BALLOT MEASURE NO. 1

RIGHT TC KEEP AND BEAR ARMS
SJR 39

BALLOT LANGUAGE

This proposal would amend article |, section 19 of the state constituton.
This section now reads: “A well-regulated militia being necessary to the
security of a free state, the right of the pecple to keep and bear arms shall
not be infringed.” The amendment would add this sentence to the section:
"The individual right to keep and bear arms shall not be denied or infringed
by the state or a political subdivision of the state.”
SHOULD THIS CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT BE ADOPTED?

YES []
NO [
VOTES CAST BY MEMBERS OF
THE 18TH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
ON FINAL PASSAGE

House: 36 Yeas Senate. 16 Yeas
3 Nays 3 Nays
i Absent 1 Excused

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY

This state constitution protects the right of the peopie to keep and bear
arms. It says that, a well-regulated miiitia being recessary to the state's
security, the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be
infringed.

This measure amends the slate constitution by adding a specific
reference to the individual right to keep and bear arms. The new language
says that the individual right to keep and bear arms shall not be denied or
infringed by the state or its political subdivisions.

The measure also changes the title for the section. The new tile
would reflect the fact that the right covers both the keeping and the bearing
of arms.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED LAW

*Section 1. Articte |, sec. 19, Constitution of the State of Alaska, is
amended to read:

SECTION 19. RIGHT TO KEEP AND BEAR ARMS. A well
regulated militia being necessary to the secunty of a free siate. the
right of the people o keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. The
individual right to keep and bear arms shall not be denied or
infringed by the State or a political subdivision of the Stats.

*Sec. 2. The amendment proposed by this resolution shail be placed
before the voters of the state at the next general election in contormity with
art. Xlll, sec. 1, Constitution of the State of Alaska, and the election laws
of the state.

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT

** YES on Ballot Measure #1 will protect each ndividua! law-abiding
citizen's right to keep and bear arms.

Attempts to deny and infringe upon the rights of law-abiding citizens
who own firearms have appeared even in Alaska, and the potential for
unreasonable firearms restrictions is becoming more likely, as eviderced
by recent actions in Washington. D.C.

Due to the continuing attacks on the law-abiding citizen's constitutional
right to keep and bear arms, it is essential lo clarify the nght of the
individual citizen to own and use arms for traditional purposes, whather it
be for hunting. recraatior, personal liberty, or for the defense of sal. home
family, or state.

Ballot Measure #1 was placed before the voters for final approval by
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the Alaska Legislature due (¢ the passage of Senate Joint Resolution 39
(SJR 39). The Legislature overwhelmingly approved SJR 39 - in the House
of Representatives by a vote of 36 yeas to 3 nays and in the Senate by a
votz of 1€ yeas 1o 3 nays. Over 86% of Alaska’s elecled representatives
suppont Ballot Maasure #1.

"t YESon#i wili NOT overturn or invalidate state laws restricting access
or possession of arms by convicted felons, mental incompetents, illegal
aliens, those under the influence of drugs or alcohol, juveniles, or in school
buildings  These laws are well-established and have been ccnsistently
upheld in Courts across the nalion, even when considered under the
toughest legal standard and under constitutional language more stringent
than s proposed by Baliot Measure #1.

' YES on #1 wili NOT stop or resirict public safety officials from
punishing or prohibiting the possession of arms by those who misuse arms,
nor does it protect criminals or delinquents who misuse arms. These
individuals would be excluded from enjoyment of this right. That such
persons may be excluded in a well-established principle of law and the
types of misconduct are well-known and self-evident. Some examples of
such misconduct include™ armed robbery, carrying arms while intoxicated,
using arms to unlawfully harass, intimidate, or recklessly endanger another,
carrying arms into school buildings, or shooting in an unsafe place or
manr.er.

"t YES on #1 does NOT include every conceivable weapon or
instrument  Weapons not commonly kept by the people, such as
instruments of mass destruction (bombs and rockets), are not covered by
this amendment. Conslitutionally protected arms include rifles, shotguns,
revolvers, pistols, and knives.

‘* YES on #1 protecis the carrying of arms. The bearing of arms
concealed may be regulated by. for exampie, requiring a permit to carry
arms concealed. However, permitting would have to be administered with
the right to keep and bear arms i mind.

" YES on #1 guarantees that state laws banning the possession, sale,
transfer or transportation of arms. laws requiring a license to possess or
acquire arms, requiring the registration of arms or imposing special taxation
on arms would not be permittad.

" YES on #1 protects your individual right to keep and bear arms as
law-abiding citizens of Alaska.

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION

The proposed wording of this constitutional amendment is fatally flawed.
Voie no.

