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Refer to full text of propositions and questions posted in the polling place, printed on the sample ballot and provided with all mailed early ballots.

JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT
Shall the following Justices of the Supreme

Court of Arizona be retained in office?

Retain: YES 4mm
BOLICK, CLINT "No ¢mm
Retain: YES 4mm
PELANDER, JOHN, Il "No ¢mm

DIVISION 1

JUDGES OF THE COURT OF APPEALS,

Shall the following Judges of the Court of
Appeals, Division 1, of Arizona be retained in

office?

Retain: Division 1
SWANN, PETER

YES 4mm

NO 4mm

JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Shall the following Judges of the Superior
Court be retained in office?

Retain: DIVISION 2 YES 4mm
ANDERSON, ARTHUR T. NO ¢mm
Retain: DIVISION 55 YES 4mm
ASTROWSKY, BRAD H. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 78 YES 4mm
BACHUS, ALISON S. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 50 YES 4mm
BAILEY, CYNTHIA J. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 05 YES 4mm
BARTON, JANETE. No ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 35 YES 4mm
BERGIN, DAWN No ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 85 YES 4mm
BLAIR, MICHAEL C. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 47 YES 4mm
BRAIN, MARK H. No ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 32 YES 4mm
BRODMAN, ROGERE. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 72 YES 4mm
CAMPAGNOLO, THEODORE NO ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 81 YES 4mm
COMO, GREGORY S. NO 4um
Retain: DIVISION 51 YES 4mm
COOPER, KATHERINE "KAY N0 ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 53 YES 4mm
CRAWFORD, JANICE K. No ¢m
Retain: DIVISION 83 YES 4mm
CULBERTSON, KRISTIN R. N0 ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 56 YES 4mm
CUNANAN, DAVID O. No ¢m
Retain: DIVISION 14 YES 4mm
DUNCAN, SALLY SCHNEIDER | "\5 gy
Retain: DIVISION 29 YES 4mm
FINK, DEAN M. NO ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 66 YES 4mm
FISH, GEOFFREY H. NO ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 13 YES 4mm
FOSTER, GEORGE H. NO ¢um
Retain: DIVISION 70 YES 4mm
FOX, DEWAIN D. NO ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 3 YES 4mm
GRANVILLE, WARREN J. No ¢m
Retain: DIVISION 69 YES 4mm
GREEN, JENNIFER E. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 49 YES 4mm
HERROD, MICHAEL J. N ¢am
Retain: DIVISION 74 YES 4mm
HOPKINS, STEPHEN M. N0 ¢
Retain: DIVISION 31 YES 4mm
KREAMER, JOSEPH C. N ¢am

JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
Shall the following Judges of the Superior

Court be retained in office?

Retain: DIVISION 77 YES 4mm
LEMAIRE, KERSTIN G. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 34 YES 4mm
MARTIN, DANIEL G. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 67 YES 4mm
MOSKOWITZ, FRANK W. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 16 YES 4mm
MROZ, ROSA NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 36 YES 4mm
MYERS, SAM J. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 4 YES 4mm
O'CONNOR, KAREN L. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 84 YES 4mm
OTIS, ERIN O. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 33 YES 4um
PINEDA, SUSANNA C. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 52 YES 4um
POLK, JAY M. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 15 YES 4um
REA, JOHN CHRISTIAN NO -
Retain: DIVISION 82 YES 4um
RECKART, LAURA M. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 75 YES 4um
ROGERS, JOSHUA D. NO ¢
Retain: DIVISION 73 YES 4um
RUETER, JEFFREY A. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 68 YES 4um
RYAN-TOUHILL, JENNIFER C. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 57 YES 4um
SINCLAIR, JOAN M. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 71 YES 4um
SMITH, JAMES D. NO -
Retain: DIVISION 76 YES 4um
STEINER, RONEE KORBIN NO -
Retain: DIVISION 79 YES 4um
SUKENIC, HOWARD D. N0 ¢mm
Retain: DIVISION 54 YES 4um
SVOBODA, PAMELA HEARN | "\o gy
Retain: DIVISION 48 YES 4um
VIOLA, DANIELLE J. N0 ¢mm
Retain: DIVISION 37 YES 4um
WARNER, RANDALL H. N0 ¢mm
Retain: DIVISION 28 YES 4um
WELTY, JOSEPH C. N0 ¢mm
Retain: DIVISION 80 YES 4um
WHITEHEAD, ROY CHARLES NO h
PROPOSITION 125
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE
CONSTITUTION BY THE LEGISLATURE
RELATING TO PUBLIC RETIREMENT SYSTEMS
A “YES” vote will allow the State to adjust certain
benefits for corrections officer retirees and elected
official retirees in order to provide greater financial
stability in the pension system; plan changes for
newly-hired  corrections  officers include the
replacement of the current permanent benefit
increase with a cost of living adjustment tied to
inflation and transition to a defined contribution
system; plan changes for elected official retirees
include a guaranteed cost of living adjustment tied to
inflation.
A “NO” vote will have the effect of maintaining
the current benefit and contribution rules in YES-
gle tCorrecti%ns E(?ffi(t:e(; Peérfsfpnnlel R;tiremen}—
stem an ecte icials Personnel
R)étirementS stem. NO-
PROPOSITION 126
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE
CONSTITUTION BY THE INITIATIVE RELATING TO
PROHIBITION OF TAXATION OF SERVICES
A “YES” vote will prohibit the State and local
governments from enacting any new or increased tax
on services that was not already in effect on
December 31, 2017.
A “NO” vote will the State and local
govemrr:l:n(tas’w zlexig?nsg r;ﬁthoerity Etioe irannpos?ecz YES-
tax on services in the future. —
NO 4mm

