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' . ' Arizona
Voter Registration Information : 2004 Ballot Pmpositrons

NOTICE

‘At the time this pamphlet was printed, the verification of initiative petition signaiures by the county

recorders and court challenges were not yet compiets. It is possible that not all of the propositions

published in this pamphiét will be on the General Election baliot on November 2, 2004, Please reviaw

_your ballot carefully before voting.
For information about propositions on the November ballot, visit the Secretary of State’s Web site,

*© WWW.azsos.gov, or cail 1-877-THE VOTE (1-877-843-8683). Those measures that achieve ballot sta-
tus will be listed on the Web site upon completion of the-v‘eriﬂcation process arnd court proceedings.

PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES .

This publication Is available in alternate forrnats ) .

The 2004 Publicity Pamphlet is availabie in alternate formats. Arizona residents who need infor-
mation about the 2004 ballot propositions in another format should contact the Election Services Divi-
sion of the Secretary of State’s office at 602-542-8683, 1-877-THE VOTE (1 77-843-8683) 1-800-
458-5842, or TDD 602-255-8683.

Voter reglistration assistance - _

Arizona residents who need assistance with registering to vote should ontact the appropriate
county recorder at the number listed on page 8.

You may register to vote on-line through the EZ Voter Program by visiting the Secretary of State'’s
Web site at www.azsos.gov.

You may also register to vote by mail. Forms are available at government offices and public loca-
tions throughout the staté. Forms may be requested by calling the appropriate county recorder or by
cmlllng 1-877-THE VOTE (1-877-843-8683), TDD 602-255-8683 or by v:slting e Secretary of State's
Waeb site at www.azsos gov |

Accessibility for voters ' ,

County election officials will accommodate special needs of voters who avEephysically unable to

go to the polls or who need special access or special voting aids at polling places. Arizona residents
who need assistance with voting should contact their oounty elaction departme at the number listed

on page 8.

. VOTER REGISTRATION
October 4 Is the registration deadline for the 2004 General Election.
The Secretary of State is pleased to announce you can now register to vote on-line through the
EZ Voter Program. Visit the Secretary of State's Web site at WWW.L250S.gov to|register. EZ Voterisa -
quick four-step process in English or Spanish that allows you to register in just a couple of minutes.
You must have an Arizona driver's license or nonoperatmg identification license in order to use EZ
Voter.
If you do not have an Arizona driver's license or nonoperatmg identification Iloense. the Seoretary
of State's Web site also provides a voter registration form that can be filled out and printed on a home
. computer, Once signed, it can be mailed to the Secretary of State's office. You may also request a
voter registration form by calling toll-free within Arizonar at 1-877-THE VOTE (1-877-843-8683). :
Voter registration forms are also available from the county recorder in each county, as well as at
government offices and public locations throughaut the state. Completed forms can be sent to the
appropriate county recorder listed in this publication on page 8.
For those Arizona residerits who are temporarily absent from the state you Tn register by mailing

a registration form to the county recorder in your county of residence.

i . : GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 2, 2004

SEC000002



Arizona o
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EARLY VOTING

Any registered voter can vote early in Arizona’s 2004 General Election. Between September 30
and October 22, early ballots will be mailed to registered voters who request one.
Registered voters can request an early ballot by telephone, mail or fax. Such requests must be
. received by your county recorder before 5 p.m. on October 22, 2004. A written request must include
the voter's name and address as registered, date of birth, election for which the ballot is requested,
address where the voter is temporarily residing (if applicable), and the signature of the voter. In some
cases you may be able to request an early ballot on-hne Chqck with your county recorder, whose
information can bhe found on page 8. :
Ballots MUST be received by the county recorder, elther by personal delivery 07 by mail, ar may
be dropped off at any polling plaoe in the voter's county of residence no later than 7 p.m. on Election
Day. o

MILITARY AND OVERSEAS VOTERS

New changes have made it easier for military and overseas personnel to partici bﬁte in federal and
Arizona efections. A special Web site at www.azsos gov/election/military htmi has been set up to facil-
itate voter registration and early ballot requests for those military and overseas voters. While on-line
you must fill qut the Federal Postcard Application (FPCA), which serves as both the voter registration
and early ballot request form. You can also request the FPCA from your voting ass|stance officer or
by contacting your county recorder directly (see page 8). You can fax back the completed FPCA
request, which will be processed by the appropriate county recarder, Once you hava‘voted your early
ballot, you can fax it directly to your county recorder for processing.

POLL WORKERS NEEDED

The Secretary of State's office is reaching out to corporate and community outreach networks to
promote the need for poll workers on Election Day. This important civic responsibility is open to all
registered voters in Arizona. Bilingual (Spanish or Native American) speaking poll workers are espe-
cially needed. Poll workers are paid for.their time and effort. If you are interested, please call your
county elections department and volunteer (see page 8). 4

The Secretary of State's office is encouraging corporations to participate in the “National Poli
Worker initiative” established by the federal Election Assistance Commission allowing their
employees to help on Election Day. If you are interested in supporting this very important initiative,
please call your county elections department on page 8.

2004 CITIZENS CLEAN ELECTIONS COMMISSION
CANDIDATE STATEMENTS PAMPHLETS

The 2004 Primary & General Election Candidate Statements Pamphlets are a Ilable from the
Citizens Clean Elections Commission prior to the start of early voting.

A pamphlet is mailed to every household in Arizona that contains a registered votar. If you would
like more information about the Candidate Statements Pamphiets, contact the Citizens Clean Elec-
tions Commission at; 602-364-3477; Toll-free number for other Arizona area codes: 1-877-631-8891;
Web site address mmggw or visit their offices at 1616 West Adams, Suite 110, Phoe-

nix, Arizona 85007.
: . | *
GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 2, 2004 . .

SEC000003




: _ Arizana
Voter Rights . . : 2004 Ballot Propositions

VOTER RIGHTS

Any voter may be accompanied into the voting booth and assisted in casting a ballat by a person of his or
her choice except for a candidate, other than precinct committeeman, whose name appears on the ballot or by
two {2) poll workers of different political parties. In addition, a voter may also be accompanied by a person under -
the age of 18 pursuant to Arizona’s “Youth in the Booth” law. Sample ballots may be brought to'the polling place
and may be taken into the voting booth at the time of the election. Any qualified voter who is in the line of waitlng
voters at 7 p.m. on Election Day shall be allowed to prepare and cast a ballot.

INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS ANDELECTION FFICERS

. The polls are open from 6:00 a.m. until 7:00 p:m.
. Please give your full name and place of residence to the election ofﬁcar in charge f the signature roster.
" The election officer will determine which type of ballot you will use to cast your .
. Once you have feceived your ballot, go to the next available voting booth to cast your vote. Mark your
ballot opposite the name of each candidate and ballot measure that reflects your choice.
If youwant to vote for a person who is not printed on the ballot, write that person‘s name on the lines pro-
vided and mark the ballot in the appropriate place next to the name your have written.
Ask for assistance if you are physically unable to mark your ballot, Two elaction officars from opposlng
political parties will accompany you to the voting booth. They will:

tell you the names of all candidates for each office on the baliot,
- tell you the political parties by which the candidates were nominated for each office,

read you the text describing the ballot measures,

ask the nama of the candidates and ballot measures that reflact your choioe nd

+ mark your ballot correcfly. ’ .

Neither of the election officers who assist you with your vote are allowed to influence your vote by recom-

mending or suggesting any candidate, political party for any office or any ballot measure.

6. If you accidentally spoil your ballot, present it to the election judge. Make sure to conceal any votes you
have made on the ballot. Either you or the judge will nead to mark the baliot as spoiled, and the judge
will give you another ballot on which to cast your vote You are allowed to spoil no mare than three bal-
lots.

If you feel that a violation of the Heilp America Vote Act of 2002 has occurred, you may contact:

Secrutary of State Election Servloes Division -
" 1700 West Washington Street, 7™ Floor
Phoenix, AZ 85007
1-877-THE VOTE

- WWW.AZS08.00V

.w.hmm'a

RIGHT TO VOTE A PROVISIONAL BALLOT

You have a right to vote a provisional baliot if orie of the following situations applies to you:
= if your name does not appear on the precinct register and you are In the co polling place, -
« If you have moved to a new address within the county and have not updated your voter registration,
* if you have legally changed your name and have not updated your voter registration,
« if you did not vote an early ballot.
To vote a provisional baliot: ’
¢ prasent to the election officer an identification stating your glven name and sumame,
* present ta the election officer your complete residence address, or
* sign an affirmation stating that you are a registerad.voter In this jurisdiction and are eligibte to vote,
If you vote a provisional ballot, the election official will enter your name on the signatlhre roster. You will be
asked to provide your signature next to your name."
Once you have voted a provisional ballot, your bailot will be placed In a provisional ballot envelope, which
you can seal. The election official will ensure that the envelope Is sealed. You will then be given a provisional
ballot receipt with Information on how to verify the status of your provislonal ballot. :

j i GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 2, 2004
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Arizona _ : ‘
* 2004 Ballot Propositions : New Voting Equipment

: Anzona S New Votm
Equlpment

- For the first time in Arizona’s hlstory, every voter at the N ovember 2 2004
General Election will cast their ballot using optical scan eq ipment.

The new optical scan voting équipmeht is part of a national effoxt to bring
| more consistent voting processes to each state.

1. On Electlon Day, to cast your vote simply fill i in the oval or connect
- the arrows on your ballot.
When you finish, put your ballot in the secrecy folder if provided.
Take your ballot to the election official for your ballot to be optically
scanned.

el

- That’s it! Voting in Arizona is as easy as 1,2, 3!

For mbrc information on Arizona’s new opﬁcal scan votiﬁg system visit our Web site at
' WWw.azsos.gov or ¢all 1-877-THE VOTE. - I

GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 2, 2004
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WPROP&SITI&H 500"

roposition 200

. AN INITIATIVE MEASURE
AMENDING SECTIONS 16-152, 16-166 AND 16-579, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES; AMENDlNG TITLE 46, CHAPTER 1,

ARTICLE 3, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES BY ADDING SECTION 46-140.01; RELATING TO THE .

AND CITIZEN PROTECTION ACT.

r

IEXT OF PROPOJED AMENOMENT

Be it enacted by the Peopie of the Slate of Arizona:
Section 1. Short title_

This act may be cited as the "Arizona Taxpayer and Citizen
Protection Act”.

