
( - WARRANT FOR STATE ELECTION 

COMMONWEALm OF MASSACHUSETTS 

Middlesex, ss. 

To either of the Constables of the Town of Sudbury 

GREETING: 

In the name of the Commonwealth you are hereby required to notify and warn the inhabitants 
of said Town who are qualified to vote in the election to vote 

at GENERAL JOHN NIXON SCHOOL, 472 CONCORD ROAD, SUDBURY, MA 

on TUESDAY, THlj: mIRD DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1992 

from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. for the following. purpose: 

To cast their votes in the State Election for the candidates of political parties for the following 
offices: 

ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT 
REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS 
COUNCILLOR 
SENATOR IN GENERAL COURT 

REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL COURT 

COUNTY SHERIFF 
COUNTY COMMISSIONER 

BALLOT QUESTIONS 

For the Commonwealth 
5th Congressional District 
3rd Councillor District 
Middlesex & Worcester 

Senatorial District 
13th Middlesex 

Representative District 
Middlesex County 
Middlesex County 

(See Page Two for full questions and summaries) 

#1 - Tax on Cigarettes and Smokeless Tobacco 
#2 - Public Reporting of Corporate Tax Information 
#3 - Requiring Reduced, Reusable or Recyclable Packaging 
#4 - Tax on Oils and Hazardous Materials 
#5 - Lincoln-Sudbury Regional High Schoo! Debt Exemption 

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

Given under our hands this thirteenth day of October, 1992. 

Lawrence L. Blacker 



QUESTION 1 
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION I QUESTION 3 (continued) 11 QUESTION 4 (conUnucd) !fl 

The excise also muld not apply to oils. 1oxic chemicals, or hazardous sub- 1-. 
Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no votr. ~ Packaging would have to be ei1her reduced in size by at leas I 25% every five II' 

ias taken IJ; the Senate or the House of Representatives before YES *1 years; er designed to be reusable atleasl five times, with al leas1 50% of such ... , stances lhal are possessed by individual~ for personal, non-business purposes: i \ 
Jay 6, 1S92? packaging actually being reused ; or recycled at a 50% rale; 01 composed of or are contained in venicles or vessels inlended 10 be used for normal purposes; 

SUMMARY tlO * ~~~u~; fof~g~;~~~~~~~~!~l~/~~~~~~fsg ~~i~~~e~c1~~ ~i ~~~~~~~l5r~~ I* ~1e1ah:~feid:e~r~a~. a~n~edda~-nt·a~t~e~efnv~c1azarhoun~mJ0enunsstasam11~1;_-~F1~1n° aad nluly~. 1at0h~ephe0x;c~u1dst;e·~~~u01~d~n~o
1

Pt~ai~P~Pi~ly~ li !j 
of 25% (increasing to 35% in 1999 and 50% in 2002). The requiremenls \'IOUld " .... nu 

This ~ropos~d law would eslablish a Haallh Protection Fund lo pay for health I apply to any packaging or comainers used to protecl, store, handle. transport, r I to toxic chemicals or hazardous substances in a manufaclured product the use 111 
rrograms re iating 10 tobacco use. including dislribulion of information about display, or sell producls. I of which requires a spec1f1c shape or design and which does not release toxic I 
obacco use. 10 be financed by a new excise tax on cigareltes and smokeless b d 1 • 
b Th H Ith P I I. F d 'db · These requ1·reme'.ts YIOUld nol be app11·cable to 1amper-res1·s1ant or tamper- su stances un er nonna use. Ii o acco. e ea re ec ion un wouo e used, sub1ect lo appropriation " ' 

ry the stoie Legislature. to supplement exisling funding for lhe following pur- * evidenl seals; packaging for medication or medical devices; packaging merely 1· * Under the proposed law. the excise would ordrnanly be collected from the : '! 

o;es: scncol heallh education programs including information about lhe haz- I being shipped through the state: packaging required by federal or slate heallh 11 first person or business within Massachusetts to come into possession of ,.

