
Because they spend much of their time positioning and solicit-
ing themselves for re—election.

The Term Limit Initiative breaks this self-serving cycle. .
Consistent with Benjamin Franklin’s constltutlonal phlloso-
phy Term Limits prohibits the creation of apolitical aristocra-
cy in congress, just as the 22nd Amendment to the Fedel al

Constitution in 1951 limited the Ptes1dent to two terms,

Utwh has an opportunity to join over twenty other state
in stoppmg professional lifetime politicians. Congress on its
own will not adopt term limits, it requires the initiation to
come directly from the people through their states. If we fol- '
lowed the course advocated by the ‘opponents of Term ants .
(Wait until all the States adopt it) the U. S. Constitution would.

\

never have been adopted. Utah must lead!! Ny

If we-succumb-to minority rule (where elected OfflOlﬂlS"':-;
are elected with less than 50% of the vote) we are on the slip-
pery slope to either aristocracy or non—elected govétnment.:
The Term Limit Initiative provides run—off elections which
would require majority suppmt before the peoples power
may be exercised. .

Pat Shea N
Candldate for United States Senate

A
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LO‘\’II’LETE FEXT OF INITIATIVE A

TERM LIMETS AND ELLCTION BY MAJORITY. VOTF OR BY RUN—»OI"‘F

:-.’m&aed by the neonie of the state of Ufah

:g_éection ] Sectlon 20-4-9 3.1 isadded fo the Utah Code Anno
tated 1953, toreads

. Additional conditions precedent to f‘ilmg t)f deciaratlen of

" canciidacy for county offices.

(i) in order o broaden the cppormnltles for public service
andto guard against excessive concentr: ations of power, the county
tlerk, before accepting a declaration of candlciacy for any county
‘office, other than & judicial office, shall ensure that the person filing
that declaration of candidacy has not held the office for which he
has filed for more than seven years as of the date of filing, uniess
“the person holds that office as of April 15, 1993

(2) "The peopieof Utah declare that the provisions of Section
1 of this act shill be éeemeé severable from the remainder of Ihl‘;
et :

Section 2; Secnon 90-4-9.3.2
Additional conditions precedent to ﬁimg c}f deciaratien of
candidacy for state offices,

{1} Inorderio broaden the: opportunities for public service,
to guard against excessive. concentrations of power, and to assure
that the Jegisiatire is representative of the Utah citizens, the Lieg-

" tenant Governor or County Clérk, before accepting a dectaration
of candidacy for'any state office, other than a judicial office, shall
-ensure that the person filing that declaration of candidacy has not
“held the office for which he has filed for moye thanseven years as
of the date of the #ling, unless the person holds that office as of
‘April 15, 1993, -

{2y 'the peopie of Utah declare that the provisions of Section
2 of this act s‘ﬁali be deemed severable from the remamde:r of this
'.’&Ct. .

'sSeL“tiezz 3 Sacucn 20-4-933 :
Additional conditions precedent to fi img of dec!a: ati(m of
candidacy for federai offices.

{l} In order t0 broaden the. apporwmtws for pubhc service
cand to assure that metmbers of the United States Congress from
“Utah are representative of and responsive to Utah citizens, the
Lieutenant Governor, before accepting & declaration of candidacy
for Umted States Sendte shall ensure that the person filing the dec-
: iaration of candidacy has not held the office for which he has filed

for more than sleven years as of the date of filing, and before ac-

© ceptlng a declaration of candldacy for 1.5, Representative, shall

ensure that the person filing the declaration of candidacy has not
held the-office for which he has filed. for'more than seven years as

“of the daté of she fifing unless the person holds that office as of
April 1y 1993. : :

_ (2} The people of Utah herebv state Lhelr supp{}rt for a na-
‘Honwidé limit of twelve years of service in the U.S. Senate and
.clght year‘; of service in the, 1.8, House of Representatives.

. {3} 'T‘he peaple of Utah declare that the provisions of Section
3 of this Act shall be deemed severable from the temainder of this
" Act and that their intention is ghat foderal officials elected from

Utah will continue volﬁntarziy to observe the wishes of the people,

‘as stated in 1‘ms sectlen, in ti:e event any pmvzsion ahemaf is held
Snvalide : R . B
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Section 4:

(1) Inordertoprevent govemmem inUtah %}y minoxity vote,
Section 20-1+1.1 is added to the Utah Code Amwtated 1933 to
reaé _ : ]

‘Runoff FIections—-When N”ecesaarwahen Held \

In order to pmvem government in Utah by minority vote, A
runoff election to the general election shall be held thronghout thé
State or any subdivision thereof for any office in which no pcrsof}
has received amajority of the votes given for the office at the genes-
al electlon Whien required by thid statute, a runoffelection will b
heid on the first Tuesday after the faui th Monday in November fof-
lowing the general election.

{2} morderioprevent governmentin Utah hy minority vofe,
Section 20-8-6 Utah Code Annotated 1933 is amended 0 read

Highest number of votes elects except for - ’
any office in which no person receives a majority vote,

The board must declare elected the persons having the hlghest_
number of votes given for sach office to be filled by the votes of
a single county or subdivision thereof, except for any office i
which no person hag recelved a majority of the votes given forthe
office. If no person has received a majority of the votes given for
the office, then the twe persons having the highest number of votes
given for that office will advance 1o the runoff election to be held
on the first Tuesday after the fourth Monday of November: At the
meeting on Monday next, after the runoff election, the board must
declare elected the persons having the highest nrumber of votes give
en for each office to be filled by the votes of a smgle county or sui}» '
division thereof,

(3) In ordertoprevent government in Utah by minotity voteL

' Sectmn 20-8-10 Utah C{)de Annotated 1933 is amended to mad

' Board of state cauvassel s—-’i’ime of meetmgml)uties

. O thie. thitd Monday of MNovember after the day of ek%tmﬂ,
at 12 noon, or in case of 4 special election, at 12 noon on the day
following the receipt by the secretary of state of the Jast of the re-
surns of such special election, the state auditor, the state treasurer,
and the attorney genel ‘al, who shall constitute a board of state cans
vassers, must (neet in the'office of the secretary of state and coms=
pute and determine the vote for officers and on atty measure voted
upon by the efectors of the state atlargeor of two or more counties;
and the seoretary of stafe, whoshall be sécretary of said board, must
make and file in his office a statement thereof, and must immed;.
ately make and deliver to the person having the i ghest number of
votes given for each office tobe billed by such electors a cer tificate
of election signed by the secretary of state and authenticated by his
seal, except for any office {n which no person has feceived a major
ity of the votes given for the office. If no person has received a ma-
jority of the votes given for the office, then the two persons’ having
the highest number of votes given for the office witl advance fo the
funoff election 1o be held on the first Tuesday after the fourth

‘Monday of November, At 12-noo on the second Monday after the
- runoff election, the board must meet in the office of the secretary-

of state and compute and determine the vote for officers by the
electors of the state at large or of two ormeore counties; and the sec
retary of state, who shall be secretary of said board, must make and
fite in his office a statement thereof, and must immediately make

. and deliver to the person having the highest number of votes glven



for each office to be filied by such electors s cestificate of eleczzerz- -

augned by the secretary of state and authenticated by his seal, Inany
case in which a secretary of state shail be elected to succegd him:

seif, the certificate of election shili be 1ssued by the hoaz‘d of stzzte _

canv &SS&?&

5 Seezzezz 2{)«’?-1 Utah Code Armotated 2931 is dmez‘zded
as follows: .

Mg L. 3Prepara£ion of offi cial batlots -

Except asotherwise provided by law, the c,ezmty clerk of each
eounty shail provide printed batlots for every election of public of-
ficers in which the voters, or any of the véters, within the county

- participate; and shall cause to be printed on the bailot the siame of
every candidate whose nominstion has besn certified o or filed
with the county clerk in the manner provided forin Chapter 1, 3,
4 and 8 of Title 20. The recorder of any city or clerk of any town,
except as otherwise provided by law, shall provide printed balfots
for every election of piblic officers in which the voters, or any of
the voters, of his ¢ity or town participate; and shali cause to be
prisited on the bailot the name of every candidate whose nomina-
tion has been certified to or filed with such city recorder or town
clerk in the manner provided by law. The official ballots shall be
printed and in the possession of the county clerk; city recorder or
town clerk before election, and shail be subjeet 10 lmpectlen by the
candldafe’; atid their agente

! (5} Seetzfm zowsmz i Utah Code Atznozated 198’5 15 amended
as follows: _ L L

w * Delayed returns-Messenger sent -
to clerk of board of county canvassers.