Constitutional amendments must be treated with great care. If this
amendrrient should pass, be prepared for unannounced consequences.
Passage of this amendment would undo {aws currently in place. If a statute
comes into contlict with the constitution, the constitction will prevail. When
the proposed amendment's language is combined with our Constitution's
existing privacy clause, an unintended and dangerous judicial result is
almost certain, and may stand in the way of any reasonable, sensible and
necessary gun restrictions in the future. Guns are not aliowed on school
grounds, in school lockers and felons cannot carry weapons. Our state’s
new concealed weapons law has many conditions limiting who can carry
a concealed weapon These [aws which now protect us will be attacked in
the counts if this amendment passes, and in all likelihood the laws will be
thrown out.

This measure would change the Constiution in a way which will make
crime prevention more difficult and allow deadly weapons In situations
where they are illega! today. Supporters of this constitutional amendment
say they intend that the courts will not follow the literal wording of this
constitutional amendment, and instead allow current laws on bearing arms
to stand. However, a court places more weight on constitutional rights than
it places on state or municipal lawe. This is especially true of our Alaska
Supreme Court, which has taken a very strong position supporting any
incividual nghts spetled out in the Alaska Constitution. The plain language
of this proposed arnendmeni clearly conflicts with existing, reasonable
restrictions on deadly weapons.



The experience of other states in this area is informative. For example,
according to an Alaska Attorney General's opinion, in 1986 West Virginia
amended its constitution with an expanded right to bear arms provision, and
the backers of the measure asserted that it would not affect existing laws.
However, after the amendment passed, when a drunk driver was stopped
and found to bs in possession of a concealed waapen withaut a permit, it
triggered a successful court challenge to their concealed weapons law and
resulted in the prohibition of law enforcement authorities from enforcing
concealed weapons provisions. As another example, Oregon courts held
that a statute prohibiting the mere possession of a switchblade was
unconstitutional under the right to bear arms provision of the Oregon
constitution.

Alaska currently has some of the least restrictive weapon laws of any state
in the nation. Among these laws are ones that allow citizens to carry
weapons in their home, on their property and to and from hunting trips.
There is no example of our state or local government restricting any
person's reasonabls bearing of arms under our State Canstitution. If what
we have now is working, why should we change it? The amendment is
unnecessary. Vote no.
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 2

RIGHTS OF VICTIMS OF CRIM
CCS HJR 43

rm

BALLOT LANGUAGE

Under article |. section 12 of the slate conshitution, the goals of the criminal
justice system are reformation of the enminal and protection of the public
This proposed amendment would add the goals of communily
condemnation of the offender, rights of victims of crime. and restitution by
offenders. The proposed amendment also sels out the righls of victims of
crime. Those rights include the right to be treated with dignity, respect, and
farness, to get information about a case, and to take part in proceedings
involving accusad offenders.
SHOULD THIS CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT BE ADOPTED?

YES []

NO (]

VOTES CAST BY MEMBERS
OF THE 18TH ALASKA LEGISLATURE
ON FINAL PASSAGE

House: 34 Yeas Senate: 18 Yeas
3 Nays 2 Nays
3 Absent

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY

This measure will amand the section of the state constitttion that relates
to baijl, fines, and punishing criminals. Now, penal administraticn is based
on two factors. Those two factors are reforming the criminal and protecting
the public. If this measure were to pass, criminal administration would be
based on five factors. Those five factors are protecting the pubiic,
community condsmnaticn of the criminal, the rights of victims of cnmes,
restitution from the criminal, and reforming the criminal. The name of the
section will also be changad Now, the name is "Excessive Punishment.”
If this measure passes, the name will be "Criminal Administration.”

The measurs will also add a new section o the state constitution. This new
part will provide that viclims of crimes will have the following rights as set
forth by law.

1. The victim will have the right to be reasonably protected from the
person accused of the crime by the court requiring the person accused of
the crime to post ball or obey conditions of release,

2. The victim will have the right to confer with the prosecution.

3 The victim will have the right to be treated with dignity, respect, and
fairness during all parts cf the criminal or juvenile jusiice process.

4. The victim will have the right to have the case disposed of in a
timely manner after the arres{ of the person accused of the crime.

& The vicim will have the night to obtain information abeut and to be
present at all criminal or juvenile proceedings where the person accused
of the crime has the right to be present.

6. The victim will have the right, if the victim wanis, to make a
statement when the person accused of the crime is sentenced, before or
after the conviction or juvenile judgement, and whenever the release of the
person accused of the crimes is being considered.