Sec. 2. Findings and declargiion

This state finds that llegal Immigration is causing ‘sconomic
hardship to this state and that fllegal immigration Is encour-
aged by public agencies within this state that provide public
benefits without verifying immigration status. This state fur-
ther finds that illegal immigrants have been given a safe
haven in this siate with the aid of identification carda that are
issued without verifying immigration: status, and that this
conduct contradicts federal immigration policy, undermines
the sacurity of our borders and demeans the value of citi-
zenship, Therefore, the people of this state declare that the
public interest of this state requires all public agancies within
this state to cooperate with federal immigration authorities to
discourage illegal immigration.

Sec. 3. Section 16-152, Arizona Rsvlsed Statutes, is
amended io read:

16-152. Reqisiration form

A. The form used for the registration of electors shall con-
tain;

1, The date the rsgnstrant signed the form.

2. The given name of the registrant, middle name, if any,
and sumame.

3. Complete address of actual place of residence, lm:ludlnq
street name and number, apartment or space number, clty

or town and Zip code, or such description of the location of

the residence that it can be readily ascertained or identifiad.
4. Complets malling address, if different from rasidence
address, including post officer address, city or town, Zip code
or other designation used by the registmnt for receiving
mall.

5. Party preference, .

8. Telephone number, unlesa unlisted.

7. State or country of birth,

8. Dete of birth,

9. Occupation.

10. Indian census number {optional to registrant).

11. Father's name or mother's maldan name.

12. The last four digits of the registrant's social security
number (optional to registrant).

13. A statement as to whether or not the registrant is cur-
rently registared in another state, county or precinet, and if
s0, tig‘e name, address, county and state of pravious regis-
tration,

14. A statement that the registrant is a citizen oftha United
States.

15. A statement that lhe registrant wilt be eighteen years of
" &ge on or before the date of the next general election.

~ whaether a registrant has successfully

ZONA TAXPAYER
. 18. A staterment that the registrant has not been convicted of
"+ treascon or a felony, or If so, that the registrant's civil rights
have baen regtorad. '
17. A statement that the registrant is a resident of this state
" and of the county In which tha registrant is registering.
18. A statement that executing a false registration is a class
6 felony.

19. The signature of the registrant.
20. If the registrant is unable to sign the form, & statement

that the affidavit was eomplewd Ing to the regisirent's
direction. .
21. A staternent that if an applicant declines to regiater to

vole, the fact that the applicant has declined to register wilt
remain confidential and wili bo used only for voter registra-
tion purposes. - -

22, A statement that if an applicantdoosreglstertovom the
office ‘at which the applicant submits a voter registration
appiication wiil remain confidential and wili ba used only for
voter registration purposes.

23. A STATEMENT THAT THE APPLICANT SHALL SUB-
MIT EVIDENCE OF UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP WITH
THE APPLICATION AND THAT THE REGISTRAR SHALYL
REJECT THE APPLICATION IF NO EVIDENCE OF cm-
ZENSHIP |S ATTACHED.

B. A dupikeate voter receipt shall be with the form
that provides space for the name, addreas end city of
residénca of the applicant, party p ce and the date of

signing. Thae voter fecelpt is evidence of valid registration for
the purpose of casting a ballot to be verified as prescribed In
section 16-584, subsection B.

C. The state voter registration form shall be printed In a form
prescribed by the secretary of state.

D. The county recorder may establish procedures to verify
atitioned the court for
an injunction against harassment pursuant to section 12-
1809 or an order of protection pursuant to section 421840
of 13-3602 and, if verified, to protect|the registrant's resi-
dence address, telephone number or voting precinct num-
ber, if approprizte, from public dlsclosu )
Sec. 4. Section 18-168, Arizona
amended to read:

16-166,

A. Except for the malling of samplb baliots, a county
recorder who malls an item to any elector shall send the

‘avlsed Statutes, is

maiting by nonforwardable first ciass mail marked with the
statement required by the postmaster to receive an address
comection notlfication. If the iem is retumed undelivered,
the county recorder shall send a fo notice to that

elector within three weeks of receipt of the retumed notice.
The county recorder shall send the tow-up notice to the
address that appears on the general county register or to
the forwarding address provided by lha United States postal
service. The- follow-up nofice shall Includa a registration

Shelling, grammar, and punctuatlon wero g:LrggﬂueodNu suhmm;dzlgot:l “for" and “agalngt™ arguments.
ION NOVEMBER
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. form and the information prescribed by section 16-131, sub-

" section C and shall state that if the elector does not com-
plete and retum a new registration form with current
information to the county recorder within thirty-five days, the
name of the elector will be remaved from the general regis-
ter and transferred to the Inactive voter list |
B. If the elector provides the county recorder with a new reg-
istration form, the county recarder shall change the general
register to refiect the changes indicated on the new registra-
tlon. If the elector indicates a new residence address outside
that county, the county recorder shaill forward the voter reg-
istration form to the county recorder of the county in which
the elector's address is located. If the elector provides a new
tesidence sddress that is located outside this state, the
county recorder shall cancel the elector's registratian. .

C. The county recorder shall maintain on the inactive vater
list the names of electors who have been removed from the
general ragister pursuant to subsection A or E of this section
for a period of four years or through the date of the second
general election for federal cffice following the date of the
notice from the county recorder that is sent pursuant fo sub-
section E of this section.

D. On notice that a government agency has changed the
name of any street, route number, post office box number or
other address designation, the county recorder shall revise
the regisiration records and shall send a new verification of
registration notice- fo the electors whose records were
changed.

E. The county recorder on or before May 1 of each year pre-
ceding a state primary and general election or more fre-
quently as the recorder deems necessary may use the
change of address information. supplied by the postal ser-
vice through its licensees to identify registrants whose
addresses may have changed. If it appears from information
provided by the postal service that a reglstrant has moved to
a different residence address In the same county, the county
recordar shall change the registration records to reflect the
new address and shall send the regisirant a notice of the
change by forwardable mall and a postage prepaid pread-
dressed return form by which the registrant may verify or
comrect the registration information. If the registrant fails to
return the form postmarked not [ater than twenty-nine days
before the next eleclion, the elector shall be removed from
the genera register and transferred to the inactive voter list,
If the notica sent by the recorder is not retumed, the regis-
trant may be required to provide afMrmation or confirmation
of the registrant's ‘address In order to vote, If the registrant
does not vote in an election during the period after the date
of the notice from the recorder through the date of the sec-
ond general election for federal office following the date of
that notice, the registrant's narne shall be removed from the
list of inactive voters. If the registrant has changed resi-
dence fo a new county, the county recorder. shall provide
information on how the registrant can continue to be eligile
to vote,

F. THE COUNTY RECORDER SHALL REJECT ANY
APPLICATION FOR REGISTRATION THAT IS NOQT
ACCOMPANIED BY SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE OF
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP. SATISFACTORY EVI-
DENCE OF CITIZENSHIP SHALL INCLUDE ANY OF THE
FOLLOWING:

1. THE NUMBER OF THE |APPLICANT'S ORIVER
LICENSE OR NONOPERATING IDENTIFICATION
LICENSE ISSUED AFTER OCT OBER 1, 1996 BY THE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION OR THE EQUIVA-
LENT GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY OF ANOTHER STATE
WITHIN THE UNITED STATES IF THE AGENCY INDI-

CATES ON THE APPLICANT'S | DRIVER LICENSE OR

NONOPERATING IDENTIFICATION LICENSE THAT THE
PERSON HAS PROVIDED SATISFACTORY PROOF OF
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP.
2. A LEGIBLE PHOTOCOPY OF THE APPLICANTS
BIRTH CERTIFICATE THAT VERIFIES CITIZENSHIP TO
THE SATISFACTION OF THE COUNTY RECORDER.

3. A LEGIBLE PHOTOCOPY OF PERTINENT PAGES OF
THE APPLICANT'S UNITED STATES PASSPORT IDENTI-
FYING THE APPLICANT AND TI;E APPLICANT'S PASS-

PORT NUMBER OR PRESENTATION TO THE COUNTY
RECORDER OF THE APPL:qus UNITED STATES
PASSPORT.

4. A PRESENTATION TO THE cbum RECORDER OF
THE APPLICANT'S UNITED STATES NATURALIZATION
DOCUMENTS OR THE NUMBER OF THE CERTIFICATE
OF NATURALIZATION. IF ONLY THE NUMBER OF THE
CERTIFICATE OF NATURALIZATION IS PROVIDED, THE
APPLICANT SHALL NOT BE INCLUDED IN THE REGIS-
TRATION ROLLS UNTIL THE NUMBER OF THE CERTIFI-
CATE OF NATURALIZATION IS: VERIFIED WITH THE

UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION |

SERVICE BY THE COUNTY RECORDER. .

5. OTHER DOCUMENTS OR METHODS OF PROOF THAT
ARE ESTABLISHED PURSUANT TO THE IMMIGRATION
REFORM AND CONTROL ACT OF 1966.

8. THE APPLICANT'S BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
CARD NUMBER, TRIBAL TREATY CARD NUMBER,OR
TRIBAL ENROLLMENT NUMBER| '

- G NOTWITHSTANDING SUBSECTION F OF THIS SEC-

TION, ANY PERSON WHO IS REGISTERED IN THIS
STATE ON THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS AMENDMENT
TO THIS SECTION IS DEEMED TO HAVE PROVIDED
SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE OF CITIZENSHIP AND
SHALL NOT BE REQUIRED TO RESUBMIT EVIDENCE
OF CITIZENSHIP UNLESS THE PERSON IS CHANGING

VOTER REG!STRATION FROM ONE COUNTY TO'

ANOTHER.
H. FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS SECTION, PROOF OF

VOTER REGISTRATION FROM ANOTHER STATE OR .

COUNTY I§ NOT SATISFACTO
ZENSHIP,

I. A PERSON WHO MODIFIES VOTER REGISTRATION
RECORDS WITH A NEW RESIDENCE BALLOT SHALL
NOT BE REQUIRED TO SUBMIT EVIDENCE OF CITIZEN-
SHIP. AFTER CITIZENSHIP. HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED
TO THE COUNTY RECORDER, THE PERSON IS NOT
REQUIRED TO RESUBMIT SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE
OF CITIZENSHIP IN THAT COUN

EVIDENCE OF CIT}-

4. AFTER A PERSON HAS SUB I'I-TED SATISFACTORY .

EVIDENCE OF CITIZENSHIP, THE COUNTY RECORDER
SHALL INDICATE THIS INFORMATION IN THE PER-
SON'S PERMANENT VOTER FILE. AFTER TWO YEARS
THE COUNTY RECORDER MAY DESTROY ALL DOCU-
MENTS THAT WERE SUBMITTED|AS EVIDENCE OF CIT-
IZENSHIP. .