If the returns from all counties have not been received on the
Thursday before the day designated for the meeting of the board
of state canvassers, the Heutenant governor must forthwith send a
fnessenger to the clerk of the board of county canrvassers of the de-
linguent county, and this clerk must furnish the reessenger with a
certified copy of the statement mentioned ia Section 20-8-5, The

messenger sha?l receive as eempensanon 1 per dlem as pl t}vldeé

by law, .

act,
Section §;
¢y

read;

_ 1994 Rzmel‘f I‘leetmn z’or ’Pwo Persex:s o e
- for Each Office Havmg the Highest
) Number of Vetes»—When Neeessary-Wheﬁ Heid

In: ender to-pravent. gevemment in Utah by minczity voie, a’

runoff election to the 1994 general election shalf be held through-
outthe State orany subdivision thereof for 2 any office in which the
personelected (according to Section 20-8-6 Utah Code Annogated
1953 anid Section 20:-8-10 Utali Code Amzetated 195314 ffoct at
the time of the 1994 general eléction) didnot receive a ma}orlty of

_ {6} The peopie of Utahi deeiare that the prev;memef Sectlon :
dof ti]is aet shail he deemed severabie from the remalnder of t}ns o

I order to pnevezzt gevemmem irt Uzah‘by mmerlty vote - ' _
Section 20-i-1.2 is added to the Utals Code’ Azmotated 2953 to

Atah€ode Annotated 1953 in effectarthe time of the 1994 general

eleczzen} wili advanee to the runoff election to be held on the first
Tuesday after the first Monday of Deceimber 1994, At the meetzng
on Monday nextafter the 1994 runoff election, the board'of thunty
canvassers must declare elected the. persons having the highest
number of votes given for each office to be fllled by, the votes.of
a shigle county or subdivision thereof, AL 12 noon on:the second
Monday aﬂerthe 1994 runoff eleczzen and afzer the boalde{ county.
canvassers have made their declarations, accmdmg to the provi-
sions of this statute, the stafe auditor, the state treasurer and the at-
torney general, who shall constitute u board of state canvassers,
must meet in-the office of the secretary of state and compute and
detesmine the vote for officers by the electors of the state at large
ot of fwo or miore counties; and the - secretary of state, who shall be
secretary of said board, must make and file in his office 2 statement
thereof, and tust immediately make and deliver to the person hav-
ing the highest number of votes given for each office to be filled
by such electors a certificate of election signed by the secretary of

. state and autheniticated by his seal. In any case in whicha secretary

of state shal} be elected to succeed himself, the certificate of eiec«
tlon shali be issued %}y the-board of state canvassers, SR

2 Sectlon 20~7—-1 Utah Cecle Annotated 1981 i is amenéed
as folI{}Ws

' Prepal ation of official hailots

Except as 0therw1se prowded by iaw, tfze eounty cierk of e;zeh
county shall provide printed bailots for every election of publlc of-
ficers in which the voters, or any of the voters, within the county
participate; and shail cause to be printed on the ballot the name of

_every candidate whose nomination has been certified o or filed

with the county clerk in the manner provided for in Chapter 1, 3,
4 and 8 of Title 20, The recorder of any ¢ity or clerk of any town,
except as otherwise provided by law, shall provide printed ballots
for every slection of pubiic officers in which the voters, or any of
the voters, of his city or town participate; and shall cauge io.be
printed on the ballot the name of every eandlédte whose gomina
tion has been certified to or filed with such cigy recorder of tew:z
clerk in the manner pmwded by law, The official baliots
prisited and in the possession of the county ‘clerk, c1ty téic
town elerk before election, and shall be s%zéjeet to} i spec tidn ‘i}y tile
carzdléates and their agens. ° RSN

(3) Section20-8-11 Utah Code Annotated 1983 is amended

* as follows: g et o C et

. Delayed retorns ~ Messeﬁger sent
" fo cierk of hoard of celztzty canvassers. o

I ihe returns. flem all cousties have hot l)een received of the

“Thursday before the day designated for the meeting of e board

of state canvassers, the leutenant governof rust forthwith send a
messeriger fo the c%erk of the bomd of county ea.nvaeserfs of the de-
linquent ceunty, and this clerk must fuinish the messen er with a

' certified copy of the Statement mentioned in Section 2028-5. The

- i}y law.:.

the voies given for the office at the 1994 general election; When

réuired by this Statute; the two persons for each office hilving the
highestnumber.of votes nf the 1994 general election {according to

Section 20-8--6 Utah Code Annotated.1953 and Séction 20~8-10

messenger shail receive as cempensanon a per dient-as prevldeé

W “The peepia of Utah dee}az‘e tﬁatthe plev1szef‘§ts‘ﬁf3ec§zen

5 of: zhis *act shali be deemed wverabie fmm the remaln ] x‘ ef thlS
act: B : .

. - o "F?‘
Sectzen 6 Flus act .‘,hali take effect on the first Menday of: Becem»
- ber, 1994, : citlgp i
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N (erit Se!eciion of Judges

'I‘hc officeof J{zdge is umque nour soc:lety A Jzzége isa pubhc
seyvarit holdmg an-office of high public trust- an{i so'should answer
totifie public, Howevcr, the obligation of 2 judge’is to resolve
dlsputes impaﬂlaliy and to base deczmom solety uponithe facts of
the cgse: and the' }aw A Jmige tharefoze, ‘;hould be msulateci fmm
pa%)llc presszzre ' : R

Ment selecu(m of 3udges WHS deve%opcd as an aiternatlve to
re:qumng Jadges torun in contested elections. The revised Judicial
Article of the Utah Constitution, effestiveduly 1, 1983, established
micrit selection as the exclusive method of choosing a staté court
Judge As stated in the’ Utah Constitution: "Selection af JHdges

INFORMATIGN ABOUT J UDGES APPDARZNG ON YOUR B&LLOTS

shall be based mie{y upon consideration of fithess fm oﬁ“’ ice )

wzrhrmt fega: d to any parrisan political con wdemnon

Thela “are. four steps in the Utah mer;t selectlon plan:
nomination, appointiment, conflrmanon and retention election,
The nomsination of judges is by a commlttee of Tawyers and
non—-lawyers selected by the Governor. The judicial norinating
commission nominates between three and five of the best quialified
candidates from among. all applicants, The, Governor appoints one
of the nominess, who ther must i}e conﬁrmed by a ma;orlty of the
Utah State Senate '

2. .Iudlciai Reteéntion Electzans

. Under the Utah Constitution, judges must stand for retention
election at the end of each term of office. The public has the
sgportunity to vote whether to retain the judge for another terr,

Béfore a judge stands for retention election, he or she has been the .