7. The victim will have the right to restitution frorn the person accused
of the crime.

8. The vicim will have the right to be notified if the person accused
of the crime escapes or is released from custody.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED LAW

*Section 1. Adticle [, sec 12. Constitution of the State of Alaska, is
amended o read:

SECTION 2. CRIMINAL ADMINISTRATIOM [EXCESSIVE

PUNISHMENT] Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive
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fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. Criminal
[PENAL) administration shall be based [ON THE PRINCIPLE OF
REFORMATION AND]| upon the foliowing: the need for protecting
the public, community condemnation of the offender, the rights of
vistims of crimes, restitution from the offender, and the principle
of reformation.

“Sec. 2. Article |, Constitution of the State of Alaska, is amended by adding
a new section to read:

SECTION 24. RIGHTS OF CRIME VICTIMS. Crime victims, as
defined by law, shall have the following rights as provided by law: the
right to be reasonably protected from the accused through imposition
of appropriated bail or conditions of release by the court; the right to
confer with the prosecution; the right to be treated with dignity,
respect, and fairness during alf phases of the criminal and juvenile
justice process; the right to timely disposition of the case following the
arrest of the accused; the right to obtain information about and be
allowed to be present at all criminal or juvenile proceedings where the
accused has the right to be present; the right to be allowed to be
heard, upon reguest, at sentencing, before or after conviction or
juvenile adjudication, and at any proceeding where the accused's
release from custody is considered; the right to restitution from the
accused, and the right to be informed, upon request, of the accused's
escape or release from custody before or after conviction or juvenile
adjudication.

*Gee., 3. The amendments proposed by this resolution shall be placed
befors the voters of the stale at the next general election in conformity with
art. Xlll.sec 1, Constitution of the State of Alaska, and the election laws of
the state.

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT

An individual's constitutional rights are the highest level of rights he or she
possasses. ) the legislature passes a law that provides a statutory right,
this right must take a back seat to any conflicting constitutiona! right.  This
is the problem with our existing victims rights laws.

The right to a speedy rial, to confront opposition witnesses, to bail, to
subpoena witnesses, the right to have appointed defense counsel and the
right against cruel and unusual punishment. do these phrases sound
famdiar? They are the rights provided by our state’s constitution to
persons charged with a criminal offenss.

The rights listed in this proposal such as the right to reasonabie protection
from an accused perden, the nght to confer with the prosecution, and to be
treated with dignity, respect and fairess are victims rights and the rights
of the family of a victim of a crime. They are though, currently only
slatutory rights and thereby are inferior to a criminal defendant’s
conslitutional rights.

Your “yes" vote on this proposal will raise these Victims Rights to the same
level as criminal defendant's nghts by making them constitutional too.
Seems only fair.

Additionally, your “yes" vote will change the order of and add to the
constitutional mandates placed on our state’s criminal system.

Currenily the first listed administrative function of our Criminal {Penal)
system is the “principle of reformation” and then the "need for protecting
the public”. Many people feel that this order is backwards and that
additionally, courts should consider the community condemnation of the
offender and the rights of the victims and their restitution while determining
an appropriate sentence a convicted criminal. If you feel this way too, vote
yes on this ballot measure.

The measure will not reduce the existing rights of anyone. It will allow the
victim of a crime to be provided with the same level of consideration and
protection as that received by the person who committed it.
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STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION

This amendment is not necessary. Everything it claims to accomplish 1s
already covered inlaw We should not change the constiiution tinless there
1s a compeiling nead

The construction of the simendment s Hawed  itcontuzan vivims nghis
with those of the offender as well as setung new goals for the crrninal
justice system. {f we are going to amend the constitution. we should do it
in a clear, concise manner. Victims' righls should be in a single section
devotad to that issue. This amendmant would create new goats for the
criminal juslica system and would place them in Aclicle |, "Declaration of
Rights A better location for these goals would be in Article 1V, “The
dudiciary.” The focus of current Section 12 of Article |15 on the rights of
the offender to not be subjecied 10 excessive punishment  As part of that
right, it 1s specified that the terms of impnsonment shiould be considered
with the dual aims of rehaviliation of the eltenger and protection of the
public

Hislory provides no guidance as 1o what 1e meanl by “coendemnation
of the offender” nor does this amendment. This provision might tead to
an atlampt to ushfy cruel and unusual punishment  Diluting the existing
Section 12 with confusing provisions unrelated to the nghis of the otfender
and changing the title to "Criminal Administration” eliminates any focus in
the constitulion on the rights of the offender.

We certainly may wish to add victims’ rights to the constitution, bot
we should not do away with olher rights in the process.

B-23



BALLOT MEASURE NO. 3

CHANGE OF CAPITAL TO WASILLA
93MCAP

BALLOT LANGUAGE

This initiative would amend stale law to change the state capital from
Juneau to Wasilla as of January 1, 1997.
SHOULD THIS INITIATIVE BECOME LAW?

