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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

In Re: Initiative Petition No. 397,
State Question 767,

TAKE SHELTER OKLAHOMA
AND KRISTI CONATZER,

Petitioners,

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
VS. ) Case No. 112264
“ )

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel., )
ATTORNEY GENERAL E. SCOTT )
PRUITT, )
)
)

Respondent.

ATTORNEY GENERAL PRUITT’S RESPONSE TO
BALLOT TITLE CHALLENGE

Introduction.
Thankless Tasks and Partisan Attack
Ballot title challenges are not filed in the State Capitol; they are filed across the
street in the Supreme Court Clerk’s Office. Yet, in an exercise of pure theater, those
challenging this ballot title and their attorneys — with television cameras rolling —
marched up the South Steps of the State Capitol building after filing their challenge and
conducted a press conference at the top of the South Steps. With cameras still rolling
they suggested that there was a conspiracy between the Republican Attorney General and
the Republican Governor to defeat the proposed measure. The Challengers’ lead

attorney, David Slane, looked straight into the television camera and spoke directly to the



viewers saying, “The people in the State of Oklahoma want to have a right to vote on this,
and they deserve that right.”

The suggestion that there is a Republican conspiracy anci that there is a connection
between ballot title and the people’s right to vote on a proposal are utter hogwash!

First, the wording of a ballot title has nothing to do with whether the people
get to vote on an issue. The ability to vote on an issue depends on the measure’s
Proponents gathering the required signatures. The language of the ballot title is simply
what the voters will see on election day, if the Proponents are successful in their signature
drive. There is no connection between the ability to vote on an issue and the wording of
a ballot title.

Second, there is “no man on the grassy knoll” here, there is no Republican
Conspiracy. There is no conspiracy between the Attorney General and the Governor or,
as later claimed, between the Attorney General and the State Chamber of Commerce to
defeat this proposed measure. The suggestions by the Proponents and their counsel that
such conspiracies exist (made not only in Proponents’ Supplemental Brief, but also made
in various statements to the press and media) are unfounded and have no basis in fact.
The same ballot title review process used in the Attorney General’s Office for over
twenty (20) years was followed in this case. Under that process, when a ballot title is
received for review, it is assigned to an individual attorney, usually a Senior Assistant

Attorney General, to review and prepare an initial draft letter for the Attorney General’s



consideration. The assigned attorney also prepares a draft proposed substitute ballot title,
when necessary, for the General’s review and consideration.

In the case at hand, the initial ballot title review and the redrafting of the ballot
title were conducted by the undersigned counsel, Senior Assistant Attorney General, Neal
Leader, a Democrat, who has also aided five prior Attorney Generals — all Democrats
— in conducting such review and drafting.

Neither undersigned counsel, the Attorney General, or any member of our staff,
discussed either the proposed measure or its ballot title with the Governor or anyone on
her staff or with the Chamber or anyone on its behalf. Politics — party politics or
otherwise — was not involved in our consideration and drafting of the ballot title. The
undersigned counsel prepared the draft initial review letter and the draft ballot title
rewrite without instructions or input from the Attorney General. In accordance with the
process, the draft ballot title was presented to the Attorney General for approval. As has
been the case with previous Attorneys General, at this stage in the process, the Attorney
General will sometimes make many changes in the proposed draft or rewrite the ballot
title. At other times he makes fewer changes.

In the case at hand, after the General studied and reviewed the draft he approved

it with one slight change. The Attorney General changed the phrase “the Legislature

could — but is not required to — use General Revenue Fund monies to make the annual



bond payment,” to “the Legislature, at its discretion, could use General Revenue Fund
monies to make the annual bond payment.”

Asundersigned counsel tells members of the State Election Board every two years
when the Board hears and decides election contests, the law is neither Republican nor
Democrat, liberal or conservative — it is simply the law, and the guiding principle in
deciding the issues is to comply with the law, and not care who wins or loses. Ballot Title
reviews are conducted in the same manner. Having concluded that the Ballot Title
proposed by the Proponents did not adequately explain “the effect” of the proposition for
various reasons, we were reciuired, as a matter of law, to draft a new ballot title. 34
0.5.2011, § 9(D).

One of the most thankless duties the Attorney General must perform is the drafting
of a Ballot Title within the confines of no more than 200 words. The ballot title must
adequately inform the voters of the effect of the proposed measure in no more than 200
words, no matter how detailed and complex the measure may be. Subjective judgments
are necessarily involved because not everything can be included in the ballot title, and the
Proponents of measures often want the ballot title to function as their measure’s
campaign brochure.

It is an even more thankless task in cases like this one, where the Proponents try
their case in the media, interject party politics into the case, and make unfounded

conspiracy allegations.



The Attorney General’s Position
It is the Attorney General’s position that (1) the ballot title offered by the
Proponents did not and does not comply with the law’s requirements, necessitating the
Attorney General’s redrafting of the ballot title, and (2) the Probonents’ proposed battle
title should be rejected. The following arguments and authorities are presented in support
of the Attorney General’s position.
ARGUMENT AND AUTHORITY

PROPOSITION 1

The Legal Deficiencies in the Proponents’ Proposed Ballot Title

Require the Court’s Rejection of That Ballot Title. Further, the

Attorney General’s Ballot Title Language Correcting Those

Deficiencies is Reasonable and Results in the Required Explanation of

the Proposed Measure’s Effect and Should Be Adopted by this Court.
a.

Proponents’ Goal and Their Proposal are Two Different Things.

Their Goal is Construction of School Storm
Shelters and Improved Campus Security.

Their Proposal is a Proposed Financial
Transaction — Bond Issues — to Achieve
Their Goal.
The Proponents’ major criticism is their claim that the Attorney General’s ballot

title concentrates too much on financing and not enough on the construction of school

shelters and improved school security. This argument ignores the fact that what



Proponents seek to achieve — their goal, is not what they propose. For in analyzing the
ballot title presented by the Proponents, we must remember that:

1. Proponents’ goal is the construction of school storm
shelters and the improvement of school security, but

2. What they propose is a financial transaction — bond
issues — to accomplish that goal, and

3. Proponents’ general complaint that the Attorney
) General’s ballot title concentrates too much on
finances is misplaced, as the matter being proposed is
a financial transaction.
For the Court’s convenience, the Attorney General has provided, as his Exhibit
“A”, a certified cépy of all documents filed with the Secretary of State’s Office related
to this state question, beginning at page 1 with the Proponents’ initial filing with the
Secretary of State on September 18, 2013 and ending at page 62, the last page of the
attachments filed with Proponents’ Supplemental Brief.!
As Subsection B(2) of Section 9 of Title 34 makes clear, the primary purpose of
a ballot title is to explain “the effect of the proposition” being proposed to the voters.
Id. (emphasis added). Although the Proponents’ goal is the construction of school storm
shelters and improved campus security, their proposal is a financial transaction to achieve

that goal. The matter being proposed is a financial transaction — bond issues — to

generate funds to be used to achieve Proponents’ goal. It was thus incumbent upon the

'To enable the parties to more easily refer to the documents filed with the Secretary of
State, the Secretary of State has Bates-stamped page numbers on the documents.
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Proponents to draft a ballot title that adequately explains the proposed bond transaction
and its effect. The Proponents failed to do so.
b.
In Using Existing Tax Revenues Specifically Earmarked
for the General Governmental Functions of the State, the
Proposal had a “Robbing Peter to Pay Paul” Effect —an
Effect Not Explained in Proponents’ Ballot Title.

The proposed measure authorizes five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000.00)
worth of bonds to be used for storm shelters and campus security in district schools and
career technology district schools. While Subsection E of the proposed Constitutional
amendment makes it clear that the primary funding source to be used to repay the bond
holders is “revenues currently derived from the levy of franchise taxes,” (Exhibit “A”,
p. 0002) the Proponents’ ballot title does not make this clear. Nor does their ballot title
inform the voters of the effect of using revenues currently derived from the levy of the
franchise tax to repay the bonds.

My Irish-Catholic mother was fond of the expression, “Robbing Peter to pay
Paul,” an idiomatic expression referring to taking or borrowing from one, in order to give
or pay another. This is what the proposed measure does.

Under current law, revenues derived from the levy of franchise taxes are to be
placed in the State General Revenue Fund “to provide revenue for general governmental

functions of the State of Oklahoma.” 68 O0.S.2011, § 1208 (emphasis added). Under

the proposal, the franchise tax revenues would no longer be placed in the General
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Revenue Fund to be appropriated for the general governmental function of the State.
Instead, the tax revenue would be used to pay for the proposed bonds.
To correct the Proponents’ failure to make it clear in their ballot title that the
revenue source for repaying the bond holders is not a new tax, and its failure to explain
the “Robbing Peter to pay Paul” effect of the proposed financing, the Attorney General
provided: |
The measure does not provide for new State revenues to pay
for the bonds. Under the measure State franchise tax
revenues would no longer go into the General Revenue
Fund, which is the primary fund used to pay for State
Government. Rather, franchise tax revenues would be used
for annual bond payments (principal and interest).

Exhibit “A”, P. 00011.

In the first sentence quoted above, the Attorney General makes it clear to the
voters that there is no new tax, and then in the second and third sentences, explains the
effect of the use of existing franchise tax: its removal from the General Revenue Fund
(where it is to be used for State government functions) and its use instead to pay for the
bonds.

The fallacy of Proponents’ claim that the ballot title should not inform the voters
that the monies to be used to make bond payments come from a fund that is currently
used to pay for general government services is easily demonstrated by just slightly
changing the scenario. For example, if franchise tax revenues were presently used to pay

for schools’ Head Start Programs or to pay for schools’ Free Lunch Program, clearly the
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voters would need to be informed that one of the major effects of their vote was to take
money away from the Head Start or Free Lunch Program. In such a case voters would
be choosing between Head Start Programs or Free Lunch Programs and storm shelters.
Clearly the voters would need to be apprised of such effect of their vote. The situation
here is the same, the only difference is the current use of franchise tax revenues.
c.
Proponents’ Ballot Title’s Failure to Explain the
Discretionary. Nature of the Bond’s “Backup” Annual
Payment Mechanism.
Proponents’ ballot title explains that when franchise tax revenues are insufficient,
General Revenue Fund monies can be used to repay the bond, it does not, however, make
it clear that the Legislature is not required to do so. Nor does Proponents’ ballot title
explain that we are talking about annual bond payments and annual revenue
insufficiencies. These deficiencies were dealt with in the Attorney General’s revised
ballot title as follows:
In any year in which the franchise tax revenues are not
sufficient to make annual payments, the Legislature, at its
discretion, could use General Revenue Fund monies to
make the annual bond payment.

Exhibit “A”, p. 00011 (Emphasis added).

In making it clear that use of the General Revenue Funds to make bond

repayments was not required, but could be done at the Legislature’s discretion, the



corrected language also made clear that this is a discretionary decision that would be
made on an annual basis.
The fact that the measure’s backup payment mechanism is applied to annual debt
obligations is made clear by Subsection E of the proposal, which in discussing the use of
franchise tax, states, “[S]o that one hundred percent (100%) of such franchise tax
revenue, or so much thereof as may be required on an annual basis, is dedicated for the
repayment of the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section.” Exhibit
“A”, p. 00002 (emphasis added). The measure at Subsection G makes clear that the
backup payment mechanism, is, as the Attorney General described, a discretionary one
— not a mandatory one. In pertinent part, Subsection G provides:
G. Ifthe revenues described by subsection E of this section
are insufficient to repay the obligations issued pursuant to
the provisions of this section, the Legislature may use
monies in the General Revenue Fund of the state not
otherwise obligated, committed or appropriated in order to
ensure the repayment of such obligations.

Exhibit “A”, p. 00003 (emphasis added).

In spite of the above-quoted language, which indicates that when the franchise tax
funds are insufficient to pay the bond obligations, “the Legislature may use monies in the
General Fund” to make bond payments, the Proponents, at page 7 of the Supplemental
Brief, argue to the contrary, stating:

The measure clearly states the legislature is responsible
for ensuring all debts are paid from the General Revenue

Fund, should the franchise tax not be sufficient to pay

10



the debt service. Therefore, the Attorney’s General claim
that “there may not be any funds available to pay the bond
holders” is false so this false statement is irrelevant to the
legal correctness of the ballot title as submitted by the
Petitioners.

Petitioners’ Supplemental Brief, p. 7 (emphasis added).

In making this argument, the Proponents seek to convert (1) a bond issue repaid
from a dedicated fund, that is backed up — not by the full faith and credit of the State —
but by at best, a moral obligation of the State, into (2) a bond issue to be paid from a
dedicated fund that is backed up by the full faith and credit of the State. The language
quoted above in Subsection G of the proposed constitutional amendment makes it clear

‘that the Proponents are wrong. If franchise tax revenue are insufficient to make an
annual payment, the Legislature may — but is not required to — use General Revenue
Fund Monies to pay the remaining annual bond obligations.

d.
Proponents’ Ballot Title’s Misleading Explanation of the
Schools’ Ability to Use Bond Proceeds to Pay Off Past
Debts.

The Proponents’ ballot title, in discussing the use of bond money by school
districts and career technology districts to reduce or eliminate local debt incurred for
storm shelters or secure areas, is inaccurate and misleading. Under the proposal, use of

bond proceeds to pay for past debts can only be done if later authorized by the

Legislature, and then only for certain debts incurred during certain periods of time:
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Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such
purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant
to this section may be used to reduce or eliminate any debt
incurred by a school district or career technology district for
the purpose of acquiring or constructing a storm shelter or
secure facility. The debt must have been incurred not
earlier than May 1, 2013, pursuant to a vote of the
eligible voters of the respective district. If the debt was
incurred prior to May 1, 2013, but not prior to July 1,
2007, the provisions of this subsection shall authorize the
use of the proceeds in order to reduce or eliminate such
debt with respect to construction of the eligible assets
which begins on or after May 1, 2013.

Proposed constitutional amendment, Subsection I, Exhibit “A”, p. 00003 (emphasis
added).

The sentence in the Proponents’ ballot title that purported to describe the ability
to use bond proceeds to pay past debts wholly failed to apprise the voters of the limited
circumstances in which such use of bond proceeds is lawful, the Proponents’ ballot title
simply stating:

State bond money could be used by school districts or career
technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local
debt incurred for storm shelters or secure areas.
Proponents’ ballot title, Exhibit “A”, p. 00002.
To correct thié defect in the ballot title, the Attorney General eliminated the

proposed sentence from the ballot title altogether, as it would be impossible to explain

within the 200 word limit of a ballot title, the contingencies upon which such use of bond

12



proceeds could be made and at the same time apprise the voters of the major effects of

the proposed measure.

Proponents’ Failure to Explain the Proposal’s Creation
of Exception to Constitutional Prohibition.

Finally, while the Proponents’ ballot title apprised the voters fhat the Oklahoma
Constitution was being amended to allow state bond monies to pay for shelters and secure
areas at schools, it did not apprise the voters that fhe measure created exceptions to the
Constitution’s prohibitions on gifts and the use of the State’s credit.

As no doubt the Court is aware, the Oklahoma Constitution Act, Article 10,
Section 15 prohibits the credit of the State from being given, pledged for loan to any
individual, company, corporation, association, municipality or political subdivision.
Additionally, that provision further prohibits the State from making donation by gift to
any company, association or corporation.

One of the main effects of the proposed measure is to create exceptions to these
prohibitions. The major thrust of the entire bond proposal is to use the credit of the State
for the benefit of local school districts: political subdivisions. Thus, a major effect of the
proposal is to create an exception to the present Constitutional prohibition. Proponents’
ballot title fails to explain this.

In like fashion, in authorizing grants to individuals and businesses, the proposal

creates exceptions to the gift prohibitions in Article 10, Section 15. The Proponents’

13



ballot title wholly fails to apprise the voters that such prohibitiohs exist in the
Constitution and the effect that the proposal has upon these prohibitions. The following
language from the Attorney General’s ballot title was used to deal with these deficiencies
in the Proponents’ ballot title:

In authorizing these bonds and grant programs, the measure

creates exceptions to the Constitution’s prohibitions on gifts

and the use of the State’s credit.
Exhibit “A”, p. 00012. |

In sum, Proponents’ ballot title did not comply with law’s requirements, and

accordingly the Attorney General was required to prepare and file a new ballot title. That

ballot title adequately explained the effect of the proposal.

PROPOSITION II

There is No Merit to Proponents’ Claim That the Attorney General
Failed to Timely File His Initial Notice With the Secretary of State and
Thus the Attorney General Lost His Ability to Comment on the Ballot
Title. These Claims are Without Merit Because:

1. The Attorney General’s Notice to the Secretary of
State was Timely;

2. Even if it Had Been Untimely, the Attorney
General’s Notice Substantially Complied with the
Statute’s Time Lines, and Only Substantial
Compliance is Required, Because, Under Section
24 of Title 34, the Procedures Dealing with
Initiative and Referendum Need Only be
Substantially Followed; and

14



3. Should a Public Official Neglect to Perform as
Required Under the Imitiative and Referendum
Statute, the Appropriate Remedy is Not the
Nullification of the Official’s Duty, Nor the
Elimination of a Procedural Step in the Initiative
Process. Rather, the Proper Remedy is the
Issuance of a Writ of Mandamus to Require the
Public Official to Perform the Duty Required.

a.

The Attorney General’s Notice to the Secretary of State

Regarding the Deficiencies in the Proponents’ Ballot

Title was Timely Filed.

Section 9 of Title 34 imposes various duties upon the Proponent of an initiative
petition. Those duties include the Proponent’s duty to file two (2) separate documents
with the Attorney General. First, as required in Subsection (A) of Section 9, “it shall be
the duty of the party submitting the measure to prepare and file one copy of the measure
with the Secretary of State and one copy with the Attorney General.” Id. (emphasis
added).

