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INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Pursuant to their authority under article IX, section 1 of the Minnesota
Constitution, the majority of the Minnesota House of Representatives (“House™) and the
majority of the Minnesota Senate (“Senate™) (collectively, “Minnesota Legislature” or
“Legislature™) passed the following:

~An act proposing an amendment to the Minnesota Constitution, article VII,
section 1; requiring voters to present photographic identification; providing
photographic identification to voters at no charge; requiring substantially
equivalent verification standards for all voters; allowing provisional
balloting for voters unable to present photographic identification.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF
MINNESOTA:

Section 1. CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PROPOSED.

An amendment to the Minnesota Constitution is proposed to the people. If
the amendment is adopted, article VII, section 1, will read:

Section 1. (a) Every person 18 years of age or more who has been a citizen
of the United States for three months and who has resided in the precinct
for 30 days next preceding an election shall be entitled to vote in that
precinct. The place of voting by one otherwise qualified who has changed
his residence within 30 days preceding the election shall be prescribed by
law. The following persons shall not be entitled or permitted to vote at any
election in this state: A person not meeting the above requirements; a
person who has been convicted of treason or felony, unless restored to civil
rights; a person under guardianship, or a person who is insane or not
mentally competent.

(b) All voters voting in person must present valid government-issued
photographic identification before receiving a ballot. The state must issue
photographic identification at no charge to an eligible voter who does not
have a form of identification meeting the requirements of this section. A
voter unable to present government-issued photographic identification must
be permitted to submit a provisional ballot. A provisional ballot must only
be counted if the voter certifies the provisional ballot in the manner
provided by law. '

(c) All voters, including those not voting in person, must be subject to
substantially equivalent identity and eligibility verification prior to a ballot
being cast or counted.




Sec. 2. SUBMISSION TO VOTERS.

(a) The proposed amendment must be submitted to the people at the 2012
general election. If approved, the amendment is effective July 1, 2013, for
all voting at elections scheduled to be conducted November 5, 2013, and
thereafter. The question submitted must be:

"Shall the Minnesota Constitution be amended to require all voters to
present valid photo identification to vote and to require the state to provide
free identification to eligible voters, effective July 1. 2013?

(b) The title required under Minnesota Statutes. section 204D.15.
subdivision 1, for the question submitted to the people under paragraph (a)
shall be: "Photo Identification Required for Voting."

H.F. No. 2738, ch. 167, §§ 1-2, 87th Leg., Reg. Sess. (Minn. 2012).

The issue before the Court is not whether the proposed “Photo ID Amendment”
should or should not become part of the Minnesota Constitution. The Minnesota
Legislature has the exclusive constitutional authority to place this proposed amendment
on the ballot for the voters’ consideration. This case requires the Court to simply decide
whether the ballot question relating to the proposed amendment constitutes a proper
exercise of the very broad and exclusive discretion vested in the Minnesota Legislature
under the Minnesota Constitution to place proposed constitutional amendments on the
ballot for approval or rejection by Minnesota’s electorate.

Over the years, some 213 constitutional amendments have been presented to

Minnesota voters." A review of these ballot questions and amendments demonstrates that

" A listing and summary of the 213 constitutional amendments and ballot questions
considered since statehood is at available at:
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ballot questions traditionally are not intended to provide voters with a detailed
explanation of all in the so-called “substantive provisions™ of the particular amendment.
Instead, the Minnesota Legislature has typically provided the voters with a single-
sentence description in varying degrees of length and detail. These ballot questions have
traditionally neither been descriptions of each “substantive provision™ nor a substitute for
the actual proposed amendment itself.

The ballot question at issue in this action, which identifies the proposed
amendment, asks Minnesota voters:

Shall the Minnesota Constitution be amended to require all voters to

present valid photo identification to vote and to require the state to provide

free 1dentification to eligible voters, effective July 1, 2013?

Yes

No
In enacting the particular ballot question at issue in these proceedings, the
Minnesota Legisiature properly exercised its exclusive discretion and authority, and
adhered to long-standing tradition, by generally describing the proposed amendment to
ensure that voters can identify the particular amendment when casting their votes either
in favor or against the proposed amendment.
Petitioners erroneously contend that the ballot question “is so fundamentally unfair

and misleading that it evades the constitutional requirement to submit the proposed

constitutional amendment to a popular vote.” (Pet’rs’ Br. 34) Petitioners simply ignore

http:/'www.leg.state.mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx and is included at
Intervenor-Respondent’s Supplemental Appendix at RA 1-16.