_ b%ibjéflt of & performance evaluation by the Judicial Council, As a
resilt of the evaluation, the Judicial Council decides whether the
Judge'lb quailfleci for retention election. All of the judges standmg
for refention election in the 1994 general election ‘have been
c&rtzfzed a8 quahﬁe& for retention. The results of individual
evaluations are published in this voter information pamphlet..

-3, Perfcrmance Evatuation Program

The judicial perfor mance evaluation prograny is reqmred by
statute and déveloped by rule of'the }udicmi Counell. The purpose
of the program is two-fold: '

o o provide each 3uége wuh mformaﬂon 1‘01 l'zls or her mif
S impmvement : :

’?6 provzde the pubhc w1th information upon ¥ Wthh to make
knowiedgeable decisions mgardmg rctentzon elecnon

. Theevaluation ofeach judge’ sper’f’omancels conduczeci every
two years whether or not the judge is up for retention elgction. An
indepengent surveyor condusts a poil of lawyers appearing before
each Juclge and asks the lawyer to anonymously gvaluate the gudge
based on several criteria, Prior 10 the close of a judge’s term of
office, the Judicial Council reviews the resulis of the attorney poll
and othér-standards of performanee and dctelmmes whether the
jzzdge is qazailfzeé for fetentios.
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4, _Crzteria fm‘ ?erfarmame Evaluation
{A}Integrlty' LA ' :
(l) avozdanw of 1mp: opl 1ety ami appemance c}f
impmprlety, ' L
(2) freedom from per somﬁ blas,
{3) ability to] declde issues based on the law and the facts
withczzt re:gard to the identlty of the. pasties or counsel,
. the populamy of the decision, and w1thout congern far.
- corfearof critlclsm, -
{4} 1mpart1ahzy of action‘;, Dy
(5) compliance s withthe Code of Imiiual Concluci L
(B)yKnowlédge and undarstandmg of the law- SR
(1) the'issuance of 2egaily sound dwsmns, :
{2y understanding - of the substanuvc, procedzzrai and
' ewéenﬁary law of the state} -
@ attentweness o 2he factﬁal anc} legal zssue‘; befom the
court;” :
(4) the pm;:er a.pgimtmn of Judlclai precedems and ethe:z
_ apprapuate sources of authomy
(C) Abllity to mmmunitate. '
(1) clarity of bench rulings and other oral oommumcdtlons, :
) qzzailty of writtess opinions with specific focus on
 clatity and logic, and the ability to explam cleariy the:
facts of a case and the legal precedents at issue;
(3) sensitivity fo impact of demeanor and other nonverbal
cominunications, . :
(D)Preparatiun, attentweness, dlgmty amf mntml aver
proceedings*
© (1) courtesy to all par nes ané pamcl;}ants, and
(2) willingness to permit every person legaily mte:‘esteci m
a proceeding to be heaui unless precluded by law or
‘rules of courts.. : : :
{F)8kilisasa maﬁagel : :
{1} devoting appropriate time to all pendmg matters,
(2) discharging administrative responsibilisies diligently;
. (3) where respanslbllzty exists for acalendar, knowiedge of
the number, age, and status of pendmg cases.
{F} Punctnahty
(1) the prompt disposition of pending mattcrs and “°-
{2} meeting commitments on time and czccmdmg torulesof
- the court, : .

5. Minimum Standards for Performance
* ,Mlmmum score of 70% on at ica‘;t 9 of 12 questions onthe
. atfoxney survey Ve
»  Absente of Judicial Conduct Commlssmrz sanction.
o The fiumber of caqes umier adVBement fez‘ more ihan 6{}
e days. ' :
~# Atleast 30 hours of tegal education per year. - :
" ‘Compliange with the Code of-Judicial Admzmstmtron and
*_the Code of Judicial Condzzct o
.. P‘z}yqlcai cmd mental competencc .
e A judge who f&ilb to meet one of more of these stanéard%
may appear beforer the Judicial Cotneil and show cause
- why Heor- §he shouid nevertheles» be: certifled
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UTAH SUPREME COURT

Justice Christine M. Durham _
of the Utah Supreme 'C(}';}rt ~ Serving All Counties
has been Certitied by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and is Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

_ Seif Certitication Requirements :
o Received no sanctions from the Jucivial Conduct Commission  ® Pardelpated for the nmmber of judicial education hosrs for the years indicated
which meets ob exceeds the minimym of 30 hours per year: {991 - 30 hrs 1992 — 49 hrs 1993 56 ks » Certified to be in (;r;mpifam"e
with the Code of fudiciel Canduct and the Code of Tudicial Administration & Certified to be mentatly and physically fit for office

Bar Survey Results

Cerfification Question £ (soe questions below] ! Z 307 4 5 6 7 8 9 1a il 12

0% or more seisfactory responses X X X X X X X X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfoetory responses

A randorm sample of attorneys appearing before hustice Christine M, Durham were asked 1o rate the judge as excollent, more than sdequate, adeguale,
less than.adoguate, or inadequale in the following areas. A safisfaclory response is excellent, more than adequate, of adequate. To be certified the judge
rrrast reloive 1 70% satisfactory response rate (o at teast 73% of the following questions and.an ovesall satisfactory response rate of at loast 70%.

: Professional hehavior is free from impropriety or the appearanceé of impropriety.
" Behavior is free from bius. : .

Diseourages inappropriate ex pare approaches from aliorneys of participants int & case.

Demonstiates knowledge of the substantive law,

Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidence and procedure.

Plemenstrates wn dhility to perceive legal and factua} Issues,

Peoperty applies the law Lo the fucts of (he case. '

Bemonsirates on awareness of recent legat developments,

. Opiniong demonstrate scholasly legal analysis.

10, Opinions ate clear and well writien,

1. Demonstrates preparation for oral arguments. _

12, Taking everything into acconnt, would you recommend (he Judicial Council certify this judge for retention election?

i
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-~ BAR SURVEY QUESTIONS
for DISTRICT JUDGES

A random sample of attorneys appeared before each Judge and were asked to rate the Jjudge as excellent, more than adequate, adegnate, lesy than
adequate, or inadequate in the following areas, A satisfactory response is excellent, more than adequate, or adequate. 'To be eertified the judge must
receive a 70% satisfactory response rate 1o at least 73% of the follewing questions and an overall satisfactory response rate of at least 7090,

e R A B o S

ped

10,
39

i2.

13,

Professional behavior is free from impropriety or the appearance of impropriety.

Weighs all evidence fairly and impartially before sendering a decision,

Behavior is free from hias. B . :

Discourages inappropriate ex parte approaches from attorneys of participants in u case,

Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of procedure, :

Demonstrates knowledge of the rules of evidenée,

Applies the Iaw to the fucts of the case,

Clearly explains the busks of eval decisions.

Writes decisions in a clesr and coherent manner,

Maintains order in the courtroom.

Demonstraies a familiarity with the pleadings, record, memioranda, and/or briefs that reflects preparation,
Issues orders, judgments, decrees, of opiniens witheut unnecessary delay.

Tuking everything into account, would you recommend the Judicial Couneil certify this Jjudge for retention election?