YES ()

NO []

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY

Section 1 states that at the firsl stalewide election the voters shall be asked
whether the capital shall be changed to Wasilla.

Section 2 states that, if a majorily of the votes are yes, Wasilla shall be the
capital on January 1, 1997.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED LAW
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

SECTION 1. At the first statewide election at which this initiative can be
submitted to the People of Alaska, the voters shall be asked:

Shall the capilal of Alaska be changed to Wasilla?

SECTION 2. It a majority of the votes cast on the question vole yes,
Wasilla, Alaska shall be Alaska's capital effective January 1, 1997.

STATEMENT OF SUPPORT

This initiative, titled, "Change of Capital to Wasilla,” is as simple as it
sounds. It is an uncomplicated, inexpensive way to bring government
closer to the people by changing the city designated as their state capital
from Juneau to Wasilla.

When the capital moved from Sitka to Juneau in 1906, Juneau made the
same argument that this proposition addresses. Alaska’s capital should be
moved closer to the people.

Wasilla is an established community, centrally located on the road system
between Fairbanks and Kenai Peninsula, where nearly three-quarters of the
state's population resids. [t already has water and sewer, transportation,
public safety and education systems in place. And the railbelt area is going
to see a steadily increasing proportion of the state’s populaton in the future.

35,000 Alaskans from all 40 election districts signed the petitions that pul
this initiative before the voters because, despile all the money spent on
telecommunications equipment, Alaskans are far removed from their
elected officials and very few can afford the cost of traveling to their capital

city.

Every year, the state pays the cost of moving 57 legislators and their
families plus thetr household goods angd oftices 16 Juneau and back. Extra
per diem is paid to all but three Juneau legislators for being so far from
home. Many legislators must frequently travel back to their home districts
during the session. often at the stale expense. In addition, inclement
weather causas the Juneau airport to close with great fraquency during the
winter months, affecting both the functions of government and the ability of
Alaskans to participate.

Alaskans need a new caplitai building, betler able to accommodate both the

legislature and the pubiic. But, more importantly, Alaskans need a capital
they can getto. The City of Wasilla has oftered to build a 140,000 square
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foot building, so why not move the capital now when the cost will be lower
than keeping 1t in Juneau? This is the best opportunity that we will ever
have to do so. Wasilia, surrounded by the beautiful Matanuska Valley. will
be a capital that Alaskans can be proud of -- and can reach without flying
great distances or driving through a foreign country to get there.

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION

Of all the reasons to vote no on Ballot Measure #3 -- the capital move -
the most important is the complete absence of information about the
proposal and its costs. Moving the capital to Wasilla would cost mitlions
and possibly billions of dolars. The proponents of Ballot Measure #3 have
not told us where this money would come from. Would they cut basic
services like education, or would they reinstitute a state income tax or dip
into the Permanent Fund?

| believe every Alaskan will pay dearly for a capital move because, quite
simply, it's a move we can't afford. This year alone, the Legislature
borrowed $1.8 billion from the Constitutionai Budget Reserve just to
balance the budget and we still face an estimated deficit of $800 million for
next year.

Right now, there are billions of dollars worth of unmet needs across the
state. Many rural communities lack safe drinking water and sewer systems.
Urban communities must tolerate overcrowded schools and streets in need
of major repairs. State trooper positions are being eliminated. Pons and
harbors in most fishing communilies are in need of rapair or raplacement.
Our senior programs face painful cutbacks and our university system needs
$154 million for maintenance and repairs.

Twelve years ago, the Capital Site Planning Commission estimated that it
would cost $2,843,000,000 to move the capital. This time, no price tag is
attached. Alaskans are being asked to sign a blank check and trust a few
politicians to fill in the amount.

Those who want to move the capital tell us not to worry. They ask us to
believe that most of the costs are limited to one building in Wasilla for the
governor and Legislature. But the actual wording on the ballot seems likely
to result in moving the state cagpital, not just one building.

By the Mat-Su Borough's own estimate, a capital move would transform
Wasilla, a community of about 4,300, into a capital city of 35,000. Because
Wasilta's infrastructure is approaching capacity, it would instantly need new
roads, schools, water and sewer lines, additional police and fire fighters...all
the big ticket items. Wasilla would have no choice but to turn to the state
to pay for most of them.

Alaskans deserve 1o know what they would have to pay to move the capital.
With anticipated layoffs and the cenain continued decline in state
resources, we don't need another government boondoggle with enormous
cost overruns and millions in wasted resources.

By voting NO on Ballol Measure #3, you will assure that Alaska’s limited
financial resources are available to address the critical needs of our state.
A new capital is more government than we can afford. Please join me in
voting NO on Ballot Measure #3.



