
WARRANT FOR STATE ELECTION 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

Middlesex, ss. 

To either of the Constables of the Town of Sudbury: 

GREETING: 

In the name of the Commonwealth you ~re hereby 
warn the inhabitants of said Town who are qualified 
vote 

required to notify and 
to vote in elehtion to 

I I 

at PETER NOYES SCHOOL, SUDBURY, MA 

on TUESDAY, THE SIXTH DAr OF NOVEMBER, 1990 

from 7 a.rn. to 8 p.rn. for the following purpose: 
I 
i 

for 
To cast their votes in the State Election for 

the following offices: I 
the election of candidates 

u. s. SENATOR •••••••••••••••••••••••• I ........ . 
GOVERNOR AND LT. GOVERNOR •••••••••••••••••••• 

For the Commonwealth 
For the Commonw~alth 

ATTORNEY GENERAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• For the Commonwealth 
SECRETARY. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • For the Commonweal th 

I I 
TREASURER •••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• For the Commonwealth 
AUDITOR ••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••.••.••••.•• For the Commonwf alth 
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS •••••••••• 

1 

••••••••• 5th CongressioAfl District 
COUNCILLOR ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 3rd Councillor !District 

I I 

SENATOR IN GENERAL COURT ••.•••••••.•••••••••. Middlesex & Worcester 
Senatorial District 

REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL COURT •••••••••••••• 13th Middlesex 
Representative District 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Northern District 
REGISTER OF DEEDS •••.••••••••••••••• l ........ Middlesex County 
COUNTY TREASURER •••••••••••••••••••• l ........ Middlesex County 
COUNTY COMMISSIONER •••••••••••.••••• ~ •••••••• Middlesex County 

BALLOT QUESTIONS 
(See Page Two for full questions and summaries) 

#1 - ABOLISHING THE STATE CENSUS 
#2 - RESTRICTING USE OF STATE CONSULTANTS 
#3 - CHANGING LAWS CONCERNING STATE TAXES AND FEES 
#4 - CHANGING REQUIREMENTS FOR POLITICAL PARTIES AND CANDIDATES 
#5 - ALLOCATING STATE AID TO CITIES AND TOWNS 
#6 - FREE AND EQUAL BROADCAST TIME FOR CANDIDATES 
#7 - TRANSFERRING MIDDLESEX COUNTY COURTHOUSES TO COMMONWEALTH 

Hereof fail not and make return of this warrant with your doings theron 
at the time and place of said meeting. 

Given under our hands this twenty-second day of October, 1990. 

SELECTMEN OF SUDBURY 

''. .· ·r· . .:' ,.-l 
'<~~.'.!luc/~ ,-:A(~!).._, 

; JudiIJ,h A cop·e. , clfairman .. 
. / J . , 

.. { I !) / . I/' 
/ \. ({.l{.~{ L.rt{..,{:"-k!._LJ, (\ 

~a/Q;,d AAWallace 

~ .. 



-· 

BALLOT QUESTIONS 

I QUESTION 1 I 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION 

* Do you approve of the adoption of an amendment to the con· ~ * 

I stitution summarized below, wl1ich was approved by the General YES I 
Court in joint sessions of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate on December 17. 1987 bya vote of 180to 6, and on June NO * 11, 1990 by a vote of 186 to 6? * 

I SUMMARY I 
The proposed constitutional amendment would repeal the constitutional pro· 

* vision that a state census be taken and used as the basis for determining state * 

I 
representative, senatorial and councillor districts. The proposed constitutional I 
amendment would provide that the federal census shall be the basis for deter· 
mining such districts. 

QUESTION 2 • 1· I LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION I 
* Do you approve of a law summarized below. on w/1ich no vote ~ * 

I was taken by the Senate or House of Representatives before May YES I 
2. 1990? -

NO 
* SUMMARY * 

I The proposed law would place restrictions on the State's use of consultants. I 
It would place various limits on the amount of profit, overhead charges and 
expenses that the State could pay consultants. It would limit the duration of 

* consultant contracts to two years and any extension to one year, and it would * 

I 
limit the degree to which such contracts could be changed to require payments I 
in excess of the original contract. The proposed law would limit to $100,000 
the amount the State could pay on a consultant contract with an individual and 
would require all other consultant contracts in excess of $25.000 to be sought 

*I through competitive bidding. It would prohibit consultants from supervising *I 
State employees, and it would limit the use of consultants as substitutes for 
State employee positions. 