Koh



'COUNTY JUDGES IN FIRST DISTRICT
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Lorin C. Facer
of the Box Elder County Justice Court

_ Self Certification Requirements
e Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission. ® Met the case under advisement standard " e Participated for the number of
judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 ~40 hrs 1993 ~40 hrs
s Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration @ Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office
Judge De Verl Payne
of the Box Elder County Justice Court

‘ Self Certification Requirements 7

: o Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission e Met the case under advisement standard  ® Participated for the number of
judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: - 1992 =60 hrs 1993 — 39 hrs
o Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration ~ ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office ' '

Judge Ross K. McKinhon :
of the Rich County Justice Court

, . Self Certification Requirements
{ o Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement standard ~ ® Participated for the number of
Jjudicial education hours for the years indicdted which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1993.— 18 hrs {Judge McKinnon was
appointed mid-year) o Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration o Certified to
be mentally and physically fit for office : ’

|
|
P
i
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SECOND DISTRICT JUDGES .
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Quatified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge K. Roger Bean

of the Second Circuit Court Serving Davis, Morgas, and Weber Couaties

Seif" Certification Requiremenis

& Received no sunctions from the Iudicial Conduct Commission  * K, e fewer thun 6 cases mider advisement over 60 days and twe cases under
advisement ovér 180 days  » Participated for the nymber of fudicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or excends the minimum
of 3G hours per yoar: 1991 62 s FOU2 —dd hrs 1903 - 81 hrs Certified 1o be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the

Code of Judiciad Administration  » Certified to be mentally and physically fit for office

Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # {see page 30) 1 2 3 4 5 G 7 8 3 1) I} 2 i3

70% o1 mare satisfactory responses X X X X X X X x X X X X X

Less than 70% satlsiactory responses

Judge Rodney S. Page
of the Second District Court - Serving Davis, Morgan, and Weber Counties

Self Certification Requirements

* Received no sactions from the Judicial Conduct Commission * Kept fewer than 6 cases under advisement over 60 days and two eases under
advisement over 180 days  » Pm'f:'c:parf)dfm- the nimber of fudicial education hours for the yeary indicated which meets or exceeds the mivinen
of 30 howrs per year: 1991 ~ 51 s 199235 hs  JOG3 A0 hrs € ertified to be in compliance with the Code of Indicial Conduct and the
Code of Indicial Administration s Cerdified 1o be mentally and physically fit for office

Bar Survey Resulis

Ceﬂs;a‘?eaﬁfan Qz}em‘oﬁ#(see page 30 i 2 3 4 J i 6 7 8 9 3t i 12 13

70% or more satisfactory responses . X X' X X X X X X1 X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

. Judge Stephen A, Van Dyke
of the Second District Juvenile Court - Serviag Davis, Morgan, and Weber Counties

Seif Certification Requirements

* Recelved no sauctions from the Fudicial Conduct Comnission & Met the case vinder advisement time standard & Participated for the sumber
of judticial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minfmum & 30 howrs per year: 1991 - 30 hrs 1992 - 30-hrs R
1993 ~ 30 hrs  » Cortified to be in compliance with the Code of Iudicial Conduct and the Code of Tudicial Administration Ceriffied 1o he
mentally and physically fit for office ' ' -

Bar Survey Results

Certification Qitestion # (see page 30) i 2 -3 4 b i} 7 & 2 it t P21 13
0% or more satisfactory responses ) X X | x X X[ X X X X X | X X i X
Less than 70% satisfactory responses
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Judge Alfred C. Van Wagenen
" - of the Second Circuit Coutt - Serving Davis, Morgan, and Weber Counties

Self Cerdification Reqairements _
& Received no sancilons from the Judicial Conduct Commission % Mef the case dee}’ advisement time standard  ® Participated for the number
of judicial education honrs for the years Endicated which meets or exceeds the minimity of 30 hours per year! 1997 - 34 s 1992 -8 hrs
199351 hrs & Certified to be inf compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduet and the Cade of Jadiclal Administration # Certified to be

mentatly ond physically fit for office

Bar Survey Results

. ”(,‘é:_'f:ﬂr'&}}’rm Q}.:ésﬁon # {see page 30) 1 6 3 9 0 u 12 13
70% or ingre Saﬁ.\rjbr‘m:y responses b4 X X X X X X | X X X X X X
Less than 70% satigfoctory responses

3

Self Certifieation Requirements

& Received ne sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  * Met the ease nhder advisement fime standard  ® Partivipated for the number
of judicial education howrs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the misimum of 30 hours per year: | 991 93 hrs 1992 ~ 129 hrs
1003 Zed hps  ® Certified 1o be in compliance with the Cade of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration  # Certified to be

mentatly and physicatly fit for office

Bar Survey Resuits

Certification Question # (see page 30} t 5 7 9 FLENN I T 2 13
70% or-miore satisfactory 1esponses X X X X X X X X 1 X X X X X
“Less thar 70% m!i.gfa&mry responses

-

_ Judge Diane W. Wilkins.
of the Second District Juvenile Court ~ Serving Davis, Morgan, and Weber Counties

Self Certification Requirements. '

o Mot the case under advisement time standard — ® Participated for the number
1992 - 62 hrs

» Certified to be

 Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission
afjudivial editcation howurs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hotirs per year: 1991 —89 hrs

1993 &3 ey & Certified to be in complignce with the Code of Tudicial Condiict and the Code of Judicial Administration
menttstly ‘and physicaily fit for office

Bar Survey Results
Certification Question # fsee page 30} 1 4 51 6 T8 |9 w1213
0% or more satisfactory responses g X X X1 X X X X X 1 X x X X { X

FLesy than 70% satisfactory responses

KL




COUNTY JUDGES IN SECOND DISTRICT
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Refention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Jerald L. Jensen

of the Davis County Justice Colirt

Self Certification Requirements
* Received no sanctions from the Judicial Canduct Commission. » Met the case ander advisement standard  » Participated for the rumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimun of 30 hours per year: 1992 < 30 hrs 1993 .30 brs
* Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Tudicial Adminispration e Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office

Judge Tony Hassell
of the Morgan County Justice Cours

Self Ceriiﬁcaiitm Requirements

* Recelved no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission = Met the care under advisement standard =+ Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minium of 30 hours per year: 1992 - 100 hrs  [993 - 90 hs

* Certified to-he in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of dudicial Administration  ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office ' .

Judge Craig D. Storey
of the Weber County Justice Court

Seif Certification Requirements

* Received no sanctions front the Judiciat Condit Commission # Met the cave under advisement standard  » Partivipated for the sumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which mests or exceeds the minimine of 30 hours per year: 1992 — 31 hrs 1993 — 3} hrg

® Cerrified to be in compliance with the Code of Fudicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration . ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for affice
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| | THIRD DISTRICT JUDGES
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Arthur G. Christean
of the Third District Juvenile Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self Certification Requirements

o Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission Met the case under advisement time standard ® Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 —49 hrs 1992 -43 hrs
1993~ 34 hrs  ® Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration & Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office '

‘Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2 3 4 5 6 | 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
70% or more satisfactory responses X X X X X | X X X X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

Judge J. Dennis Frederick

of the Third District Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self ‘Certification Requirements

e Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement time standard ~ ® Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 -225 hrs 1992~ 88 hrs
1993 39 hrs  ® Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office .

Bar.Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2 | 3 4 51 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
70% or more satisfactory responses X X X X X X X X "X X X X! X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

Judge Timothy R. Hanson
of the Third District Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self Certification Requirements

o Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement time standard @ Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 —84-hrs- 1992 - 52 hrs

1993 -31 hrs @ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct dnd the Code of Judicial Administration @ Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office

Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ] 11 12 13

70% or more satisfactory responses X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses
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Judge Leslie A, Lewis -
of the Third District Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self Certification Requirements.