BALLOT MEASURE NO. 4

BANNING BALLOT LISTING - CERTAIN
CONGRESSIONAL CANDIDATES
a3LMIT

BALLOT LANGUAGE

This initiative would ban ballot listing for some candidates for Congress.
It would apply to candidates for U.S. Senator who have, at the end of the
current term, been a Senator 12 of the last 18 years. It would also apply
to candidates for U.S. Representative who have, at the end of the current
term, been a Representative 6 of the last 12 years. These candidates may
still receive write-in votes. The ban would not take eftect until 24 other
states adopt similar bans or Congressional term limits. Service in Congress
befoie then would not be counted toward the ban.
SHQULD THIS INITIATIVE BECOME LAW?

YES |)

NO  []

LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY

This ballot access measure sets limits on ballot listings of persons who are
serving or have served in the United States Senate or House of
Representatives.

It amends the state Election Code to say when a person’s name cannot be
listead as a candidate on the state ballot. A person's name could not be
listed as a candidate for U S. Representative if the person had served in
that office during any six or more of the previous 12 years. A person's
name could not be listed as a candidate for U.S. Senator if the person had
served in that office duning any 12 or mcre of the previous 18 years. If a
person rasigns from office, the time he or she would have served is
counted. The law would not prevent any person from being a write-in
candidate.

These limits would not take effect until at least 24 other states also
approved ballot access or term [imit laws,

The measure also says how the limits will apply to persons elected to these

offices in the 1934 election and to persens holding these offices when the
measure takes effect. Service before January 1, 1995 would not count.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED LAW

Section 1. TITLE. This act shall be known and may be cited as “The
Alaska Congressional Baliol Access Limitation Act of 1993."

Section 2. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS. The people of the State of
Alaska hereby find and declare as follows:

(a) Federal officeholders who remain in office for extended periods of time
become preoccupied with their own reelection and for that reason devote
more effort camgaigning for their office than making legislative decisions for
the benefit of the people of Alaska.

(b) Federal officeholders have become too closely aligned with the special
interest groups who provide contribulions and support for thetr reelection
campaigns, give them special favors, and lobby the House of
Representatives and Senate for special interest legislation, alt of which
create corruption or the zppearance of corruplion of the legislative system.

(¢j Entrenched mncumbency hes discouraged aqualified citizens from
seeking office and has 'ed 1o a lack ol compeltiveness and a dechne in
robust debate on 1ssues ol importanice to the people of Alaska

(d) Due lo the appearance of corruption and the lack of compsiition for the
legisiative seals held by the entrenched incumbents. there has been a

Y

reduction in voter participation which is counter-productive in a

representative democracy

(e) The citizens of Alaska have a compelling interest in preventing
corruption and the appearance of corruption by limiting the number of terms
which any Senator or Representative representing the people of this state
may serve.

(fy The citizens of Alaska have a compeliing interest in preserving the
integrity of the ballot by promoting competitive elections and fimiting the
influence of special interasts upon entrenched incumbent legisiators.

(9) The citizens of Alaska have a compelling interast in voting for the
candidate or candidales of therr choice, and in standing for and holding
elective office, and in preventing the perpetual monopolization of elective
offices by incumbents.

(h) The citizens of Alaska have a compelling interest in extending the
equal protection of the laws by ensuring that more of the peopls of this
state have an equal opporiunity to stand for and hold elective office.

Section 3. PURPOSE AND INTENT. The purpose and intent in enacting
this legislation is as follows:

(a) To promote, protect. and defend the compeliing interest of the citizens
of this state in preventing corruption and the appearance of corruption
among the federal legislalive representatives ¢f this state by limiting the
number of terms in which any Senator or Representative may hold his or
her office.

(b) To promote, protect, and defend the compelling interest of the citizens
of this state in preserving the integrity of the ballot by ensuring, to the
grealest extent permitted by law, competitive elections without the
corrupting influence of special interests upon entrenched incumbents.

{c) To promote, protect and defend the compelling interest of the citizens
of this state, guaranteed by the First Amendment of the United Stales
Canstitution, to vote for the candidates of their choice, and to stand for and
hold elective office, by curtailing the effects of entrenched incumbency and
freely permiiting write-in candidates.

(d) To promote. protect, and defend the rights of the citizens of this state
for squal protection of the laws, guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment
to the United States Constitution, by giving more of the cilizens of this state
the opporiunity to stand for and hoid elective office.

(e} To ensure that when this measure does become operative, it is given
the maximum retrospective effect permitted by applicable law in order to
prevent the perpetuation of a professional, federal office-seeking and cffice-
holding class.