Spelllng, grammar, and punctuation were reproduced as submitted in the “for” and “against” arguments,
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Sec. 5. Section- 16-579, Arizona Revised Statutes, is
amended fo read:

16-579. Procedure for obtaining ballot by elector.

A. Every qualified elector, before receiving his ballot, shail
announce his name and place of residence in-a clear, audi-
bie tone of voica to the election official in charge of the sig-
nature roster or present his name and residence in writing
AND SHALL PRESENT ONE FORM OF IDENTIFICATION
THAT BEARS THE NAME, ADDRESS AND PHOTO-
GRAPH OF THE ELECTOR OR TWO DIFFERENT FORMS'
OF IDENTIFICATION THAT BEAR THE NAME AND
ADDRESS OF THE ELECTOR. If the name is found upon
the precinct ragister by the election officer having charge
thereof, or the qualified elector presents a certificate from
the county recorder showing thet he Is entitled by law to vote

. in the precinct, the election official in charge of the signature

roster shall repeat the name and the qualified efector shall
ba aliowed within the voting area. )
B, Any qualified elector who is listed as having applied for
an early ballet but who states that he has not voted and wili
not vote an early bellot for this election or surrenders the

early ballot to the preciact inspector on election day shall be _

allowed to vote pursuant to the procadure sat forth in section
16-584.
C. Each qualified elector's name shall be numbered consec-

utively by the clerks, with the number upon the stub of the

ballot deliverad to him, and in ‘the order of applications for
ballots. The election judge having charge of the ballots shall
also writa his initials upan the stub and the number of the
qualified elector as it appears upon the precinct register.
Tha judge shall give the qualified elector only one ballot, and
his name shall be immadiately checked on the precinct reg-
ister. . :

D. Each qualified elector shall sign his name In the signature

. foster prior to recejving hig ballot, but an inspector or judge

may sign the roster for an elector who is unable to sign
becausge of physical disabllity, and in that event the name of
the elector shall be written with red ink, and no attestation or
cther proof shall be necessary. The provisions of this sub-
section relating to signing the signature roster shall not
:pply to electors casting a ballot using early voting proce-
ures.

E. A person offering to vole at a special district election for
which no special district register has been supplied shall
8ign an affidavit stating his address and that he resides
within the district boundaries or proposed district boundarles
and swearing that he is a qualified elector and has' not
already voted at the election being held.

. Sec. 6. Tifle 46, chapter 1, article 3, Arizona Revised Stat-

utes, is amended by adding section 46-140.01, to read:

46-140.01.

SIYING A0PHCaNtS 10T DUDIC Denelils

A. AN AGENCY OF THIS STATE AND ALL OF ITS POLITI-
CAL SUBDIVISIONS, INCLUDING . LOCAL GOVERN.

. 1. VERIFY THE IDENTITY OF

MENTS, THAT ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE
ADMINISTRATION OF STATE AND LOCAL PUBLIC BENE-
FITS THAT ARE NOT FEDERALLY MANDATED SHALL
DO ALL OF THE FOLLOWING: .
H APPLICANT FOR"
THOSE BENEFITS AND VERIFY THAT THE APPLICANT
IS ELIGIBLE FOR BENEFITS AS PRESCRIBED BY THIS
SECTION. ) .

2. PROVIDE. ANY OTHER EMPLOYEE OF THIS STATE
OR ANY OF ITS POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS WITH INFOR-
MATION TO VERIFY THE IMMIGRATION STATUS OF ANY
APPLICANTFOR THOSE BENEFITS AND ASSIST THE
EMPLOYEE IN OBTAINING THAT INFORMATION FROM
FEDERAL IMMIGRATION AUTHORITIES. :
3. REFUSE TO ACCEPT ANY IDENTIFICATION CARD
ISSUED BY THE STATE OR ANY POLITICAL SUBDIVI-
SION OF THIS STATE, INCLUDING A DRIVER LICENSE,
TO ESTABLISH IDENTITY OR DETERMINE ELIGIBILITY
FOR THOSE BENEFITS UNLESS THE ISSUING
AUTHORITY HAS VERIFIED THE IMMIGRATION STATUS
OF THE APPLICANT. ) ‘

4. REQUIRE ALL EMPLOYEES OF THE STATE AND ITS
POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS TO MAKE A WRITTEN
REPORT TO FEDERAL IMMIGRATION AUTHORITIES
FOR ANY VIOLATION OF FEDERAL IMMIGRATION LAW
BY ANY APPLICANT FOR BENEFITS AND THAT IS DIS-
COVERED BY THE EMPLOYEE. « | :

B. FAILURE TO REPORT DISCOVERED VIOLATIONS OF
FEDERAL IMMIGRATION LAW BY AN EMPLOYEE 1S A
CLASS 2. MISDEMEANOR. IF THAT EMPLOYEE'S
SUPERVISOR KNEW OF THE FAILURE TO REPORT AND
FAILED TO DIRECT THE EMPLOYEE TO MAKE THE
REPORT, THE SUPERVISOR IS GUILTY OF A CLASS 2
MISDEMEANOR. \

C. THIS SECTION SHALL BE ENFORCED WITHOUT .
REGARD TO RACE, RELIGION, GENDER, ETHNICITY
OR NATIONAL ORIGIN. ANY PERSON WHO IS A RESI-
DENT OF THIS STATE SHMALL HAVE STANDING IN ANY
COURT OF RECORD TO BRING SUIT AGAINST ANY
AGENT OR AGENCY OF THIS STATE OR (TS POLITICAL
SUBDIVISIONS TO REMEDY ANY VIOLATION OF ANY

- PROVISION OF THIS SECTION, INCLUDING AN ACTION

FOR MANDAMUS. COURTS SHALL GIVE PREFERENCE

“TO ACTIONS BROUGHT UNDER THIS SECTION OVER

OTHER CIVIL ACTIONS OR PROGEEDING PENDING IN
THE COURT.

Sec. 7. Severabllity oo

if a provision of this act or its application to any person or cir-
cumstance is held invalld, the Invalidity does not affect cther
provisions or appfications of the act that can be given effect
without the invalid provision or app! n, and to this end
the provisions of this act are severable.

Proposition 200 would require that evidence of United States citizenship be presented by everﬂ person to register to

vote, that proof of identification be presented by every voter at the polling place prior to voting, that state and local govem-
ments verify the Identity of all applicants for certain public benefits and that govemment employees report United States

Immigration law violations by applicants for public benefits.

Proposition 200 provides that for purposes of registering to vots, satisfactory evidence of United States citizenship
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Includes: .

* an Arizona driver or nonoperating identification license lesued after October 1, 1996,

= a driver or nonoperating identffication license issued by ancther state if the license indicates that the parson has pro-
vided proof of United States citizenship. ’ | :

»a copy of the applicant's birth certificate, Co

» a United. States passpait, or a copy aof the pertinent pages of the passport.

» United States naturalization documents or a varified certificate of naturalization nu

* & Bureau of Indian Affairs card number, tribal treaty card number or tribal enroliment number, .

» other documents or methods of proof that may be established by the federal government for the purpose of verifying
amployment eiglbiltty. ) .

The county recorder shall Iridicate this information in the parson's permanent voter file for-at least two years. A voter

"registration card from andther county or state does not constitute sltisfactory evidence of United States citizenship. A per-
son who Is registered o vote on the date that Proposition 200 becomes effective is not g
zenship unless the person moves to a different county. Once a person has submitted sufficient avidence of citizenship, the
person is not required to resubmit the evidence when making changes 1o voter registration information In the county where
the evidence has been submitted. | _

" Proposition 200 requires that prior to recsiving a ballot at a poliing place, a voter must p_resent alther one form of Identj-
fication that contains the name, address and photograph of the person or two different forms of identification that contain the
name and address of the person. ; 1 .

Preposition 200 requires that a state or local governmental entity that is responsibie for administering “state and local
public benefits that are not federally mandated™ must:

* verify the identity and eliglbllity for each applicant for the public benefits.

. * provide other state and local government employses with Information 1o verify immigration status of applicants apply-
ing for public benefits and must also assist other state and local goverment employees In obtaining Immigration status infor-
mation from federal immigration authorities. ' ' o )

‘ « refuse to accept any state or local government identification card, including & driver license, to establish identity or el
glbillty for public benefits unless the gevernmental entity that issued the card has verified lh‘é Immigration status of the appll-
cant. - ' .

+ requirs all state and local government employees to make a written repart to federal immigration authorities upon dis-

- cavering a violation of federal immigration laws by an applicant for public benefits. An employee or supervisor who fails to
make the required report is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor, potentially punishable by a Jall sentence of up to 4 months and
a fine of up to $750, plus applicable surcharges. :

Any resident of this state would have standing to bring a court action agzinst the state, a local govemmental entity or an
agent of a state or local govgrmmental entity 1o remedy a viclation of the public beneflts verification law. Inciuding bringing an
action to compel a govemment official to comply with the law. ' ‘

Proposition 200 does not define the term "state and local public benefits that are not federally mandated™.

State iaw requires the Joint Legislative Budget Committee (JLBC) Staff to prepare a summary of the fiscal impact of cer-
tain ballot measures. Proposition 200 does not define the term “state and local public fits that are not federally man-
dated.” Proposition 200's provision requiring verification of an applicant's eligibllity for receipt of state and local benefits may
affect the number of persons receiving benefits. The propasition’s verification requirements may affect the warkload of state
and local governmant agencles. The JLBC Staff Is unable to quantify the fiscal impact of th provisions.

ARGUMENTS “FOR" PROPOSITION 200
PAN’s Ballot Measure Argument .

The Arizona Taxpayer & Citizen Protection Act requires only (1) proof of citizenship to register to vole, (2) photo 1.D.
when voling, and (3) proof of eligibiiity to collect welfare in Arizona.