1 rds or tobacco use; smoking prevenlion and smo~ing cessalion programs in or safely fa',1~ or regulations; or flexible film packaging necessary 10 prevent I matenals sub1ect to the tax. If that person or business had not paid the excise : 
,e 1•10rY.place and community; tobacco-relaled public service advenising; drug load from spoiJ:ng. I a :a1er possessor could be required to pJ'/ lhe excise and could lhen rec0"1er j· 
ducanon programs; suppon of prenalal and mEternal care at community health * The state Oepanment of Environmental Proleclion could also grant exemp- * a corresponding amount from the first possessor. The proposed law v.:ould pro- II 
enters which provide programs on smoking cessation and information on lhe I lions for packaging th al represents an innovailve approach for which additlonal I v1de credils for ext1ses pJ1d on matenals that become ingredients in lhe I 
armful effects of smoking; and momloring by lhe state Oepanment of Public lime is needed to meet lhe requirements of the law. or packaging made of I manufacture of other matenals sub1ect to the tax. and 1t 11uuld provide credits Ji· I 
leallh of illness and dealh associated w11h tobacco. matenal Iha! cannot be reused or recycled, and cannot be made of recycled I for similar excises or taxes paid to olher states. · I 
The oroposed law 11o•Jld establish a new excise tax of one and one-quarter * malenal , but is being composted at a sigmhcanl rate: or products for which . * Persons possessing more than 25.000 pounds of materials subjecl to the l·J 

ents oer c1qare11e (twen1y-f1ve cents per pack of 20) and twcn1y-f1ve percent ' I lhere is no complying packaging and for which compliance with thi:_ law wou~d I excise 1n any six-month period would be required to obtain a license from lhe ;Ii 
1 lhe wnmesale price or smokeless tobacc~ This excise would be in add111on impose undue hardship (other than incrl!ased cost) on Massachusen, resider.b I Commissioner ol Revenue. The Commissioner could issue regulations estab- [ ; 
J lhe excise already imposed on c1gare11es "nd smokeless tobacco The new I A person applying for an exemption 1"uulo pay a lee to be used. sub1 ectt~ legis· I lishing record·keeping and reporting reouirl!ments for persons possessing such !"; 
xc1se 1'/0u1d be collected by the state Oepanment of Revenue under lhe same lative appropriation, to pay the c_ost of admimstermg the proposed la,, * J ma,lenals. The Commissioner v.uuld coilec: the excise through procedures simi- i i ~ 
rocedc,es that apply to the existing tobacco excise. *I The Department would be requi.red to issue regulailons to carry oul the pre· 

1 
lar to lhose for other state taxes and could issue regulations to implement the i.! 

The proposed la'11 would direct the State Complroller to report annually on posed l;r.v and muld be required to investigate suspected violations. Atter 1ssu- proposed· law. · 'I' 
,e re\'enues and expenditures of lhe Hea!i11 Protection Fund. The proposed ing a warning, the Department could assess adminislrative penallies of up to I j 
1w states thal 11 any of ils provisions were found invalid , lhe other provisions S1CO for each offense and up lo $10.000 for any single shipment or single con· 1 The proposed la'N stales that if any of its provisions were declared invalid. l· i 
muld remain 1n effect. The proposed law would go into elfect on January 1, * tinuing act of non-comoliance. The sta te Altorney General could also file coun * fllll"other provisions would remain in effect. ii 'I 
993. i 2Clions for civil penalties of up to S500 for each offense and up to S25.000 for I , 

any single shipment or continuing act of non-compliance, ar.d could seek a ·1 1·1 
court order requiring compliance. Each non-complying p:ece of packaging QUESTION 5 11 

QUESTION 2 * muld be considered a separate offense or act of non-compliance. ... THIS QUESTION IS · j·I 

LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION I The proposed_ law s1a1es that if any of its provisions were declared invalid. 11 Shall lhe Town of Sudbury be allowed 10 exempt from the pro-~ .1: 
Do you aoprove of a fa·,., summarized below. on which no vote ~ lhe other prov1s1ons v.uuld remain in effect. \ visionsol proposition r110 and one-half. so called . tha amounts YES !.i 

ras taken I!; tile Senate ort/Je Hause of Representatives Defore required 10 pay for lhe Town's apportioned share of the bonds II· 
1ay 6, 1992? * QUESTION 4 * issued by the Lincoln-Sudbury Reg1onai School District in order NO 1 ; 

O I LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION I lo finance coSIS of reconstruclmg, equipping, remodeling and 
11
.1 