The second filing duty requires the Proponent to file a separate suggested ballot
title with the Secretary of State and the Attorney General, Subsection (B) of Section 9
requiring:

The parties submitting the measure shall also submit a

suggested ballot title which shall be filed on a separate
sheet of paper and shall not be deemed part of the

Petition.

Id. (emphasis added).

15



The duty imposed upon the Attorney General by Subsection (D) of Section 9, to
review the ballot title and notify the Secretary of State within five (5) business days, runs
from the time of the Proponent’s filings of both the Petition and the separate ballot
title with the Attorney General.

Noticeably absent from the records filed with the Secretary of State is the required
separate sheet‘ containing the Proponents’ suggested ballot title. See Exhibit “A”. None
was filed.

In like fashion, the Attorney General’s Office has no record of the Proponents’
filing the required suggested ballot title. Out of an abundance of caution, the undersigned
counsel has inquired of the Proponents’ lead counsel, David Slane, whether he is aware
of Proponents’ filing the ballot title with this Office, and if so, does he have any
documents evidence of such filing. To date we have been informed of no such filing.

The Secretary of State’s initial letter to the Attorney General regarding Initiative
Petition No. 397 is dated September 19, 2013, and, as the letter itself indicates, it was sent
to the Attorney General through “Interagency Mail.” (Exhibit “A”, p. 00006). That
initial letter from the Secretary of State was filed, via Interagency Mail, with the Attorney
General’s Office the following day, on September 20, 2013. Exhibit “B”, certified copies
of that initial letter from the Secretary of State to the Attorney General, together with its
file stamped Interagency Mail envelope, indicating receipt by the Attorney General on

September 20, 2013.
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- We began our ballot title review based on the Secretary of State’s September 20,
2013 filing with this Office. As demonstrated by Attorney General’s Exhibit “A”, p.
00009, the Attorney General’s Notice to the Secretary of State was filed with the
Secretary of State on September 27, 2013, within five (5) business days of the Secretary’s
September 20, 2013 filing with the Attorney General’s Office.
b.
Even if as Claimed, the Attorney General’s Initial Notice
to the Secretary of State Was Found to be Two Days Out
of Time, Such Filing Substantially Complied with the
Statutory Requirement, and Accordingly, was Effective.

The provision of Title 34 providing for the Attorney General’s review of ballot
titles, is part of the General Provisions dealing with Initiative and Referendum. Also part
of those same General Provisions is Section 24 of Title 34, which expressly provides that
the procedures prescribed for the Initiative and Referendum need only be substantially

complied with, Section 24 providing:

The procedure herein prescribed is not mandatory, but if
substantially followed will be sufficient. . . .

Onnumerous occasions over the years, the Supreme Court has held that substantial
compliance with the Initiative and Referendum procedures is all that is required. In In
re Referendum Petition No. 130, State Question No. 395,354 P.2d 400, 402 (Okla. 1960),

this Court stated:

17



We have repeatedly held that a substantial compliance
with the provisions of the laws relating to the initiative
- and referendum is sufficient.
Id. (emphasis added).

Some four years later in In re Initiative Petition No. 272, State Question No. 409,

388 P.2d 290, 293 (Okla. 1964), this Court again came to the same conclusion, holding:
The law does not require strict observation of the
provision governing the initiative procedures.
Substantial compliance therewith is deemed sufficient.

Id. (emphasis added).

Generally, substantial compliance is understood to mean compliance sufficient to
assure that the reasonable objectives of the law are met. Dunegan v. City of Council
Grove, Kansas Water Dept., 77 F.Supp.2d 1192, 1205 (D.Kan. 1999)(“ ‘Substantial
compliance’ means compliance in respect to the essential matters necessary to insure
every reasonable objective of the statute.”); Hicks v. Franklin County Auditor, 514
N.W.2d 431,436 (Iowa 1994)(“ ‘Substantial compliance’ means compliance to the extent
necessary to assure that the reasonable objectives of the statute are met.”), and Stasher
v. Harger-Haldeman, 372 P.2d 649,-652 (Cal. 1962)(“Substantial compliance, as the
phrase is used in the decisions, means actual compliance in respect to the substance
essential to every reasonable objective of the statute.”).

Applying the substantial compliance doctrine, courts have found that actions taken

out of time constituted substantial compliance. For example in Fuller Enterprises, Inc.

18



v. Hardin Construction Group, Inc.,424 SE.2d 311,312 (Ga. App. 1992), the Court held
that “late registration and payment of all taxes and revenues due the State and its
political subdivisions constitute ‘substantial compliance’ under the Nonresident
Contractors Act so as to avoid dismissal of a nonresident contractor’s claim against
another private party.” Id. (emphasis added).

In applying a similar analysis to the constitutional requirement that proposed
amendments to the State Constitution be published three months before the next general
election, the Delaware Supreme Court, in Opinion of the Justices, 275 A.2d 558, 562
(Del. 1971), held that publication of the full text of a proposed amendment for from 81
to 87 days before the election, rather than the full 3 months as required by the
Constitution, substantially complied with publication requirement. In reaching this
conclusion, the Court first defined “substantial compliance,” in a similar fashion to the
courts noted above, finding that “substantial compliance” means “such compliance with
essential requirements of the constitutional provision as may be sufficient for the
accomplishment of the purposes thereof.” Id.

Noting that the purpose of the publication requirement was “to ensure that the
people of the State are informed, accurately and completely, of the details of a proposed
amendment to the constitution . . .”, the Court concluded that the publication for iess than
the full 3 months required by the Constitution substantially complied with the publication

requirement, stating:
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Having in mind this purpose and intent of the publication
provisions, we are of the opinion that, with respect to the
proposed Amendments the texts of which were published in
partial compliance with Art. 16, s 1, there was substantial
compliance sufficient to fulfill the constitutional
requirements. In our judgment, the electorate of the State
were neither misled nor prejudiced by the fact that the
publications appeared in the press from 81 to 87 days
before Election Day, rather than the full three months
prior thereto. Clearly, the people of the State had
abundant time and were equally able to inform
themselves of the proposed Amendments and the attitude
of the candidates for election to the General Assembly with
respect thereto, despite the few days' delay.

It is our opinion, therefore, that there was legal publication
sufficient under Art. 16, s 1 to permit the following proposed
Amendments to ‘become part of the Constitution’ by action
of the 126th General Assembly: H.B. Nos.49, 59, and 133;
and S.B.Nos.11, 42, 98, and 170.

1d. (emphasis added).

The few days delay in publishing notice of the proposed constitutional amendment
in Opinion of the Justices, was a delay of 9 days in some counties, and in other counties

as few as 3 days — yet the Court concluded that substantial compliance with the statutory

or constitutional publication requirement was present

In the case at hand, if Proponents are correct in their claim that the Attorney
General’s initial notice to the Secretary of State regarding the Proponents’ ballot title was
two (2) days out of time, the Attorney General’s notice substantially complied with the
statutory requirement — which was to ensure an independent review of an initiative

Proponent’s proposed ballot title for the purpose of ensuring that the proposed ballot title
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properly explained the effect of the proposition, was impartial, and did not work a ffaud
upon the voter by contending language whereby a yes vote was in fact against the
proposition, and no vote was in fact a vote for the proposition. 34 0.S.2011, § 9. That
is, a two (2) day delay would not have kept the purpose of the independent ballot title
review from being accomplished.

PROPOSITION I11

Both Oklahoma Case Law and the General Statutory Provisions

Dealing with Initiative and Referendum Indicate that the Proper

Remedy When a Public Official Fails to Perform a Duty Related to the

Initiative or Referendum is the Issuance of a Writ of Mandamus —

. Not the Elimination of the Performance of the Required Duty.

As indicated above, the purpose of requiring the Attorney General to
independently review the Proponents’ ballot title is to ensure that the ballot title
adequately explains the effect of the proposition, does not reflect partiality, and does not
defraud the voter.

The Proponents’ position is that if the Attorney General is a day or two late in
filing the report of his initial review with the Secretary of State, no independent review
takes place, as Proponents argue that the proper remedy is elimination of the statutorily
required independent review coupled with the automatic use of the ballot title the
Proponent wrote.

The Proponents’ suggested remedy is neither consistent with the purpose of the

ballot title review requirement, nor consistent with the general provisions in Title 34
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providing for remedies when public officials neglect or refuse to perform their duties
related to the initiative.

As provided for in Title 34, Section 18, when officials of the State fail or neglect
to prepare required documents or publish as required, or neglect other matters provided
by law, the remedy is to seek mandamus to require compliance with the procedures.

The remedy suggested by the Proponents is just the opposite. Proponents do not
want their ballot title reviewed, and accordingly they have argued that any tardiness on
the Attorney General’s part results in the autométic elevation of Proponents’ proposed
ballot title, thus totally eliminating any independent review of their ballot title.

The inappropriateness of Proponents’ suggested remedy is not only inconsistent
with Section 18 of Title 34 which empowers the Courts to issue writs of mandamus when
public officials fail to perform duties related to the initiative referendum, but it is also
inconsistent with Oklahoma case law dealing with the initiative process. In Community
Gas and Service Company v. Walbaum, 404 P.2d 1014 (Okla. 1965), this Court examined
an initiative petition which did not contain the statutorily required clauses informing
signatories of the penal sanctions imposed by law for placing duplicate, false or
fraudulent signatures on the petition. In ruling that the absence of the warning on the
petition rendefed the petition invalid, the Court held that statutory requirements essential
to guard against fraud, corruption or deception are indispensable requirements in the

initiative process:
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If a statutory provision nis essential to guard against
fraud, corruption or deception in the initiative and
referendum process, such provision must be viewed as an
indispensable requirement and failure to substantially
comply therewith is fatal.

1d. at 1016 (emphasis added).

In the case at hand, one of the primary functions of the independent ballot title
review by the Attorney General is to guard against fraud and deception in the initiative
and referendum process. Under the holding in the Walbaum case, the Attorney General’s
independent ballot title review would thus be an indispensable requirement. Accordingly,

the remedy suggested by the Proponents — the elimination of the Attorney General’s

ballot title review — is not a proper remedy.

PROPOSITION IV

Petitioners’ Request That Under the Provisions of 34 O.S. Section 8(E),
the Court Grant the Proponents an Additional Ninety (90) Days in
Which to Secure Signatures on Its Initiative Petition is Without Merit
Because:

1. The Provisions of Section 8(E) of Title 34,
Authorizing the Extension of the Ninety (90) Day
Period to Collect Petition Signatures Apply Only

- to Proceedings Challenging the Sufficiency of the
Petition, and are Not Applicable to Challenges to
the Ballot’s Title, and

2. Any Public Confusion Regarding the Proponents’
Proposed Measure Has Been Created by the
Proponents Themselves, as the Result of the
Media Grandstanding of the Proponents’ Lead
Counsel, Mr. Slane.
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Under the provisions of 34 O.S. 2011, § 8, and related statutes, there are three (3)
separate types of proceedings related to the Initiative and Referendum process that may
be filed in the Supreme Court:

1. Protests to the constitutionality of the petition
itself, as authorized in Subsection B, Section 8 of
Title 34, which in pertinent part provides: “any
citizen or citizens of the state may file a protest as to
the constitutionality of the petition, by written
notice to the Supreme Court . ..”,

2. A protest to the ballot’s title as authorized by
Subsection B, Section 8 of Title 34, which in
pertinent part provides that: “any citizen or citizens of
the state may file a protest to the constitutionality of
the petition, . . . or as to the ballot title as provided
in Section 10 of this title”, and

3. An objection to the signature count made by the
Secretary of State under the provisions of Subsection
H of Section 8 in Title 34, which in pertinent part
provides: “any citizen or citizens of the state may file

an objection to the count made by the Secretary of
State, by written notice to the Supreme Court. .

3%
..

The matter presently before the Court is not an objection to the signature count —
as the count has not yet occurred —, nor is it a protest to the constitutionality of the
Initiative Petition itself. Rather, the matter before this Court is a protest as to the ballot
title.

The provisions of Subsection E of Section 8 of Title 34 relied on by the

Proponents are not applicable to protest as to the ballot title. The language of
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Subsection E of Section 8 of Title 34 makes it abundantly clear that an extension of time
in which to gather signatures applies only to proceedings in which a protest to the
sufficiency of the Initiative Petition itself is being determined by the Supreme Court,
Subsection E providing:

Within ninety (90) days after such filing of an initiative
petition or determination of the sufficiency of the petition
by the Supreme Court as provided in this section,
whichever is later, the signed copies thereof shall be filed
with the Secretary of State, but the signed copies of a
referendum petition shall be filed with the Secretary of State
within ninety (90) days after the adjournment of the
Legislature enacting the measure on which the referendum
is invoked or determination of the sufficiency of the petition
by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever
is later. Each elector shall sign his or her legally registered
name, address or post office box, and the name of the county
of residence. Any petition not filed in accordance with this
provision shall not be considered. The proponents of a
referendum or an initiative petition, any time before the final
submission of signatures, may withdraw the referendum or
initiative petition upon written notification to the Secretary
of State. ’

34 0.S. 2011, § 8(E) (emphasis added).

Subsection 8(E)’s signature-gathering extension is not applicable to ballot title
protests. The ballot title is simply the language that will appear on the election ballot
shoﬁld the Proponents obtain enough signatures on a proposed measure. Asnoted above,
“the parties submitting the measure shall also submit a ballot title which shall be filed
on a separate sheet of paper and shall not be deemed part of the petition.” 34 O.S.
2011, § 9(B) (emphasis added). Not being properly part of the Petition, the ballot title has
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- nothing to do with the Petition’s circulation, and accordingly, the provisions of
Subsection E of Section 8 of Title 34 do not provide for an extended signature-gathering
period in ballot title appeals. Petitioners’ claim that Subsection E is applicable here is
without merit.

Equally without merit is Petitioners’ claim that the Attorney General’s ballot title
has hampered their signature gathering efforts by creating public confusion. If there is
any public confusion here, it is confusion of Petitioners’ own making. The Attorney
General’s filing of his ballot title review letters and ballot title with the Secretary of State,
and the filing of a simple appeal from the ballot title itself does not create public
confusion. Any confusion here has been created by the grandstanding, media statements
and hyperbole of the Proponents’ attorney, David R. Slane, Esq. It is Mr. Slane’s
shameless play to the media, complete with his conspiracy theories, that have garnered
public attention to this ballot title measure — not any action on the part of the Attorney
General.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the Attorney General respectfully requests that this
Court enter its Order refusing to adopt the Proponents’ ballot title, as it fails to comply
with the statutory requirements for a ballot title, and adopt the ballot title prepared by the

Attorney General.
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Respectfully submitted,

—
Neal Leader, OBA #5310

Senior Assistant Attorney General
State of Oklahoma

313 NE 21st Street

Oklahoma City, OK 73105

(405) 522-4393

(405) 522-0669 Fax
Neal.leader@oag.ok.gov ‘
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 22™ day of November, 2013 a true and correct copy

of the foregoing instrument was mailed to the following:

David R. Slane
901 NW 12% St.
Oklahoma City, OK 73106

Richard Morrissette
217 N. Harvey, Suite 101
Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Attorneys for Petitioners
Take Shelter Oklahoma

WA LN

NEAL LEADER
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'CERTIFICATE OF TRANSCRIPT

I, THE UNDERSIGNED, Secretary of State of the State of Oklahoma, do hereby certify that
the annexed transcript has been compared with the record on file in my office of which it purports
to be a copy, and that the same is a full, true and correct copy of:

DOCUMENT TYPE DOCUMENT FILING DATE
State Question 767 September 18, 2013
Initiative Petition 397

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and affix the Great Seal of the State of
Oklahoma.

Done at the City of Oklahoma City, this 12th day
of November, 2013.

2B

Secpetaxy of Stthe




Mary Fallin
Governor

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE
September 18, 2013

Ms. Kathryn Turner
940 Eastlake Drive
Blanchard, OK 73010

Dcar Ms. Turnert:
.

This will acknowledge receipt of the petition for filing which has been dcsignated as:

State Question Number 767
Initiative Petition Number 397

filed this 18th day of Scptember, 2013 at 3:20 p.m.

Pursuant to 34 O.S. § 9, after the filing of the petition and prior to the gathering of signatures, the
Scerctary of Statc shall submit the proposed ballot title of this pctition to the Attorncy General
for review as to legal correctness.

Plcasc be aware that once the ballot title review is completed, there will be a Notice of Filing
published, as required by 34 O.S. § 8, in which any citizen or citizens of the state may filc a
protest as to the constitutionality of the petition or the ballot title.

The circulation period for petitions, according to 34 O.S. § 8, is within nincty (90) days after
such filing of an initiative petition or determination of the sufficiency of the petition by the
Supreme Court, whichever is later. Should your duc date fall on a weckend or holiday or a day
that this office is closed for business, pursuant to 25 O.S. § 82.1 (C) and in accordance with AG

* Opinion 76-195, the due date for this petition will fall on the next succecding business day that
this office is open for busincss.

If our office may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact the Executive
Legislative Division at (405) 522-4564.

Sincerely,

Chris Morriss
Assistant Scerctary of State

N0001
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FILED

SEP 1.‘8 2013
OKI.AHOMASECRErAm
OF STATE
State Question No.Zé_'Z Initiative Petition No. _3j7

WARNING

[T IS A FELONY FOR ANYONE TO SIGN AN INITIATIVE ORREFERENDUM PETITION WITH ANY NAME OTHER THAN HIS OWN, OR
KNOWINGLY TO SIGN HIS NAME MORE THAN ONCE FOR THE MEASURE, OR TO SIGN SUCH PETITION WHEN HIS IS NOT A LEGAL

VOTER.

