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Section: VOTER GUIDE

Your guide to the 20 ballot propositions

* Voters will be asked to decide 20 propositions on this year's ballot. In some cases, they will face two ballot items
addressing the same topic in different ways.

The propositions are listed so related or competing items are grouped together to allow voters to compare them more
easily. The last page of this special election section has a voter guide that can marked and taken to the polls to help you
remember your selections. On that guide, the propositions are listed in numerical order, as they will appear on the ballot.

In the case of conflicting propositions, if they both pass, the one that gets more votes prevails. 

MARRIAGE

Proposition 107

Protect Marriage Arizona amends the state constitution to define marriage as being between a man and woman, and
prohibit the state and its political subdivisions from creating or recognizing a legal status for unmarried persons that is
similar to marriage.

Core facts: Would make it impossible for gay couples to enter into any kind of legal union authorized by the state.
Domestic- partner benefits now offered by some governments would be prohibited. Tucson's domestic-partnership
registry would be voided. If the amendment fails, the state's existing law prohibiting gay marriage will still stand.

For and against: Supporters include The Center for Arizona Policy, a group of conservative family-values lobbyists,
United Families International, Christian Family Care Agency, all three of the state's Catholic bishops, and Republican
Sens. John McCain and Jon Kyl. Opponents include Tucson Republican Mayor Bob Walkup, the Arizona Democratic
Party, Wingspan, the Human Rights Campaign, Republican Congressman Jim Kolbe, Democratic Congressman Ral
Grijalva, University of Phoenix owner John Sperling, Tucsonan Stephen Quinlan, and a number of union groups, medical
associations and churches.

Real-world impact: The amendment would block "activist judges" or the Legislature from changing the law to redefine
marriage, which backers say must be preserved as a traditional institution. Critics say same-sex marriage already is
illegal in Arizona and the move mostly punishes straight couples by denying them domestic-partner benefits. Gay and
lesbian activists also say it would be a blow to them.

IMMIGRATION

Proposition 100

Denies bail to illegal immigrants who commit serious felony offenses.

Core facts: Illegal entrants would be denied bail if a court finds enough evidence they likely committed a serious felony,
such as murder or sexual assault, or have been charged with repeat crimes or are considered a threat to the community or
flight risk.



For and against: Backers include Rep. Russell Pearce, R-Mesa; Maricopa County Attorney Andrew Thomas; and the
Arizona Farm Bureau. Opponents include Vote No on Prop. 100, a small ad hoc group of Tucsonans.

Real-world impact: The proposition was placed on the ballot in response to incidents in which illegal immigrants charged
with crimes fled the country to avoid prosecution, only to return later and commit more crimes. Critics counter the law
will drive up jail costs, and is unnecessary because courts already hold dangerous criminals without bail under current
law.

Proposition 102

Prohibits illegal immigrants from receiving punitive damages in civil lawsuits.

Core facts: Would prevent illegal immigrants who have won civil lawsuits from being awarded additional money when
the court finds the perpetrator has acted maliciously. This type of punishment is intended to punish the wrongdoer and
discourage others from doing the same thing.

For and against: Backers include Rep. Russell Pearce, R-Mesa, and the Arizona Chamber of Commerce. Opponents
include Rep. Steve Gallardo, D-Phoenix; the Arizona Farm Bureau; the Arizona Legislative Latino Caucus; the Coalition
for Latino Political Action; and the Arizona Advocacy Network.

Real-world impact: Advocates say it would allow illegal immigrants to be compensated for any actual damages or losses
through a lawsuit, while preventing the exploitation of the court system for financial gain by illegal immigrants. Opponents
argue that it unfairly penalizes victims and lets wrongdoers off the hook for financial penalties.

Proposition 103

Would make English the official state language and require that most state business be conducted in English.

Core facts: State and local governments would be required to conduct all binding official actions in English. Use of other
languages would be allowed when it's necessary to preserve someone's right to petition the government for the redress of
grievances, to preserve Native American languages, for emergency services, assisting hearing impaired or illiterate
persons, informal communication between government officials and the public, and for tourism, commerce or international
trade.

For and against: Backers include Rep. Russell Pearce, R-Mesa; Arizona Farm Bureau. Opponents include Rep. Steve
Gallardo, D- Phoenix; Arizona Legislative Latino Caucus; the Coalition for Latino Political Action; and Arizona
Advocacy Network.

Real-world impact: Advocates say it would unite communities, help immigrants learn English faster and eliminate the
need for governments to provide services in multiple languages. Critics say that all official business is conducted in
English anyway and that English will be the language spoken regardless of whether Proposition 103 passes.

Proposition 300

Makes illegal immigrants ineligible for certain state-funded services.