-3-




the history and tradition of the 213 ballot questions that have been presented to the
electorate, and instead contend that ballot questions must describe every “substantive”
provision of the amendment—something that traditionally has not been done with respect
to Minnesota ballot questions. Sirrlilarly, this Court has never held fhat the Legislature’s
ballot questions must describe all of the “substantive” terms of the proposed amendment.
Finally, Petitioners urge this Court to do something this Court has never done before: to
direct the Secretary of State not to place a ballot question passed by the Legislature on the
general election ballot.

Petitioners’ arguments should be rejected and the Petitioners’ petition should be
denied in all respects.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Legislature would point out that the “factual™ allegations in the Petition and
the Petitioners’ other submissions” are largely made ub of descriptions of the Secretary of
State’s statements and opinions concerning future events, and as such are not “facts.”
(See, e.g., Pet. 9 26, 27, 32, 33) Additioha]ly, the affidavits submitted by the Petitioners
constitute hearsay and likewise largely contain opinion, conjecture, and speculation

regarding future events—rather than admissible factual evidence. (See, e.g., Herbers Aff.

> The Minnesota Legislature does not concede the allegations as presented by
Petitioners. Pursuant to the Court’s Order dated June 1, 2012, “[a]ny party who contends
there is a genuine issue of fact or facts material to this case” was instructed to so notify
the Court and the other parties by June 8, 2012. (June 1, 2012, Order at § 3) The
Minnesota Legislature did not become a party to this case until June 15, 2012, when this
Court granted its motion to intervene.
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M 9 & 11; Nickence Aff. | 6-7; Ritten Aff. 99 10-11; Ibur Aff. 9 7-9; Doty Aff. 7 13
& 15)

The only relevant and material facts relate to the passage and enactment of the
proposed amendment and ballot question. While the Petitioners’ presentation of
legislative history is parsed and one-sided, it nonetheless evidences the legislative process
properly at work. Indeed, it shows that a variety of viewpoints were presented and
debated, and different options were suggested and considered as parf of the constitutional
- process.

The legislative process leading to passage of the proposed constitutional
amendment was lengthy and complex. On January 26, 2012, a proposed constitutional
amendment to require photographic identification for voters was introduced in the Senate
as Senate File No. 1577. On March 7, 2012, the proposed amendment was introduced in
the House as House File No. 2738. After passage by the House on March 20, the House
File was transmitted to the Senate. The House File was substituted for the Senate file in
the Senate Committee on Rules and Administration on March 21, 2012. After the House
and Senate passed the conference committee report on House File No. 2738 on April 3
and April 4, respectively, the legislative process was completed on April 10 when the
Secretary of State filed the bill.

Between January 26, 2012 and April 10, 2012, the legislation was debated and

amended in the course of three House committee hearings, four Senate committee



hearings, a conference committee hearing, and numerous floor debates.’ In the floor
debates on House File 2738 alone, 14 amendments were offered in the House (House
Journal, March 20, 2012, pages 6761 to 6771) and 15 amendments were offered in the
Senate (Senate Journal, March 23, 2012, pages 4923 to 4938)."

The fact that the proposed amendment and the ballot question were properly
considered, debated, voted on, and passed by the Minnesota Legislature evidences that
the Legislature properly exercised its authority under fhe Minnesota Constitution.

ARGUMENT

I PETITIONERS HAVE FAILED TO ESTABLISH THAT THIS COURT
HAS SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION BASED ON MINNESOTA
STATUTES SECTION 204B.44.

As a threshold matter, the Petitioners have failed to show that the placement of the
photo-identification ballot question on the ballot is a cognizable “error, omission, or
wrongful act” so as to establish subject matter jurisdiction under Minnesota Statutes

section 204B.44.°

3 A summary of the Minnesota Legislature’s actions taken on the amendment is included
in the Minnesota Legislature’s Supplemental Appendix at RA 50-52 and is available at:
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/revisor/pages/search_status/status_detail.php?b=Senate&{=S
F1577&ssn=0&y=2012&1s=87, and
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/revisor/pages/search_status/status detail.php?b=Senate&f=
HF2738&ssn=0&y=2012 (floor amendments includes amendments ruled out of order;
numbers do not include amendments to the amendment).