* IQ addition. the proposed law would place limits on the total amount of money * 

I 
State agencies, departments and Authorities could spend on consultants each I 

. year. Subsidiary provisions would also establish a method for these entities to 
gradually come into compliance with the new spending limits and would give 
authority to the State Secretary of Administration and Finance. on request. to 

* permit some spending in excess of the new limits. The proposed law would * 

I also require State agencies. departments and Authorities as well as the Secre· I 
tary of Administration and Finance to submit yearly reports concerning the 
State's consultant contracts to certain legislative committees and to the lnspec-

* tor General. * 

I Finally, the proposed law provides that any of its provisions. if found by a court I 
to be unconstitutional or otherwise unlawful, would be severed from the law 
and the remaining provisions would continue in effect. 

* * 

I QUESTION 3 I 
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION 

* * 

I Do you approve of a law summarized below. 011 wl1ich no vote ~ -E- I 
was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives before YES · 
May 2, 1990? -- -

* NO * 

I 
SUMMARY -- -··- I 

This proposed law would change the state income tax rate. affect language 
contained in certain tax provisions. and regulate the setting of lees by state 1· 

* agencies and authorities. * 

I The proposed law would set the state income tax rate on Part B taxable income 11 
(in general. earned income) at 4.25% for ·1991 and 4.625% for 1992. except 
for income from unemployment compensation . alimony, Massachusetts bank I 

* interest. rental income. pension and annuity income, and IRA/Keogh deduc· * 1 

I 
lions. which would be taxed at 5%. I 

The proposed law also provides that ll1e lee imposed by any state agency 
or authority shall be no more than the lee that was in effect on or before June 

* 30. 1988. The state Secretary of Administration would determine the amount * 
I to be charged for any service. registration. regulation. license. fee, permit or I 

other public function. except for the rates of tuition or fees at state colleges * 
and universities or any fees or charges relative to the administration and oper· I 
ation of the state courts. Any increase or decrease in a lee, or the establish· 
men! of any new fee. would require the approval of the Legislature. Any increase 

* 

in a fee would not apply to persons 65 years of age or older. No state agency * 
or authority could collect any lee which exceeds the administrative costs directly I 
incurred by the state agency or authority to produce and process the applica­
tion for any license or permit . The Secretary ol Administration must report inf or· 
mation concerning fees to tt1e Legislature on an annual basis. * 

The proposed law provides that for tax periods commencing on or after Janu· I 
ary 1, 1991 , language in certain provisions of the Massachusetts general laws 
relating to taxes shall be the same as it was on August 2. 1989, or the effective 
date of the proposed law. whichever language yields less tax revenue. The tax * 
provisions affected include sections relating to the surtax on business income. I 
corporate excise taxes. S corporation taxes. taxes on security corporations, 
taxes on Pan A income (in general. unearned income), bank taxes. excise taxes 
on alcoholic beverages and cigarettes. excise taxes on deeds, estate taxes, pay· 
ments to the Commonwealth relating to horse and dog racing, payments to * 
the Commonwealth relating to boxing and sparring matches. taxes on utility I 
companies. gasoline taxes. taxes on insurance companies. excise taxes on 
motor vehicles. taxes on urban redevelopment corporations, sales tax, use tax, 
room occupancy excise tax. property taxes. and taxes on proceeds from raf. * 
fies and bazaars. I 

The proposed law also contains a provision that ii any sections of the law 
are held to be invalid . all other sections of :he law are to remain in effect. 

* 

; ' 

I ,-.·. QUESTION4 :f· 
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION 

1 
! 

