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SUDBURY
Pcls. 14, 4,5

ouEsiloil r
LAW PR(IPOSED BY
NtTtATtVE PEftTt0l{

Do you approve of a law summuized below, on which no vote
ylas taken by the Senale or the Houæ of Reptæentalives on or

before lrlay 1,2012?

SUMMARY
This proposed law would prohibit any motor

vehicle manufacturer, starting with model year

2015, from selling or leasing, either dirætly or
through a dealer, a new motor vehicle without

allowing the owner lo have acæs to the same

diagnostic and repair information made available to

the manufacturer's dealers and in-state authorized

repair facilities.
The manufacturer would have to allow the owner,

or the owner's designaled in-state independent

repair facility (one not affiliated with a manufacturer

or its authorized dælers), to obtain diagnostic and

repair information elætronically, on an hourly,

daily, monthly, or yearly subscription basis, for no

more than fair market value and on terms lhat do

not unfairly favor dealers and authorized repair

lacilitiæ.
The manufacturer would have to provide aææs

to the information through a non-proprietary vehi-
cle interfaæ, using a standard applied in federal

emissions-control regulations. Such information

would have to include the same content, and be in

the same form and acæsible in the same manner,

as is provided to the manufacturer's dealers and

authorized repair facil ities.

For vehicles manufactured from 2002 through

model year 2014, the proposed law would require
a manufacturer of motor vehicles sold in

Mæsachusetts lo make available for purchase, by

vehicle owners and in-state independent repair

facilitiæ, the same diagnostic and repair informa-

lion that the manufacturer makes available through

an elætronic system to its dealers and in-state

authorized repair facilities. Manufacturers would
have to make such information available in the

same form and manner, and to the same exlenl, as

they do for dealers and authorized repair facilitiæ.
The information would be available for purchæe on
an hourly, daily, monthly, or yearly subscription
basis, for no more than fair nnrket value and on
terms that do not unfairly favor dealers and author-
ized repair facilitiæ.

For vehicles manufactured from 2002 through
model yær 2014, the proposed law would also
require manufacturers to make awilable lor pur-

chase, by vehicle owners and in-state independent

repair facilities, all diagnostic repair tools, incorpo-
rating the same diagnostic, repair and wirelæs
capabilities as those available to dealers and

authorized repair facilitiæ. Such tools would have

to be made awilable for no more than fair market

wlue and on terms that do not unfairly favor dæl-
ers and authorized repair facilitiæ.

For all yærs covered by the proposed law, the
required diagnostic and repair information would
not include the information necessary to reset a

vehicle immobilizer, an anti-theft deviæ that pre-

vents a vehicle from being started unless the cor-
rect key code is preænt. Such information would

have to be made awilable to dealers, repair facili-
ties, and owners through a separate, secure data

relmse system.

The propoæd law would not require a manufac-

turer to reveal a trade æcret and would not interfere

with any agreement made by a manufacturer,

dealer, or authorized repair facility that is in force
on the effætive date of the propoæd law. Starting
January 1, 2013, the proposed law would prohibit

any agræment that waives or limils a manufac-

turer's complianæ with the propoæd law
Any violation of the proposed law would be

treated as a violation of existing slate consurner
protection and unfair trade-practiæs laws.

A YES V0IFwould enact the proposed law

requiríng motor vehicle manufacturers to allow

vehicle owners and independent repair facilities in
Massachusetts to have acæs to the same vehicle
diagnostic and repair information made awilable to

the manufacturers' Massachusetts dealers and

authorized repair facilities.

A N0 V0ïEwould nnke no change in existing
laws.

YES

NO
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(IUEST¡(¡N 3
TAW PRf¡PÍ¡SED BY INITIATIVE PETITI(IN

Do you approve of a law summarized beloq on which no vote was taken by the_Senate,or thellouse of Repræentalives on or before I'lay 1,2012?

SUMMARY

medical condition and would likely obtain a net benefit from medical use of marijuana.

The propoæd law would allow pãtients to poses up to a 60-day supply of maiijuana for their personal medical use. The state Department.of Public Health (DPH)would dæide

be prohibited from consumingifrai márijuana. Patients and óaregivers would have to register with DPH by submitting the physicianl certification. 
.