(1) and (2): Arizona now allows people to declare themsalves citizens without documentation to be qualified 1o vote.
The Act utllizes forms of 1D, cltizens already have. There is evidence of hundreds of thouisands of unverified names on our
voter rolis (and that's with nobody even checking citizenship verification). We have to provide adequate 1.D. to cash checks,
envoll children in fittle league, get a Blockbuster card, go to the Phoenix city dump, etc. Isn't voting as important as renting a
video or going to the city dump? : ‘

(3> A.R.S. Tille 46 cavers only welfare, not public safety services such as police and fi
46-140 fo remove the welfare department’s current practice of granting immunity from to lllegal aliens. The cur-
rent law already requires state employees (and their supervisors If applicable), to report fraud-even if committed "by mis-
take™to the state department under penalty of a misdemeanor, Yet, AHCCCS's {Arizona Medicaid) application clearly
states lwice in bold letters that "AHCCCS will not report any Information to . . . (BCIS, fo ¥ INS)." The AHCCCS further
states that everyone applying for AHCCCS must fumish their Social Security number, but "immigrants who are not legally
able to obtain a [SSN] are not required to provide cne." The welfare systam in Arizona is ol?viousiy set up for fraud, It's no

. This Act amends gnly A.R.S.
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wonder AHCCCS costs Increased from $200 mimon in FY 2001 to a staggering $1.2 billlon in FY 2003 —a whopping 800%

increase In just 3 years.
. The Act doas not change eligibility requirements to vote or collect wdfara and applies to everyone equally. What could

be fairer?
Kathy McKaee, Chairman, Protect Arizona NOW, Phoenix -
Paid for by “Protect Arizona Now*

Cihzens of Arizona,

 The Arizona Taxpayer and Citizen Protection Act {"Inltlahve') simply protects the rlghts that are duarantaed by our con-
stitution to all cifizens. As stated in section 12 of the Arizona Gonstitutlon:

*There shall be enacted regisiration and ather laws to secumﬂlepun&ofelectims sndguadagamstabms of the
elactive franchise.” \

© The Initiative wil! preverrtnon-eiﬁzansfrombehg able 1o register to vote In Arizona. Currently, no proof of ciizenship is
required. A person can regisier to vote by mali or over the Intemet and have a ballot mailed to them. The Initiative will
require all cltizens to show proof of citizenship the first iime they register to vote. The Initiative will require registared voters
to provide proof of identity when obtaining a ballot whether in person or by mail. _

The initiative also requires proof of eligibility for an applicant 1o receive non-federally mandated public benefits. Arizona
statutes already require proof of efigibllity when .an applicant applies for state or local benefits. The Initiative simply requires
everyone o provide a specified and approved form of identification when applying for state and local benefits. It further
requires government employees to provide a written repart to federal immigration authorities for ény violation of federal
immigration laws by any applicent that is discovered by the employee.

1 urge you to vote yes on the Arizona Taxpaysr and Cliizen Protection Act. it treats all Arizona cltizens aqually and fairly
under the law.

Randy Pullen, Chairman, Yes on Proposition 200, Phaonlx
Paid for by "Yes on Proposition 200"

The Arizona Taxpayer and Cltizen Protection Act is a reasonable measure designed to help state agencies enforce cur-
rent lew, This measure simply revises two sections of Arizona Revised Statutes, Title 16 Elections and Title 46 Weliare.

Article 7, Section 12 of the Arizona Constitution states: “There shall be enacted reglstration and o}hef laws to secure the
purity of elections and guard against abuses of the elective franchise.” To meat this constitutional requirement, Arizona law
requires that to vote in Arizona you must be a U.S. Citizen, Al present, ypudonot have fo pravide proof of citizenship when
you register to vote, nor do you need fo show identification when you vote. Propoaition 200 comects this concem,

. Arizona Revised Statutes, Title 46 Walfare, identifies entitiement programs and thelr eligibility requirements. It clearly
states that you must be a citizen of the United States or a legal resident to be sligible for state welfare benefits. The present
system allows state agencles to rely on the *honor® system to datermine if this requirement is met. Would you feel comfort-
able that tax dollars for welfare benefits are being well managed using lithe more than the “honor" in determining
«other eligibility requirements such as Income levels? ‘ )

‘Do not be fooled by the cpposition’s emotional response to this measure. Proposition 200 will not deny any eligible U.S.
Citizen thelr right to vote. Public safety issues such as police and fire protection are ot welfare banefits and will not be
denied by Propasition 200. Access to library cards and other similar services will not be affacted hy this maasure. If you
believe our laws mean something, then support Proposition 200 and vole YES on November 2,

Randy Graf, State Representative, Groen Valley

The citizens of Arizona have apoken they have had enaugh.

While the politicians in Washington D.C. were ignoring illegal mmigratlon. neariy 200,000 Arizona residents signed their
name on petitions to allow this inflative to be placed on the bafiot. Its passage is vital to the security of this state and the
sovereignty of our country. ‘

This initiative will not deny benefits 1o those who are eligible to receive them. Rather, it prevents those who are not ell-
gible fram continuing to Mlegally defraud the taxpayers of Arizona, !

The Protect Arizona Now initiative protects the integrity of our election and welfare systems by requiring:

Proof of citizenship to ragister to vote: The U.S. Constilution established more than 200 years ago only allowa citi-
;ens to vote. The mlﬁatwe requlres averyune equaﬂy" to provs eliglbllsty Tha Arlzona Consﬁmﬁon

ec. 12, "Tiiare sl : Al _ 8EG) - loctis i gus

Photo LD. when voting: Photo 1.D. is currently raqul’mdtucashacheck,slgnalease or get a card at a video store.
Govemnor Napolitano vetoed.the bill requiting photo 1.D. when voting, stating it was illegal. Yet 11 states ‘already have laws
requiring 1.0. when voting. Some laws have been on the books for decades,

Proof of eligibility to receive non-federal mandated public benefits: Requires everycne to provide proof of eligibil-
ity. A study by The Urban institute, and the University of Atizona eslimate fraud costs in metemoimilionsofdollars e
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' As former Chief Deputy of Maricopa County Sheriffs Office, Judge, and Director of the State Motor Vehicle Division |
know the Impact of fraud and illegal immigration on families, taxpayers and citizens.

Russell K. Pearce, State Represeniative, Mesa

Y

Arizona voters should vote yes on Propasition 200 bacause it is a common sense, moderate re that merely
enforces the law, ensuring thet illegal aliens who are not entitied to vote or obtain certain benefits cannot subvert the lew'to
access theim. Federal immigration taw prohibits iilegal allens from using non-essential taxpayer-funded programs, but unfor-
tunately the law has been poorly enforced, to the detriment of Arizona taxpayers. Proposition 200 Is not radical, it does not
stop iltegal aliens from entering the state, or “guard the border” which Is-considered the job of the federal govemment, and it
does not craate any new restrictions on illegal aliens; it is merely an enforcement mechanism of existing law. )

Opponents of Proposition 200 claim that it wil be struck down by the coudg as uncofistitutional, as California's Propost-
tion 187 was, but Proposition 200 has been drafted carefully to avold the pitfalls of Proposition 187, Proposition 187 was
ruled unconstitutional by a California U.S. District Court judge because it denled federally mandated b to illegat aliens.
Propesition 200 gets around this by specifically stating that federally mandated benefits are exempt, which Include emer-
gency medical services, fire department services, and public schooling. It provides that Arizona state d jocal governments
must requica that applicants for non-federally mandated benefits (non-emergency services such as welfare) produce identifi-
cation of their U.S, citizenship to demonstrate eligibility for those benefits. A recent study by the Center of immigration Stud-
las found that the total amount of welfare provided by Arizona taxpayers to ilegal immigrants 1s $380 million dollars.

There i3 also a severability clause at the end of Propasition 200, which provides that if any of its provisicns are ruled
invalid by a court, the rest of the Act shall siand. Please vote yes on Proposition 200 to-enforca existing law.

Rachel Alexander, Phoenix Attarmey and Editor, IntellectualConservative.com, Fhoenix

Atong with fellow elected officlais, small businessmen and women, community activists and tens of thousands of con-
cemed citizans, we would like to volce our support for the Protect Arizona NOW Initiative. .

For too long, our parous borders have allowed millions of Immigrants to illegally enter the United States, circumventing
our genarous immigration laws and undermining our soverelgnty. While the majority joumey here to work and pursue the
American dream, an increasing number have enrolled themselves in taxpayer-subsidized heafth and welfare programs,
draining state resources at an alarming rate. ) )

While no one wants to bar hard-working individuals from services to which they are entitied, It is not fair or lawful for.
non-citizens to reap the benefits of citizenship at the expense of law-ablding taxpayers. ’ ,

This modest measure simply requires state agencies to verifiably abide by regulations already in stetute, and pravents
our welfare systsm from being abused by those who voiuntarily chose to disregard the lew.

The PAN Iniiative also strengthens the integrity of our election system by requiring proof of identification to vote.
 PANdoes not deny state services (o anyone who is legally entitied to them. -Only those who are currently circumventing
the law will be affected. ’

By ensuring that our current statutes are enforced, this initiative encourages legal immigration and preserves the rule of
law that makes this country so atiracive to those yeaming to be free. '

We hope that, by enforcing our laws and preserving our resources, the people of this state will join us and Protect Ari-

Zona Now. .
Rusself Pearce, Representative, Mesa Karen Johnson, Representative, Mesa
Eddie Famsworth, Representative, Gilbert " Andy Blggs, Represantative, Githert  «
Chuck Gray, Representative, Mesa Mark Anderson, Senator, Mesa
Thayer Verschoor, Senator, Gitbert :

"Paid for by *Russell Pearce 2004"

-

Arizona now spends more than $1 billion annually to provide services and benefits to more than half @ million iegat
z:i:;s. These costs continue to rapidly Increase, The added tax burden amounts to $700 a year on every Arizona house-

Proposition 200 (Protect Arizona Now) will protect Arizona taxpayers from the ever-escalating costs of providing bene-
fits to lllegal aliens. it will do so in a way that is consistent with faderal law, but will not withhold those easontial services that
protect the public health and safety of all, including emergency medical assistance, and public K-12 education for children.
Immunization programs and programs that test for communicable diseases would continue to operate without regard to
immigration status, :

 Under federal law, Arizona state and local govemments may not provide non-sssential public benefits to legal ailens.
Propasition 200 will require public agencies in Arizona to verify that persons who recaive ricn-emergency benefits are not
fllegal aliens. The verification procedure has been used since 1996 o check eligibility for federal be Proposition 200
wouid require that the same clear and consistent policy apply to aff taxpayer-funded benefits in Arizona, '

* A state or local benefit, as defined by federal law, Inciudes welfare, disabliity, retirement paymefits, public housing
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assistance, or taxpayer subsidized postsecondary education. In addition, persons unlawfully In the|U.5. are barred. from
recelving Arizona state contracts, professional licenses, driver's licenses or state identity documents. | -
Such benefits are an incentive for illegal aliens to settle in Arizona and hide from federal authorities. -
It is common sense logic that cur state and federal government agencies cooperate to prevent tfl.::uo:l and abuse by ille-
gel aliens. Proposition 200 will protect Arizona citizens and our legal immigrant neighbors against the rising costs of illegal
immigration, while respecting the rights, health and safety of the entire community. :

Linda Bentley, Carefree

L] "y

The League of Woinen Voters of Arizona belleves this initiative is not jus‘t bad public policy butthei politics of discrimina-
Voler fraud Is the least of our problems. There have been as few as 10 cases in all of Maricopa County in the last ten
years and norie In Pima County. The provision that requires IDs at polling places will slow down the voting process, creating
longer lines and reducing voter tumout as work of lengthy waits spreads. It will mean more provisional|ballots, driving up the
costl of elections and delaying the counting process, holding up election results. We should not make it more difficutt for two
million honest citizens to vote just because a very few may be abusing this right. '

The initiative does nothing to change immigration policy. What it does is turn local and state govemment employees
into immigration agents. Ta be applied fairly, everyone seeking a government benefit, including firefighting assistance, a
library book, and police pratection myst prove citizenship. This means all residents all the time and dé‘mands even enforce-,
ment, ' .