INITIATIVE PETITION

To the Honorable Mary Fallin, Governor of Oklahoma: We, the undersigned legal voters of the State of Oklahoma, respectfully order
that the following proposed new section to the Oklahoma Constitution shall be submitted to the legal voters of the State of
Oklahoma for their approval or relection at the regular general election, to be held on the 10th day of November, 2014, (or such
earlier special election as may be called by the Governor) and each for himself says: | have personally signed this petition; lama

“legal voter of the State of Oklahoma; my residence or post office are correctly written after my name. The time for filing this petition
expires ninety days from the 18" day of September, 2013. The question we herewith submit to our fellow voters is:

Shall the following proposed new Section 44 of Article 10 of the Constitution be approved?
BALLOT TITLE

This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. It adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could be sold. Up to Five Hundred
Million Dallars ($500,000,000.00) could be available. Bond money would be used for school districts and career technology districts.
Bond money would be used for storm sheiters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay these bonds, If money from
franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds. State bond money could be
used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local debt incurred for storm shelters or
secure areas. If enough money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid for, the balance of franchise tax could be used
for grants for storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional bonds could be sold to keep the
programs funded. Laws would be written for details about using bond money. State agencies could make rules about state bond
money. These rules would have the effect of law. The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to allow state bond maney to pay

for shelters and secure areas in schools.
Shall the following proposed new Article X, Section 44 of the Constitution be approved?
For the proposal - YES
Against the proposal - NO

A “YES” vote is a vote in favor of this measure. A “NO” vote is a vote against this measure.

Section 44. A. The State of Oklahoma shall be authorized to issue bonds or other evidence of indebtedness in order to provide net
proceeds equal to Five Hundred Million Dollars ($500,000,000.00) for the purpose of acquiring, constructing or improving facilities to
be used for the benefit of any comman school district or career technology district within the state to provide shelter from
dangerous weather conditions or to provide security to the students and employees of the district related to personal safety or both
such purpases and for the purposes described by subsection ! and subsection J of this section. S

B. The maximum maturity for any abligation issued pursuant to subsection A of this section shall be twenty-five (25) years.
C. The Oklahoma Building Bonds Commissian shall issue the obligations authorized by this section.

D. The Legislature, pursuant to enabling legistation enacted for such purpose, may define the types of facilities which may be
acquired, constructed or improved with proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to this section in order to provide
shelter from dangerous weather conditions, to provide secure areas and secure procedures to protect students and employees of
common school districts and career technology districts from the threat or potential threat of violence or both such purposes.

E. The Legistature shall provide by law for the apportienment of the revenues currently derived from the levy of the franchise tax
imposed for the privilege of doing business in the state as authorized pursuant to Section 1201 et seq. of Title 68 of the Oklahoma
Statutes, as amended, 50 that one hundred percent (100%) of such franchise tax revenue, or so much thereof as may be reguired on
an annual basis, is dedicated for the repayment of the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section.

F. The Legislature may provide by law for the use of revenues derived from the levy of franchise tax which are not required for
repayment of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section in order to provide a grant program for canstruction of
storm shelters for individuals and business entities. Such program shall be administered by the Office of Emergency Management or
its successor. The use of franchise tax revenues for storm shelters as authorized by this subsection shall be deemed in furtherance
of a public purpose and shall not be deemed a gift of state tax revenues.
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G. If the revenues described by subsection E of this section are insufficlent to repay the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions
of this section, the Legislature may use monies in the General Revenue Fund of the state not otherwise obligated, committed or
appropriated in order to ensure the repayment of such obligations.

H. If any obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section are defeased, within the limit prescribed by subsection A of this
section, the principal amount of such obligation shall become available for issuance by the state governmental entity designated
pursuant ta subsection C of this section if authorized by an act of the Legislature or authorized by an initiative petition approved in
the manner required for laws pursuant to Section 2 of Article V of the Oklahoma Constitution. The act of the Legislature or the law
proposed by initiative petition shall specify the amount of any additional issuance authorized by this subsection.

|. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reduce or eliminate any debt incurred by a schoof district or career technology district for the purpose of acquiring
or constructing a storm shelter or secure facility. The debt must have been incurred not earlier than May 1, 2013, pursuant to a vote
_of the eligible voters of the respective district. If the debt was incurred prior to May 1, 2013, but not prior to July 1, 2007, the
pravisions of this subsection shall authorize the use of the proceeds in order to reduce or eliminate such debt with respect to
construction of the eligible assets which begins on or after May 1, 2013.

J. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reimburse a common school district or a career technology district for expenditures made from a building fund
created pursuant to Section 10 of Article X of the Oklahoma Constitution, with respect to a commen school district, or for
expenditures made from the revenue derived from a millage levy authorized pursuant to Section 98 of Article X of the Oklahoma
Constitution, with respect to a career technology district, to the xtent the expenditure was for the purpose of acquiring,
canstructing or improving a storm shelter or secure facility. The expenditure for such storm shelter or secure facility must have
been incurred no earlier than May 1, 2013.

K. The obiigations authorized pursuant ta the provisions of this section may be issued in series, may be issted in either tax-exempt
or taxable status for purposes of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and in such form as required in order to promote

the marketability of such obligations.

L. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, any administrative rule adopted by an agency of state government
that imposes a condition or requirement upon a common school district or career technology district related to the use of proceeds
from sale of the obligations authorized by this section shall be binding upon such school district or career technalogy district.

M. The proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant ta the provisions of this section may be made available to any
comman school district or any career technology district for the purposes authorized by this section and enabling legisiation enacted
pursuant to this section notwithstanding any other provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise prohibit or restrict
the use of such proceeds or the use of tax revenue for the repayment of principal, interest, reserves, issuing costs or other costs
related to the sale of the obligations authorized by this section. Any provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise
restrict the issuance of obligations pursuant to this section, restrict the use of the proceeds from the sale of such obligations, restrict
the use of tax revenues for repayment of the obligations or in any way restrict the operation of the provisions of this section shall be
deemed to have been amended in order to remove any such restrictions.

Name and Address of Proponents:
Kathryn Turner
940E, Lake

Blanchard, OK 73010

Mikki Davis
717 Woodbriar

Noble, OK 73068

Jered Davidson
11200 N. Kickapoo Avenue

Shawnee, OK 74804
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Signatures

The gist of the proposition is: This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. It adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could
be sold. Up to Five Hundred Million Dollars {$500,000,000.00) could be available. Bond money would be used for school districts
and career technology districts. Bond money would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay
these bonds. If money from franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds.
State bond money could be used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local debt
incurred for starm shelters or secure areas. If enough maney from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid for, the balance
of franchise tax could be used for grants for storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional
bonds could be sold to keep the programs funded. Laws would be written for details about using bond money. State agencles could
make rules about state bond money. These rules would have the effect of law. The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to
allow state bond money to pay for shelters and secure areas in schoals.

Signature Printed Name Voting Address Clty, Zip Code County
01 oK
02 OK
03 CK
04 oK
05 0K
06 oK
07 oK
08 OK
09 OK
10 OK
11 0K
12 OK
13 OK
14 oK
15 oK
16 oK
17 OK
18 oK
19 oK
20 oK
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, }
}ss.
COUNTY OF )
1 ____, belng first duly sworn say:

That | collected the signatures of the persons on the foregoing petition and that:

(1288 1L
02, 12,
03. 13,
04. 14,
03, 15,
06. 16.
07. 17,
08, 18.
09. 13
10. 20.

each of them signed his or her name thereto in my presence; | believe that each has stated his or her name, address in
which the signer is registered to vote, and that each slgneris a legal voter in the State of Oklahoma.

Circulator’s Signature

Address
City Zip Codé
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of ,2013

Notary Public

Address

City Zip Code

My Commission Number Is;

My Commission Expires:

{SEAL)
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Mary Fallin
Governor

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE

September 19, 2013 INTERAGENCY MAIL

The Honorable E. Scott Pruitt
Attorney General

313 NE 21st Street

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Dear Attorney General Pruitt:

You are hereby notified that Kathryn Turner, 940 Eastlake Drive, Blanchard, OK 73010,
filed an initiative petition on September 18, 2013, with the Secretary of State. This
petition is designated as State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition Number 397.

Pursuant to 34 O.S., § 8, the signatures for this petition are required to be filed within
ninety (90) days after the filing of the petition or determination of the sufficiency of the
petition by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever is later. The
signature requirement for this petition is 155,216.

The proposed ballot title is hereby submitted to you for review as to legal correctness
pursuant to the provisions of 34 O.S. § 9(D).

If additional information is needed from this office, or if we may be of further assistance,
please contact me.

Sincerely,

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

W/W

- Chris Morriss
Assistant Secretary of State

Enclosures: State Question 767
Ballot Title

D060
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Larry V. Parman " Mary Fallin

Secretary of State Govemor
OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE
September 19, 2013 Hand delivered
The Honorable Mary Fallin 013
Governor, State of Oklahoma SEP 19 z
Room 212, State Capitol OFFICE OF THE
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 GOVERNOR

Dear Governor Fallin:

Please be advised that Kathryn Turner, 940 Eastlake Drive, Blanchard, OK 73010, filed
an initiative petition on September 18, 2013, with the Secretary of State. This petition is
designated as State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition Number 397.

Pursuant to 34 O.S., § 8, the signatures for this petition are required to be filed within
ninety (90) days after the filing of the petition or determination of the sufficiency of the
petition by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever is later. The
signature requirement for this petition is 155,216.

The proposed ballot title has been submitted to the Attorney General for review as to
legal correctness pursuant to the provisions of 34 O.S, § 9 (D).

If I may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

Chris Morriss
Assistant Secretary of State

Enclosure: State Question 767
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Mary Fallin
Governor

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE

___Hand delivered

RECEIVED"

SEP 19 2013

‘September 19, 2013

The Honorable Paul Ziriax
Secretary, Oklahoma State Election Board STATE ELECTION
Room 3, State Capitol BOARD

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105
Dear Secretary Ziriax:

Please be advised that Kathryn Turner, 940 Eastlaké Drive, Blanchard, OK, 73010, filed
an initiative petition on September 18, 2013, with the Secretary of State. This petition is
designated as State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition Number 397.

Pursuant to 34 O.S., § 8, the signatures for this petition are required to be filed within
ninety (90) days after the filing of the petition or determination of the sufficiency of the
petition by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever is later. The

signature requirement for this petition is 155,216.

The proposed ballot title has been submitted to the Attorney General for review as to
legal correctness pursuant to the provisions of 34 O.S. § 9 (D).

If I may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Sincerely,

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

Chris Morriss
Assistant Secretary of State

Enclosure: State Question 767

10008
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OFFICE OF ATTORNEY (GENERAL
StATE OF OKLAHOMA

September 27, 2013

Larry V. Parman, Secretary of State
Office of the Secretary of State

2300 N. Lincoln Blvd., Room 101
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105-4897

Re:

Ballot Title for State Question No. 767, Initiative Petition No. 397

Dear Secretary Parman:

FILED

SEP 27 2013

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY

OF STATE

In accordance with the provisions of 34 0.5.2011, § (D), we have reviewed the proposed
ballot title for the above-referenced State Question and conclude that it does not comply with
applicable laws for the following reason:

It fails to explain in basic words the effect of the proposition because:

1.

It does not explain that under current law franchise tax revenues are
paid into the State’s General Revenue Fund;

It does not explain the loss to the State’s General Revenue Fund that
would occur when bonds are issued and franchise tax revenues are
used to repay the bond obligations authorized in the proposal;

It fails to explain that if the state franchise tax revenues are not
sufficient to pay off the bond obligations, there may not be any funds
available to pay the bond holders.

It does not explain that when the franchise tax revenues are not

sufficient to pay the bond obligations, the Legislature is not required
to use General Revenue Fund monies to pay the bond obligations;

It fails to explain that the measure creates exceptions to the

constitutional provisions prohibiting gifts of state monies and the use
of the credit of the state.

N {7
NO00Y
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Having found that the ballot title does not comply with applicable laws, we will, in
accordance with the provisions of 34 0.5.2011, § 9(D), within ten (10) business days, prepare a
ballot title which complies with the law and furnish a copy to you.

Sincerely,

E. Scott Pruitt
Attorney General

ESP/ab
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OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENE&AL F l L E D
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 0CT 112013

OKLAHOMA SECAR T Y
OF STATE - AR
October 11 N 2013

Larry V. Parman, Secretary of State
Office of the Secretary of State

2300 N. Lincoln Blvd., Room 101
QOklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105-4897

Re:  Ballot Title for State Question No. 767, Legislative Referendum No. 397

Dear Secretary Parman:

Having found that the Proposed Ballot Title for the above-referenced state question did not
comply with applicable laws, we have, in accordance with 34 O.S. 2011, § %(D), have prepared the
following Ballot Title. The Ballot Title reads as follows:

BALLOT TITLE FOR STATE QUESTION NO. 767

This measure adds Article 10, Section 44 to the Oklahoma Constitution. The new
Section authorizes the issuance of up to 500 million dollars in State bonds. The bond
money would be used by local school districts and career technology districts for
storm shelters and campus security.

The measure does not provide for new State revenues to pay for the bonds. Under
the measure State franchise tax revenues would no longer go into the General
Revenue Fund, which is the primary fund used to pay for State Government. Rather,
franchise tax revenues would be used for annual bond payments (principal and
interest).

In any year in which the franchise tax revenues are not sufficient to make annual
payments, the Legislature, at its discretion, could use General Revenue Fund monies
to make the annual bond payment.

In years in which not all the franchise tax revenues are needed to make payments, the

remaining franchise tax revenues — with Legislative approval — could be used for
storm shelter grants to individuals and businesses.

313 NLE. 2187 STREET * Okranoma City, OK 73105 » (405) 521-3921 « Fax: (405) 521-6246
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In authorizing these bond and grant programs, the measure creates exceptions to the
Constitution’s prohibitions on gifts and the use of the State’s credit.

SHALL THE PROPOSAL BE APPROVED?
FOR THE PROPOSAL - YES
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO

Respectfully submitted,

2ESHAL

E. Scott Pruitt
Attorney General

ESP/ab



Mary Fallin
Governor

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE

October 16, 2013

Ms. Cindy Shea -
Oklahoma Press Service
3601 N. Lincoln
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

Dear Ms. Shea:

Please publish the attached Notice of Filing for State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition
Number 397. Pursuant to 34 O.S. § 8, the publication must appear in at least one newspaper of
general circulation in the State of Oklahoma. Please publish in The Oklahoman, Tulsa World,

and the Journal Record as soon as possible.

Also, please provide the Secretary of State with a verified proof of publication of the Notice.
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely, .
sy Troea

Chris Morriss
Assistant Secretary of State

Enc: Notice of Filing
cc: Kathryn Turner

940 E. Lake
Blanchard, OK 73010

16013
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NOTICE OF THE FILING OF
STATE QUESTION NUMBER 767
INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 397

NOTICE is hereby given that on September 18, 2013, State Question Number 767,
Initiative Petition Number 397 was filed in the Office of the Secretary of State.

The ballot title for this initiative petition is as follows:

This measure adds Article 10, Section 44 to the Oklahoma Constitution.
The new Section authorizes the issuance of up to 500 million dollars in State
bonds. The bond money would be used by local school districts and career
technology districts for storm shelters and campus security.

The measure does not provide for new State revenues to pay for the
bonds. Under the measure State franchise tax revenues would no longer go
into the General Revenue Fund, which is the primary fund used to pay for State
Government. Rather, franchise tax revenues would be used for annual bond
payments (principal and interest).

In any year in which the franchise tax revenues are not sufficient to
make annual payments, the Legislature, at its discretion, could use General
Revenue Fund monies to make the annual bond payment.

In years in which not all the franchise tax revenues are needed to make
payments, the remaining franchise tax revenues with Legislative approval
could be used for storm shelter grants to individuals and businesses.

In authorizing these bond and grant programs, the measure creates
exceptions to the Constitution’s prohibitions on gifts and the use of the State’s

credit,

SHALL THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION BE APPROVED?
Yes — For the proposition
No — Against the proposition

NOTICE is hereby given that, as provided in 34 O.S. § 8 and 10, any citizen or citizens of
the state may file a protest as to the constitutionality of the petition or as to the ballot title, by a
written notice to the Oklahoma Supreme Court and to the proponent or proponents filing the
petition. Proponents filing are: Kathryn Turner, 940 E. Lake, Blanchard, OK 73010; Mikki
Davis, 717 Woodbriar, Noble, OK  73068; and Jered Davidson, 11200 N. Kickapoo Avenue,
Shawnee, OK 74804. Any such protest must be filed within ten (10) days after this
publication. A copy of the protest shall be filed with the Secretary of State.

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

N0014
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NewsOK Classifieds | Print . - Page 1 of 1

Classified provided by The Oklahoman. Phone may have area code of 405 if
not mentioned.

legal-notice > Legal Notices - Classified o istings

NOTICE OF THE FILING OF STATE QUESTION NUMBER 767 INITIATIVE PETITION
NUMBER 397 NOTICE is hereby given that on September 18, 2013, State Question Number 767,
Initiative Petition Number 397 was filed in the Offrce of the Secretary of State. The ballot title for
this initiative petition is as follows: This measure adds Article 10, Section 44 to the Oklahoma
Constitution. The new Section authorizes the issuance of up to 500 million dollars in State bonds.
The bond money would be used by local school districts and career technology districts for storm
shelters and campus security. The measure does not provide for new State revenues to pay for the
bonds. Under the measure State franchise tax revenues would no longer go into the General
Revenue Fund, which is the primary fund used to pay for State Government. Rather, franchise tax
revenues would be used for annual bond payments (principal and interest). In any year in which
the franchise tax revenues are not sufficient to make annual payments, the Legislature, at its
discretion, could use General Revenue Fund monies to make the annual bond payment. In years in
which not all the franchise tax revenues are needed to make payments, the remaining franchise tax
revenues with Legislative approval could be used for storm shelter grants to individuals and
businesses. In authorizing these bond and grant programs, the measure creates exceptions to the
Constitution's prohibitions on gifts and the useof the State’s credit. SHALL THE PROPOSED
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION BE APPROVED? Yes - For the proposition
No - Against the proposition NOTICE is hereby given that, as provided in 34 O.S. ss 8 and 10, any
citizen or citizens of the state may file a protest as to the constitutionality of the petition or asto
the ballot title, by a written notice to the Oklahoma Supreme Court and to the proponent or
proponents filing the petition. Proponents filing are: Kathryn Turner, 940 E. Lake, Blanchard, OK
73010; Mikki Davis, 717 Woodbriar, Noble, OK 73068; and Jered Davidson, 11200 N. Kickapoo
Avernue, Shawnee, OK 74804. Any such protest must be filed within ten (10) days after this
publication. A copy of the protest shall be filed with the Secretary of State. Larry V. Parman
Secretary ofState

October 18
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA'
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IN RE: INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 397

FILED
0CT 182013

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY
BRIEF OF PETITIONER/PROPONENT OF STATE

David R. Slane, OBA #16156

901 NW 12" Street -

Oklahoma City, OK 73106

(405) 319-1800

(405) 319-1802 Facsimile
ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER
OKLAHOMA

Richard Morrissette, OBA# 11446
217 N, Harvey, Suite 101

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

(405) 235-7900

ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER
OKLAHOMA
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

)
IN RE: INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 397 ) No.