Section 4. LIMITATION OF BALLOT ACCESS BY FEDESAL
LEGISLATIVE CANDIDATES. Section 15.30.130 is hereby added to Article
2, Chapter 30 of the Alaska Election Code io read as follows:

Section 1530.130. FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE CANDIDATES: BALLOT
ACCESS. (a) Subdivisions (b} and {c) of this section shall take effect only
when twenty-four (24) states, not including the state of Alaska, have
enacled and have in simultaneous effect staluies. stale constitutional
provisions, ordinances and other enactments having the force and effect of
law, the operalive dates of which may be contingent upon the enactment
of simiiar statutes, censtitutional provisions, ordinances of other enactments
in any number of other siates. which fimit either ballot access of persons
seexing fegeral legislative office, or the number of terms or years qf federal
legislative office a person may hold, or both, based upon a persons jength
of service n federal legislative office; provided. however. that when
subdivisions (b} and (c) of this section have once taken effect, the
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 4

subsequent repeal. amendment, deletion by means of a sunset provision.
or judicial determination of unconstitutionalily or invalidity of another state's
slalule, state conslitulional provision, ordinance other enactment ineffective
or void, shall not effect the validity or effecliveness of subdivision (b) and
(¢} of \his section, which shall remain in full force and effect unlil repealec
or otherwise rendered inelfective under the law of this stale.

(o) No person is eligible to place or to have his or her narme placed upon
the ballot for election to the United Stales House of Representatives if, by
the end of the then-current term of office, the person will have served. oi
but for resignation would have served, as a member of the United Slates
House of Representatives represenling any portion or dislrict of the State
of Alaska during six or more of the previous twelve years

{c) No person is eligible to place or to have his or her name placed uporn
the baliot for election to the Uniled Siates Senale if, by the end of the then
curreni {erm of office, the person will have served, or bul for resignation
would have served, as a rmember of the Uniled Stales Senate representing
any portion or district of the State of Alaska during lwelve or more ol the
previous eighteen years.

(d) The provisions of this section shall, to the maximum extent permifted
by applicable law, be interpreted as having retrospective effect frem and
after the date of its enactment upon any member of the United Slates
House of Representatives or Uniled States Senale elected al the same
election at which this measure was enacted. or al any election held
\herafier; provided, however, that years of service completed during a term
of office which commenced prior to the election at which this measure was
enacted shall not be included in determining previous years of service for
the purpose of subdivisions (b) or (c) of this seclion

(e) Nothing in this section shall be construed as preventing or prohibitirg
the name of any qualified voler of this state from casting a bailot for any
person by writing the name of that person on the ballot, or from having
such a ballot counted or tabutated, nor shall any provision of this article be
construed as preventing or prohjbiting any person from sianding ot
campaigning for any elective office by means of a wrile in campaign

(I} Nothing in ihis section shall be consiruad as preventing or prehibiling
the narme of ary person from appearing on the ballot at any direct primary
or generai elestion unless that person is specifically prohibited from doing
so by the provision of Ihis section and to that ena any such protibiling
provisions shalt be sirictly construed

(g} The members of the United Siales House of Representatives ano
United States Senate representing any district or portion of Alaska are
instrucled lo use Iheir besl efforts 1o atlain such a funitation on term
nationwide

{h) This act shall take effect and be applicable ic fadera! legislative
candidates whose tlernis of office begin on or after January 1, 1995
Service prior to Jandary 1, 1895 shall not te counted for the purpose of inis
act. in the event of conflict with {a} ol inis section the provisions uncer {2}
shall govern

Seclion 5. SEVERABILITY. if any provisicn, subdivision, parl of ihe
subdivision, or clause of this acl shall be heid by a court of comp=izni
juristiction to be void, invalid. or unconstiiulional tor any reason. ihe
remaining provisions of this act shall not be aifzcles and 1o lins wnd e
provisions of this act are severable

" STATEMENT OF SUPPORT
T FOR TERM ULIMITS. VOTE YES ON BALLOT MEASURE #4
Ballot Measure #4 will place terin lirnits o eniresichad inewmisads i the

U.S Cngress United States Cungrossmieh will be finiterd 1o 73 teilis 1o
-1
years) and U S Senators wifl be lnited o 2 tenny (12 yours)
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YES on #4 is a vols for posilive iegislalive reforin Tenn linits will put
Alaskans back in charge of their government and will guarantes a continual
influx of new peopie and new ideas

YES on #4 will provide the first and best step Alaskans can take lo
restore the U S Congress 1o the Cilizen Leyistature the Founding Fathers
intended when they created a governinenl of the people, placing a prermium
on public service, inlegrity. merit, and ability -- NOY on senjority, special
interests, campaign war cheslts, ang incuinbency