Core facts: Would prohibit illegal immigrants from attending Arizona Department of Education adult-education classes;
getting in- state tuition, grants, waivers or scholarships at public universities or colleges; and receiving state child-care
assistance. State agencies would have to report how many illegal residents were denied these services.

For and against: Backers include Rep. Russell Pearce, R-Mesa, and Sen. Dean Martin, R-Phoenix. Opponents include the
Arizona Farm Bureau, the Arizona National Organization for Women; the Arizona Legislative Latino Caucus; the Pima
County Interfaith Council; and the Coalition for Latino Political Action.
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Real-world impact: Advocates say the proposition will save taxpayer money, send a message that Arizona doesn't
welcome illegal immigrants and discourage them from coming here. Opponents contend denying these services will harm
children who aren't to blame for their parents' bringing them here illegally. Also, it would force state employees to
conduct immigration checks they haven't been trained to do, they say.

SMOKING

Proposition 201

Smoke-Free Arizona. Bans smoking in indoor public places and offices, including airports, sports arenas, hotels,
restaurants, bars, bowling alleys and pool halls.

Core facts: This is the more sweeping of two proposed smoking bans and would strengthen Tucson and Pima County's
current smoking laws. It would permit smoking in tobacco shops, casinos, outdoor restaurant and bar patios, private
veterans and fraternal clubs, American Indian religious ceremonies, and 50 percent of hotel and motel rooms. Local
jurisdictions could pass more restrictive laws.

For and against: Supporters include the American Cancer Society, the American Heart Association, the American Lung
Association, the Arizona Hospital and Healthcare Association, the Tobacco-Free Kids Action Fund, the Children's Action
Alliance and the American Academy of Pediatrics.

Opponents include R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co.; the Arizona Licensed Beverage Association; four Arizona chambers of
commerce, including Tucson's; and many bars, lounges and nightclubs.

Real-world impact: Small bars and nightclubs that cater to smokers fear they might go out of business. But studies of cities
and states - including Tempe, New York City, California and Massachusetts - that have passed similar comprehensive
smoking bans show their economies quickly rebounded. A 2-cent-a-pack tax on cigarettes would pay for enforcement.
Businesses would be fined $100 to $500 for violations.

Proposition 206

Arizona Non-Smoker Protection Act. Bans smoking in most indoor public places and offices, including airports,
restaurants, sports arenas, hotels and theaters. Exempts free-standing bars or bar areas that are closed off and separately
ventilated from any adjacent nonsmoking area. Children are forbidden to enter such bars.

Core facts: The law would be similar to existing city and county laws that allow smoking in bars but not restaurants. It
would permit smoking in tobacco shops, private veterans and fraternal clubs, casinos, 50 percent of hotel and motel
rooms, outdoor patios and American Indian religious ceremonies.

For and against: Supporters include R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Co.; the Arizona Licensed Beverage Association; four
Arizona chambers of commerce, including Tucson's; and many bars, lounges and nightclubs.

Opponents include the American Cancer Society, the American Heart Association, the American Lung Association and the
Arizona Hospital and Healthcare Association.

Real-world impact: The law would pre-empt all existing smoking ordinances, in some cases rolling back stricter bans.
Sponsors say people would not would be exposed to secondhand smoke unless they choose to visit a bar that allows
smoking.

Critics say employees of such bars don't always have a choice, and separately enclosing and ventilating bars connected to
restaurants doesn't completely protect nonsmokers, because of doors linking the areas.

LAND USE

Proposition 105
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State Trust Land Reform. Sets aside 37,000 acres of state trust land for conservation and allows the Legislature to set
aside another 400,000.

Core facts: Would allow cities and counties to buy 37,000 acres of state trust land for conservation. They could purchase
the land at fair-market value instead of competing at auction, as is currently required. Would allow the Legislature to set
aside another 400,000 acres for conservation under the same conditions.

For and against: Was placed on the ballot by the Legislature. There are no organized committees for or against
Proposition 105. Most groups that oppose 106 support 105 and vice versa.

Real-world impact: Supporters say the bill strikes the right balance between conserving important sites and providing
maximum revenue for schools. Opponents say the measure doesn't do enough to conserve land. They say the referendum
was placed on the ballot to distract from Proposition 106.

Proposition 106

State Trust Land Reform. Sets aside 690,000 acres of state trust land for conservation and makes administrative changes
to the State Land Department.

Core facts: Would set aside 333,000 acres of state trust land for conservation without compensation and another 360,000
acres that cities, counties or conservation groups could buy for fair-market value. Creates an oversight board to help plan
use of state trust land, encourages the Land Department to plan land use with cities and towns and allows money from land
sales to be used for Land Department operations.

For and Against: Proponents include the Nature Conservancy, the Sonoran Institute and the Arizona Education
Association. Opponents include the Home Builders Association of Central Arizona, the Arizona Cattle Growers
Association and the Arizona School Boards Association.