* Received no sanctions from the Jadicial Conduct Commission & Met the case mider advisement time standard  ® Participated for the nwnber
af fudicial education hours for the years indicated which meeis or exveeds the minimum of 30 howrs per'year: 199 ~ 129 ks ] 892 - 83 hrs

1993 96 hes & Certified to be int compliance with the Code of fudicial Conduct and the (,ade of Judicial Administration e Certified to be
mentally and physicaily fit for oﬁice .

Bar Survey Results

" Certification Guestion # {see page 30} { 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 . 9 143 i} iz I3
70% or mote satisgfactory responyes g X X X X X X X X X b X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

Judge Franklyn B, Matheson

of the Third District Juventle Court - Serving Sult Lake, Surwmit, and Toosle Counties

Self Certification Requirements

¢ Received no sanctions from the Fudicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case wnder advisement fime ﬂmra’a;d * Participated for the manber
of judicial education hows for the years indicated whick tneets or exceeds the minimom of 30 hours per year: 1991 —64 s 1992 - 99 brs
1993 -5l by & Certified 10 be in compliance with the Code of Tudic faf Conduet and !he Cade of !z:dmat' Administration e Certificd io be
mentally and physically fit for affice

Bar Survey Resuits
Certification Question ¥ {see page 30} 1 2 3 . 4 ) & 7 B 9 10 il 12t 13
70% or more sqtisfactory responses X X X X X X X X | X X | X X X
Less than 70% satisfactory responses .

Judge Sheila K. Mc(’fi.eve _

of the Fhird Circuit Court — Serving Salt l.ake, Summit; and Tooele Coun't_l_cs

Self Certification Reguirements

¢ Recelved no sanctions from the Tudicial Conduct Commission & Met the case under advisement time siandard =~ # Participated for the nuntber
of judicial aducation hours for the years ndicated which meets or exceeds the mininum af 30 hours per year: 1994 53 by 1992 - 45 hrs '
1993 38 ey Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Fudicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administt m‘:{m - % (e aﬁred m be
wmentelly and physicatly fit for office .

Bar Survey Results

© Certification Question # (see puge 30) e - 2 3 4 1. 8 6 7 8 g -1 164 N 12_ A
70% or more salisfactory resporixéx X X X| X X X X X X X X X | x

- Less than 70% satisfactory respolises -
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Judge Philip K. Palmer
of theé Third Circuit Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

~ Self Certification Requirements . ‘
® Received no "sdnc{ions from thé_JudiciaI Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement time standard Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 ~33 hrs 1992 40 hrs
1993 - 34 hrs  ® Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office ! ‘

Bar Survey Results’

i

Certification Question # (see page 30) vl 2l sl sl st 7] 8 |9 0|1 | 2] 13

70% or more satisfactory responses X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

- Judge Anne M. Stirba
of the Third District Court - Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self Certification Requirements

o Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission. ® Met the case under-advisement time standard ~ ® Participated for the number
of judicial éducation hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 — 109 hrs 1992 - 33 hrs - )
1993 42 hrs- ' Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be

mentally and physically fit for office ' : : :

Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 |11 127 13
. 70%. 01 more satisfactory res-p(mses X X X X X X X X x| x| x bx | X. ‘

Less than 70% satisfactory responses

Judge Edward A. Watson 7
* of the Third Circuit Court — Serving Salt Lake, Summit, and Tooele Counties

Self Certification Requirements

o Received no sanétions from the Judicial Conduct Commission e Met the case under ad\;isemeht time standard @ Participated for thé number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum-of 30 hours per year. 1991 ~36 hrs - 1992 ~45 hrs
1993 <36 hrs e Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration —-® Certified to be

mentally and physically fit for office _ -

Bar Survey Results.

-Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2.1 .31 4 5 6 | 71 8 9 10 |1t 12 13

70% or niore satisfactory responses X X X | X X | X X | x|x ' xIx |'x|X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses
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COUNTY JUDGES IN THIRD DISTRICT
The following Judges have been Certifled by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Cffice of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1094 General Election

Judge Peggy Acomb
of the Salt Lake County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

® Recelved na sauctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case uuder advivenent siandard . Pariicipated for the pumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indieated which meets or exceeds the miniium of 36 howrs per year: 1992~ 37 br's 1993 — 40 biv

o Certified to be ju compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicied Administration  » Ceutified 10 be mentally and
physically fit for office ' ' o

Judge Rex Couradsen
of the Salf Lake County Justice Court

Self Certification Reguirements

* Recefved no sauctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under advisement wamfa:d * Participated for the wumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds fhe minimun: af 30 hours per year: 1992 ~ 36 hrs 1993 2142 tus

» Certified 1o be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Jud;( ial Administration. & Certffied to be wentally and
physically fit for office o

Judge Joanne L. Rigby
of the Salt Lake County Justice Court

Self Certification Regnirements

* Revetved no sanctfous frant the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under advisement standawrd . Participated for the number of
Hidicial education hours for the vears indicated which meels o exceeds the winimnm of 30-lours per year: 1992 —43 hrs 1993 — 33 hus

» Certiffed to be in compflauce with the Code of Judicial (,rmdacf and the Code of Tudicial Administration  ® Certified to be mentall v e
physically fit for affice

Judge Phyllis J. Scott

of the Salt Lake County Justice Court

Self Certilication Requirements
* Received no sancilons from the Jud:r.mf Conduct Cammission ® Met the cose under advisement standard — ® Participated for the number of
Judicial education hows for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the ntintimum of 39 hours peryear: 1992 48wk 1993 - 68 hrs
s Certified (0 ba iu compliance witl the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration Certified to be mentaify and
physically fit for office . : :

Judge Lynn Sadler

of the Sumnmit County Justice Courl

Self Certification Regnirements

» Received no sancious from the Judicial Conduct Commission  » Met the case wuder advisement standard. Participated for the number of
Judicial education howrs for the years indicated which iieets or wiceeds the mininum of 30 howrs per year: 1992 -9 hrs 1993 - 86 Ry

* Certified to be i compliaree with the Code of Tudicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Admivisiration  ® Certified to be metally and
}Jﬁywmﬁyﬂ for affice

Judge Lamar F. Melville

of the Tooele County Tustice Court

Self Certification Reqairements

* Recefved ne sauctions ﬁ om the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under advisement standamd — ® Partic Ipaied for the sumber of
Judiclul education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimun af 3G hours per year: 1092« }02 hrs 1993 — 44 hrs.

o Ceriified w0 be In compliance with fhf’ Code of. Judicia! Conduct and the Code of fudicial Admilisivation  ® Certified to be tentally and
physically fit far office

Judge William Pitt
of the Tooele County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

- Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission Met the case ubder advivemment standard  # Paiticipated for the number of
Judicial education kours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the ninivum of 30 howrs per year: 199245 v 1993 42 fus

» Certified 1o be in compliance. mrh the Code of Judicial Gondset and the Code of Judicial Administration Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office
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FOURTH DISTRICT JUDGES
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Joseph I. Dimick ,
of the Fourth Circuit Court — Serving Juab, Millard, Utah, and Wasatch Counties

Self Certification Requirements

e Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission @ Met the case under advisement time standard ~ ® Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for.the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 =30 hrs 1992 34 hrs

1993 —30 hrs  ® Certified to be in-compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office :

Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
70% or moie satisfactory responses X X X X X X X X X X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory fesponses

Judge Ray M. Harding
of the Fourth District Court — Serving Juab, Millard, Utah, and Wasatch Counties