YES on #4 will give Alaskans more choices at the ballot box and better
representation in Washingtori, 0.C By breaking down the walls of
mncumbency . term Lmits opens the door to chizlizngars from ait walks of lite
and establishes a more level playing fieid for all Alaskans interested in
public service

* YES on #4 does NOT limit Alaska's congressional delegation unlil a
minimum - of 24 other states have also limited the lerms of their
congressional delegations (15 slales have adopted terin limits and 9 states
in addition to Alaska, are in the process of adopling terin limiis). California,
Oregon. Washington, Florida. Wyoming and many ciher states have already
adopted voter approved term lirnits for their congressional delegations

YES on #4 will NOT loss oul our curret congressional delegatior
Ballot Measure #4 is NOT relroactive. Only after a minimum of 24 other
stales adopl lerm limils will the Alaska law take effecl. and even than. the
terrn limit clock does rot begin untii the next election of our US
Congressman and two U.S Senators

' YES on #4 means thal, at the earfiest, Don Young cotid be limiied &
e year 2002, Ted Slevens in 2008 and Frank Markowski iti 2610

YES on #4 wili nol weaken Alasxka’s power or influsnce i Congress
because lerm fimits do ot ighe eflact il 24 aisy states have liniited twew
congressional delegations

YES on Ballot Measure #4 is a positive vols tor real chiange and bellei
gaverumen! it is 1ime to place lerm iirils on entrerchied, loitg tenm
cangrassional ouinbants ard return the U 3 Congress to ihe people

' VOTE YES ON BALLOT MEASURE #4

STATEMENY CF OQPPOSITION

Alaska has a very effeciive means ol limiting the lenns of any candidate,
itis called tha electivi procass 1 the mayoily of Alaskans wisn fo lirit the

terms of o e copdidale Wiay only lave (o vole ot tis or he
cpposhich

Alaska is one of the sirallest states i populasion, i the urion, the only
mneans il currently has of having any pofiiical cloul in the U.S. House of
Represenlaives is through seniarity  This is true of all states wiilr a stuall
population A federal tarr linit in the Heuse would result in control going
10 those states with iarge populabons. nene of which have anything in
comenon with Alaska  The current Speark of the MHouse comes froim 2
Statz of Washingion Under ten,: imits, no imajot positioits would go lo a
state with a small popuiation. 1L is very sinpie, this baliot measure would
place ali the political civul in the U.S House of Representatives ir those
large easter, states ikt nave neining in common with Alaska or any of the

laled 5 - pCaninal QMGEU Lo give up

S s st U v it Ll Al

Al el L ey

i lenst gives us @ Lgutag chiance in

A no ovete on Badlot Merasare No
s AYORH NP WIS NFH*)

Cerbigiz Ao ot el our i




BALLOT MEASURE NO. 5

(A

RIGHT TQ KNOW, VGTE - MOVE COSTS
93COSsT

This initiative would require that before the state can spend money to move
the capital or legislature, the voters must know the total costs, and approve
a bond issue for all bondable costs of the move for the 12 year penod after
approval. A commission would determine both bondable and total costs of
the move. Bondable and total .osts would include moving personnel and
offices, and social, economic and environmental costs 10 the present and
new sites. These costs would also include costs to plan, build, furnish, use
and finance facililies at least equal to those provided by the present capital.
SHOULD THIS INITIATIVE BECOME LAW?

YES []

NO )
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY SUMMARY

The stated purpose is to guarantee to the people their right to know and to
approve in advance all costs ot moving the capital or the legisleture. The
stated purpose is to provide all data on costs to the state of the maove, so
that an informed decision may be made.

The state may spend money to move the capital or the legislature only after
a bond issue is approved by the voters. It includes all bondable costs to
the state of the relocation of a functional state legislature cr capital over a
twelve-year period. A commission determines the costs required by
initiatives or laws to move the capital or legislature. These include costs
of moving workers and offices, the social, economic, and environmental
costs to the present and new sites. They also include the costs to the state
of planning, building, furnishing, using, and financing facilities at least equal
to those of the present capital.

The commission would be appointed by the governor and confirmed by the
legislature. It would have nine members. It would have a chairperson and
two members from each judicial district. [t would determine the costs
required by initiatives or laws to move any present functions of state
government.

FULL TEXT OF PROPOSED LAW
BE ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF TRE STATE OF ALASKA:

Section 1. Purpose. The purpose of this intiative is to guarantee to the
people their right to know and to approve in advance all costs of relocating
the capital or the legislature; to insure that the people will have an
opportunity to make an informed and objective decision on relocating the
capital or legislature with all pertinent data concerning the costs to the
State; and to insure that the costs of relocating the capital or the legisiature
will not be incurred by the State without the approval of the electorate.