This Invitation %o discriminate should be rejected. We urge a “No” vote.

Gini McGir, President, League of Women Voters of Bonnie Saunders, 1% Vice President, League of Women
Arizona, Tucson ‘Voters of Arizona, Sun Gity

Paid for by “League of Women Volers of Arizona”

tion

| urge you to-vote no ¢n the Arizona Taxpayer and Citizens Protection Act bacauss this legislation is mean-spirited and
unnecessary.

This legislation requires that every Arizonan must present evidence of United States citizenship to register initially and
evary time you vote. This requirement implies that persons who are not United States citizens are registering and voting
today in Arizona elections. This legislation addresses a problem that does not exist and it creates a financial and bureau-
cratic burden on all Arizona texpayers. Existing state and federal laws impose harsh jail sentences and severe fines for
voler fraud and false claim to United States citizenshilp, This legislation Is clearly unnecessary. : ’

This legislation requires that local governments verify citizenship befora pubiic services are provided. Again, this
requirement impiies that undocumented peaple are now recelving public benefits in Arizona. Undocumented people do not
qualify for benefits such as public assistance and food stamps. Existing state and federal laws Impose harsh Jail senterices
and severs fines for welfare fraud and false claim to U.S. citizenship. This iegisiation is so broad as to require proof of citi-
zenship before local fire persannel can put out a house fire, save occupants or provide life-saving Intehentton at the scane
of an accident. My mother is an 80-year-oid citizen who does not speak English and ! do not want someone withholding iife
saving aid from her while attempting to determine her citizenship. This is not the Arizona | want to live in. This is not who we
are as a people. Arizonans care about each other; biind hate is not an Arizona value. :

This legislation is mean-gpirited and unnecassary. Vote no.

Ratil M. Grijalva, Member of Congress, Tucson'

The Green Party of Arizona refers to this ballot measure as the "Let's make it hard for Americans to vote Initiative.”
Under the gulse of affecting public assistance to undocumented migrants, where its impact Is negligible, it sneaks in require-
ments that will make {t harder for citizens to exercise our right to vote, We Greens push to make it easler for Americans to
vole, not harder, because we believe that the best government will come when we all participate. ' '

Under this measure young people, eager to register and vote as they come of age, will have to send away for a copy of
their birth certficate first, and maybe miss deadlines, if the document comes at bureaucratic pace. Likewise, persons regis-
tered in ather states, rather than present their old registration when they want to become Arizona residents, must pay forthe -
proof of citizenship that they'll have to prasent. And older citizens, who like to vote at the polls on e’ecuon day, may find
themselves hiking several blocks back horne, maneuvering a walker or cane, if they forget to bring a pitture ID.

This measure is designed to make voting and ragistration less convenient for citizens, to add to bureaucracy and
ddelay, and to intimidate and harass the vulnerable. When Arizonans leam the real agenda behind this ‘lhing.-they will vote i

laven,

Vote NO. : ' o |

Maggle Siik, Co-Chalr, Arizona Green Party, Mesa Claudia Elfquist, Tucson
Richard Scott, Treasurer, Arizona Greer Party, Scottsdale
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. The Arizona Farm Bureau opposes proposition 200: We appreciate the frustration owing to the faflure of our faderal
government {0 properly address border and immigration issues. We will not recite all of the p in this space, but be
assured we do understand and acknowiedge them. Moreover, Farm Bureau has been heavily in.working on a vari-
ety of specific solutions at the federal level. We are not commenting on the voter identification portion of this initiative —
somathing we do favor. The second portion provides for a denial of public benefits, not required under fedaral law. Wa
question the wisdom and the cost of fuming every state and local employee (under criminal penalty) in Arizona into an am of
the immigration service to enforce federal law that is not currently being enforced by the federal govemnment. Further, the
creation and sharing of somer sort of database among all levels of Arlzona govemment, as fo whom (s a citizen and who Is
not, creates anather voter approved cost with-no identifiable source of idcome. Lastly, under law, the state must pro-
vide public banefits for the protection of life and safety, and this creates a host of questions, not to be settled without a new
cottage indusiry of legal Issues and court decisions.” We belisve the unintended consequences and costs to be considarable
and not fully contémplated. Wa believa the energy of this initiative is better directed at faderal | lstions to federal problems,

and we know this is a difficult road. |
Vote NQ on Proposition 200 ! .
Kevin Rogers, President, Arizona Farm Bureau, Mesa Jim Kiinker, Ghief Administrative Officer, Arizons Fa
. ) Bureau, Higley . :
Patd for by “Arizona Farm Bureau” ’

* Proposition 200, the so-calied "Arizona Taxpayer and Citizen Protaction Act" does nothing to protect either taxpayers or
citizens. It will end up costing taxpayers more money and provide endless hassles for citizens wanting basic government
services. It doesn't even do what the backers really want, to eliminate government services for undocumented immigrarits or
to stem illega! immigration, '

Undocumented Immigrants are already denled Arizona and local govemment benefits and services, They can't vote.
Thay can't get driver’s licenses. The only services they use that cost much maney such as emergericy healthcare and public
safely (fire and pofice) are guarantsed by federal law and wan't be eliminated by this Initiative. There is nc big savings. There
is a big cost. If this measure passes everyone applying for any government sarvice will have to prove either citizenship or
legal immigration stetus. That means the librarian will have to see your birth certificate to renew your library card. The extra
time and effort required in every state and local office will cast you plenty, both in your time and aggravation and in increased
taxes to pay for the bureaucracy. : . ! '

This measure aiso tums every government emplayee into a snitch. If your librarian suspects, rightly or wrangly, that you
aren't a citizen, she's required to report you to the feds. )

This initiative won't'slow border crossings. They'll still come for the Jobs and gpportunity. It will just hurt the most vuiner-
abla amang them, especially women and children who will be more afraid to.report crimes or seek hasithcare, )

Propasition 200 will just increase the suspicion and bureaucracy for all of us. We don't wﬁ:’o live In a warld where blg
brother watches our every move, The Arizona National Organization for Women (NOW) urges you to vote No on 200.

Karen Van HooR, State Coordinator, Policy/Spokesperson,  Erlc Ehst, State Coordinator, Political Action, Arizona
An'zona NOW, Scotisdale NOW, Phoenix : .

Pald for by "Arizona NOW*

The Arizona Chamber of Commerce urges a "no” vote on Proposition 200 because it holds out the false promise of
doing “something” about illegal immigration while ignoring the fact that only the federal government can secure our borders
and ragulate immigration. '

The Arizona Chamber belleves that the United States and Arizona grow stronger by welcoming those who seek to bet-
ter their families, work in our industries and find liberty and refuge from oppression. We beliave in legal immigration and
oppose fllegal immigration. :

. The approximately 10 miliion undecumented individuals living In the United States are proof that our nation’s immigra-
tion system is broken. The current hodge-podge of federal immigration laws must be reformed. However, Proposition 200
‘does nothing to improve the situation and most likely wili make i more complicatad and costly to enforce.

If voters wish to “do something” to effect ‘change, they should support efforts In Congress to pass comprahensive immi-
gration reform that creates the right balance of incentives and sanctions while serving the homeland security needs of the
nation. We agree that such reform must not equal reward for those whio have entered the U.S. Hiegally. R mustbedonaina
manner that instilis confidence in the faimess dnd equity of our immigration laws and discourages further lllegal immigration,

One thing Is clear. Proposition 200 does nothing to address tha underlying, fakled faderal immigration system: Voters
shouldn't think passing this measure will have any real impact on lllegal immigration. All it will do is raise expectations and
help’sour the political dialogue that is necessary %o actually fix the problem at the federal lavel. That is why the Arizona

.
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. Chamber of Commerce urges voters to vote “no” on Proposition 200.
C.A. Howlett, Chairman of Board of Directors, Arizona Jamas J. Apperson, President & CEO, Arizona Chamber
Chamber of Commerce, Scotisdale . . of Commerce, Scottsdale

Pald for by "Arizona Chamber of Commerce”

This propasition is based on lies and parancia. The supporters want us to believe that thelr cause is Just and patriofic,
Nothing Is further from the truth. Their cause Is aimply fear mongering and hatred. Arizona's elacted officlals have not issued
a statement that lllegal immigration i causing an economic hardship. More importantly, Arizona’s legislative body has not
made an inquiry nor has it been asked to authorize an inquiry to assess the impact of Blegal immigration on the state's econ-
omy. Had it dane 20, the study would have concluded as many of the CONSERVATIVE THINK TANKS have cencluded: ille-
gal Immigration is a positive to the economy! (CATO Institute, and Clutfor Growth).

The proponents blatantly lie when they tell us that State agencies provide public benefits ut verifying immigration
status, The public should be told that the 1996 federal welfare reform legislation prohibits illegal Immigrants from recelving
weifare (PRWORA, P.L. 104-193). That same legislation even restricted the ability of legal iImmig from receiving wel-
fare. More imporiantly, Arizona has always required citizenship fo receive weifare benefits, even b ‘ fore the federal’ legista-
tion. .
The proponents want the public fo believe that the State employeee wilifuily disregard theae citizenship requirements
and hand out welfare benefits lke it was Christmas. The unbiasad facts Indicate atherwise, In April 2004, the Auditor Gen-
eral (an agency of the State Legislature) gave the Department of Economic Security a very favorable evaluation,

The proponents’ paranola extenids o thelr proposal requiring voters to show proof of identity in they vate, The propo-
nents hava never shown nor have they attempied to show eviderice to proof that paople are voting using ancther's Identity. |
for one enjoy the liberty and the ease with which | vote at the polls. We should nct abandon our liberties becausa of the pro-
ponents paranoia. VOTE NO.