Real-world impact: Supporters say it conserves more land and provides tools for better planning of state trust lands. They
say better planning will increase land values in the long term, providing secure funding for public education. Opponents
say it gives state land to private groups, including conservation groups, and means schools will lose out.

Proposition 207

Private Property Rights Protection Act. Limits cities' and counties' use of eminent domain or condemnation, and forces
governments to pay property owners when land-use decisions affect their value.

Core facts: Would limit the use of condemnation for economic redevelopment or slum clearance. It could also be an
economic barrier to governments enacting a wide range of land-use changes, such as creating hillside-development,
historic or environmental- overlay zones.

For and against: Supporters include Americans for Limited Government, the Arizona Chamber of Commerce, the Arizona
Farm Bureau, the Arizona Free Enterprise Club and the Arizona Cattleman's Association.

Opponents include the Center for Biological Diversity, the Sierra Club, the Sonoran Institute, the Neighborhood Coalition
of Greater Tucson and the Fort Huachuca 50.

Real-world impact: Supporters say the proposal would help end government taking of private property for what may be a
questionable public purposes.

Government officials and environmentalists say the second portion of the proposal would cost taxpayers millions of
dollars and render local officials impotent to make land-use decisions people want because it could result in spending a
lot of money in court or paying judgments.
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WAGES

Proposition 202

The "Raise the Minimum Wage for Working Arizonans Act" would establish a statewide minimum wage with an annual
cost-of-living raise.

Core facts: Proposition 202 would repeal the state prohibition on minimum wages. Employers would be required to pay
$6.75 an hour, or $3.75 an hour to employees who make up the difference in tips, beginning Jan. 1, and then give
inflation-based raises each year. The Industrial Commission of Arizona would enforce the law and investigate possible
violations under a set of rules listed in the proposition. Cities and towns would be allowed to set higher minimum wages.

For and against: Supporters include Arizona AFL-CIO, the Arizona Democratic Party and Arizona Business and
Professional Women.

Opponents include the Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the National Federation of Independent Business and
the Arizona Retailers Association.

Real-world impact: Advocates say raising the minimum wage is a first step in helping low-wage workers get out of
poverty. Critics say the rising cost of labor will force businesses to cut jobs and increase prices for products and services.

ANIMAL TREATMENT

Proposition 204

Humane Treatment of Farm Animals Act: Would require pregnant pigs and calves raised for veal to be given sufficient
space to turn around and fully extend their limbs.

Core facts: Makes keeping such animals penned up with inadequate space for the majority of the day a Class 1
misdemeanor.

For and against: Supporters include the Arizona Humane Society, Arizonans for Humane Farms, the Sierra Club, the
Animal Defense League and many veterinarians. Opponents include the Arizona Cattle Growers, the Arizona Chamber of
Commerce, the Agri-Business Council of Arizona Inc. and the Arizona Farm Bureau.

Real-world impact: The law would help end what many animal rights organizations believe are unsafe and unsavory
conditions for farm animals. But critics said the law will drive up farmer and rancher costs unnecessarily because
assertions about the conditions are exaggerated.

DRUG SENTENCING

Proposition 301

Sentencing for meth offenses: Would allow judges to sentence first- and second-time methamphetamine users to prison or
jail under some conditions.

Core facts: In 1996 voters approved a law saying someone convicted for the first or second time of drug possession
cannot be sentenced to prison or jail. This proposition would allow a jail sentence for those people convicted of
methamphetamine use or possession for the first or second time.

For and against: The proposition's main supporter is the Arizona Prosecuting Attorneys' Advisory Council. Opponents
include the Arizona Democratic Party, the Arizona Green Party, Wingspan, the American Friends Service Committee,
CODAC Behavioral Health Services, Primavera Foundation and Southeastern Arizona Behavioral Health Services.

Real-world impact: Supporters argue jail time can be used as leverage to force users to follow through on rehabilitation
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and treatment required in their probation.

Opponents argue the amendment would place non-violent drug offenders in prison or jail, burdening taxpayers. They
believe the proposition would gut drug court, which requires participants to work to pay for their treatment as part of their
probation. If they don't comply, users can be sentenced to jail.

CHILD PROGRAMS

Proposition 203

First Things First for Arizona's Children: Increases the state tax on cigarettes by 80 cents a pack to pay for preschool
programs and health screenings for low-income children up to 5 years old.

Core facts: The proposition would raise the state tax on cigarettes from $1.18 per pack to $1.98 per pack. Revenues
would be administered by the Arizona Early Childhood and Health Board appointed by the governor, working in
conjunction with local councils around the state. Ten percent of the money would go to administration, 90 percent to
programs.

For and against: Nadine Mathis Basha, chair of the First Things First Campaign and wife of grocery chain owner Eddie
Basha; the Arizona National Organization for Women, the Arizona Child Care Association; and Tucson Mayor Bob
Walkup.