Self Certif'icatibn Requirements

e Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under advisement time standard ~ ® Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1991 —40 hrs 1992 - 37 hrs

1993 - 55 hrs: o Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration & Certified to be
mentally and physically fit for office : ’

Bar Survey Results

Certification Question # (see page 30) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

70% or more satisfactory responses X X X X X X X X X |I'X X X X

Less than 70% satisfactory responses
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.  COUNTY JUDGES IN FOURTH DISTRICT
- The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Sharla Williams
of the Juab County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

® Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission e Met the case under advisement standard ~— » Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hoars per year: 1992 — 124 hrs 1993 44 hys

¢ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration — » Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office ‘

Judge Daniel Hansen
of the Millard County Justice Court

Self vCel‘tifiAcation Requirements

® Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement standard ~— ® Participated for the pumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 — 30 hrs 1993 ~ 30 hrs

o Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office

Judge Ronald R. Hare
of the Millard County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

© Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement standard — © Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 - 102 hrs 1993 — 39 hrs

o Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration e Certified to be mentally.and
physically fit for office

Judge Alyse Sigman
of the Utah County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

® Received no sancnon s from the Judicial Conduct Commission e Met the case under advisement standard Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 — 121 hrs 1993 — 55 hrs

¢ Ceriified to-be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration  ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit fm office :

Judge Blain R. Hylton
of the Wasatch County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

& Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement standard @ Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours peryear: 1992 —34 hrs 1993 - 30 hrs
¢ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration Certified to be mentally and

. physically fit for office
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FIFTH DISTRICT JUDGES
The following Judge has been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards -
of Performance for the Office of Judge and is Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election.

‘ Judge James L. Shumate
of the Fifth District Court — Serving Beaver, Tron, and Washington Counties

Self Certification Requirements ,
* Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission % Met the case under advisement time standard  ® Participated for the number
of judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the mininum of 30 houss per year: . 199 — 150 hrs 1992 48 hrs
1993 . 32 iy & Cevtified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Tudiciid Administration. » Centified to be
mentaily and physically fit for office

Bar Survey Results
Certification Question # (see page 30) : ] 2 3] 4 5 5 9 10 ] 1 12 1 13
70% or move satisfactory responses X X' X7 X X X X X X X X | X X
ILes.'x than 70% .\'afi‘gfdf'zm'y' FESPORSES '
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COUNTY JUDGES IN FIFTH DISTRICT :
The foilowing Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Councit 10 have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retenfion in the 1994 General Blection

Judge Jetta A, Davie
of the Beaver County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

* Reveved no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission e et the cave under advisement standard Partivipated for the number of
Judicial education howrs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimun of 30 howrs per year: 1992 <30 hrs 1993 - 30 by '

¢ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Fudicial C onduct and the Code of . hzdma! Administration  + Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for qﬁ?ce . ) . : : :

Judge Bene’ T, Johnson

~ of the Beaver County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

¢ Received no sanciions from the sz’sua{ Conduct Commission  ® Met the cave under advisement standard Particlpated for the number of
Judicial education kowrs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum af 30 hours per year: 1992 - 30 fws 1993 42 s

¢ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduet and the Code of dndicial Administration e Certified to.be mentally and
physically fi for @fﬁc ¢

Judge Rowland B, Yardley

of the Beaver County Justice Count

Self Certification Requivements . -
* Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement standard ® Participated for the number af -~
Judicial education hours for the years indicated whick meaty or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 - 33 hrs. 1993 - 30 Fs
¢ Certified fo be in compliciice with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code af Judicial Admini stration. » Certified to be mentally and

physically fit for office
Judge Kenneth Adams

of the Iron County Jnstice Coust

Self Cerfification Requirements
* Received no saretions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under odvisement standard  ® Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exveeds the ninimmm of 30 hours per year: 1992 33 frs 1993 - 37 Iy

¢ Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration Certified to be memally and
physically it for aoffice .

Judge Margaret Miller

‘of the Iron Connty Justice Conrt

Self Certification Requirements _
® Received no sanctions from the Fudivial Conduct Commission e Met the case under advisement standard . ® Participated for the number of
" judicial education howrs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the mininmm of 30 hours peryear: [993-37hre e Certified to be in
compliance with the Code of Tudicial Conduct and the Code of Iudicial Administration . ¢ Certified to be mentally and physically fit for office

Judge Chester Adams
of the Washington County Justice Court

Self Certification Requirements

¢ Rec ewed ho sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission & Met the case wnder advivement standard & Participated for the ammbea of
Judicial education heurs for the years indicated which meets or exceedy the ninimym of 30 hours per year: 1992 - 30 hrs 1993 - I8 hrs (Exe used

by the Judivial Council from the balance of kours)  ® Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Judivial Conduct and the Code of Jadacaal
Administration e Certified to be menally and physically fit for office

Judge Richard “Mike” Dobson
of the Washington County Jusiice Court

Seif Certification Requirements

* Received no sanctions jmm the Judicial Conduct Commission Met the case wnder advisement stondard Participated for the number af
Judicial ecducation howrs for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimun of 30 hours per year: 1992 47 brs 1993 — 40 brs

* Certified to be in compliance with the Code of Tudicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office . S
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_ COUNTY JUDGES IN SIXTH DISTRICT
. The foltowing Judges have been Certified by the Utab. Judicial Councilto have met or exceeded the Standards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Quatified for Retention in the 1964 General Election

Judge John W. Yardiey
of the Garfield Couaty Justice Court

. . ' Self Certification Reguiremients _
& Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission. ' Met the case ander advisement standard  ® Participated for the number of
Judicvial education hours for the years indic ated which weets or exceeds the minjmum of 3¢ hours per year: 199233 hrs 903 — 30 hrs '

s Cerfified to be in mmplzame with the C’ode vj Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration  » Certified to be mentally and -
physically fit for office .

Judge F. Kirk Heaton
of the Kane County Justice Court

o Seif Certification Regnirements _
s Recelved no sanctions from-the Sudicial Condict Commission @ Met the cave nuder advisement standard % Participated for the mynber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimunt of 30 hours per year: 1992~ 38 hrs 1993 —33 hrs

s Certified to be in complignce with !he Codle of Judicial Conduet and Ehe Code of Judiclal Administration  ® Certified to be mentally and
" physically fit for affice . S S

Judge Brent Gottfredson
of the Piute County Justice Court”

Self Certification Requirements

» Received no sanctions from the Judicial C(mdaa Comutission  * Met the case nnder advisement standard  © Pavticipated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minfimus of 30 howrs per year: 1992 42 hys 1993 - 34 kg

© Cartified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Jud;c il Administration - Certified to be mentally and
. physically fit for affice

Judge Ned Jensen
of the Sanpete County Justice Court

Solf Certification Requirements
e Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission  ® Met the case under advisemens standard  ® Participated for the sumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minfmum of 30 hours per year! 1992 - 60 brs 1993 — 45 fus
& Certified to be in compliance with the Cr)de of Judicial C(Jmimr and the C‘ade of Judiciol Adminismation  ® Certified fo be mentally and
pkyvzcaiiy f t for offi ce

. Judge Kent Nielsen
of the Sevier County Justice Cowt .

