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PROPOSITION 139

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE ARIZONA PROPOSED BY INE’][:‘EY{?;ET![‘%O:‘NIXEBL&TQI#SJO
PROPOSITION 133 CONSTITUTION BY THE LEGISLATURE RELATING | THE FUNDAME !
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE ARIZONA TO THE JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT o @
CONSTITUTION BY THE LEGISLATURE RELATING

TIVES AND REFERENDA A 'YES' vote shall have the effect of amending the
Ul Arizona Constitution to eliminate judicial terms for judges PROPOSITION 140

A “YES’ vote shall have the effect of amending the|of the Arizona Supreme Court and Court of Appeals, and| PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION RELATING TO
Arizona Constitution to require an applicant wishing to|judges of the Superior Court in counties with morg_than ELECTIONS
place a statewide measure on the ballot to collect a]250,000 people. Voters will no longer have the ability tp 5 : i
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and would not be presented to voters. approved, these amendments will apply retroactively such | rankings shall be used.
that votes cast in the November 2024 election about|
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constitutional language requiring only the signatures of requirements related to primary and general elections
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initiative to amend a statute, 15% of statewide voters for a| current system of voters deciding whether to retain a
constitutional amendment, and 5% of statewide voters for judge at the end of their judicial term. YES O
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CONSTITUTION BY THE LEGISLATURE RELATING ) * 2 25
TO THE GOVERNOR A "YES® vote shall have the effect of amending the
Arizona Constitution to allow employers to pay employees PROPO O
A"YES' vote shall have the effect of amending the|up to 25% less than the minimum hourly wage if the
Arizona  Constitution to automatically terminate  any| employer can establish that the employeg's w%ge plus REFERR&S&(_){&I&E&E&P{;? gé;# B oIl
emergency powers granted to the Govemor thitty days|tips or gratuities s at least $2 more than the minimum ONDERS
after the date the state of emergency was proclaimed, wage for every hour worked.
unless the Legislature extends the emergency powers
granted to the Govemor o the emergency relates to war, [A *NO" vote shall have the effect of maintaining  th ivi
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and increased criminal punishments for aggravated
A “NO” vote shall have the effect of maintaining the assallts would expire on January 1, 2033,
current emergency powers of the Governor.

PROPOSITION 136

A .‘YES' vote shall have the effect of requiring the State of
Arizona to pay $250,000, which would be referred to as

A No Vote shall have the effect of not requiring the State
of Arizona to provide a State Death Benefit for first
responders killed in the line of duty.
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