)

BRIEF OF PETITIONER/PROPONENT REQUESTING REVIEW OF
SUBSTITUTED BALLOT TITLE PREPARED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
IN CONNECTION WITH INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 397

This is a statutorily authorized appeal initiated pursuant to Title 34 O.S. 2011,
Section 10.A, whereby the petitioner seeks review and substitution of the corrected ballot
title profferéd by ‘the Oklahoma Attorney General on October 11, 2013, included in the
Abstract of Record as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference.

THE FACTS CONCERNING BACKGROUND AND HISTORY OF FILING

This legal action is taken on behalf of two entities; Kristi Conatzer, who is the
mother of a child who died as a result of the May tornado. Take Shelter Oklahoma is an
organization of Oklahoma citizens taking action to protect Oklahoma’s children, namely
through providing access to funds for the coﬁstruction of storm shelters and safe rooms
(collectively, “storm shelters”) for Oklahoma pﬁblic schools and career technology
districts. In connection with this purpose, a group of Oklahoma citizens, as authorized b$l
Article 5, Section 1 of the Oklahoma Constitution and Title 34 O.S. 2011, §§ 1 et seq.,
filed Initiative Petition No. 397 and‘State Question 767 on September 18, 2013 (the
“Petition”), attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by reference, seeking to
" amend the Oklahoma Constitution by adding a new section of law authoriziﬁg the
issuance of up to $500 million in bonds by the State of Oklahoma for the purpose of
funding said storm shelters to be approved or rejected by the legal voters of the State of

Oklahoma at the regular general election to be held on November 10, 2014.

1
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Pursuant to the statutory requirements found in Title 34 O.S. 2011, § é.D.l, ina
letter dated September 19, 2013, the Oklahoma Secretary of State informed the Attorney
General of the filing of the petition and submitted same to him for review as to legal
corr;ctness. The Attorney General, “within five (5) business days after the filing of the
measure and ballot title...shall notify the Secretary of State whether or not the proposed
ballot title complies with applicable law.” Id. He failed to do so. The Attorney General
gave notice of legal insufficiency of the ballot title on the seventh (7“’) day following the
filing of the Petition in a letter dated September 27, 2013 with accompanying file stamp
of receipt by the Oklahoma Secretary of State the same date, attached hereto as Exhibit C
and incorporated herein by reference. The Attorney General submitted a new ballot title
on the proposed question to the Oklahoma Secretary of State on October 11, 2013. -

PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO SUBSTITUTED BALLOT TITLE

1. ATTORNEY GENERAL’S FAILURE TO OBJECT TIMELY

The Attorney General did not follow statutory procedure set out in 34 0.5, § 9
D.1 and his substitution is not allowed by law.

“ The following procedure shall apply to ballot titles of
referendums ordered by a petition of the people or any
measure proposed by an initiative petition:

1. After the filing of the petition and prior to the gathering
of signatures thereon, the Secretary of State shall
submit the proposed ballot title to the Attorney General
for review as to legal correctness. Within five (5)
business days after the filing of the measure and ballot
title, the Attorney General shall, in writing, notify the
Secretary of State whether or not the proposed ballot
title complies with applicable laws. The Attorney
General shall state with specificity and all defects found
and, if necessary, within ten (10) business days of
determining that the proposed ballot title is defective,

Do020



prepare and file a ballot title which complies with the
law;

The Attomey General failed to notify any party within five (5) business days of
the Initiative Petition filed on September 27, 2013. Thus his proposed ballot title change
is improper and he failed to follow the five (5) day notice under the law.

2.THE PETITIONER’S ORIGINAL BALLOT TITLE DOES NOT RUN AFOUL
OF OKLAHOMA LAW AND IS LEGALLY CORRECT

The Attoméy General is to review the petition “for review as to legal correctness
under 34 O.S. § 9(D)1.
Petitioners believe the Initiative Petition and Ballot Title complied with the law.
Title 34 § 9(B) clearly outlines the requirements for “the suggested ballot title”:
« B, The parties submitting the measure shall also
submit a suggested ballot title which shall be filed on a

separate sheet of paper and shall not be deemed part of
the petition. The suggested ballot title:

—

Shall not exceed two hundred (200) words;

2. Shall explain in basic words, which can be easily
found in dictionaries of general usage, the effect of
the proposition;

3. Shall be written on the eighth-grade reading
comprehension level;

4. Shall not contain any words which have a special
meaning for a particular profession or trade not
commonly known to the citizens of this state;

"5, Shall not reflect partiality in its composition or
contain any argument for or against the measure;

6. Shall contain language which clearly states that a
“yes” vote is a vote in favor of the proposition and a
“no” vote is a vote against the proposition; and

7. Shall not contain language whereby a “yes” vote is

in fact, a vote against the proposition and a “no”
vote is, in fact, a vote in favor of the proposition.”

The proposed title submitted by the Petitioner complies with § 9(B).

60021



3. THE SUBSTITUTED BALLOT TITLE NEGATES THE INTENT
OF THE ORIGINALLY FILED INITIATIVE PETITION

The proposed ballot title from the Attorney General is designed to over emphasize
the franchise tax issue and under emphasize the true purpose of the Initiative which is
storm shelters and secure areas for schools and children. (See Exhibits 1-2) The proposal
from the Attorney General is misleading, confusing and will not help the average voter
when he or sh¢ votes.

CONCLUSION

Pursuant to Title 34 O.S. § 10.A, the Petitioner respectfully requests this Court to
reject the Attorney General’s amended ballot title in reference to Initiative Petition No.

397 and restore the Petitioner’s substitute ballot title to the Petition.

Respectfully submitted,

e

David R. Slane, OBA# 16156
901 NW 12" Street
- Oklahoma City, OK 73106
(405) 319-1800 A
(405) 319-1802 Facsimile
ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER

OKLAHOMA

[t vt

Richard Morrissette, OBA# 11446
217 N. Harvey, Suite 101

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

(405) 235-7900

ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER
OKLAHOMA
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

TN
{
This is to certify that on this \ 1 day of October, 2013 a true and correct copy of
the above and foregoing instrument was mailed postage prepaid or hand delivered to:

Oklahoma Attorney General
Scott Pruitt

313 NE 21% Street
Oklahoma City, OK 73015

Oklahoma Secretary of State
2300 N. Lincoln Blvd.
Room 101

Oklahoma City, OK 73105

D

David R. Slane !



Larry V. Parman Mary Fallin
Secretary of State Govermor
OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE
September 19, 2013 INTERAGENCY MAIL

The Honorable E. Scott Pruitt
Attorney General

313 NE 21st Street

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Dear Attorney General Pruitt:

You are hereby notified that Kathryn Turner, 940 Eastlake Drive, Blanchard, OK 73010,
filed an initiative petition on September 18, 2013, with the Secretary of State. This
petition is designated as State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition Number 397.

Pursuant to 34 O.S., § 8, the signatures for this petition are required to be filed within
ninety (90) days after the filing of the petition or determination of the sufficiency of the
petition by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever is later. The
signature requirement for this petition is 155,216.

The proposed ballot title is hereby submitted to you for review as to legal correctness
pursuant to the provisions of 34 0.S. § 9(D).

if additional information is needed from this office, or if we may be of further assistance,
please contact me.

Sincerely,

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

Chris Morriss

Assistant Secretary of State

Enclosures: State Question 767
Ballot Title

00024
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FILED

SEP 18 2013

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY
OF STATE

State Question No. 2‘ 2 Initiative Petition No. 3 77
WARNING

T 1S A FELONY FOR ANYONE TO SIGN AN INITIATIVE ORREFERENDUM PETITION WITH ANY NAME OTHER THAN KIS OWN, OR

KNOWINGLY TO SIGN HIS NAME MORE THAN ONCE FOR THE MEASURE, OR TO SIGN SUCH PETITION WHEN HIS (5 NOT A LEGAL
VOTER.

INITIATIVE PETITION

To the Honorable Mary Fallin, Governor of Cklahoma: We, the undersigned legal voters of the State of Okiahoma, respectfully order
that the following proposed new section to the Oklahoma Constitution shall be submitted to the legal voters of the State of
Oklahoma for their approval or rejection at the regular general election, to be held on the 10th day of November, 2014, {or such
earlier specia!‘ election as may be called by the Governor) and each for himself says: | have personally signed this petition; 1 ama
fegal voter of the State of Oklahoma; my residence or post office are correctly written after my name, The time for fillng this petition
expires ninety days from the 18" day of September, 2013. The question we herawith submit to our felfow voters is:

Shall the following proposed new Section 44 of Article 10 of the Constitution be approved?
BALLOT TITLE

This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. It adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could be sold. Up to Five Hundred
Million Dollars ($500,000,000.00) could be available. Bond money would be used for school districts and career technology districts,
Bond money would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay these bonds. If money from
franchise tax was nat enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds. State bond money could be
used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or efiminate local debt incurred for storm shelters or
secure areas. If encugh money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are pald for, the balance of franchise tax could be used
for grants for storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional bonds could be sold to keep the
programs funded. Laws would be written for detalls about using bond money. State agencies could make rules about state bond
moaney. These rules would have the effect of law. The Oklahoma Constitution is heing amended to allow state bond money to pay
for shelters and secure areas in schools.

Shall the following proposed new Article X, Section 44 of the Constitution be approved?
For the proposal - YES
Against the proposal - NO

A "YES” vote Is a vote in favor of this measure. A “NO” vote is a vote agalnst this measure.

Section 44. A. The State of Oklahoma shall be authorized to Issue bonds or other evidence of indebtedness in order to provide net
proceeds equal to Five Hundred Million Dollars {$500,000,000.00) for the purpose of acquiring, constructing or improving facliities to
be used for the henefit of any common school district o career technology district within the state to provide shelter from
dangerous weather conditions or to provide security to the students and employees of the district related to personal safety or both
such purposes and for the purposes described by subsection ] and subsection J of this section.

B. The maximum maturity for any obligation issued pursuant to subsection A of this section shall be twenty-five (25) years.
C. The Oklahoma Building Bonds Commission shall issue the gbligations autharized by this section.

D. The Legislature, pursuant to enabling leglslation enacted for such purpose, may define the types of facilitles which may be
acquired, constructed or improved with proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to this section In order to provide
shelter from dangerous weather conditions, to provide secure areas and secure procedures to protect students and employees of
common school districts and career technology districts from the threat or potential threat of violence or both such purposes.

£. The Legislature shall provide by law for the apportionment of the revenues currently derlved from the levy of the franchise tax
jmposed for the privilege of doing business in the state as authorlzed pursuant to Section 1201 et seq. of Title 68 of the Oklahoma
Statutes, as amended, so that one hundred percent (100%) of such franchise tax revenue, or 50 much thereof as may be required on
an annual basis, is dedicated for the repayment of the obligatlons issued pursuant to the provisions of this section,

F. The Legislature may provide-by law for the use of revenues derived from the levy of franchise tax which are not required for
repayment of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section in order to provide 3 grant program for construction of
storm shelters for individuals and business entities. Such program shall be administered by the Offlce of Emergency Management or
ts successor, The use of franchise tax revenues for storm shelters as authorized by this subsection shall be deemed in furtherance
of a public purpose and shall not be deemed a gift of state tax revenues.
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G. If the revenues described by subsection E of this section are insufficient to repay the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions
of this section, the Legisiature may use monies in the General Revenue Fund of the state not otherwise obligated, committed or
approprlated [n order to ensure the repayment of such obligations.

"H. if any obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section are defeased, within the limit prescribed by subsection A of this
section, the principal amount of such obligation shall become available for issuance by the state governmental entity designated
pursuant to subsection € of this section if authorized by an act of the Legislature or authorized by an Initlative petition approved in
the manner required for laws pursuant to Section 2 of Article V of the Oklahoma Constitution. The act of the Legislature or the law
proposed by initiative petition shall specify the amount of any additional Issuance authorized by this subsection.

1. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reduce or eliminate any debt incurred by a school district or career technology district for the purpose of acquiring
or constructing a storm sheiter or secure facility. The debt must have heen incurred not earlier than May 1, 2013, pursuant to a vote
of the eligible voters of the respective district. If the debt was incurred prior to May 1, 2013, but not prior to July 1, 2007, the
provislons of this subsection shalf authorize the use of the proceeds in order to reduce or eliminate such debt with respect to
construction of the eligible assets which begins on or after May 1, 2013.

). Pursuant to laws enacted by the Leglslature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reimburse a common school district or a career technology district for expenditures made from a building fund
created pursuant ta Section 10 of Article X of the Oklahoma Constitution, with respect to a common school district, or for
expenditures made from the revenue derived from a millage levy authorized pursuant to Section 98 of Article X of the Oklashoma
Constitution, with respect to a career technology district, to the extent the expenditure was for the purpose of acquiring,
constructing or improving a storm shelter or secure facility. The expenditure for such storm shelter or secure facility must have
been incurred no earlier than May 1, 2013.

K. The obligations authorized pursuant to the provisions of this section may be issued in series, may be issued In either tax-exempt
or taxable status for purposes of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and in such form as required in order to promote
the marketability of such obligations.

1. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purposs, any administrative rule adopted by an agency of state government
that imposes a condition or requirement upon a common school district ar career technology district refated to the use of proceeds
from sale of the obligations authorized by this section shall be binding upon such school district or career technology district.

M. The praceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section may be made available to any
common school district or any career technology district for the purposes authorized by this section and enabling legislation enacted
pursuant to this section notwithstanding any other provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise prohibit or restrict
the use of such proceeds or the use of tax revenue for the repayment of principal, interest, reserves, issuing costs or other costs
related to the sale of the obligations authorized by this section. Any provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise
restrict the issuance of obligations pursuant to this section, restrict the use of the proceeds from the sale of such obligations, restrict
the use of tax revenues for repayment of the obligations or In any way restrict the operation of the provisions of this section shall be
deemed to have been amended in order to remove any such restrictions.

Name and Address of Proponents:
Kathryn Turner
940 E, Lake

Blanchard, OK 73010

Mikki Davis
717 Woodbriar

Noble, OK 73068

Jered Davidson
11200 N, Kickapoo Avenue

Shawnee, OK 74804
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Signatures

The gist of the propasition is: This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. 1t adds a new Section 44 to Article 10, Bonds could
be sold. Up to Five Hundred Million Dollars {$500,000,000.00} could be avallable. Bond money would be used for schaol districts
and career technology districts. Bond money would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay
these bonds. If money from franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds,
State bond money could be used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local debt
incurred for storm shelters or secure areas. I enough money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid for, the balance
of franchise tax could be used for grants for storm shelters for peopie and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional
bonds could be sold to keep the programs funded. Laws would be written for details about using bond money. State agencles could
make rules about state bond money. These rules would have the effect of law, The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to
allow state bond money to pay for shelters and secure areas in schools.

Signature | Printed Name Voting Address City, Zip Code County
01 0K
02 oK
03 oK
04 oK
05 oK
06 0K
07 oK
08 oK
09 oK
10 OK
11 OK
12 oK
13 oK
14 oK
15 0K
16 0K
17 oK
18 oK
19 OK
20 oK




AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, )
) ss.
COUNTY OF }
, _, being first duly sworn say:

That | collected the signatures of the persons on the foregoing petition and that:

0. - . 11,
02 12.
03. 13,
04, 14,
05. 15.
06. 16.
or. 1.
08. 18,
0s. i 19.
10, 20.

each of them signed his or her name théreto in my presence; | believe that each has stated his or her name, address in
which the signer is registered to vote, and that each signer Is a legal voter In the State of Oklahoma.

Clrculator’s Signature

Address

City Zip Code

Subscribed and sworn to beforemethis _____ dayof 2013
Notary Public

Address

City Zip Code

My Commission Number is:

My Commission Expirest

kSEAL)
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VERIFICATION

COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )
) SS:
STATE OF OKLAHOMA )

1, Kristi Conatzer, Co-Petitioner, do hereby verify and state that I have read the
information contained in the foregoing Application for Review of Substituted Ballot Title
Prepared by Attorney General in Connection with Initiative Petition No. 397 and State

Question 767, and t is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Dated this 17th day of October, 2013.

ujft ( /@/WM)]Z 7

KRISTI "CONATZER™

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this ﬂ day of October, 2013.

Ny,

\\\ ‘lﬁ A. 4 l;
¢
Qg’lome,_(’u\
‘° 2
§ #03012882 %
ExP 10/17/15! N

»emm¢\ : NGMRYHBMQ"

""I’OP \(\¢‘\

(SEAL) i "lumm\\\“

“mumm,

;_S
M

st mmu“

My Commission Expires: \O! 7 \‘ 1S

My Commission No.: © 20\ LD 2
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VERIFICATION

COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )
STATE OF OKLAHOMA % o

I, Kathryn Turner, Co-Petitioner, do hereby verify‘ and state that I have read the
information contained in the foregoing Application for Review of Substituted Ballot Title

Prepared by Attorney General in Connection with Initiative Petition No. 397 and State

Question 767, and it is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

IR

KXQHRYN/TURNER )

Dated this 17th day of October, 2013.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this Lz day of October, 2013.