Self Certification Requirements
" ® Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commission » Met the case under advisement standard  ® Participated for the number of
]udaaa! education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceads the minimman of 30 hours per year: 1992 —40 hys 1993~ 40 firg

* {er ;xfzea‘ fo be in compimme with the Code of mdacza.’ Conduct and the Code of Fudicial Administration  ® Certified to be mentatly and
phys‘icaﬁy fit for affice

Judge Roy Brown
~of the Wayne County Justice Court

Self Certification Regmir ementq

* Recefved ng sanctions from the Indictal Conduct (“onmzsswn b Mc.f the case under advisement siaudard ® 'Pm'z.icipafed for the munber of
judicial ea‘waram: hours for the years. Indicated which meefs or exceeds the minfum of 30 hours per year: 1992 ~34 hrs 1993 — 32 hrs

 Ceriified 4o be in compliance with.the Code of Judicial C azzdacz ard the Code afJudzual Administration  ® Certiffed to be m.emaﬂ.?y and
p}zymaﬂy ﬁf foz affice
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. COUNTY JUDGES IN SEVENTH DISTRICT
The foliowing Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Council to have met or exceeded the Standards
--of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Elayne J. Storrs
of the Carbon County lustice Court

. Self Certification Reguirements

® Received no sanctious from the Fudicial Conduct Commission  » Met the case under advisement standard Partivipated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours peryear: 1992 - 132 hrs 1993 — 136 hrs _

o Certified to be in compliance w::h the Code of Judicial Conduct and the Code of Judictal Admmss‘fra:m; * Certified to be mentafly and
physically fit for office -

Judge Betty Burns
of the Emery County Justice Court

Seif Certification Requirements

* Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct Commiission e Met the case under advisement standard ~ ® Partic ipated for the number of
judscsal education howrs for the years indicated which meets ov exceeds the minimum of 30 hiurs per year: 199297 hrs  1993.-32 hrs

o Cerrified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and f}:e Code of hidicial Adminiswation . o Certified to be mentally and
physically fil for office '

Judge Stan W, Truman
of the Emery County Justice Court -

Self Certification Requ:rememq

. Recenfed Ho sanctions ﬁﬂm the Tudicial Conduct Commission Met the case under advisentent standard — ® Participated fov-the mumber of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets o exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 ~35 s 1993 - 56 hprs

o Certified to he in complignee with the Code of Tudicial C{)ﬂducf and the Code of Judicial Administvation e Certified to be metally and
physically fit for office : ' '

Judge Paul C. Cox
of the Grand County Justice Court

‘Belf Certification Requirements

. Rer’ewed Ho saketions fi om the Judicial Conduct Commtission = Mey the case under advisement statrdard Pa ﬁupated o tie tmmbgr 0f
Judicial edacanon hours for the years iudicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: | 992 30 hrs 1993 30 brs

o Corfifi ed 10 be In compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct aud the Code of Iudicia! Admintstration ® Cer dified to be mentally and
physically fit for office

Judge Lyon Hazelton -
- of the San Juan County Justice Court
was not considered by the Utah Judicial Council for certification,
having been appointed after the date on which certification decisions were made.
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COUN’EY JUDGES IN EIGHTH Z)iSTRiL’Z‘
The following Judges have been Certified by the Utah Judicial Clouncil o have met or exceeded the Smndards
of Performance for the Office of Judge and are Qualified for- Retention in the 1994 General Election

Judge Clairé Reed
of the Daggett County Justice Cowrt

. Self Certification Requirements
* Received no Sancﬁrmsﬁ'_om the Judicial Conduct Commission & Met the case under advisement siandard Participated for the rnmber of
Judicial edncation hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the winimum of 30 hour's per year: 1992 247 hs 1993 33 hrs

o Cerified to bein compliance with the Code of Iudxua! Conduct and the Codé of Judicial Administration. ® Certified to be mentally and
physically fit for office ) L

Judge Anne Schnéidervin
" of the Daggett County Justice Court
Self Certifiéaiian Requirements
¢ Received no sanctions - from the Judicial Conduct Commission & Met the case under adviserent standard  ® Pa_r’zicfp{_zze'd for 'rhfz'_ wumber of

Judicial education hours for the years indiceted which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1993 — 51 hr, 5 @ Certified o bé in
complianee with the Code of Judicial Conduct anid the Code of Judlcial Administration ~ » Ce Hfied to be mentatly and phyvzr,ah’y fit for oﬁwe

Judge Fioyd L. Njelisen
of the Duchesne County Justice Coutt

Seif Certification Reqmrements

* Received no sanctions from the Indiciol- Conduct Commission ® Met the case under advisement smndmd . Parr:upared for the number of
Judzc‘xa! education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimin of 30 hours per year: 1 §92 - 30 hrs 1993 30 s
o Cortified to be in compliance with the Code of Iudicial Conduct and the Code of Judicial Administration ¢ Cel uﬁed to be mentaﬂ y and
physically fit for office

Judge Clair Pouisen
of the E}achesne_ County Justice Couort

beif (‘ertiﬁuﬂmn Requirements

& Received no sanctions from the Judicial Conduct {‘mmm seion e Met the case nnder advisement standard o Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year: 1992 -32 tws 7 993 3(} h; g

o Cergified to be in compliance wuh the Code 0f Jud:( tal Conduet and the Corde of Jﬁd{cxai Admumrfwmn . Cerzif?ed A i}e memaliy {md

. physicatly fit for r;fﬁr‘e

Judge Brent Feltch
_ QT the Uintah Cemszj Justice Conrt

- Self Certification Requirements

o Received no sanctions f:r)m the Fudicial Conduct Commission e Met the case under deviserieni S!afidm‘d o Participated for the number of
Judicial education hours for the years indicated which meets or exceeds the minimum of 30 hours per year; 199243 hrs 1993 46 hry

o Cortified to be in compliance with the Code of Judicial Conduct and aﬁe Code of Fudicial Adminisiration e Certified to be mentally and.
physically ﬂr for.office . ' '
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Instructions to Voters

In Beaver, Box Eldes, Cache, Carbon, Davis, Duchesne, Grand, fron, Kane, Millard, Salt Lake, Sanpete, Sevier,

Summit, Tooele, Uintah, Utah, Wasatch, Washington, and Weber Counties.

FOR VOTING BALLOTS

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 vou one
or more ballots,

NOTE: Ifanclection judge has reason o doubt your identity, the

Judge is required to elther, (a) request identifieation from you, or

(b} have a known registered voter of the district idestify you,

HOW TO VOTE YOUR BALLOT

PO NOT vole a ballot that lins been marked, spoiled, or defaced,
tdentification marks or a spoiled or defaced ballot witl make your
vote invalid. If you make a mistake, or if you have a spoiled or de-

faced ballot, vetnra it to the judge who will cancel it and issue you

a new ballot,

When you receive a ballot from the election ;udge. immediately go
alone 1o one of the voting booths and vote your ballot as follows:

STEP 1
Uslag both hands, slide t?ze bal%oz card all the way into the voie re-
corder,

STEP 2 _
Be sure the two holes at the top of the card fit over the two red
pins on the recorder,

STEP 3. _

Ta vote, hold the punch straight up and push down throngh the card
inthe box nexticeach of your choices, Follow the instructions, and
vote all pages as instructed, Use the punch provided. Do not use

‘& pen or pencil,




STEP 4

Voting forca ndidatesof more than éne party. 1fyou want to vote

for candidates from nore than one party, you may do this by punch-
ing thé ballotin the box next to the deazred candidate’s name on the
ballot,

Voting for candidates of one party. 1f you wanttocast a “Stmigﬁt
party’? vote for all the candidates of one party, punch the box next
to the desired party on the first page of the ballet. i you vote

“straight party” you vote for each candidate of that party. i you .

have already voted “straight pasty” and want to vote for a candidate
“of another party, you can do that by punching the baliot next to the
candidate’s pame,

STEP 5

After voting, slide the cal{i out of the vote ru.,ordei and plaw itun-
der me flap of the write-in cnve?f}pe

STEP 6 -

After you have voted the batlot apd paced it in the write-in batlot
envelope, RETURN IT TO THE ELECTION JUDGE. Give
your same, The judge will remove the stub from your baliot.
Deposit the write~in ballot envelope, containing the batlot card, in
the hatlot hox. You have now finished voting,

WRITE-IN VOTING

You may also vote for & vatid write-in candidate. You do ihis by
cither writing the office title and the asme of the candidate on the

write—-in batlot envelope, or by placing a sticker with the candi-

date’s name and office printed ot it on the write-in envelope.
When voting for a write-in candidate, DO NOT punch a hole in
the punch card bajlef nextto 4 candidate ranning for the same
position, '

NON-PARTISAN CANDIDATES

Iudicial, state school board, local school board, and skmifar offices
are non-partisan contests, They are o the last pages of your ballot,
The copy of the haltot attached to the vote recorder contains in-
structions telling the number of pez‘som that should be voted forin
eacl: office.