VOTE BOTH SIDES OF BALLOT

PROPOSITION 127

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE
CONSTITUTION BY THE INITIATIVE RELATING TO
RENEWABLE ENERGY PRODUCTION

A “YES” vote will replace Arizona’s current plan for
transitioning nongovernmental electric utilities to
renewable energy with a constitutional mandate that,
irrespective of cost to consumers, 50% of the retail
energy sales of these utilities come from certain types
of renewable energy by 2030 (neither pre-1997
hydropower nor any nuclear generation counts for this
percentage); the current plan increases use of the
same types of renewable energy from 8% this year to
15% in 2025. A “YES” vote also will mandate that
these utilities increase their use of distributed
renewable energy (energy locally generated and
distributed from customers’ premises) to 10% by
2030; will require the new mandates be met by
obtaining renewable energy credits, which may be
created through renewable energy production or
purchased from others who own existing renewable
energy credits; and will require the Arizona
Corporation Commission to enact implementing
regulations.

A “NO” vote will preserve the existing rules YES- [ |

NOdm =i

nongovernmental electric utilities.
PROPOSITION 305

that govern the required annual percentage of
retail sales of renewable energy by

REFERENDUM ORDERED BY PETITION OF THE
PEOPLE RELATING TO EXPANSION OF
EDUCATION EMPOWERMENT SCHOLARSHIP
ACCOUNTS

A “YES’ vote would allow Senate Bill 1431 (2017) to
go into effect, which would gradually increase for four
years the percentage of students in kindergarten
through twelfth grade eligible to receive an
empowerment scholarship account to spend on
tuition, textbooks, educational therapies, tutoring, or
other qualified forms of instructional assistance at a
private or home-based school in an amount equal to
90% of the allotted funding that otherwise would have
been allocated to the student’s public school district or
charter school (for low-income students, the amount
would be equal to 100% of the allotted funding); make
changes to the existing empowerment scholarship
program by requiring a policy handbook to be
published for program applicants and participants,
clarifying parental rights to appeal Department of
Education eligibility decisions, and placing scholarship
spending information on the Department's website;
and control the growth of the scholarship program by
limiting new scholarship accounts each year through
2022 and eventually capping the number of new
scholarship accounts at 2021-2022 fiscal year
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A “NO” vote will preserve the existing law
regarding empowerment scholarship

accounts.

REFERRED TO THE PEOPLE BY THE
LEGISLATURE RELATING TO RESTRICTIONS ON
USE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS BY PUBLICLY
FUNDED CANDIDATES AND TO CLEAN
ELECTIONS COMMISSION RULEMAKING

A “YES” vote will prohibit statewide and legislative
candidates who receive public funding to finance their
political campaigns from transferring campaign funds
to a political party or a private tax-exempt organization
that attempts to influence elections, and will subject
the Citizens Clean Elections Commission’s
rulemaking procedures to the regulatory oversight that
applies to other state agencies by repealing the
Commission’s exemption from the Administrative
Procedures Act.

A “NO” vote will allow the Citizens Clean Elections
Commission to determine whether publicly-funded
candidates are permitted to transfer their campaign
funds to political parties or private tax-exempt
organizations  that influence
elections, and will leave current law
unchanged regarding administrative oversight
of the Commission’s rulemaking.

NO 4= -I
PROPOSITION 306

candidate YES- -I
NoOdm =