NOPARY PUBLIC/

(SEAL)

My Commission Expires: [O ) 1) ) =Y
My Commission No.: N30\ 2082
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. OKLAHOMA SE
E. Scort PrUITT 0l=s'rA*|‘?ERE.W{'v

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF OKLAHOMA

October 16, 2013

Larry V. Parman

Secretary of State

2300 N. Lincoln Blvd., Room 101
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Re:  State Question No. 767, Initiative Petition No. 397
Dear Secretary Parman:

There was an inadvertent error in the subject line of our letter dated October 11, 2013, in
which we provided the Ballot Title for State Question No. 767. The reference was to Legislative
Referendum No. 397 when it should have been to Initiative Petition No. 397. The Ballot Title itself
is unchanged.

Please allow this letter to serve as a correction for this error.

Sincerely,
—
[
Tom Bates

First Assistant Attorney General

TB:clb

313 N.E. 215t Streer * OxraHoMa Crry, OK 73105 ¢ (405) 521-3921 » Fax: (405) 521-6246
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1, Cindy Shea, of lawful age, being duly sworn upon oath; deposes and says: That I am the Authotized Agent of
OKC-JOURNAL RECORD, a Daily newspaper printed and published in the city of OKLAHOMA CITY, county of
Oklahoma, and state of Oklahoma, and that the advertisement referred to, a frue and printed copy of which is
here unto attached, was published in said OKC-JOURNAL RECORD in consecutive issues on the following dates-
to-wit:

Oklahoma Press Service

3601 North Lincoin Blvd,
Oklahoma City, 0N 73105-
Yolce 14051498-0020  Fax 14051498-0048

. ' NOTICE OF THE FILING OF
Insertion: 10/18/2013 v STATE UESTION NUMBER 767
INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 367
MOTIGE is heraby-given (hal on September 18, 2013, State Question

That said newspaper has been published Kumbar 767, Initistive Petifon Nurber 397 was filed In the Ofice of he

continuously and uninterruptedly in said county - Secrelary of Siate.

during a period of ene-hundred and four The biallot % for (s Initiaiive petitlon fs as lollows:
consecutive weeks prior to the publication of This measure adds Aricle 10, Section 44 {o the Qidahoma.
the attached notice or advertisement; that it Congiituion, The dew Section aulhorizes the fssvarce ol up o

500 millon doliars In State honds, The bond money would b

has been admlttgd to the Umtefj States mail as uzed by local schal districls and caseer tecknology districts for
second-class mail matter; that it has a general storm shellérs and campus securty.

paid circulation, and publishes news of general The measure doss nat provide for new State ravenues
interest, and otherwise conforms with all of the fo pay for the bonds, Unger the measure State franchisa tax

: revaued would no longar gainta e Genersl Revanus Fund,
statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal \hich 's Ihe priniary fund used to pay tor Stale Governimenl.

publications. Rather, franchiga tax raventies would be used for annual bond
' paymants {ringipd! and interest),

‘ fon-any year fn which the franchise tax revenues are not sub

PUBUCAHON FEE $65.90 Holent to make annual payerents, Ye Legiskature, atits discres

tion, coud use Genaral Revenue Fund monles (b malte the:

4 ) e s é annugl tond payment.
e = e yaars in which not alt fhe franthise tax ravenues

[4 . . 4 N .
i ablt i needed 1o make payments, ihe remaining franchise tax rev-
(Ed;tor‘,/lgubllsher or Authorized Agent) anues with Legislative appm’val could ba uged lor storm shelter

geants o individuals and bushigsses.

; ; iq I of ' fes anlfotizing these bond dod grant proframs, e measure
SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 29 day of , creatas axcaplons o tha Constiulian's grotibions on gits
October 2013, and the usa of the Stale's cradit.

SHALL THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

' -
S:——Q W TO THE CONSTTUTION BE APPROVED?
N

___Yas—For the propesifion

{Notary Public) N~ Against the progosition A
A, NGTICR Is hersby givan that, as providedig 34 0.8, § 8.and 10, any citizen
SNERD o cilizans of the slata may e & protast as fo the consiiufonality of the:
9NN T pelition ar asto the balottitie, by awritten notica la e Olduhorma Supreme

Coud 4 10 lhe proponent o proponasts filing the patition. Proponents
fillng are: Kathryn Turer, 940 E, Lake, Blanchard, OK 73010; MiRkE Davis,
717 Woocbdar, Noble, OK 73068; and Jered Davidson, 11200 N, Kickapoe
Avarije, Shawes, OK 74804, Any such protast must be: fled within fen
{10} days after s publication. A copy of tha protast shall e it with tha

Secretary ol State
Larey V. Parmarn
Benratary of Stale (501815
RECEIVED
0CT 292013
SECRETARY
OF STATE
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I, Cindy Shea, of lawful age, being duly sworn upan oath, deposes and says: That I am the Authorized Agent of
TULSA WORLD - Legal, a Daily newspaper printed and publ;shed in the city of TULSA, county of Tulsa, and state
of Oklahoma, and that the advertisement referred to, a true and printed copy of which is here unto attached,
was pubhshed in said TULSA WORLD - Legal in consecutive issues on the following dates-to-wit:

Insertion: 10/18/2013

That said newspaper‘has been published

continuously and uninterruptedly in said county

during a period of one-hundred and four
consecutive weeks prior to the publication of
the attached notice or advertisement; that it
has been admitted to the United States mail as
second-class mail matter; that it has a general
paid circulation, and publishes news of general
interest, and otherwise conforms with all of the
statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal
publications.

PUBLICATION FEE

o

$512.25

(Edirﬁf,/Pubnsher or Authorized Agentj

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 29 day of
Octobér 2013.

H@M

(Notary Public)
o \“\\\umtm,,,
\s\geﬂ 11/{0,
SO TAR Y

tu

24
iy, OF O
(TG

Ad-Vantage™ version §.20 by Custorwara, Inc, Copyright 2001-2006

Publishad In the Tulsa World,
Qclober 18, 2013, Tulsg, QK

OT‘ICE OF THE FILING OF
STATE QUESTION NUMBER.

! NOTICE is hereby given that]

‘on September 18, 2013, Slate

.Question Number 767, Initiative

iPatition Number 397 wos tHed In

A;\;we‘ Office of the Secratary of]
afe,

| Tha tallot fitle far this initic

Five pelition s as follows:

This measure qdds Artl-
¢le 10, Sectivn 44 10 Ihe
Okiatioma Constitution, The
naw Section authorizes the
issuance of up to 500 million
dotlars In State  bopds, The
bond money would be used
by locat schoot disiricts and
career lechnology districls
far starm shaiters and com-
Bus sECurity,

The: macsura doss not
srovide for new Stafe reve:
nues to pay for the borws.
Under the measure Stuly
franchilse  tox  revenuyes
waould no: tonger go  infe the
General  Ravenue  Fund,
which is. the primary fund
used o pay for Stote Gaye
arpment, Rathers, frdanchise
fax revenyes would be ysed
for annugl bond  payments
{principal and Inferest).

tn uny yiar inowhich the
franchise fox revenues ore
not sufficient to muke annu-
al payments, ihe Lagisia-
ture, ut [s discretion, could
use Gepernl Ravenue Fund
monles to maké the annual
band payment.

1. yeary iy which not all
the frunchise fax ravenues
are needed to muoke puy-

mants; fhe remalning fran:
chise  Jox  revenues  with
Leglsiative upprovad  could .
be used for storm shelier
granis 1o Individuals and
businesses,

In outhorizing  these
bond and grant progroms,
the measure creafes axcep-
tions fo the Cunsmuticns
prohibitions on gifts and the

¢ yse of the State's cradit,

0033

787 mlﬂ%ﬂ‘l& P!:};f TION

SHALL  TH op (>
AMI':‘I*iDl\?LEI\JTE 10 F’;‘?—CE %SC)E
STITUTION BE APPROVED?

. Y83~ For the praposition
e MO - Agalinst the proposition

NOTICE is hareby aiven thut,
as provided In 34 08, § 8 and 10;
any cltizen or citlzens of Jhe
stota moy fie a protest as to the
consﬂh:f:onumz of the petition
ar as o thle uuo} tiile, by o
written netice fo ths Oklohomo
Supreme Caurt und lo the propo-
neat or proporients filing the
peiltion. Proponents flling are:
Katheyn Turner, 948 E. f.ake,
Blonchord, OK 730%0; . Mikk]
Davls, 717 Woodbriar, Noble, QK
73068{ and Jered Davidsan, 11200

Rickapoo Avénue, Shownée,

OK 74204, Any such protest must
be filed within ten (1D) days af-
ter this publication, A copy of
thie protest sholl be fited with fha
Secrefury of Stote.

Lorry ¥, Parman
Secreiorv of Stafe
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1, Cindy Shea, of lawful age, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: That I am the Authorized Agent of
OKC-THE OKLAHOMAN, a Daily newspaper printed and published in the city of OKLAHOMA CITY, county of
Oklahoma, and state of Oklahoma, and that the advertisement referred to, a true and printed copy of which is
here unto attached, was published in said OKC-THE OKLAHOMAN ih consecutive issues on the following dates-to-
wit:

- - NQTICE OF THE FRLING OF
Insertion: 10/18/2013 STATE QUESTION NUMEER 767
INITIATIVE PETITION
That said newspaper has been published gxortycﬁb;s zigr%;& ~“§‘i’;t§“a§, o f/t%‘r\qli‘t THe %a&énpé}%&érnﬂ%m% ,
. * ] be 1 I} r ! 2 " 3 i . g
continuously and uninterruptedly in said county §{§E E,“&mge, 37577'9"{"?{{“3", %ﬁ, BE APPROVED? oN:
i Nori - - | on Numbar ¢3S filed in the. .
during a Pe”c’d of one hundred and,_ four Offrce of the Secretary of State: Yas - For the proposition
consecutive weeks prior to the DUbhcatlon of The ballot titté for this Ieltiatlve o - Against ihr} roposition
the attached notice or advertisement; that it petltion I8 as follaws: NOTICE | 'i N op ‘;. . ’
. . : R s hereby given that, as
has been admitted to the United States mail as : Eg‘fn me&s%;eth%dgi Lt 10, przvid@g T 34 0?53'55 1 a,}d i,
- H . It - ()] Gii~ any cilizen or atizens ¢ -]
seggnc_i clas§ mail n(}attebr],' t}:xat it has afgeneralE sHtutien, The new sgﬁ%n uther ;gitseﬂ?u%yoﬁl%g pg%tét%t s ttq éhg
as 55 (-3 (1] [A e 8 PeLikio;
Pa-' clr;u!atlcn, an 'pu IShes new? or genera million dollars in State bonds, or.as ta the ballot title, byga Writ-
interest, and otherwise conforms with all of the gge 1'3:22? money Wé:‘g{f?icgg ”ineg g%n renotigce mgoan&h& t%klal;ox%a
. ¢ me Lo -LNQ PFepo~
statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal carear I:_eﬁh]ntﬂlogy- districts for ?%’{?t ot Proponents ﬁigw the ge:
publications. S helers a0 s e 340 B Lite

. Lake,
) . Blanchard, OK. 73010; . Mikil
The measure does not provide for - Davis, 717 Waedbriar, Noble, OK
new Stata ravenues to pay for 73068; and Jered Davidson, 11200

PUBLICATION FEE $1,128.94 the bonds, Under the measure N, Kickapeo Avepue, Shawnes

State franchise tax revenues OK 74304, Any such protest st

- would no longer 99 -into the Gen~ be flad within Yen (10) days after

¢ral Revanue Fund, which is the this publication. A copy of the

LS pumery fund used to pay for  protest shall be filed with fhe

e et ey St
. N M .
(ﬁlt/orl Publisher or Authorized Agent) fér annual bond payments (princl- Larry V. Parman
pal and interast), Secretary ofState

. . Ity any vear In which the franchise:
SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 29 day of e ravenes %t;ey?‘?éns&gffggn&to
October 2013. Tefature, at- s discretion, could

yse Geperal Revenye Fund

b .
. i monies 1. make the anaval band
e S.gae
Ration
—
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(Notary Public) fakes payments, the remaining
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SoabTk:5e % for storm shelter grants to indl-
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

In Re: Initiative Petition No. 397,
State Question 767,

TAKE SHELTER OKLAHOMA
AND KRISTI CONATZER,

Petitioners,

Vs. Case No. 112264

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel.,
ATTORNEY GENERAL E. SCOTT

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
PRUITT, )
)
)

Respondent.

SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF

THE STATUTORY DEADLINE IS JURISDICTIONAL
Under Oklahoma law ideal 34 O.S. § 9 the attorney general shall follow the following

procedure:

“The following. procedure shall apply to ballot titles of
referendums ordered by a petition of the people or any
measure proposed by an initiative petition:

1. After the filing of the petition and prior to the gathering
of signatures thereon, the Secretary of State shall
submit the proposed ballot title to the Attorney-General
for review as to legal correctness. Within five (5)
business days after the filing of the measure and ballot -
title, the Attorney General shall, in writing, notify the
Secretary of State whether or not the proposed ballot
title complies with applicable laws. The Attomey
General shall state with specificity and all defects found
and, if necessary, within ten (10) business days of
determining that the proposed ballot title is defective,
prepare and file a ballot title which complies with the
law; ”



Petitioners believe the deadline is jurisdictional and failure to object is a fatal
flaw. The statute uses the word “shall” not the word “may” or any other optional word to
allow for objection after the 5 days.

The entire statutory scheme is to set up with statutory guidelines and deadlines.
The purpose of the law is to allow the People to Petition the Government for a change in
the law or as in this case the Constitution. It is a very quick ninety (90) day process. Any
delay is prejudicial apd harmful.

Additionally, it should be noted it is not an objection and rewrite within five (5)
days but merely a five (5) day objection to put all parties on notice of a potential problem.
The failure to do so starts a delay for all parties because it creates uncertainty in the entire
process.

| PETITIONERS REQUEST AN ADDITIONAL NINETY (90) DAYS

Petitioners request the Court grant ninety (90) additional days from their decision
according to Title 34 § 48(E).

Petitioners request thé court issue a separate and Early Order so that the parties
will know. if the ninety (90) additional days will be granted. |

The effects of the Attorney General’s rewrite of the title has hampered, created
public confusion and has the effect of sabotaging the Petitioners effort to obtaiﬁ the
approximately 160,000 signatures required for thé measure to be placed on the ballot for

a Vote of the People.
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RECUSAL OF ATTORNEY GENERAL SCOTT PRUITT
The Attorney General should be recused and removed from this case. 5 O.S. Ch.1.
Section Rule 1.7, IDENTIFYING CONFLICTS OF INTEREST MATERIAL

LIMITATION: Comment [8]:

“Even where there is no direct adverseness, a
conflict of interest exists if there is a significant risk that a
lawyer’s ability to consider, recommend or carry out an
appropriate course of action for the client will be materially

- limited as a result of the lawyer's other responsibilities or
interests. For example, a lawyer asked to represent several
individuals seeking to form a joint venture is likely to be
materially limited in the lawyer's ability to recommend or
advocate all possible positions that each might take because
of the lawyer's duty of loyalty to the others. The conflict in
effect forecloses alternatives that would otherwise be
available to the client. The mere possibility of subsequent
harm does not itself require disclosure and consent. The
critical questions are the likelihood that a difference in
interests will eventuate and, if it does, whether it will
materially interfere with the lawyer's independent
professional judgment in considering alternatives or
foreclose courses of action that reasonably should be
pursued on behalf of the client.” (Exhibit 1)

In support, the Petitic;ners would allege that the Attorney General rewrote the
Ballot Title in order to help defeat the measure at the election. |

The Initiative would propose that shelters be placed in every public school in the
State of Oklahoma. This protection would save children’s lives in ﬂ"l& event a school' was
hit by a tornado.

The shelters would be paid for by funding from the Corporate Franchised Tax.

The State Chamber of Commerce has publically worked to eliminate the

Corporate Franchised Tax. (Exhibit 2)
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The leaders of the State Chamber of Commerce and influential members of the
State Chambers of Commetce have contributed thousands of campaign dollars to Scott
Pruitt, the State Attorney General. (Exhibit 3 examples include public utilities, banks and
telecommunications)

It is for this reason that the Attorney General did not make the changes to the title
for “legal correctness” as required by 34 0.5. § 9 D.1

If the court reviews the Petitioners proposed ballot there is nothing “legally
iﬁcorrect” about the title. These changes were made because the Attorney General Scott
Pruitt is politically motivated to assist Hs political motivated (campaign coxﬁributing)
friends at the State Chamber of Commerce. The Attorney General has rewritten the title
to help achieve the goal of eliminating the Corporate Franchised Tax and defeating the
Initiative Petition.

TITLE COMPARISON

The Attorney General éhould carry the burden established that he was required by

law to rewrite the ballot title due to it being legally incorrect under Oklahoma law. -

Petitioners proposed the following measure:

"This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution.
Tt adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could be sold.
Up to Five Hundred Million Dollars ($500,000,000.00) -
could be available. Bond money would be used for school
districts and career technology districts. Bond money
would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State
franchise taxes would repay these bonds. If money from
franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the
General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds. State bond
money could be used by school districts or career
technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local
debt incurred for storm shelters or secure areas. If enough
money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid
for, the balance of franchise tax could be used for grants for
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storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds

are paid off, additional bonds could be sold to keep the

programs funded. Laws would be written for details about

using bond money. State agencies could make rules about

state bond money. These rules would have the effect of

law. The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to allow

state bond money to pay for shelters and secure areas in

schools.”