Section 2. Relocation Expenditures. State money may be expended to
relocate physically the capital or the legislature from the present location
only after a majority of those voting in a statewide election have approved
a bond issue that inciudes all bondable costs to the State of the relocation
of a functional state legislature or capital to the new site over the twelve-
year period following such approval. The commission established in Sec.
3 shall determine all bondable costs and total costs including, but rot
limited to, the costs of moving personnel and offices to the relocation site;
the social, economic and environmeantal costs to the present and relocating
sites; and, the cost to the State ol planning, building, furnishing, using and
financing facilities at least equal to those provided by the present capital

city.

Section 3. Commussion. The Legislalure shall establish 2 commission
composed of nine members, including a chairperson and two persons from
each judicial district, appointed by the Gavernor and confirmed by the
Legislature, to determine the costs required by initatives or legislative
enactments authorizing refocation of any of the present funclions of state

government

STATEMENT OF SUPPQRT

Ballot Measure No. 5 provides voters the right to know and the right to vole
on costs of moving the capilal before any funds are spent on the move. It
requires that voters approve or disapprove a bond issue covering all
bondable costs that would be incurred during the first 12 years after the
maove begins.

The measure was developed by the FRANK {Fiscally Responsible Ataskans
Needing Knowledge) Committee. The FRANK Committee was organized
in Fairbanks by a group of Alaskans who believe that Alaska voters shouid
have the apportunity to approve or disapprove a bond issue ihat includes
all bondable costs before money can he spent to move the capital. Over
36,000 Alaska voters thought Ballot Measure Ne. 5 important enough to
sign petitions to put it on the ballot.

Ballot Measure No. 5 would require the governor to appoint a commission
of nine people representing all areas of Alaska to delermine the fulf costs
and the bondable costs of any proposal 1o move the capital or the
legislature. Once these costs are delermined, the Legislature would be
required to place the bondable costs on the ballot for voter approval.
Money to pay for a move can be spent only after a majority cf Alaska
voters vote to approve the bondable costs

The FRANK Committee and Balot Measure No. 5 are not new. In 1878,
Alaska voters adopted the original FRANK initiative. The governor
appointed a commission to determine full and bondable costs. The
commission determined the bondable costs of moving the capital to be $2.8
billion. In 1982, a proposition to approve $2.8 billion in bondable costs was
defeated. The 1974 capital move initiative and the original FRANK initiative
were repealed at the same time.

The FRANK Commillee considers that the right to know the fuil costs of
moving the capital or the legistature is just as important today as it was in
1878 and 1982. The state’s financial ciccumstances have changed greatly.
The impact of spending million or billions of dollars to move the capital or
the legislature is probably very much greater in 1994 than it was in 1982
when billions of dollars were flowing in to the state reasury. Alaska now
receives less than one-half of the revenue received in 1982, The FRANK
Committee wants voters to have a choice in how our shrinking revenues
may be spent and to dacide whether or not moving the capial or the
legislature is a fiscal priority.

Moving the capital or legislature will require a commitment of funds and
energy. Once the work is begun, it must be completed. Ballot Measure
No. 5 is intended to make sure that a clear plan is developed and enough

money will be avaifable to do a proper job,

The FRANK Committee urges you to read Ballot Measure No. 5. The
Commitiee urges you to insist on your "nght to know and nght to vete.”

Vote YES on Ballot Measure No. 5

STATEMENT [N OFPPQSITION

This initiative, Ballot Measure #5, is based on a (alse impression of Ballot
Measure #3, to change the capital o Wasilla. As writien this initative is a
poofly disguised atiempt to prevent bringing stale governmert closes 10 the
people by artifically inflating costs.

While itis certainly valid to be concerned aboult costs surrounding 2 capilal
meve, this mitiative as it is presently written is designed 1o include
unnecessary costs that would never be incurred and do not makel sense
t‘or example, the costs to plan, build, furaish. use and finance faciities at
least equal o those currently previded in the present capital city would
heve to be includad. 1t rmakes o sense ¢ include the cost of burding,
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BALLOT MEASURE NO. 5

furnishing, using and financing facilities which are already in place in
Wasilla.

Only those functions of government crucial to the workings of the legislature
will need to relocate to Wasilla. Wasilla's proximity to Anchorage makes
it possible to eliminate the necessity of relocating many state offices to the
new capital city. Juneau would continue to function as the regional center
of government for Southeast Alaska.

We don't need this initiative; the reasons are simple. Wasilla as a
designated capital already has the necessary infrastructurs in place. All we
need is one building to house the seat of government. The City of Wasilla
is willing to build that building on available state land within city fimits, and
lease it to the siate. Any additional necessary office space could and
would be buift by private industry. Common sense wouild tell us that we will
save money in the long run.
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