Jorge Liris Garcia, State Senator, District 27, Tucson

Dear Arizona Voters, - .

Join us in voting NO on Prop. 200. We stand up for responsible spending. We stand up for workpiace faimess, We
stand up for heallhy oommuniﬂea WG stand up for damoeraoy '

ic safaty. It's bad foi' our neighborhoods Taxpayers

; H owide. It foroes workers mo become Immigration
agants and any mlstakes can result in jaﬂ hme Alarmingly. o\feryone from office staﬂ'to ﬁraﬁghters will have to do a job they
werenevorhlrad todo In theﬁrst plaoa

8 ! Y 56 B3 il services. Our communities are
at riek of epldemlos spreading when parents are afrald L+ saek treatment for thelr ohlldran it's n‘ot Just someone else’s
health that is endangered by Prop 200, It's youra

Prop. 200 tums back the : j g. It makes voting and reglstmﬁon less convenient for citizens. It
increases hamssmm of voters and adds oostly bmauoracy There are no cases of voter fraud by lmmlgranis in Arizona:
Vote NO on Prop. 200, .

The Coalition for an informed & Healthy Arizana
Alexis Mazdn, Tucson Piper Weinberg, Tucson
Pald for by ‘Plper Wetnberg' . ' :

...............

Why support more govemment intrusion lnto our personal Iivas?
Stomp on-this thing! Vota NOI

Ted Downing, State Representetive, Tucson Beri Miranda, State Representative, PHoenix
Pald for by “Ben Miranda"

VOTE NO ON THE ARIZONA TAYPAYER AND CITIZENSHIP PROTECTION ACT

Vate no on this proposed legisltation. Send a resounding message that Arlzonana stand ﬂrmly to/expand demoeracy for
all working families- who contribute to our state's economy and its productive civil society. Thess are the values that form the
stand-up character of Arizonans. Arizonans will not be ruled by fear, hate, chacs and ignorance, Not now. Not ever,

This legislation would have us belleve that Arizona s overrun by voter and welfare fraud, Not one shred of evidence has
been provided other than by innuendo, myths and haif-trrths. Arizonans of good will and from bom political parties would
have niothing to do-with this initiative. instead nearly one-half million Washington D.C. and Califomia dpﬂars were imported to
place this inttiative on the bailot, This is notan Arizona initiative. We cannot allow outsiders and outside money determine for
Arizona what Arizonans stand for,

Layers of federal, state and local laws already In place impose harsh penalties and Jail sentences for individuals
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victed of welfare, voter fraud and false ciaim to U.S. citizenship. U.S. cltizens will suffer the rn:;r since thelr right o vote as
free citizens will be limited by cumbersome, bureaucratic abstacles. Ordinary state employees will become faderal law
" enforcement agents. Is this the Arizona we want to live in? .

This initlative flies in the face of who we are as Arlzonans. Proudly we celebrate our complex, diverse cuilturai and bor-
der communities which have arisen out of ancient peaples who still are amang us in our bel Arizona-Sonaran deserts
and mountains. All of us, Arizona taxpayers all, appreclate every working family and each | individual's contribution in
strengthening our economy and social fabric. This Is Arizona’s character, looking to a future that opens wider our democratic
values and practices, expands trust and respect for everyone's human rights. Vote No. ‘ ' ‘

Guadalupe Castilio, Co-Chalr, Goalicién de Derechos Jose Matus, Executive Direcior, Coalicién de Derschos
Humanos/Aftanze Indigena Sin Fronteras, Tu¢son Humanos/Allanza Indigena Sin Fronteras, Tucson

Paid for by “Coalicidn de Dareches Humanos/Alianza Indtger_ta Sin Frogteras®

Dear Arizona Voters— ' )

Wae urge you to vote ‘NO' on Proposition 200 because it will jeopardize Arizona's tradition of Individual independence
and divide our communities. As a faith-based oiganization commitied to justice and the dignity|of all, we ask fellow Asizo-
nans to oppose this initiative that will affect us all—forcing us to prove our citizenship on a dally Basis.

« This inltiative [s bad for democracy: i undermines the voting rights of all Arizonans. Lass half of the eligible pop-
" ulation currently votas here. We encourage greater voter participation, yet this initiative will create further hurdles in getling

citizens to the polis. o :
.~ +Atatima of budget crisls, this would be an expsnaive law. The Initiative wili cost money the state does not have. It will
place Increased burdens on state and lccal govemnments, communities, and utimately taxpayers.

+ City, County and State employees will be forced to spend thelr time enforcing complicated federal immigration laws—
or go to ail. This will take critical time away from their work, . ]

* This Initlative intends to send a message to immigrants that they are not welcoms In Arizona, Yet Arizona's economic
prosperity depends on hardworking, taxpaying Immigrants. Mexican Immigrants alone have paid over $500 million yearly in
state laxas in recent years. ‘

* The initiative does nathing te resclve the true problems of our broken immigration system. Undocumented immigrants -
are already NOT eligible for public benefits, except those few services necessary 10 preserve life and safety. The Inltiative
will discourage immigrants from saeking important services that benefit ALL Arizonans, such as chiidhood immunizations,

A vote against Proposition 200 is a vote for strong, healthy communities. :

Melanie Emerson, Program Directar, American Friends Caroline Isaacs, Program Coordiriator, Amearican Fﬁends
Service Committee Arizana Area Program, Tucson Service Committee Arizona Aree Program, Tucson:

Paid for by "American Friends Service Committee Arizona Area Program”

Wae strongly oppase Proposition 200. The so-called Protect Arizona Now is Immigrant-bashlﬁg pure and simple. It does
not protect the state. it simply- denles local and etate services such as immunizations, which protact us all, to illegal Immi-
grants. Although there have been no reports of voter fraud, i requires voters to produce proof of citizenship when register-
ing ta vote. Immigrants come to the U.S. in search of work, not to vote, or for that matter to use state and local sarvices. The
inttiative will not reduce litegal immigration in any way; it simply stamps on poor people seeking ta betier themsaives.

This Initiative is based on the horribly misguided notion that immigration control can be achieved through harsh enforce-
ment. If the proponents were thoughtful and serious thay would try to determine whather their assbriion — that large numbers .
- oflllegals are registered to vota and receive low-income benefits - is true. Perhaps they know that such an analysis would
show few Ineligibles and thelr affort would be exposed as a fraud. The initiative is divisive, mean-spirited; and ugly, it will
prove harmful to Arizona's future, it must be defesited.

Phil Lopes, State Representative, Tucson Ted Downing, State Representative, Tucson
- Manuel V. "Manny” Alvarez, State Representative, Etfidy = - David Bradley, State Representative, Tucson

Tom Prezelski, Stete Representative, Tucson

Paid for by “Phil Lopes”

Arizona Interfaith Network {AIN) opposes Proposition 200. Praposition 200 assigns faderal ‘responsibllfty to state and
local employees. It subjects Arizona tax payers to unspecific and unlimited enforcement costs. Ill divides communities and
discourages economic development. Proposition 200 faiis to strengthien natlonal security, and rages some qualified
U.S. citizens from voting. Arizona interfaith Network (AIN} urges you to vote NO on Propaosition 200.
Bonnje Danowskl, Secretary of Bouard of Directors, Arizona Tom Donovan, Treasurer of Boar# of Diracfors, Arizona
Interfaith Network, Scofisdale . Interfaith Network, Fhoenix ‘

Paid for by “Arizona Interfaith Network"
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Vallay Interfaith Projact (VIP) opposes Proposition 200. Proposition 200 creales an edmiristrative nightmare for
enforcement placing state and local employees In the role of Border Patrol Agants, VIP leaders bel that Proposition 200
disrespects families, communities and public employees. This Proposition creates an atmosphere of fear, suspion, and
division within communities, which conflicts with our deeply held bellef that we are responsible for each other. Valiey Inter-
faith Project (VIP) urges you to vote NO on Propoesition 200. :

" Marcie Escobedo, President of Board of Diractors, Valley Terri Brown, Secrefary of Board of Directors, Vallay

Interfaith Projact, Phoenix interfaith Project, Phoenix
Paid for by "Valley Interfaith Project’

Northern Arizona Interfaith Council (NAIC) opposes Proposition 200 for the following reasons.

NAIC is deeply concerned about this initiative that can lead to tuming &rdinary people (teachers, health care workers,
polics, librarians, etc.) into criminals.  If this initilative passes, anyone who provides any non-federal service (library, all-day
idndargarten, parks and recreation, garbage, elc.) can face criminal charges for not reporting, in \}Jriting. indlviduals who
might be undecumented. L : ‘

. This initiative will further creats fear in the Immigrant community. Immigrants may be too fearful to go to work, send their
chiidren to school, or-report a crime. Sedona, Flagstaff, and Prescott are ali tourist economies that depend on immigrant
workers and ofien recruit immigrant workers from Phoenix. ' , | )

This initiative is not only mean spirted end a direct attack on all Immigrants, it does nothing to curve immigration or
change immigtation policy.

This Initiative is destructive of the huiman person and the human community. .

Mario Meza, Executive Board, Northern Arizona Interfaith Joseph Montoya, Executive Board, Northem Arizona
Council, Flagstaff : intarfaith Council, Flagstaff

Paid for by “Northem Arizona Interfaith Council

T

YOTE NO ON PROPOSITION 200

Proposition 200 is a deceptive and ineffective measure. The maasure will do absolutely nothing to address the immi-
gration issues facing Arizona, and will cost taxpayers millions of dollars. : oo .

It I already lllegal for non-citizens to recelve public services In Arizona, Proposition 200 simply ‘wiil make it more trou-
blesome for all citizens to receive public sarvices, na mattir: how small the service. For instance, under Proposition 200, an
individual will have to show a photo ID to reserve a city park’s picnic bench. Not only will this be & hassle for everyone, but it
will also be Incredibly expensive for Arizona's taxpayers. , .

Additionally, the measure requires that all govemment employees act as immigration lssues, no matter thelr position or
knowledge. This wauld mean that. an administrative assistant at the Depariment of Health Services would need to be an
expert on federal immigration law. This is completely unneatistic and would create an atmasphere of distrust and fear among
government employees. This would lead to a very unproductive and expensive govemment.

This measure solves absoluteiy nothing. It is a poorly written initiative aimed at decelving the vaters of Arizona. Noth-
ing in Proposition 200 actually changes immigration policy and it will lead to Increased taxes for all of Arizona's citizens. :

Proposition 200 only creates more problems for Arizona and that is why the Arizona Advocacy Network Foundation, a
coalition of non-partisan public interest groups, asks you to VOTE NO QN PROPOSITION 200.