Upon the Initiative submission, Attorney General Scott Pruitt, gave the following

grounds for rewriting the Ballot Title:
1. It does not explain that under current law franchise tax revenues are paid into the
State’s General Revenue Fund;
2. It does not explain the loss to the State’s General Revenue Fund that would occur
when bonds are issued and franchise tax revenues are used to repay the bond obligations
authorized in the proposal;
3. It fails to explain that if the state franchise tax revenues are not sufficient to pay off
 the bond obligations, there may not be any funds available to pay the bond holders.
4. Tt does not explain that when the franchise tax revenues are not sufficient to pay the
bond obligations, the Legislature is not required to use General Revenue Fund monies to
pay the bond obligations;

5. It fails to explain that the measure creates exceptions to the constitutional

provisions prohibiting gifts of the state monies and the use of the credit of the state.

PETITIONERS WOULD SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING FOR CONSIDERATION
The burden of poof rests with the Attorney General to show that the ballot title as

submitted by the Petitioners in not legally correct. Under the statute the Attorney

General only has the authority to rewrite the language if it is not legally correct. The

5
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ballot title as submitted by the Petitioners is legally correct and the Attorney General
failed to prove otherwise in his untimely objection of September 27, 2013. Petitioners
would submit the following response to the Attorney General’s objection and rewrite:

1. The ballot title as subﬁxiﬁed states that the franchise tax will repay the debt on the
bond. That is legally correct. Where the revenue from'the franchise tax is currently
deposited is irrelevant and has no impact as to the legal correctness of the ballot title as it
does not matter where such revenue is deposited since the petition would direct that the
revenue from the franchise tax be used to repay the bond debt. In fact, nothing
guarantees that the revenue from the franchise tax will still be deposited in the State’s
General Revenue Fund by the time the petition is placed on the ballot. The legislature
could have directed the money elsewhere by such tirne; which could then make any
reference to where the franchise tax is deposited legally incorrect.

2. A political commentary on the “loss to the State’s General Revenue Fund” is
irrelevant as the legal correctness of the ballot title. The petition directs the franchise tax
to pay the bond indebtedness,iand the ballot title as submitted by the Petiﬁoners provides
a correct legal description of such. Again, nothing guarantees that fhe revenue from the
franchise tax will still be deposited in the State’s General Revenue Fund by the time tile
petition is placed on the ballot. The legislature could have directed the money elsewhere
by such time, which could then make any discussion about the “loss to the State’s
General Revenue Fund” legally incorrect. Further the statute prohibits “partiality in its
composition” or the inclusion of “any argument for or against the measure”, therefore any

discussion of the “loss to the State’s General Revenue Fund” would violate the statute.
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3: The measure clearly states the legislature is responsible for ensuring all debts are paid
from the General Revenue Fund, should the franchise tax not be sufficient to pay the debt
service. Therefore, the Attorney’s General claim that “there may not be any funds
available to pay the bond holders” is false so this false statement is irrelevant to the legal
correctness of the ballot title as submitted by the Petitioners.
4. Sentence five of the original ballot title reads “If money from franchise tax was not
enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bdnds.” That is
legally correct. The Attorney General is misleading when he leaves doubt as to whether
the legislature is required to repay the bond obligations since the Petition states that the
legislature is obligated to use monies from the General Revenue Fund if the franchise tax
falls short “in order to ensure the repayment of such obligations.”
5. The ballot title specifically-explains the exception as it states the purpose of the
measure is to amend the Constitution and to issue bonds for the purpose of funding storm
shelters and secure areas in schools. It is legally correct The Attorney’s General point is
irrelevant as this is the reason for the Constitutional amendmg:nt.‘ if the provisions were
currently allowed, then there would be no reason to have sﬁch .a Constitutional
amendment filed.
Additionally, Title 34, § 9(B) of state statute outlines what the ballot ‘title

submitted by the Petitioners shall do:

"B. The parties submitting the measure shall also submit a

suggested ballot title which shall be filed on a separate

sheet of paper and shall not be deemed part of the petition.

The suggested ballot title:

"1. Shall not exceed two hundred (200) words;

"2. Shall explain in basic words, which can be easily found

in dictionaries of general usage, the effect of the
proposition; _
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"3, Shall not contain any words which have a special
meaning for a particular profession or trade not commonly
known to the citizens of this state;

"4, Shall not reflect partiality in its composition or contain
any argument for or against the measure;

"5, Shall contain language which clearly states that a "yes"
vote is a vote in favor of the proposition and a "no" vote is
a vote against the proposition; and

"6. Shall not contain language whereby a “yes” vote is, in
fact, a vote against the proposition and a “no" vote is, in
fact, a vote in favor of the proposition."

‘The Ballot Title submitted by the Petitioners meets all six requirements and the
Attorney General has failed to meet the burden of proof that the ballot titie as submitted
by the Petitioners does not meet the six points nor has he met the burden of proof that the
ballot title as submitted by the Petitioners is legally incoﬁect.

In contrast to the legally correct ballot title submitted by the Petitioners, the

revised ballot title as prepared by the Attorney General violates the statute and is legally

incorrect.

The ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney General states:

"This measure adds Article 10, Section 44 to the Oklahoma
Constitution. The new Section authorizes the issuance of

up to 500 million dollars in State bonds. The bond money

would be used by local school districts and career -
technology districts for storm shelters and campus security.

"The measure does not provide for new State revenues to
pay for the bonds. Under the measure State franchise tax
revenues would no longer go into the General Revenue
Fund, which is the primary fund used to pay for State
Government. Rather, franchise tax revenues would be used
for annual bond payments (principal and interest).

"In any year in which the franchise tax revenues are not
sufficient to make annual payments, the Legislature, at its
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discretion, could use General Revenue Fund monies to
make the bond payment.

"In years in which not all the franchise tax revenues are
needed to make payments, the remaining franchise tax
revenue — with Legislative approval — could be used for
storm shelter grants to individuals and businesses.
"In authorizing these bond and grant programs, the measure
creates exceptions to the Constitution’s prohibitions on
gifts and the use of the State’s credit.”
The Attorney’s General rewritten ballot title violates the law and is legally
incorrect as follows: |
1. The second paragraph reflects partially in its composition, as prohibited by
statute, by making the argument against the measure because no new state revenues are
raised to pay for the bonds. The language further reflects partially in its composition by
suggesting potential harm to thé General Revenue Fund since the franchise tax revenue
would no longer be deposited in that fund. Further nothing guarantees that the revenue
from the franchise tax will still be deposited in the State’s General Revenue Fund by the
time the petition is placed on the ballot. The legislature could have directed the money -
elsewhere by such time, which could then make any discussion about the Generai
Revenue ;Fund legally incorrect.
2. The last paragraph is legally incorrect since passage of the measure am;nds to
Constitution to provide for such. |
The language, as submitted by Take Shelter Oklahoma, in regards to the
Constitutional amendment, reads as follows:

Section 44. A. The State of Oklahoma shall be authorized to issue bonds or other

evidence of indebtedness in order to provide net proceeds equal to Five Hundred Million
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Dollars ($500,000,000.00) for the purpose of acquiring, constructing or improving
facilities to be used for the benefit of any common school district or career technology
district within the state to provide shelter from dangerous weather conditions or to
provide security to the students and employees of the district related to personal safety or
both such purposes and for the purposes described by subsection I and subsection J of
this section.

B. The maximum maturity for any obligation issued pursuant to subsection A of
- this section shall be twenty-five (25) years.

C. The Oklahoma Building Bonds Commission shall issue the obligations
authorized by this section.

D. The Legislature, pursuant to enabling legislation enacted for such purpose,
I'nay define the types of faciﬁties which may be acquired, constructed or improved with
proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to this section in order to provide
shelter from dangerous weather conditions, to provide secure areas and secure procedures
to protect students and empfoyees of common school districts and career technology.
districts from the threat or potential threat of violence or both such pﬁrpéses. |

E. The Legislatuie shall provide by law for the apportionmént of the revenues
currently derived from the levy of the franchise tax imposed for the privilege of'd.oing
business in the state as authorized pursuant to Section 1201 et seq. of Title 68 of the
Oklahoma Statutes, as amended, so that one hundred percent (100%) of such franchise
tax revenue, or so much thereof as may be required on an annual basis, is dedicated for

the repayment of the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section.
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F. The Legislature may provide by law for the use of revenues derived from the
levy of franchise tax which are not required for repayment of obligations issued pursuant
to the provisions of this section in order to provide a grant program for construction of
storm shelters for individuals and business entities. Such program shall be administered
by the Office of Emergency Management or its successor. The use of franchise tax
revenues for storm shelters as authorized by this subsection shall be deemed in
furtherance of a public purpose and shall not be deemed a gift of state tax revenues.

G. If the revenues described by subsection E of this section are insufficient to
repay the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section, the Legislature
may use monies in the General Revenue Fund of the state not otherwise obligated,
committed or appropriated in order to ensure the repayment of such obligations.

H. If any obligations issued ‘pursuant to the provisions of this section are
defeased, within the limit prescribed by subsection A of this section, the principal amount
of such obligation shall become availéble for issuance by the state governmental entity
designated p&l;suant to subséction C of this section if authorized by an act of the
Legislature or authorized by an initiative petition approved in thé ﬁanner required for
laws pursuant to Section 2 of Article V of the Oklahoma Constitution. The act of the
Legislature or the law proposed by initiative petition shall specify the amount 'of. any
additional issuance authorized by this subsection.

1. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds
from the obligations issued pursuant to this section may be used to reduce or eliminate
any debt incurred by a school district or career technology district for the purpose of

acquiring or constructing a storm shelter or secure facility. The debt must have been
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incurred not earlier than May 1, 2013, pursuant to a vote of the eligible voters of the
respective district.

J. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds
from the obligations issued pursuant to this section may be used to reimburse a common
school district or a career technology district for expenditures made from a building fund
created pursuant to Section 10 of Article X of the Oklahoma Constitution, with respect to
a common school district, or for expenditures made from the revenue derived from a
millage levy authorized pursuant to Section' 9B of Article X of the Oklahoma
Constitution, with respect to a career technology district, to the extent the expenditure
was for the purpose of acquiring, constructing or improving a storm shelter or secure
facility. The expenditure for such storm shelter or secure facility must have been
incurred no earlier than May 1, 2013.

K. The obligations authorized pursuant to the provisions of this section may be
issued in series, may be issued in either tax-exempt or taxable status for purposes of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and in such fqrm as required in order to
promote the marketability of such obligations. | |

L. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, aﬁy

" administrative rule adopted by an agency of state government that imposes a condiﬁoﬁ or
requirement upon a common school district or career technology district related to the use
of proceeds from sale of the obligations authorized by this section shall be binding upon
such school district or career technology district.

M. The proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of

this section may be made available to any common school district or any career
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technology district for the purposes authorized by this section and enabling legislation
enacted pursuant to this section notwithstanding any other provision of the Oklahoma
Constitution that would otherwise prohibit or restrict the use of such proceeds or the use
of tax revenue for the repayment of principal, interest, reserves, issuing costs or other
costs related to the sale of the obligations authorized by this section. Any provision of
the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise restrict the issuance of obligations
pursuant to this section, restrict tﬁe use of the proceeds from the sale of such obligations,
restrict the use of tax revenues for repayment of the obligations or in any way restrict the
operation of the provisions of this section shall be deemed to have been amended in order
to remove anyAsuch restrictions.
CONCLUSION

The Ballot Title as well as the entire Initiative is legally correct and sound under
Oklahoma Law. The Attorney General has exceeded his authority by rewriting the
Initiative Ballot Title because it was never “legally incorrect”. It is for this reason that
the proposed language of Take Shelter Oklahoma should be used and not that of the
Attorney General. o

WHEREFORE, Petitioners would request the Petitioner’s short title be restoréd,

the ninety (90) days be extended by law, and the Attorney General be removed from the

case.

Respectfully submitted,

! |
David R. Slane, OBA# 16156
901 NW 12% Street

Oklahoma City, OK 73106
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(405) 319-1800
(405) 319-1802 Facsimile
ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER

/)

| S sy
Richard Morrissette, OBA# 11446
217 N. Harvey, Suite 101

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

(405) 235-7900

ATTORNEY FOR TAKE SHELTER
OKLAHOMA

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on this 6" day of November, 2013 a true and correct copy of
the above and foregoing instrument was mailed postage prepaid or hand delivered to:

Oklahoma Attorney General
Scott Pruitt

313 NE 21* Street
Oklahoma City, OK 73015

Oklahoma Secretary of State
2300 N, Lincoln Blvd.
Room 101 .
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

N
David R. Siane / -
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Oklahoma Rules of Professional Conduct
Chapter 1, App. 3-A

Client-Lawyer Relationship

Rule 1.7. Conflict of Interest: Cument Clients

(a) Except as provided in paragraph (b), a lawyer shall not represent a client if the representation involves a concurrent
conflict of interest. A concurrent conflict of interest exists if:

(1) the representation of one client will be directly adverse to another client; or
(2) there is a significant risk that the representation of one or more clients will be materially limited by the
lawyer's responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third person or by a personal interest of the lawyer.

(b) Notwithstanding the existence of a concurrent conflict of interest under paragraph (a), a lawyer may represent a
client if: : ,

(1) the lawyer reasonably believes that the lawyer will be able to provide competent and diligent representation to
each affected client;

(2) the representation is not prohibited by faw; C

(3) the representation does not inwlve the assertion of a claim by one client against another client represented by
the lawyer in the same litigation or other proceeding before a tribunal; and '
(4) each affected client gives informed consent, confirmed in writing.

Comment

General Principles

[1] Loyalty and independent judgment are essential elements in the lawyer's relationship to.a client. Concurrent conflicts
of interest can arise from the lawyer's responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third person or from the
lawyer's own interests. For specific Rules regarding certain concuirent conflicts of interest, see Rule 1.8. For former
client conflicts of interest, see Rule 1.9. For conflicts of interest involing prospective clients, see Ruie 1.18. For
definitions of "informed consent" and "confirmed in writing," see Rule 1.0(e) and (b).

[2] Resolution of a confiict of interest problem under this Rule requires the lawyer to: 1) clearly identify the client or
clients; 2) determine whether a conflict of interest exists; 3) decide whether the representation may be undertaken
despite the existence of a conflict, i.e., whether the conflict is consentable; and 4) if so, consult with the clients affected
under paragraph (a) and obtain their informed consent, confirmed in writing. The clients affected under paragraph (a)
include both of the clients referred to in paragraph (a)(1) and the one or more clients whose representation might be
materially limited under paragraph (a)(2).
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[3] A conflict of interest may exist before representation is undertaken, in which event the representation must be A
declined, unless the lawyer obtains the informed consent of each client under the conditions of paragraph (b). To ki
determine whether a conflict of interest exists, a lawyer should adopt reasonable procedures appropriate for the size and
type of firm and practice, to determine in both litigation and non-itigation matters the persons and issues inwived.See
also Comment to Rule 5.1. Ignorance caused by a failure to institute such procedures will not excuse a lawyer's
violation of this Rule. As to whether a client-lawyer relationship exists or, having once been established, is continuing,

see Comment to Rule 1.3 and Scope. ‘

[4] If a conflict arises after representation has been undertaken, the lawyer ordinarily must withdraw from the
representation, unless the lawyer has obtained the informed consent of the client under the conditions of paragraph (b).
See Rule 1.16. Where more than one client is involved, whether the lawyer may continue to represent any of the clients -
is determined both by the lawyers ability to comply with duties owed to the former client and by the lawyer’s ability to
represent adequately the remaining client or clients, given the lawyer's duties to the former client. See Rule 1.9. See

also Comments [5] and [29]. .

[5] Unforeseeable developments, such as changes in corporate and other organizational affiliations or the addition or
realignment of parties in litigation, might create conflicts in the midst of a representation, as when a company sued by

"the lawyer on behalf of ane client is bought by another client represented by the lawyer in an unrelated matter.
Depending on the circumstances, the lawyer may have the option to withdraw from one of the representations in order to
awoid the conflict. The lawyer must seek court approval where necessary and take steps to minimize ham to the
clients. See Rule 1.16. The lawyer must continue to protect the confidences of the client from whose representation the
lawyer has withdrawn. See Rule 1.9(c).

ldentifying Conflicts of Interest: Directly Adverse

[6] Loyalty to a current client prohibits undertaking representation directly adverse to that client without that client's
informed consent. Thus, absent consent, a lawyer may not act as an adwocate in one matter against a person the
lawyer represents in some other matter, even when the matters are wholly unrelated. The client as to whom the
representation is directly adverse is likely to feel betrayed, and the resulting damage to the clientdawyer relationship is
likely ta impair the lawyer's ability to represent the client effectively. In addition, the client on whose behalf the adverse
representation is undertaken reasonably may fear that the lawyer will pursue that client's case less effectively out of
deference to the other client, i.e., that the representation may be materially limited by the lawyer's interest in retaining
the current client. Similarly, a directly adverse conflict may arise when a lawyer is required to cross-examine a client
who appears as a witness in a lawsuit involving another client, as when the testimony will be damaging to the client who
is represented in the lawsuit. On the other hand, simultaneous representation in unrelated matters of clients whose
interests are only economically adverse, such as representation of competing economic enterprises in unrelated
 litigation, does not ordinarily constitute a conflict of interest and thus may not require consent of the respective clients.

[7] Directly adverse conflicts can also arise in transactional matters. For example, if a IaWyer is asked to represent the
seller of a business in negotiations with a buyer represented by the lawyer, not in the same transaction but in ancther,
unrelated matter, the lawyer could not undertake the representation without the informed consent of each client.