SUMMARY making extraordimuy repairs to the regional high schoof? 1 

This pro;iosed law would require certain bar.ks, insurance companies and Do ~:ou approve of a la'Nsummarized below. an which no vote ~ i.1 
ublicly-traded corporations 10 file annual reports wilh the Massachuseus * ivastakenll;theSenateortheHouseofRepresent;;tives before YES I * ·1! 
;ecretary of State listing inrormation from their state :ax returns. including profit. I M;r; 6. 1992? I 955 ;_ 1 
1come. cc,porale income tax due. deductions. exemptions and c;edils. These NO 'i i '· 
!ports muld be made public. This pro•11sion would aoply only to lhose banks, SUMMARY -
1surance companies and publicly-traded corpora1ions required by federal and * This proposed law v10uid impose an excise lax on oil . toxic chemicals. and * I·! 
lher Massachusetts laws to disclose information concerning their federal lax I olher hazardous substances. and would direct that the money raised. along I 'I I 
ayments. wilh lhe fees paid by hazardous wasle transporters and specific revenues under l I 
The_ procosed law would also require lhe annual relea5e by stale olficials of olher state laws. be deposiled in the state Envi ronmental Challenge Fund. Money 

11
. 

detailed analysis of certain 1ax expendilures enacted 01 changed after Janu- in lhe Fund would be used. subject to legislative approprialion . 10 assess and I \ 
ry 1. 1988. Slate law defines a tax expend•lure as an exempl10n. exclusion. *I clean up sites that have been or may be contaminated by oil or hazardous *I 
eductiGn . or credit lhat results in less corporate, sales, or income lax revenue materials, and to carry out and enforce the excise. I 11·1 

Jr lhe stal~ . This analysis 1·10uld be required only for tax expendrtures wilh As of July 1. 1993. lhe excise would apply to persons. businesses. and other I i 1 

n annual revenue impact of S1 .000.000 or more. The analysis would include I entilies possessing 50.000 pounds or more of oil and toxic chemicals coVP.red I 11· ; 
1forma11on on the actual rev;:nue loss. as we ll as the number and proµortion *I I b1• lhe proposed law. Toxic c!1emicals would be covered if classified as toxic ... 

1 
'1 l. 

I taxp_ayers or taxpaying er.t ities benefiling from the tax expend11ure, accord- by lhe federal En1ironmenial Protection Admmislralion (EPA) under federal law. I",' 
1g lo income. profil, receipls or sales. · As of July 1, 1994. substances listed as hazardous by the EPA under federal I I 

law would ;ilso become subject to lhe excise. 
1 

! ; 
QUESTION 3 *I Unti1J

1
une30. 1995, the excisce v10uld be tvlO·teRnths of one cent (S0.002) per *I :1· :_· 

LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION pound. nlateryears. 1hes1a1e ommiss1onerof cvenuev10uldset the exc1sc 
rate at a level, not to exceed 11·10·tenths of one cent per pound. suflicie.nl to I· • 

10 you approve of a law summarized below. on which no vote I yield S35 million annually in t995 dollars. :1 · 
ras ta!:en 11/ the Senate orthe Hause of Representatives before YES ! * The excise would not apply to gasoline or olher special engine I uels. jel fuel * I ' 
fay 6, 1992? 81= I taxed under other stale I ~,.,. numbers 1or2 fuel 011. kerosene. animal or vegela- I ;

1
'1· ; 

NO ble oil. or waste oil classified as hazardous wasle under other state law. Nor 
SUMMARY v.uuld the excise apply 10 o:ls, loxic chemicals. or hazardous subslances merely I; 

This proposed la·.·1 would require all packag1no used in r,1assachusetts on * being shipped lhrough i.tassacnusens. or contained in a consumer product * ii· 
rafter J:.ly 1, 1996 to be reduced in size. reusable. or made of materials that I inlended for re1a1l sale. or present m a m1x1Ure at a concen1rat10n of less than I 
ave been or could be recycled. The proposed 1311 v10uld provide for exemp- I one percenl; or present in hazardous wasle being lransported by a licensed !

1
·I '.··. 

ans for heallh , safely, and olher reasons and 1.,:ould eslabhsh penaities lor ill ha1ardous waste transporter who had paid or will pay a lransoorter fee under 
10lal1cns * stale 1aw. or for which the excise tax has already been paid underttie proposed . ' · 

I 
law and which have r.ot ~een reprocessed or recycled since paymenl of the ... 

1 
1.'1" 

excise 

---·- - ----- (contmucdncxtcolumn) * ---- --- -- (contr~ued nextco/umn) * 1i. 
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