20't3,lhere could be nb more than 35 treatment ænters, with at least one but noi more lhan five-ænters in æch county. ln later years, DPH colld modify the number of centers.

for the patient's own use.

DPH bould revoke any registration lor a willful violation of the proposed law. Fraudulent use of a DPH registration could Q Ounished by up to six months,in a house of corrætion

in state prison or by two and one-half years in a house of conætion.

iiuâna; (6) not requirdany accommodátion of the medical use of marijuana in any workplaæ, school bus or grounds, youth center, or corrætional facility; and (7) not require any

accommodalion of smoking marijuana in any public plaæ.

The proposed lawwouldiake eÍfectJanuaiy'1,2013, and statesthat if any of its parts rrvere declared invalid, the other parts would stay in effect.

A YES VflTEwould enact lhe propoæd law eliminating state criminal and civil penaltiæ related to the medical use of marijuana, allowing patients mæting cefiain

conditions to oblain marijuana produced and distributed by new state+egulated ænters or, in specific hardship cases, to grow marijuana for their own use. vEe
A N0 V0ïEwould make no change in existing laws. I Lr¡

NO

t-
III-IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

ÍIUESTION 2
LAW PR()POSED BY IIIITIATIVE PETITIONr 

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote wãs-dlien ¡Í rni gnãþ oifre Housi ú nepies-entat¡ves on or before lulay 1,2012?

I

I

r SUMMARY r

r a wish to die ãnd has made an infoimed decision. The proposed law states that the patient would ingest the medicine in order to cause death in a hunnne and dignified manner. r
The proposed law would require the patient, dirætly or through a person familiar with the patient's manner of communicaling, to orally communicate to a physician on two occa-

_ The patient ri,ould also have to sign a standard form, in the presence of two witnææs, one of whom is not a relative, a beneficiary of the patientb eslate, or an owner, operator, or

- employæ of a health care facility where the patient ræeives treatment or livæ.

minal disease as the cauæ of death.

- 
premiæs of, or while acting as an employæ of or contractor for, the unwilling provider. r

- 
good tâim tnat substantially comply. lt also states that it ihould not be interpreled to lower lhe applicable standard of care for any health care provider. r

- 
- 

A person's decision to máke oi níscind a request could not be restricled by will or contract made on or after January 1 , 2013, and could not be considered in isuing, or ætting

- slale Department of Public Health. The Department would provide public aæess lo statistical data.compiled from the reports.

r The proposed law states that if any of its parts was held invalid, the other parls would stay in effect. r
A YES V|T[would enact the proposed law allowing a physician licenæd in Masachusetts to prescribe medication, at the request of a terminally-ill patient meeting

- æiiaNæn¡itiõns,ió;ñdlhãiiðiíóñiliró. r
r A N0 V0ÏEwould make no change in existing laws. yES O r
r Nocr
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OUESTION 4 -

- 
THIS OUESTI()N lS I'l0T BINDING r

Shall the state senator from this district be instructed to vote in lavor of a resolution calling upon Congress to propose an amendment t0 the U.S. constitutiOn
r affirming that (1)corporations are not entitled to the constitutional rights 0f human beings, and (2) both Congress and the states may place limits 0n political r

contribut¡ons and political spending?r YES Cl¡

I

C-)¡
C-l r

N0 C)r
ouEsTloll S

THIS (lUESTIflN IS I,I(IT BINDING I
Shall the state representatíve from this district be instructed to vote in favor of a resolut¡0n calling upon Congress and the President to: (1) prevent cuts to

Social Security, tr¡tid¡care, Medicaid, and Veterans benef its, or t0 housing, food and unemployment assistance; (2) create and protect jobs by investing. in man- r
ufacturinq, scfrôots, housinq, renewable energy, transportation and otheipublic services; (3) provide new revenues for these purposes and to reduce the long-

term teOrjÍât deficit by ctosin-d corpgrate tax loóþholes, ending offshore taxhavens, and ra¡sing taxes 0n.incomes over $250,000; and (4) redírect military spend- r
ing to these domestic needs-by reducing the niilitary budget, ending the war ¡n Afghanistan and bringing U.S. troops home safely noW? yES C r

NO C-
I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

-
I

I

983