Opponents include the Arizona Tax Research Association, Americans for Tax Reform and state Sen. Karen Johnson,
R-Mesa.

Real-world impact: Backers believe the new tax would generate about $150 million for early child care, improving
immunization and infant mortality rates. Opponents question the wisdom and fairness of tacking another tax on cigarettes,
and the accountability of the governing councils.

LEGISLATURE SALARIES

Proposition 302

Legislative Salaries: Increases the annual pay for state senators and representatives from $24,000 to $36,000.

Core facts: Lawmakers haven't gotten a pay raise since 1998.

For and against: Supporters include the state Commission on Salaries for Elected State Officers, which recommended
putting the issue on the ballot, and the Arizona Chamber of Commerce. Opponents include Gov. Janet Napolitano.

Real-world impact: In theory, the higher pay could attract more good candidates. But critics say that hasn't necessarily
been the case for other political offices and that public service is a better candidate motivator. Supporters say lawmakers
deserve more for increasingly-long legislative sessions. Napolitano says if they worked more effectively, the session
wouldn't last so long.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

Proposition 400

Joint Technological Education District: Creates a centralized agency to enhance the ability for all high school students in
Pima County to take vocational and technical classes.

Core Facts: Would provide state funds to update materials and curriculum, as well as prepare students for careers or
college. The district, commonly called JTED, would be governed by a separate board made up of representatives from all
11 Pima County school districts. The JTED would be paid for with a property tax increase equaling $5 per $100,000 of

6



home value.

For and against: Backers include Jim Click Automotive Group and Sundt Construction. Opponents include the Pima
Association of Taxpayers.

Real-world Impact: Advocates say the JTED could give businesses a better pool of job candidates, given that they will
have broader knowledge of their career fields. Critics say it's another tax increase Pima County residents can't afford.

VOTING

Proposition 205

Your Right to Vote. Would convert Arizona elections to mostly vote by mail.

Core facts: Every registered voter would be sent a mail ballot with a stamped return envelope before each election. An
absolute minimum number of polling places would be open in each county on election days.

For and against: Supporters include the Arizona League of Women Voters and the Arizona Advocacy Network. Opponents
include the Arizona Chamber of Commerce.

Real-world impact: The goal of the proposal is to increase voter turnout. Critics question the increased potential for fraud
if all registered voters received mail ballot regardless of whether they requested them and no way to verify who filled
them out and sent them in. They also question the mailing costs.

Proposition 200

Voter Reward Act: Will enter the name of each person who votes in a statewide primary or general election in a lottery to
win a $1million.

Core facts: Voter turnout is a always a concern. The payout would be $1 million for each election. The law would be
retroactive to this year's elections. The money would come from unclaimed lottery prizes.

For or against: Supporters include Tucson doctor Mark Osterloh, who led the movement to put it on the ballot. Opponents
include the Arizona Chamber of Commerce.

Real-world impact: Two voters would become millionaires each election year. Supporters believe the incentive would
attract more voters to the polls. Critics believe voters who are voting only to win the prize would be less informed.

GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Proposition 101

2006 Taxpayer Protection Act. Adjusts a constitutional measure approved by voters in 1980, limiting how much property
taxes can be increased from one year to the next by cities, counties and community colleges to 2 percent a year.

Core facts: The measure would alter the formula used to determine the maximum any government can receive from
property taxes by making each government's actual spending in 2005 the base year used to calculate future tax-levy
increases.

Cities and counties that were not close to their constitutional limit in 2005 would see their ability to collect more in
property taxes restricted unless their voters approve an override.

For and against: Supporters include the Arizona Tax Research Association, the Arizona Cattlemen's Association and the
Arizona Chamber of Commerce. Opponents include the County Supervisors Association.
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Real-world impact: Advocates say it would reduce the potential tax liability for Arizona property owners. Opponents say
the measure would reward free-spending governments that already maxed-out their constitutional limits, while punishing
more fiscally prudent ones.

Proposition 104

Expanding Municipal Debt. Allows cities to take on more debt for police, fire, streets and highways.

Core facts: Currently, cities can borrow up to 6 percent of their total property value, with an exception for sewer and
water projects, open space, parks, playgrounds and recreational facilities where they can borrow up to 20 percent.

Prop. 104 would move police, fire and road projects from the 6 percent category to the 20 percent category.

For and against: Supporters include the Greater Phoenix Economic Council, the Arizona Fire District Association, the
League of Arizona Cities & Towns, the Arizona Association of Industries and the Arizona Police Association. No formal
opposition has emerged.

Real-world impact: Proponents say it would free up money and debt capacity for police and fire projects along with
roads, and wouldn't raise the overall debt limit for cities. It would allow cities to spend a larger proportion of debt on
police, fire and roads.
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