* l * I 

I 
Do you approve of a law summarized below. on 1·1h1ch no vote r--i-·- i I ! 

was taken Ii'; the Senate or House of Representatives before May 1 YES i : i 
2 1990? '---- -1---- . . . I 

* INO I :. 1 

I 
SUMMARY L.__l ._ : I: 

This proposed law would change the state election laws governing the est ab· ' , 
lishment of political parties and the nomination of candidates. ; 

* The proposed law would allow voters to register under a political design a· ! * 

I lion other than "'Independent" and in addition to the two poli tical parties previ· · 1 
ously recognized by law (Republican or Democrat) . ii at least fifty voters request · 
to be permitted to do so. It would allow any group to qualify as a political party i 1 

* under Massachusetts lav1 if at least one percent of the total number of regis tered i * 1 

I 
voters register to vote using that group's political designation . or ii at least three . , '. 
percent of the votes cast at the preceding election for any statewide office were : 1 
cast for a candidate running under that group·s political designation . . ; 

* The proposed law would set the minimum number of signatures needed on : * , 

I 
independent or minor party nomination papers for state office at one·hall of . , , 
one percent (1/2%) of the entire vote cast in the previous state election for gover- ; ' 
nor (as compared to 2% as ol 1989). and would also establish this number : ; 

* of signatures as the upper .limit needed for major party candidates. The pro· ! *: 

I 
posed law would also permit voters to sign the nomination papers of any num· ' 1 1 
ber of candidates for the same office. would require that all blank forms to be 1 

used for nomination papers and initiative and referendum petitions be no more '. ' 
than 81/2 " by 14" in size. and would allow signatures to be collected on exact 1 i "'''"' ""' "''"' i i 

* * ' 
11 I 

I QUESTION 5 :1· 
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITIOM !.: 

* Do you approve of a law summarized below. on wh1ct1 no vote ,- ----,·- - :11 

I 
was taken by the Senate or tl1e House o/ Representauves before : YES : · 
May 2. 1990? ·· --+--- - 1· 

:NO I : . 
* SUMMARY :. __ :._. __ ~ . ' 

I 
This proposed law would regulate the distribution to cities and to·:ms of the 'I! 

II Local Aid Fund . which consists of at least 400/o of the revenue ger.erated oy l ' 
the state income. sales. and corporate taxes. as ·1:ell as the ba:ance of the State ·1·! 

* Lottery Fund. ; : 

I Subject to appropriation by the legislature. the Stale freasurer 1·1ould distribute :1· i 
the Local Aid Fund to cities and towns on a quanerly basis. and each city or . , 
town would receive at least the same amount of local aid 1t received in the prev1· '·· 

* ous fiscal year unless the total Local Aid Fund decreases. ·I· 

I 
I ' 

In fiscal year 1992. ii tliere has been any increase over th~ !1sca1year1989 • 
fund . hall of the increase 1·1ould be distributed in accordance v111h the distribu- ·1 
tion formula used for fiscal yea.r 1989. and hall •:mule! be c1stri bu ted to each i ; 

* city and town m proportion to its population . _. , 

I In each year alter 1992. ii the fund increases. the excess •:.-ould oe distribu ted ·I 
through a formula devised by the state Secretary of Administ ration and Finance. 1

1
·1 

with the advice and consent of tile Local Government Advisory Committee II I ! 
* the fund decreases after t992. each town or city will have ttie amount it receives ' 

I decreased by the same percentage. ·1· · 

··This p"roposed law also requires that the. Treasurer publish an arrnual report : 
about the Local Aid Fund. that the state Auditor publish an annual audit of the ;

1
·. 

* Account. and that the Secretary of Admmistrat1on and Finance issue to each • 

I city and town an estimate of funds it wil l receive from the Local Aid Fund :.i 
' Each city or town would be allowed to bri ng a lawsu it to lorce distnbu: ion l 
* of the account. and would be entitled to a late payment lee 11 distribution is not l.i 

I 
timely. r 

QUESTION 6 11· , 
* THIS QUESTION IS NOT BINDING 1. , 

I Shall radio and television broadcast outlets be required to give i -·- 1-- - ii: 
free and equal time to all certified candidates for nublic office ; YES ; [.' 

* in the commonv1ealth? iNo-i ·---- I' I L ___ _ 1i: 

* QUESTION 7 !·: 

I Shall Middlesex county elect to transfer to the Common·::ealth r · --;-- - · .! 
all right. title and interest held by said count11 in : i YES 1 11' 

* A. The Superior Court House building and land in L01"1eil. :N-O -i-- ~ I : 

I Massachusetts : i 

1
. 

B. The Superior Court House building and land in Cambridge. M~ssacti'Useits I • *I C. The Probate Court/Registry of Deeds building a;id land :n Cambridge. Mass- ii• ' 
i I achusetts occupied by the judicial branch and o•:med by the county? I.! 

-~ 