Identifying Conflicts of Interest: Material Limitation

[8] Even where there is no direct adverseness, a conflict of interest exists if there is a significant risK that a lawyer's
ability to consider, recommend or carry out an appropriate course of action for the client will be materially limited as a
result of the lawyer's other responsibilities or interests. For example, a lawyer asked to represent several individuals
seeking to form a joint venture is likely to be materially limited in the lawyer's ability to recommend or advocate all
possible positions that each might take because of the lawyer's duty of loyalty to the others. The conflict in effect
forecloses alternatives that would otherwise be available to the client. The mere possibility of subsequent harm does not
itself require disclosure and consent. The critical questions are the likelihood that a difference in interests will eventuate
and, if it does, whether it will materially interfere with the lawyer's independent professional judgment in considering
altematives or foreclose courses of action that reasonably should be pursued on behalf of the client.

Lawyer's Responsibilities to Former Clients and Other Third Persons

[9] In addition to conflicts with other current clients, a lawyer's duties of loyalty and independence may be materially
limited by responsibilities to former clients under Rule 1.9 or by the lawyer's responsibilities to other persons, such as
fiduciary duties arising from a lawyer's senice as a trustee, executor or corporate director.

Personal Interest Conflicts
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OF OKLAHOMA

Elimination of Oklahoma Franchise Tax

Janary 2013
Jonathan Buxton, VP Policy Development & Government Affairs (ibuxton(@okstatechamber.com)

Fast Facts
e Corporations pay a tax that is based on the amount of capital invested in Oklahoma
e In 2010, SJR61 placed a2 moratorium on the Franchise Tax until July 1, 2013

e In lieu of Franchise Tax, businesses wete required to pay the Business Activity Tax

Background

The Oklahoma Franchise Tax is a tax that corporations pay based on the amount of capital invested in
Oklahoma; essentially a tax for the right to do business in Oklahoma. Accotding to the Oklahoma Tax
Commission, cotporations are taxed §1.25 for every $1000 they invest in Oklahoma. The Franchise Tax goes
above and beyond the already existing 6% Corporate Tax assessed on business, making Oklahoma a less
attractive place to do business. It especially is hard on small business as often times the cost of compliance is

mote than the amount the state receives in taxes.

The Franchise Tax puts companies that want to ot currently do business in Oklahoma at a huge tax
disadvantage and serves as 2 disincentive for economic development, recruitment, capital investment; and

could lead to companies moving their businesses to competing states.

The Franchise Tax stands out as one of the most uncompetitive taxes the state levies; elimination of this tax
could be one of the best ways to improve the competitiveness of the Oklahoma tax system and enhance
economic growth. Eliminating this tax not only lowers the burden but also simplifies the tax system. That
alone easily makes franchise tax worthy of repeal.

Chamber Policy

Eliminate the Franchise tax.
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Scott Pruitt For Attomey General

COMMITTEE NAME & NUMBER

2014 114038

REPORTING PERIOD:

Page 1 of 1

FROM Apr01,2013 to Ju

SCHEDULE A1. MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS from committees

SCHEDULE A1. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a committee [p
committee, political party committee, or candidate committee] during the reporting period.

Name, Ethlcs Commisslon number, and Principal interest or principal Date accepted Amount of contribution
address of contributor business activity [written instrument only]
McGuirewoods Eederal PAC (513003) iSupport Candidates For Election  ifun 21, 2013 1,000.00
901 East Cary Street
Richmond, VA 23219 ‘
Phillips Murrah PAC (f/k/a Phillips Support Or Oppose Candidates. Jun 17, 2013 1,000.00
McFall PAC) (200009)
Corporate Tower, 101 N Robinson 13th
Fl
OkJahoma City. OK 73102
Chesapeake Oklahoma Pac (210032)  iTo Support Oklahoma State And  Jun 06, 2013 1,000.00
P.o. Box 18496 [ocal Candidates
Oklahoma City, OK 73154
Oklahoma Medical PAC (OMPAC) Support Candidates For Election  Jun 04. 2013 1,000.00
(209016)
PO Box 54520
Oklahoma City. OK 73154
OGE ENERGY CORP EMPLOYEES (This Is A Separate Segregated Jun 04, 2013 1.500.00
PAC (597183) Fund.
PO Box 321
Oklahoma City, OK 73101
AT&T Oklahoma PAC (297312) To Promote And Support State Tun 04, 2013 5,000.00
405 N Broadway Room 1128 Candidates.
Oklahoma City, OK 73102
REFUNDSName, EC number and addressiPrincipal Interest or principal EDate refunded ‘Refunded Reason for
ONLY: of contributor ‘business activity ‘amount refund
(a) Total contributions over $50 in the aggregate (itemized above) during reportmg period 10,500.00
(b) Total contributions of $50 or less in the aggregate during reporting period .00

Number of contributors making contributions of $50 or less 0
(c) TOTAL contributions during reporting period [(a) + (b); enter on line 7, column (a)] 10,500.00

https://www.ok.gov/ethics/crs/c1r/schedule_al/view_sched_al .php

EC FORM C-1R Schedule A1 [Rev.4/12]
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Scott Pruitt For Attorney General

Page 1 of 1

COMMITTEE NAME & NUMBER 2014 114038 REPORTING PERIOD:  FROM Jul01.2013 to St

SCHEDULE A1. MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS from committees

SCHEDULE A1. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a committee [p

committee, political party committee, or candidate committee] during the reporting period.

Name, Ethics Commission number, and Principal interest or principal Date accepted
address of contributor business actlvity

Amount of contribution
[written insttument oniy]

AHS Medical Holdings LLC Good To Support Good Government Sep 30, 2013
Government Fund (505001)

One Burton Hills Boulevard, Suite 250
Nashville, TN 37215

5,000.00

Marathon Oil Company Employees Political Action Sep 30, 2013
PAC (597154) .

PO Box 73000 i
Detroit, MI 48275-2250

5,000.00;

Oklahoma Dental Political Action Support Candidates. Sep 30, 2013
Committee (DENPAC) (297209)
317 NE 13th St -
Oklahoma City. OK 73104

5,000.00;

Okia Bankers Public Affairs Committee Political Action Comtnittee Sep 26, 2013
[OKB PAC] (597182)

643 NE 41st St

Qklahoma City, OK 73103

2,000.00;

OGE ENERGY CORP EMPLOYEES (This Is A Separate Segregated Sep 03, 2013
PAC (597183) Fund. A

PO Box 321

Oklahoma City, OK 73101

5 560,00

Cardinal Health Inc Pac A/k/a Cardinal iTo Support Candidates & Aug 20, 2013
Health Companies Pac (513005) Committees Whose Views Coincide
7000 Cardinal Place With Cardinal Health Inc

Dublin, OH 43017

500.00;

Echostar Corporation And Dish To Support’Oklahoma State Aug 20, 2013
Network Corporation PAC (512003) .Candidates
1110 Vermont Avenue NW, Suite 750
Washington, DC 200035

1,000.00

Heatth Care Service Corporation A Qualified Multicandidate PAC ~ Jul 31,2013
Employees' Political Action Committee
(512009)

300 E. Randolph Strest. Legal '
Department ‘
Chicago. 1L, 60601

1,500.00;

Koch Industries Inc Political Action General Purpose Muiti-candidate  iful 31,2013
Committee (597138) PAC
600 14th Street, NW ; Suite 800
Washington, DC 20003

2,500.00;

REFUNDS Name, EC number and addressiPrincipal Interest or principal Date refunded
ONLY: of contributor ‘business activity -

Refunded ‘Reason for
amount refund

(a) Totai contributions over $50 in the aggregate (itemized above) during reporting period

24,500.00; -

(b) Totai contributions of $50 or less in the aggregate during reporting period

00

Number of contributors making contributions of $50 or less

0

{c) TOTAL contributions during reporting period [(a) * (b); enter on line 7, column (a)]

24.,500.00;

EC FORM C-1R Schedule A1 [Rev.4/12]
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Page 1 of 5

COMMITTEE NAME & NUMBER Scott Pruitt For Attorney General 2014 114038 REPORTING PERIOD: FROM Jul 01,2013 to !

SCHEDULE A. MONETARY CONTRIBUTIONS from persons other than commit

SCHEDULE A. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a person other t!
during the reporting period. In addition to reporting them on schedule B, list loans from persons other than committees.

Name and address of contributor Occupation and employer or ; Date accepted Amount of Nature of
principal business activity (if contribution  icontribution [cash or

no employer) - written instrument]
CURTIS DAVIDSON BANKER Sep 30, 2013 250.00:Written Instrument
205 Stonewall FIRST NATIONAL BANK &
Ardmore, OK 73401 TRUST OF ARDMORE
KEVIN HERN CEO Sep 30, 2013 1,000.00Credit
8630 S. Peoria Ave, FIRSTRIKE, LLC
Tulsa, OK 74132
W. PRESTON BALDWIN PRESIDENT & CEO Sep 30,2013 1,000.00Credit
30 Milbank Ave. CENTERPOINT 360, LLC
Greenwich, CT 06830
BOB KHAJEHNOURI SELF EMPLOYED Sep 30, 2013 2,500.00Credit
14712 DALEA DR. BOB NOURI
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73142
BOB KHAJEHNOURI SELF EMPLOYED Sep 30, 2013 2.500.00Credit
14712 DALEA DR. BOB NOURI
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73142
MARIO MAX FAIRCHILD OWNER Sep 30, 2013 5,000.00:Written Instrument
5800 Country Club Terrace AUTO MAX
Edmond, OK 73003
STEVEN P. HUDIBURG PRESIDENT Sep 30, 2013 5,000.00;Written Instrument
6000 Tinker Diagonal HUDIBURG
Midwest City, OK 73110 INVESTMENTS
DAVID ] COOK PRESIDENT/CEO Sep 26, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
P. O. Box 784 BANK OF LAVERNE
Laverne, OK. 73848
BRUCE T BENBROOK CHAIRMAN Sep 26, 2013 200.00:Written Instrument
P. O. Box 1008 STOCK EXCHANGE BANK
Woodward, OK 73802-1008 )
ANN CAMERON COMMUNITY Sep 26, 2013 200.00Credit
3408 Rena Dawn Ln. VOLUNTEER
Edmond, OK 73013 SELF
NEVYLE R CABLE BANKER Sep 26, 2013 200.00:Written Instrument
16425 Loop 56 FIRST NATIONAL BANK &
Okmulgee, OK 74447 TRUST OF OKMULGEE .
PAUL H. CORNELL PRESIDENT Sep 26, 2013 250.00:Written Instrument
5628 E. 115th St. CITIZENS BANKSHARES : )
Tulsa, OK 74137
GREGG L VANDAVEER PRESIDENT/CEO Sep 26, 2013 250.00iWritten Instrument
12024 Ashbury Ct. SOONER STATE BANK -
Oklahoma City, OK 73170
BILL M ZALOUDEK FARM SUPPLIES Sep 26, 2013 500.00;Written Instrument
P. O. Box 187 SELF EMPLOYED
Kremlin, OK 73753
KEN BASS BANKING Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
P. Q. Box 100 WILBURTON STATE
Wilburton, OK 74578 BANK
ERIC M BOHNE CEO / CHAIRMAN Sep 26, 2013 500.00Written Instrument
'9836 S. 77th E. Ave. SECURITY BANK - TULSA
Tulsa, OK 74133
STEVE MERRILL SVP GATHERING & Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
1812 Highlands Landing PROCESSING
Edmond, OK 73013 OG&E ENERGY CORP.
E. KEITH MITCHELL COO Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
37 Doyle Dr. ENABLE MIDSTREAM
Shawnee, OK 74801-8718
DAVID E RAINBOLT CEO Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
6226 N. Riviera Dr. BANCFIRST
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SCHEDULE A. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a person other t!
during the reporting period. In addition to reporting them on schedule B, list loans from persons other than committees.

QOklahoma City, OK 73112

JOHN LEWIS MASSEY BANKER Sep 26,2013 500.00:Written Instrument
P, 0. Box 130 FIRST UNITED )

Durant, OK 74702-0130

R. M. BEVERAGE PRESIDENT & CEO Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
1908 Qak Valley Terrace OKLAHOMA BANKER'S

Edmond, OK 73025 ASSOCIATION

GREG L MASSEY BANKER Sep 26, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
P. 0. Box 130 FIRST UNITED BANK

Durant, OK 74702

DOUG ALLEN GENERAL COUNSEL Sep 26, 2013 500.00;Written Instrument
P. O. Box 13337 STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Oklahoma City. OK 73113

RICHARD LANG SVP MARKETING & SALESSep 26, 2013 1.000.00Credit

5454 Heyward Square Pl COMCAST CABLE

Marietta, GA 30068

STEVE BURRAGE BANKER Sep 26, 2013 2,500.00:Written Instrument
P. 0. Box 671 FIRSTBANK

Antlers, OK 74523

DAVID BURRAGE PRESIDENT / CEO Sep 26, 2013 2,500.00:Written Instrument
P. 0. Box 960 - FIRSTBANK

Atoka, OK 74525

DAVID G ALBERT VP EXTERNAL AFFAIRS  iSep 09, 2013 250.00:Written Instrument
3169 St. Charles PL SEXAT CORP. : :

Ellicott City, MD 21042

STEVEN D CRALL TAX MANAGER Sep 035, 2013 75.0Written Instrument
19532 Talavera Ln. OG&E ENERGY

Edmond, OK 73012

JERROD E MOSER DIRECTOR CORP. HEALTHiSep 03, 2013 75,0¢Written Instrument
15300 N. Mustang Rd. & SAFETY

Piedmont, OK 73078-9677 OG&E .

ROY (RAE)R RICE [LOBBYIST Sep 03, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
6209 N. Midwest Blvd. OG&E ENERGY CORP.

Edmond, OK 73034

THOMAS M MCCURDY, 11 REGULATORY Sep 03, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
1115 Parkview Circle RELATIONS

Purcell, OK 73080 OG&E :

LEON HOWELL PLANNING ENGINEER Sep 03, 2013 100.00iWritten Instrument
3212 Olde Bridge Rd. OG&E

Mogre, OK 73160 i

KATHLEEN A O'SHEA MANAGER Sep 05, 2013 100.00;Written Instrument
7001 NW 161st St. OG&E ENERGY CORP. '
Edmond, OK 73013 .
ROBERT J BURCH DIRECTOR POWER Sep 05,2013 100.00:Written Instrument
13981 S. Anderson Rd. SUPPLY SERVICES

Arcadia, OK 73007 OG&E

IRBY CLARY MANAGER Sep 05,2013 100.00;Written Tnstrument
1492 Augusta Dr. OG&E

Ada, OK 74820

TAMMY TURNIPSEED ENGINEERING Sep 05, 2013 100.00iWritten Instrument
1708 Chickasha Circle OG&E

Edmond, OK 73013

TERENA BOYER DIRECTOR Sep 03, 2013 100.0¢:Written Instrument
3304 Wauwinet Way OG&E

Norman, OK 73071

DONNIE O. JONES MANAGING DIRECTOR  iSep 05, 2013 100.00;Written Instrument
23220 Running Deer Trl. POWER PLANT :

Edmond, OK 73025 OPERATIONS

OG&E

MERVIN PARKHURST RETIRED Sep 03, 2013 100.00Credit

7500 S. Date PI. RETIRED

Broken Arrow, OK 74011

PETER M DAY DIRECTOR TECH Sep 03, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
2709 SW 135th SERVICES

QOklahoma City. OK 73170 OG&E

BOCSY
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SCHEDULE A. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a person other t|
during the reporting period. In addition to reporting them on schedule B, list loans from persons other than committees.

GENE FRYAR COMM. AFF. MGR. Sep 05, 2013 100.0GWritten Instrument
P. O. Box 129 ARDMORE

Ardmore, OK 73402-0129 OG&E ENERGY CORP,

RONALD GRIFFIN MANAGER Sep 05, 2013 100.00;Written Instrument
6201 NE 113th St. OG&E

Edmond, OK 73013

RANDY LEWIS MANAGEMENT Sep 05,2013 100.00:Written Instrument
16613 Sunny Hollow Rd. OG&E

Edmond, OK 73012

SCOTT MILANOWSKI DIRECTOR Sep 05,2013 100.00:Written Instrument
2713 NE 133rd St. OG&E .

Edmond, OK 73013

MELODY MARTIN ENV. AFFAIRS MANAGER iSep 05, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
15104 Himalaya Ridge OG&E ENERGY CORP. ‘

Edmond. OK 73013 -

PATRICK D. OR JAN F. SHORE ATTORNEY . Sep 05, 2013 100.00GiWritten Instrument
3815 Marked Tree Dr. OG&E

Edmond, OK 73013

BRYAN I SCOTT DIRECTOR, PRICING & Sep 05, 2013 100.00:Written Instrument
301 N. Walker Ave. | OAD RESEARCH :

Oklahoma City, OK 73102 OG&E

ROBERT GOTTSHALL DIRECTOR Sep 05, 2013 100.00Written Instrument
803 Amity Lu. OG&E

El Reno, OK 73036

MARVIN E VAN BEBBER DIRECTOR Sep 03. 2013 125.00:Written Instrument
1702 Windsor P1. OG&E

Oklahoma City, OK 73116

ROBERT KOENIG MANAGEMENT Sep 05, 2013 200.00{Written Instrument
1625 Exeter Ct. OG&E

Oklahoma City, OK 73159

MATT JOHNSON CPA Sep 05, 2013 200.00:Written Instrument
12636 Peppertree Pl 0G&E ENERGY CORP.

Oklahoma City, OK 73142 )

JAMES B SWICKEY | BANKER Sep 05, 2013 200.00;Written Instrument
P. O. Box 54882 'VALLIANCE BANK

Oklahoma City, OK 73154 '

JOHN D RHEA ) ATTORNEY Sep 05, 2013 250.0G:Written Instrument
3900 Hatterly Lane OG&E ENERGY CORP. :

Norman, OK 73072

CRISTINA FERNANDEZ MCQUISTION

VP STRATEGIC PLANNINGSep 05, 2013

300.00:Written Instrument

3900 N. Harvey Parkway & CIO

Oklahoma City, OK 73118 OG&E

JERRY A. PEACE EXECUTIVE Sep 05, 2013 ) 500.00Written Instrument
3820 Old Forest Lane OG&E ENERGY CORP. .