Joel Foster, President, Arizona Advocacy Nelwork Eric Ehst, Treasurer, Arizona Advocacy Network
Foundatfon, Phoenix - ' Foundation, Phoenix

Pald for by "Arzona Advocacy Network Foundation"

“Protect Arizona Now” creates far more problems than it solves and doesn't address the real problems of illegal Immi-
gration, government weifare programs and fascist control-of private enterprise. i

To solve this goverment-created problem, repeal govemment's immigration restrictions, repeal welfare programs,
embrace capitalism and eliminate govemment's burdensome taxes on Arizona's citizens. )

Hospitals aleng the border are closing because of federat law mandates to admit all patients who seek medical atten-
tion, without regard to immigration status, payment abilities or any other factor. This Initiative does NOTHING that would
have kept those medical facilities open and ignares the real problems of too much government In what was once a free-mar-
ket that provided affordable healthcare. ) .

The tax money saved from welfare applicants denled benefits as a resuit of this initiative, will bé swallowed up by the

- enomous increases in enforcement costs. And to make matters worse, SUSPECTED itegal Immigraints will have their civil

rights violated routinely. . i :

~ While libertarians certainly support the idea of one person one vote, we are very concemed by the' National (D link this
initiative would require with the continued protection of *all of the King's Men" (Judges, Law Enforcement, Prosecutors) that
continue o be exempt fram public voling records. If the intent were ta secure elections, then we suggest manual validation of
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counting computer programs with paper ballois after_ the elections, or even betier... hand counted paper bellots that were
cast in parson. ‘
Early ballots, mall voting, computer tabutation, secret voter roles for sefected govemment smpl
trol of private enterptise and an attempt to make vating & government granted privilege using a
Arizona} validated 1D are the real problems. We are just being manipulated for political gain...
: ] & )
“Freadom’s the Answer... What's the Question?"

Emest Hancock, Libertarian for Arizona’s Unitad States Senate, ﬁhwnix

'2000 presidential election.” Propasition 200 would further discourage the aver 50% of Arizona adults and 74% of Yuma
County adults who are already disconnected from public life.

. Proposition 200 would mandate that government employees demand proof of legal status for any person seeking “ben-
¢fits.” Employees would be required, under penalty of a Class 2 misdemearior, to report people without legal status to fed-
eral immigration authorities. For example, a mother who appiled for a library card could be deported, and failure 1o report
her wouid mean criminal charges against the librarian. The effects of this would be to further divide and discourage peopie
from participating in communtty ¥fe — at parks, libraries, schools, swimming pools, and other public spaces. Yurna County
Interfaith Spensoring Committee says NO to Proposition 200, , ' .

* [only 41% of the voling-age population voted in the 2000 Presidential slections] (Scripps Howard News Service Study
"of Official 2000 Election Returns) ‘
Rev. Monsignor Richard W. O'Keeffe, Co-Chair of Yuma Rev. Javier Persz, Co-Chair of Yuma County Intorfalth
County Interfaith Sponsoring Committee, Yuma Sponsoring Commitiee, Somerfon

Pald for by “Yuma County Interfaith Sponsoring Committee”

Disorderly, unregulated, undocumented Immigration has-become an intolerable problem in Arizona. Forlunately Ari-
zona's Congressional delegation recognizes the issue and has responded. Senator John McCain, Representative Jake
Flake, Ed Pastor, Jim Kolbe and Raul Grijaiva have all intreduced Federal Legistation that addressees the crisis. They seek
to make Arizona's borders safe and secure. They understand that International Borders, Homeland Security, and the safety
of alt Arizonans from an uncontrolled Border are the responsibllity of the United States.

The proponents of Propostition 200 are understandably frustrated, even perhaps a bit angry at the slow pace of Reform.
Nonetheless, their proposal does absolutely nothing to make the Border more onderty, Arizonans any safer, ar America more
secura, . - o ,

This proposai denies services that are already iliegal to obtain. It Imposes coatly new buresucracy, expensive new legal
requirements far from where we need them, and it will ultimately force Inhacent citizens, all of us, to bear the burden for thelr
mistaken anger, ;

Therefore, we urge you 1o vote NO on Proposition 200.

Alfredo Gutierrez, Co-Chair, Statue of Liberty Coalion  Francisca Montoya, Co-Chalr, Statue of Liberty Goalltion
Against Protect Arizona Now 1-03-2004, Phoenix Against Protact Arizona Now 1-03-2004, Phoenix

Paid for by “Statue of Liberty Coalitlon Against Protect Arizona Now -03-2004" ‘

In every nation I'm aware of, it is the responsibliity of the national government to secure its borders. Qur faderal govem-
ment is simply not doing all it should to meet that basic respansibility. : . .

A thoughtful, raticnal, nationai debate on this lasue is long overdue. | would encourage and support any process that
results in a comprehensive and effactive national soktion to secure all our borders against terrorist entry and unregulated
immigration. That's the road we should be traveling. .

But Propasition 200, will not solve this massive federal obiigation. Instead, i will bloat and burden local governments,
adding sillions to cur annual budgets. 1t will force cutbacks in the services we all need: poiice, fire, water, sanitation, parks,
libraries. Its thetoric solves nothing and sérves only fo divide. o

Jain me in voting NO on Propasition 200. Lef's remind Washington that federal problems require federal solutions.

Phit Gordon, Mayor of the Clty of Phoenix, Phoenix _ "

Healthy Arizona Initiative's advocates, the folks who put the Healthy Arizona initiative on the ballot in 1986 and brought
it back again in 2000, urge you to vote NO on this year's PAN ballot measure. You've agreed witg us twice before, and
vated YES, but now we suggest a NO vote, . ' '

Asizonans don't like being lied to. This Initiative has many problems, but we'll concentrate on the healthcare issues.
Look at it two ways: first, the "cure” offered Is quackery. Decisions about what assistance is avallable to non-citizens are
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not made at the state leval. Forelgn policy and immigration issues are federal. It is the fads who mandate that we offer
emergency rcom care and infectious disease control. If you want different ndes, vote for a diffarent Congress and a different
president. Don't clutier up the Arizona baliot with meaningless measures that create more state bureaucracy, and that stir
up anti-immigrant feeling, but leave the policies all untouched! It's snake oil.

And then think about what you want changed by the feds. For example, most of the hospital money spent on nonciti-
zans, goes to those who are here legally. The feds issue “humanitarian entry waivers” for expensive medical treatments riot
available in the country of origin, like separating twins born joined at the head. Approve or disapprove, this initlative won't
affact that. '

People here iegally are not eligible for AHCCCS (Medicaid). Of the very limited care that the feds say MUST be
offered to such noncltizens, some of it makes a lot of sense. For example, there Is a faderat mandate fo treat folks with
highly contagious diseases. TB Is an infectious disease that is a growing problem woridwide- do you really want it untreated
here in Arizona? Think about that the next time someone sneezes at you. & ‘ .

Vote NO. '

Dr. Eve Shapiro, Pediatrician, Chair of Healthy Arizona Inftiative, Tucson
Pald for by “Healthy Arizona Initiative”

A Threat to Jobs and Arizona's Economy

The so-called Arizona Taxpayer and Citizen Protection Act doasn't protect citizens OR taxpayers.

In fact, this measure poses a real threat to Arizona taxpayers, to our state’s workforce and te the economy averall, if '
enacted, this extreme Initlative would create a barrage of economic and bureaucratic comgplications that would cost taxpay-

: 3 fars a year WITHO ANY IMPACT on illegs! immigration
At a time when Arizona should ba frugal with its budget, this measu
Impiement the processes that would uphold its provisions.

This measurs would place an undue burden on public employees — including those respanslble for our public safety —
and obligate them to spend less time on the services they curmently provide the public. Instead, their time will be spant mon-
itoring eligibility for basic public services such as emergency medical care or crime prevention. .

How much safer will you ba when firefighters have to check IDs before putting out a fire in your neighbors house? .
That's the kind of irrational red tape this initiative will demand. .

immigrants make significant contributions to our state's econonty. They work, spend money, and pay taxes. In addition
to providing. much needed labor to industries that lack sufficlent workars, most pay more In taxes than they receive in ser-
vices and government benefits. ’

- ‘ y

Battom line - Arizona’s econamy W i A Gtvenﬂsextrameﬁawré. businesses are golngtqhavé
one more & to avold dolng business In Arizona, resulting in missed economiic opportunities for our residents. This actIs-
riot only Impractical, but ultimataly a risk to the safety and econarnic well being of all Arizonane. |

Michasl McGrath, Executive Director, Arizona State AFL- Rebekah Friend, President, Arizona State AFL-CIO,
ClO, Phoanix Phoenix

Paid for by *Arizona State AFL-CIO”

Protect Arizona Now is Un-American - . .

‘The so-called “Protect Arizona Now” (PAN) initiative Is a big lie to Arizonans. PAN's purpose s to supposedly deny
undocumented residents public services. What it really will do will infringe on rights by forcing citizens, not the undocu-
mented, to show proaf of their rights at every election or when seeking gavernment services.

PAN is unnecessary for two reasona: laws alrsady exist that deny almost all state govemnment services to the undocu-
?:dnehad. which they normaily do not to use anyway. PAN will not affect services available to them, which are mandated by

ral law. :
~ Why do PAN's supporters want it? Perhaps for tha same reason some pecple, motivated by hate and fear, wanted laws
that persecuted our Immigrant ancestors, especially if they were African, irish, ltalian, Chinese, Jewish, Polish, Russian, or
from any other immigrant group, who came to the United States. This proposition is In the same spirit as the Jim Crow laws
used against African Americans and other laws used against Native and Asian Americans.

Worse, PAN will cost taxpayers millions of dollars to enforce, money better spent on schools and other services. It will
also be extremely aggravating to citizans, who will constantly have to show proof of citizenship.