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS
AND INITIATIVES . '
When voting on & constitutional amendment or initiative, you
punch the ballot hy the answer you want to give. Thée amnendment
or initiative will be in the form of a question. Vote “FOR” if you

want to answer “yes” and “AGAINST” if you wang to answer
“no ki

HOW T0O GET HELP TO MARK YOUR BALLOT

If you are blind, {%zsetbied ungble 1o read or write, unable to read

or write thLB;ngHh %anguagﬁ. or physlealiy unable to enter a poli- '

ng piaw you may be helped by someone you choose. The person

) heipmg you cannot be your emplover, an agent of your employer,

or an officer or agent of your snion. The person helping you canriot
in any way request, persuade, or induce you to vote for or agamst
any particular candzdate or issue. :



- Instructions to Voters

~ In Daggett, Emery, Garfield, Juab, Mergén, Piute, Rich, San Juan, and Wgyzt’e‘ co_'tmties.

HOW TO OBTAIN A BALLOT FOR VOTING.

1. Give your name and address 10 an efeclion judge, -
. 2. M your nasne is on the official régister, and your right o voie
has ot been challenged, the election judge-wili give you one
or more ballots, ' o
NOTE:
Jjudge is required to either, {a} request identification from you, or
{b) have a known registered voter of the district identify you.

HOW TO VOTE YOUR BALLOT

PO NOT vote a ballot that has been marked, spoiled, or defaced.
Identification marks or a spoiled or defaced ballot will make your
vote inrvalid. If you make a mistake, or if you have a spoiled or de-
faced bailot, retura it to the judge who will cancel it and issue you
anew baliol. : '

When you receive & ballot from the election judge, immediately go
alone to one of the voting booths and vote your ballot by marking
it with an *X* as follows:

VOTING FOR CANDIDATES OF ONE PARTY.

I you want to cast a “straight party” vote for all the candidates of -
one party, you may mark an “X” in the circle al the tlop of the fist
of that party’s candidates, in the squares by the names of each can-
didate of that pasty, or int both the circle and the squares,

If an election judge has reason to doubt your identity, the
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VOTING FOR CANDIDATES OfF
MORE THAN ONE PARTY .

If you want to vote for candidates from more than one paty; You
may mark in the squares by the names of the candidates for whom
you want fo voie without marking in any party’s circle, You may
also vote “straight party” by marking in the circle aboveone party’s
list, then marking in the squares by the names of the candidates of

" your-choice of other parties,




e

¥ ye»u vctc “straight party” by marking the circle above a party’s

list, youmay ‘draw 4 line thmagh the name of any candidate of that

party ticket for whom you DO NOT want to vote, However, when
ari office is listed that requires more than one persot to be elected,
you must draw a line throngh ali the names of the persons of that

party figket for whom you do not want to vote {feaving oaly those -

for whom you w1sb o vote).

WRITF—«IN VOTXNG

You may alse vote fcr a valid write-in candidate, You do t‘nzs by'

either writing the namme of the candidate on the baliot or by placing
a sticker with the candidate’s name and office printed on it on the
ballot. Partisan wrile-in candidates should be listed or stuck in the
corect office space of the blank write~in column: Non-partisan
write~-in candidates should be listed in the blank space for thatnon—
pérsisanoffice, Ifyou write in a name or put a sticker on the ballot,
“yott have voted for that person, even if you do not make an “X' by
“the write~in name.

NON—PAR1‘I§AN CAND?DA' 3.x

y udmai s.taze schccl board iacal schoal %}oalé, and similar ciilcﬁ.s

are non-partisan contests. They are located in the extrernie right-
hand column on the ballot. Just above the voting squares are in-

- geructions telling how many pcl sohs should be voted for in cach

fflce

CONSTITUTIONAL AME‘\JZ)MPNT’% AND INIT KA'Z‘IVE&‘}

In case of a constitutional amendment or inisative submlzled foa
vote of the people, you make an “X” in.the square by. the answer

_ you want to give. The amendment or mltmtwe will bei m the form
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of a question, Vote “FOR™ if y(}u want to answer “yes” and
“AGAINST” if you want to answer ©

liOW O GFT HFL? O MARK YOUR BALLG’!

H vou are blind, dlsabled unable 1o zedd or wriie, unablc to wdci
or write the English language, orphysically unable to enter a poll-
ing p}’lCE you may be helped by someone you choose, The person
helping you cannot be your employer, an agent af mplﬂyel,
or an officer oragent of yout union. The person help ! '
in any way request, p_ersua,dq, or induce you 10 vote fo
any particular candidate or issue.
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1, OLENES. WALKER, LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR OF THE
STATE OF UTAH, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing measures

will be submitted to the voters of the State of Utah at the election to be held ‘

‘ throughoﬁt the state on November 8, 1994, and that the foregoing pamphlet

is complete and correct according to the law. .

WITNESS MY HAND and the

. Great Seal of the State of Utah at
Salt Lake City, Utah this 29th day of
September, 1994

_ OLENES WALKER
Lieutenant Governor
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A Message from Utah’s Lieutenant Governor

During the most recent general election over 80% of the cligible
population of Utah was registered to vote, Utah is typically one of the
states with the highest percentage of registered voters as well as the
highest turnout, This fevel of voter activity is commendable. '

Utah offers many opporfunities fo register to vote including mail-in
registration, neighborhood registration ‘agents, county clerks’ eoffices,
and numerous voter registration drives throughout the stute, This will
continue as new legishation is implemented next year. The Utah Voter
Registration Act wiil further expand voter registration sites fo include
driver's license ofﬁces. public .issmtance agencies and other public
locations.

Please rementber to register 1o vote, o reregister if you have moved, by
the deadlines fisted below. Don't forget to vote, It is your right, itis your
privilege!

November 8, 1994 is Election Day

Best wishes,

eI it

Oleng 8, Walker
Lieutenant Governer

HOW TO REGISTER TO VOTE

If you will be 18 or older and will have been a resident of the State of Utah olr 30 days
~ preceding the election on November 8, 1994, you may register to vote by one of the
folfowzng m&thods :

* You may register with the registration agent in your voting precinct between 8:00
a.m. and 9:00 p.m. ‘on November 1, 2, and 3,

® Yoy may register at the County C%erk g office in your county durzng mguial
working hours until October 18,

® You may register by mail at any time before October 18 by sending in a By-Mail
Registration Form, These forms may be obtained at any bank, post office, library,
county clerk’s office, or political party office. :
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