Oklahoma City, OK 73131 :

JEAN CONSTANT LEGER, JR. ENGINEER Sep 05, 2013 500.0G:Written Instrument
2119 Brookhaven Dr. OG&E -

Edmond, OK 73034 :

BRIAN ALFORD CORPORATE Sep 05, 2013 500.00Credit

4804 NW 159th COMMUNICATIONS

Edmond, OK 73013 OG&E ENERGY CORP,

USHA MARIA TURNER ENGINEER Sep 05, 2013 500.00fWritten Instrument
14356 Terrazza Crossing OG&E ENERGY

Edmond. OK 73034

WILLIAM J BULLARD ATTORNEY Sep 05, 2013 500.00iWritten Instrument
1900 Preston PL OG&E ENERGY

Edmond, OK 73013

PHILIP L CRISSUP ENGINEER Sep 05, 2013 500.0¢:Written Instrument
216 W. Meade Dr. OG&E

Yukon, OK 73099

MIKE MATHEWS VP POWER DELIVERY Sep 05, 2013 500.0G:Written Instrument
733 Villa Ave. OG&E

Yukon, OK 73099

PATRICIA D HORN EXECUTIVE Sep 05, 2013 500.00G;Written Instrument

7350 Bayliner Launch

OG&E ENERGY CORP,

N0060
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SCHEDULE A. CONTRIBUTIONS, Give the f_oﬂowing information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a person other t}
during the reporting period. In addition to reporting them on schedule B, list loans from persons other than committees.

Edmond, OK 73013
DONALD R ROWLETT ACCOUNTANT Sep 05,2013 500.00:Written Instrument
2608 W. Country Club Dr. OG&E
Oklahoma City, OK 73116
JOSEPH L. 'LEW' MEIBERGEN PRESIDENT Sep 03, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
1508 Oak Hill Circle JOHNSTON ENTERPRISES

~Enid, OK 73703
MAX J. MYERS ‘TREASURER Sep 03, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
3325 Findhorn Dr. ‘OG&E ENERGY CORP.
Edmond, OK 73034
JESSE B. LANGSTON VICE PRESIDENT Sep 05, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
4401 NE-88th OG&E -
Oklahoma City, OK 73131
SCOTT FORBES ACCOUNTANT Sep 05, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
1109 Outabounds Dr. OG&E ENERGY CORP.
Edmond, OK 73034
KIMBER SHOOP ) ATTORNEY Sep 05, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
10300 Berrywood Dr. OG&E
Oklahoma City, OK 73151
GARY HUNERYAGER VP INTERNAL AUDITS Sep 05,2013 500.00:Written Instrument
4213 Tamarisk Dr. OG&E ENERGY CORP. '
Oklahoma City, OK 73120
PAUL L RENFROW VP PUBLIC AFFAIRS Sep 03, 2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
8901 Oakmont Circle OG&E ENERGY CORP.
Oklahoma City, OK 73131 :
ROBERT SEAN TRAUSCHKE EXECUTIVE Sep 05,2013 ©2,500.00:Written Instrument
11925 Stonemill Rd. OG&E ENERGY CORP.
Oklahoma City, OK 73131-7501
PETER B DELANEY CHAIRMAN, PRESIDENT &:Sep 05, 2013 3,500.00:Written Instrument
6901 Avondale Dr. CEO

_ Oklahoma City, OK 73116 OG&E ENERGY CORP.
ERICA SECHRIST DIRECTOR GOVERNMENT iAug 26, 2013 150.00Credit
2000 Stokes Ln. - AFFAIRS
Nashville, TN 37215 ADVANCE AMERICA
VIRGIL JURGENSMEYER FRESH MUSHROOM ‘Aug 26,2013 250.00Credit
1920 7th Ave. NE FARMER
Miami, OK 74334 J-M FARMS, INC,
LOREN L. MONROE PRINCIPAL Aug 21,2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
1733 Fairview Ave. BGR GOVERNMENT
McLean, VA 22101 . AFFAIRS o
BGR PAC Qualified Committee FEC Aug 21,2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
P. O. Box 14416 PAC ’ :
Washington, DC 20044 .
C. BRUCE LAWRENCE EXECUTIVE Jul 31, 2013 500.00:Written Instrument
18809 Hunter Creek INTEGRIS HEALTH
Edmond, OK 73012
MARC A. TOPAZ. PARTNER Jul 22. 2013 1,000.00:Written Tnstrument
6101 Joshua Rd. KESSLER, TOPAZ,
Fort Washington, PA 19034 METLZER. CHECK. LLP
MICHAEL T BEATTIE PRESIDENT Jul 22, 2013 1,250.00:Written Instrument
153 Janine Way CASH CUE, LLC
West Grove, PA 19390 :
PAGE C FAULK GATTORNEY Jul 18,2013 230.00:Written Instrument
3802 Porter St. NW, Apt. 30 US CHAMBER INSTITUTE
Washington, DC 20016 FOR LEGAL REFORM
JERE M ERVIN EXECUTIVE Jul 09, 2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
1116 Safety Harbor Cove SPD FINANCIAL
0Old Hickory, TN 37138
ROBERT A. GARRETT EXECUTIVE Jul 09, 2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
5201 Kingston Park 6-361 SPD FINANCIAL
Knoxville, TN 37919
S. MARCELLA BUTLER HUMAN RESOURCES Jut 09, 2013 2.500.00:Written Instrument
3817 W. 4th St. THINK FINANCE
Ft. Worth, TX 76107
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SCHEDULE A. CONTRIBUTIONS. Give the following information for the contributions of more than $50 in the aggregate from a person other t}

during the reporting period. In addition to reporting them on scheduie B, list loans from persons other than committees.

WILLIAM STUART OR LINDA OIL, GAS & ENERGY Jul 01, 2013 1,000.00:Written Instrument
MITCHELL PRICE COMPANY
113 E. 22nd St. SELF-EMPLOYED
Tulsa, OK 74114
ROBERT E. HEALY EXECUTIVE Jul 01, 2013 1,250.00{Written Instrument
6709 W. 199th St., Suite 115 MACFARLANE GROUP ’
Overland Park, KS 66209-2013 ’ " .
REFUNDS Nams and address Occupation and employer or  Date refunded Refunded amount Reason for refund  Adjust:
ONLY: of contributor iprincipal business activity (if
receiving refund ino employer)
(a) Totai Contributions over $50 in the aggregate (itemized above) during reporting period 59,675.00
{b) Totai contributions of $50 or less in the aggregate during reporting period - 730.00;
Number of contributors making contributions of $50 or less [# of persons] 16
(c) Less contributlons from lenders also reported on schedule B 00
(d) TOTAL contributions during reporting period [(a) + (b) - {c); enter on line 6, column (a)] 60,405.00

EC FORM C-1R schedule A [REV.4/12)
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

STATE OF OKLAHOMA

CERTIFICATION OF PUBLIC RECORDS

I, Ashley Olmstead, Executive Assistant to Oklahoma Attorney General E. Scott Pruitt, do
hereby certify fhat" the attached documents have been compared with the records on file in the
Attorney General’s Office of which they purport to be a copy, and that the same are full, true and
correct copies of:

1. - A September 19,2013 letter from Assistant Secretary of State
Chris Morris to Attorney General Pruitt,

2. A copy of the Initiative Petition for State Question No. 767,
Initiative Petition No. 397 which was included with the
September 19, 2013 letter to the Attorney General, and

3. Interagency envelope in which documents 1 and 2 were
mailed and received that contains this office’s date stamp,

_indicating that the records were filed in the Attorney
General’s Office on September 20, 2013.

In testimony whereof, I hereby set my hand and affix the seal of the Office of the Oklahoma

State Attorney General.

Done in Oklahoma City, this 19® day of November, 2013.

ASHLEY OLMSTEAD \Q




Mary Fallin
Governor

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

OKILAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE

September 19, 2013 INTERAGENCY MAIL

The Honorable E. Scott Pruitt
Attorney General

313 NE 21st Street

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Dear Attorney General Pruitt:

You are hereby notified that Kathryn Turner, 940 Eastlake Drive, Blanchard, OK 73010,
filed an initiative petition on September 18, 2013, with the Secretary of State. This
petition is designated as State Question Number 767, Initiative Petition Number 397.

Pursuant to 34 O.S., § 8, the signatures for this petition are required to be filed within
ninety (90) days after the filing of the petition or determination of the sufficiency of the
petition by the Supreme Court as provided in this section, whichever is later. The
signature requirement for this petition is 155,216.

The proposed ballot title is hereby submitted to you for review as to legal correctness
pursuant to the provisions of 34 O.S. § 9(D).

If additional information is needed from this office, or if we may be of further assistance,
please contact me.

Sincerely,

Larry V. Parman
Secretary of State

A @—K,uo JNecewa’
Chris Morriss
Assistant Secretary of State

Enclosures: State Question 767
Ballot Title

2300 N. LivcoLy Brvp., Surte 101 + Oxranoma Crry, OK 73105-4897 « (405) 521-3912 » Fax (405) 521-3771



FILED

SEP 18 2013

OKLAHOMA SECRETAE
OF STATE ARY

State Question No. 24 z initiative Petition No. 3 77
WARNING

ITIS A FELONY FOR ANYONE TO SIGN AN INITIATIVE ORREFERENDUM PETITION WITH ANY NAME OTHER THAN HIS OWN, OR
KNOWINGLY TO SIGN HIS NAME MORE THAN ONCE FOR THE MEASURE, OR TO SIGN SUCH PETITION WHEN HIS IS NOT A LEGAL
VOTER.

INITIATIVE PETITION

To the Honorable Mary Fallin, Governor of Oklahoma: We, the undersigned legal voters of the State of Oklahoma, respectfully order
that the following proposed new section to the Oklahoma Constitution shall be submitted to the legal voters of the State of
Oklahoma for their approval or rejection at the regular general election, to be held on the 10th day of November, 2014, (or such
earlier special election as may be called by the Governor) and each for himself says: | have personally signed this petition; }am a
legal voter of the State of Oklahoma; my residence or post office are correctly written after my name. The time for filing this petition
expires ninety days from the 18" day of September, 2013. The question we herewith submit to our fellow voters is:

Shall the following proposed new Section 44 of Article 10 of the Constitution be approved?
BALLOT TITLE

This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. It adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could be sold. Up to Five Hundred
Million Dollars ($500,000,000.00) could be available. Bond money would be used for school districts and career technology districts.
Bond money would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay these bonds. If money from
franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds. State bond money could be
used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local debt incurred for storm shelters or
secure areas. If enough money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid for, the balance of franchise tax could be used
for grants for storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional bonds could be sold to keep the
programs funded. Laws would be written for details about using bond money. State agencies could make rules abeut state bond
money. These rules would have the effect of law. The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to allow state bond money to pay

for sheiters and secure areas in schools.
Shall the following proposed new Article X, Section 44 of the Constitution be approved?
For the proposal - YES
Against the proposal - NO

A “YES” vote is a vote in favor of this measure. A “NQO” vote is a vote against this measure.

Section 44. A. The State of Oklahoma shall be authorized to issue bonds or other evidence of indebtedness in order to’provide net
proceeds equal to Five Hundred Million Doltars {$500,000,000.00) for the purpose of acquiring, constructing or improving facilities to
be used for the benefit of any common school district or career technology district within the state to provide shelter from
dangerous weather conditions or to provide security to the students and employees of the district related to personal safety or both
such purposes and for the purposes described by subsection | and subsection J of this section.

B. The maximum maturity for any abligation issued pursuant to subsection A of this section shall be twenty-five (25) years.
C. The Oklahoma Building Bonds Commission shall issue the obligations authorized by this section.

D. The Legislature, pursuant to enabling legislation enacted for such purpose, may define the types of facilities which may be
acquired, constructed or improved with proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to this section in order to provide
shelter from dangerous weather conditions, to provide secure areas and secure procedures to protect students and employees of
common schoo! districts and career technology districts from the threat or potential threat of violence or both such purposes.

E. The Legislature shall provide by law far the apportionment of the revenues currently derived from the levy of the franchise tax
imposed for the privilege of doing business in the state as authorized pursuant to Section 1201 et seg. of Title 68 of the Okiahoma
Statutes, as amended, so that one hundred percent (100%) of such franchise tax revenue, or so much thereof as may be required on
an annual basis, is dedicated for the repayment of the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section. ’

F. The Legislature may provide by law for the use of revenues derived from the levy of franchise tax which are not required for
repayment of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section in order to provide a grant program for construction of
storm shelters for individuals and business entities. Such program shall be administered by the Office of Emergency Management or
its successor. The use of franchise tax revenues for storm shelters as authorized by this subsection shall be deemed in furtherance

of a public purpose and shall not be deemed a gift of state tax revenues.



G. If the revenues described by subsection E of this section are insufficient to repay the obligations issued pursuant to the provisions
of this section, the Legislature may use monies in the Generai Revenue Fund of the state not otherwise obligated, committed or
appropriated in order to ensure the repayment of such obligations.

H. If any obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section are defeased, within the limit prescribed by subsection A of this
section, the principal amount of such obligation shall become available for issuance by the state governmental entity designated
pursuant to subsection C of this section if authorized by an act of the Legislature or authorized by an initiative petition approved in
the manner required for laws pursuant to Section 2 of Article V of the Oklahoma Constitution. The act of the Legislature or the law
proposed by initiative petition shall specify the amount of any additional issuance authorized by this subsection.

1. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reduce or eliminate any debt incurred by a school district or career technology district for the purpose of acquiring
‘or constructing a storm shelter or secure facility. The debt must have been incurred not earlier than May 1, 2013, pursuant to a vote
of the eligible voters of the respective district. If the debt was incurred prior to May 1, 2013, but not prior to July 1, 2007, the
provisions of this subsection shall authorize the use of the proceeds in order to reduce or eliminate such debt with respect to
construction of the eligible assets which begins on or after May 1, 2013.

J. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legisiature for such purpose, the proceeds from the obligations issued pursuant to this section
may be used to reimburse a common school district or a career technology district for expenditures made from a building fund
created pursuant to Section 10 of Article X of the Oklahoma Constitution, with respect to a common school district, or for
expenditures made from the revenue derived from a millage levy authorized pursuant to Section 9B of Article X of the Oklahoma
Constitution, with respect to a career technology district, to the extent the expenditure was for the purpose of acquiring,
constructing or improving a storm shelter or secure facility. The expenditure for such storm shelter or secure facility must have
been incurred no earlier than May 1, 2013,

K. The obligations authorized pursuant to the provisions of this section may be issued in series, may be issued in either tax-exempt
or taxable status for purposes of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, and in such form as required in order to promate
the marketability of such obligations.

L. Pursuant to laws enacted by the Legislature for such purpose, any administrative rule adopted by an agency of state government
that imposes a condition or requirement upon a common school district or career technology district related to the use of proceeds
from sale of the obligations authorized by this section shall be binding upon such school district or career technology district.

M. The proceeds from the sale of obligations issued pursuant to the provisions of this section may be made available to any
common school district or any career technology district for the purposes authorized by this section and enabiing legisiation enacted
pursuant to this section notwithstanding any other provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise prohibit or restrict
the use of such proceeds or the use of tax revenue for the repayment of principal, interest, reserves, issuing costs or other costs
refated to the sale of the obligations authorized by this section. Any provision of the Oklahoma Constitution that would otherwise
restrict the issuance of obligations pursuant to this section, restrict the use of the proceeds from the sale of such obligations, restrict
the use of tax revenues for repayment of the obligations or in any way restrict the operation of the provisions of this section shall be
deemed to have been amended in order to remove any such restrictions.

Name and Address of Proponents:
Kathryn Turner
940 E. Lake

Blanchard, OK 73010

Mikki Davis
717 Woodbriar

Noble, OK 73068

Jered Davidson
11200 N. Kickapoo Avenue

Shawnee, OK 74804



Signatures

The gist of the proposition is: This measure amends the Oklahoma Constitution. It adds a new Section 44 to Article 10. Bonds could
be sold. Up to Five Hundred Million Dollars ($500,000,000.00) could be available. Bond money would be used for school districts
and career technology districts. Bond money would be used for storm shelters or secure areas. State franchise taxes would repay
these bonds. If money from franchise tax was not enough, the Legislature could use the General Revenue Fund to repay the bonds.
State bond money could be used by school districts or career technology districts to reduce local debt or eliminate local debt
incurred for storm shelters or secure areas. If enough money from franchise tax remains after state bonds are paid for, the balance
of franchise tax could be used for grants for storm shelters for people and businesses. When state bonds are paid off, additional
bonds could be sold to keep the programs funded. Laws would be written for details about using bond money. State agencies could
make rules about state bond money. These rules would have the effect of law. The Oklahoma Constitution is being amended to

allow state bond money to pay for shelters and secure areas in schools.

Signature Printed Name Voting Address City, Zip Code County
01 oK
02 oK
03 OK
04 oK
05 oK
06 oK
07 OK
08 OK
09 OK
10 oK
11 oK
12 oK
13 0K
14 oK
15 OK
16 oK
17 oK
18 oK :
19 oK
20 oK




AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF CKLAHOMA, )
}ss.
COUNTY OF )

1, _, being first duly sworn say:

That | collected the signatures of the persons on the foregoing petition and that:

oL ‘ : 11.
02. 7 12,
03. 13.
04. 14,
05. ' 15.
06. . 16.
07. 4 17.
08. 18.
09. 19.
10. . 20.

each of them signed his or her name thereto in my presence; | believe that each has stated his or her name, address in
which the signer is registered to vote, and that each signer Is a legal voter in the State of Oklahoma.

Circulator’s Signature

Address

City Zip Code

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of , 2013

Notary Public

Address

City Zip Code

My Commission Number is:

My Commission Expires:

(SEAL)
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