This proposition Is un-American, Our ancestors came here to pursue life, liberty and happiness, which is why immi-
grants come here loday. These Immigrants will make America stronger, just like our ancestors. Sadly, this hateful proposi-
tion treats some people as less than human. If we ramember our religious teachings of charity, and if we really mean it when
we say that America Is a land of liberty and justica for ALL, we will nat pass this proposition Into law. '

The Arizona Hispanic Community Forum

David Rubl, Fresident, The Arizona Hispanic Communify Virginia Pesqueira, Vice President, The Arizona Hispanic
Forum, Cave Creek . Communily Forum, Scottsdale

Paid for by “The Artzona Hispanic Community Forum®
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Dear Voter: . : .
East Valley Interfaith (EV1) opposes propasition 200. This is a divisive, extremely Vague and poorty written proposition
that will be difficult and expensive to enforce, . , ’ !
With already one of the lowest voter tumouts in the cauntry, this proposition adds unnecessary restrictions to Arizona's i
voling process, . .
- Proposition 200 also calls for workers who provide "state and logal public benefits” to become |de facio immigration
agents. Presumably tsachers, firemen, police officers, nurses and other service providers face a Class 2 misdemeanar
charge If they fail to report, In writing, persons seeking their services without proper citizenship idarﬁt:n. :

Al best, this proposition will result in a bureaucratic and fiscal nightmare for Arizona without any measurable benefit At -
worst, it will reduce voter tumout, create an environment of fear, and leave many of our familiés access to proper
aducation, public safety and health care. & ) .

East Valley Interfalth urges you to vote NO on Proposition 200 - :

Saul Solls, Committee Chair, East Valley Interfaith, Mesa  Gretchen Hankins, Board of Directors Chair, East Valley
Interfaith, Mesa _ ‘

Paid for by “East Valley Interfalth” .

Propanents of Proposition 200 state that undocumented nmigrants are voting. We have seen no such evidenca nor
has the Secretary of State. The State of Arizona Is a border cornmunity. On our border and in our communities two countries
meet, different languages seek to communicate, varied cultures encaunter each ather, aind people try to understand each
other and live in peace and hammony. Immigrants are busy working and raising their famillies. A 2003 study by the Thunder-
bird School of International Management in Phoenix found that in 2001 alone, Mexican immigrants contributed an estimated
US$ 355.7 million in taxes while they cost Arizona US$250 million. This led to an overall fiscal surplus of US$106 miliion to
the State of Arizona. Immigrants contribute to our economy and soclety, ostracizing them would be a loss fo all. Arizonans.
Undocumented immigrants do not reglster to vote becauss it brings unnecessary attention to themseives. Our state, in the
past, refused the Martin Luther King Day holiday. We lost the Super Bowl and our state received negative nationat attention.
that shamed Arizona and denled the Arizana economy.millions In revenue. This proposition would again txing negative
attention to our state because of our unwillingness to embrace the contribution of immigrants. The clvic and faith traditions of
our membar Institutions call us to respect the human rights of every person. This proposition wili foster a climate of discrimi- -
nation and disfrust that will harm the most vulnerable among us. Pima County interfaith Council (PGIC) does NOT support

Rebecca Lujan, Co-Chair Fima County Interfaith Councli, ~ Andrea Robson, Co-Chair Pima County Interfaith Council,
Tucson , Tucsaon ’ ’ -

Paid for by “Pima County Interfaith Counci” -

1

Dear Fellow Arizonans: . : : .

| join with many Arizonans, Inciuding our entire congressional delegation, In bi-partisan opposition to Proposition 200. )

To bae clear, our immigration laws rust be enforcad and peaple who ane not entitied to government benefits should not
receive them. Butimmigration is a federal matter, and Prop. 200's efforis to shift immigration enforcement to the state would
be costly, ineffective and unconstitutional. ' , _

Asizonans already pay taxes to the federal govemment to eaforce immigration laws. Prap. 200 would force us to spend
your state tax dollars for the same purpose. This would result in redundant and often contradictary enforcement efforts, For
example, federal law prohibiis AHCCCS employees from disclosing persanal infarmation about AHCCCS applicants. But
Prop. 200 would require such disclosure as a matter of state law, This conflict forces innocent state employees into the
impossible choice of having to violate either state or federal taw, and could subject tham to criminal prosecution. it would
also needlessly piunge the state into costly litigation, '

In addition, Prop. 200 would rmake voting more difficult for lawful Arizona citizens and jeopardize our vote-by-mait sys-
tem. Valid voters could be deniled ballots at the poils if they simply forget to bring .d. And early voting would be much more
confusing. Elther Arizonans would have to mall in Identification when they request a balot {which would hinder many early
voters, including military personnel and seniors In nursing homes who may not have access to their documents) or our sys-
tem would unconstitutionally subject early voters o a less rigorous verification process than efection day voters face.

Prop. 200 doss not cure our immigration problems; it campounds them, and does so at the expense of lew-abiding Ari-
zonans. Please vate ‘No'. : ST

+ Janet Napoiftano, Phoenix . S -

The Arizona Public Health Association opposes this initiative because it would hamm the heaith of the greater pubiic.

" This initiative is a threat to the state’s public health because it would prevent people from obtaining treatment for infectious
diseases. As a result, the state’s public health experts would be unable to treat and track individuals with diseases like
tuberculosis, syphilis and ather infectious agents. Undocumented children would be unable to receive immunizations at
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publicly funded clinics. Left untreated, these individuals could easily infect hundreds or even thousands of healthy individu-

, @ls in Arizona. Also this inltfative prevents newborn screening services to many infants. As a result, many children may suf-
fer preventable conditions such as mental retardation that have life long consequences. The cost of treating these
individuals over the long run far outweighs the very low cost of screening infants for genetic di that left untreated can
result in severe health problems, even death. .

Eisie E. Eyer, Exacutive Director, Arizona Public Heaith Sharon Sass, Chair of Nutrition S
Association, Phoenix - Heaith Assaciation, Phoenix
Paid for by “Arizona Publuc Health Association” : '

, Arizona Public
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Ballot Format for Proposition 200

BALLOT FORMAT

Arizona

PROPQOSITION 200

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION

QFEICIAL TITLE ‘
AMENDING SECTIONS 16-152, 16-166 AND 16-579, ARIZONA
REVISED STATUTES; AMENDING TITLE 46, CHAPTER 1,

TAXPAYER AND CITIZEN PROTECTION ACT.

. ARTICLE 3, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, BY ADDING
SECTION 486-140.01; RELATING TO THE ARIZONA

DESCRIPTIVE TITLE

REQUIRES: PROOF OF CITIZENSHIP WHEN REGISTERING
TO VOTE; REJECTION OF VOTER REGISTRATION NOT
ACCOMPANIED BY PROOF OF CITIZENSHIP; SHOWING
IDENTIFICATION 8EFORE RECEIVING A BALLOT, STATE
AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO VERIFY IDENTITY OF
APPLICANTS FOR CERTAIN STATE AND LOCAL PUBLIC
BENEFITS; AND GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES TO REPORT

APPLICANTS WHO VIOLATE IMMIGRATION LAW,

B PROPOSITION 200

A “yes" vote shall have the effact of [1] requiring
a person to aubmit evidence of United States
citizenship when registering to vote, [2] requiring
the county recorder to reject any vofer
registration that is not accompanied by proof of
citizenship, [3] requiring voters to present a
photo identification with name and address or
twa other forms of identification with name and
address before recelving a ballot at the polling
place, {4] requiring state and locai govemments
to verify the identity and eligibllity of applicants
for state and local public benefits that are not
federally mandated, [5] requiring govemment
employees to report violations of United States
immigration law by applicants for public benefits,
{6] making it a class 2 misdemeanor if a
govemment employee fails to make the required

"report and [7] permiting private lawsuits by any

resident to enforce provisions relating to public
banefits.

"YES(

A “no” vote shall have the effect of retaining the
current laws regarding citizenship when
registering to vote and not requiring voters to

show ldentification documents at the polls prior

to voting, and keeping the current requirements
when applying for public benefits.

NO[

2004 Ballot Propositions

*
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2004 Ball;z:::positians ‘ Ballot Proposition Voter s Guide
- BALLOT PROPOSITION VOTER’S

This page is provided for your convenience to mark your choices after studying
may be detached from this booklet and taken to the polling place on General Electi
2, 2004, to assist you in voting your balot.

propositions. it
n Day, Novemnber

Proposition 100 - Proposed amendment to-the Arizona Constitution byl\e legislature relating
{o State Lands D YES

[ no
Proposition 101 — Praposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the legislature relating
to inftative and referendum expenditures - [dves| CIno

Proposition 102 Proposed afnendmant o the Arizona Conshtuﬁon by the legistature relating
to state ownetship of sacurities Olves| (Owno

Proposition 103 — Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the legistature relating
to Justices of the Peace O ves| [Ino

Propasition 104 — Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the legisiature relatlng
o inltiative petitions Oves| Owo

Proposftion 105 — Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the h@isiature rolatlng )
o the State Board of Education Oves{ [Ino

Propasition 200 — Proposed by Initiative petition relating to voting and public benefits O ves D NO

Propasition 300 - Recommendation of the Commission on Salar!es fcr Elective State Officers
relating to leglslators’ salaries , [Jyes| CIno
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| Arizona | } DUP ’ CATE

2004 Ballot Propositions ' Ballot Proposition Voter’s Guide -

BALLOT PROPO§ITION VOTER'S GUID

This page is provided for your convenience to mark your choices after studylng @ propositions. it
may be detached from this booklet and taken to the polling place on General Election Day, November
2, 2004 to assist you in voting your ballot. . _ _ ‘ -

Propesition 100 — Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution byghe legislature relating .
to State Lands U ves| Clno

Praposition 101 <~ Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the legisiatura relating
to initiative and referendum expenditures _ [1ves| [1no

Proposition 102 — Proposed amendment to the Arlzona Constitution by the legisiature refating
to state ownership of securities [(Jyes| [Jno

Propaosition 103 - Proposed amendment to the Aﬂzona Constitution by the Ieglslature relating
to Justices of the Peace COyes{ Cno

Proposition 104 ~ Proposed amendment to the Arizona Constitution by the Ieglslature relatmg
to initiative petitions O vesf Ono

Proposition 105 — Proposed amendment to Ihe Arizona Constltmm by the legisiature relating
to the State Board of Education [dves| (Ino

Proposition 200 — Proposed by Initiative petition relating to voting and public benefits D YES l:l NO

Propasition 300 — Recommendation of the Commission on Salaries for Elective State Officers
relating 1o legislators’ salarles ~ © _ [Jyes| {1no

3dIND S.H310A I1GVACNZY

_______‘______-_________.,___._-_______‘___________;_______40.
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Arizona

2004 Ballot Propositions

. Celebrating 25 years: | |
~ Sun Sounds of Arizona
~* The new sound of information access.

~  Hecanlead.
é;;‘ We can read.

21,

o e Yl sunsounds.org

Toll Free Sun Sounds Number

Sun Sounds operates a telephone information access system, Sun Dial, for Arizonans who

cannot read because of a disability, visual impairment or other print-disabling condition. Sun Dial i

free to eligibte people by dialing 1-866-302-2732.
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