* See The House Journal for March 20, 2012, is accessible at:
http://www.house.leg.state.mn.us/cco/journals/2011-12/J0320089.pdf; The Senate
Journal for March 23, 2012 is accessible at: http://www.senate.mn/journals/2011-
2012/20120323092.pdf

> Petitioners have pleaded Minn. Stat. § 204B.44 as the sole basis for this Court’s
jurisdiction in this matter. (Pet. at § 10)
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As noted, the proposed amendment and ballot question were properly debated,
voted on, and passed by the Minnesota Legislature under the exclusive authority granted
by Article IX of the Minnesota Constitution. It is certainly not a wrongful act for the
Legislature to properly exercise its constitutional authority and duty. Moreover, the
Minnesota Legislature is not among the enumerated election ofﬁcials listed in Minnesota
Statutes section 204B.44.

Petitioners contend that the Secretary of State’s placement of the photo-
identification ballot question on the November 2012 would constitute a “wrongful act”
under Minnesota Statutes section 204B.44. (Pet’rs’ Br. 19) However, the only action
upon which Petitioners rely to support their contention of a “wrongful act” involves the
action of the Minnesota Legislature—which, by definition is not an action, much less a
“wrongful act,” by any of the election officials itemized in the statute. Schiff v. Griffin,
639 N.W.2d 56, 60 (Minn. Ct. App. 2002) (citing Schroeder v. Johnson, 252 N.W.2d
851, 852 (Minn. 1976), for proposition that Minn. Stat. § 204B.44 only applies to errors
or omissions actually attributable to the election officials enumerated in the statute).

Intervenors-Respondents recognize that, in Breza v. Kiffmeyer, 723 N.W.2d 633
(Minn. 2006), this Court entertained a petition filed pursuant to Minnesota Statutes
section 204B.44 in which the petitioners sought to enjoin the Secretary of State from
proceeding with the general election on a proposed constitutional amendment, based on
the petitioners’ claim that the ballot question on the amendment was “unconstitutionally
misleading.” Id. at 636-37. In Breza, the Court did not expressly address the scope of its
jurisdiction under section 204B.44. In reviewing the briefs that were submitted in Breza,
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it does not appear that the Secretary of State (who was the sole respondent in that
proceeding) challenged or otherwise raised any questions as to the Court’s subject matter
jurisdiction under section 204B.44. After reviewing the question of whether the petition
in Breza may be barred by laches, the Court “chose to address petitioners’ claim on the
merits,” id. at 636, and denied the relief sought by the petitioners. Id. at 637. In light of
the fact that the Court did not expressly address the subject matter jurisdiction question,
and did not grant any relief that the petitioners had sought under the statute, the House
and Senate respectfully submit that Breza does not provide clear authority that the Court
has subject matter jurisdiction under Minnesota Statutes section 204B.44 to grant the
relief sought by Petitioners in the instant proceedings.

For the reasons stated above, this Court should decline to reach the merits of the
Petition because the Petitioners have failed to allege a cognizable error, omission, or
wrongful act under Minnesota Statutes section 204B.44.

II. THE LEGISLATURE HAS THE SOLE AND EXCLUSIVE AUTHORITY

TO SUBMIT CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS FOR RATIFICATION

BY THE VOTERS AND JUDICIAL REVIEW OF BALLOT QUESTIONS
IS VERY NARROW AND HIGHLY DEFERENTIAL.

In the event the Court determines it has subject matter jurisdiction under the
statute, Petitioners have the burden of proof in a ballot challenge under Minnesota
Statutes 204B.44. Weiler v. Ritchie, 788 N.W.2d 879, 882 (Minn. 2010). Specifically,
this Court has recognized that the burden of proof in such a challenge rests with the
petitioners to demonstrate the error the petitioners seek to have corrected. Id. (citing

Lundquist v. Leonard, 652 N.W.2d 33, 36 (Minn. 2002); Olson v. Zuehlke, 652 N.W.2d
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37, 40 (Minn. 2002). Consistent with this precedent, Petitioners bear the burden of proof
in this case. /d.

The Minnesota Constitution vests the Minnesota Legislature with sole and
exclusive authority to submit constitutional amendments for ratification by the voters.
Minn. Const. art. X, § 1 (“A majority of the members elected to each house of the
legislature may propose amendments to this constitution. Proposed amendments shall
be . . . submitted to the people for their approval or rejection at a general election.”). As
part of this authority, the Legislature has exceedingly broad discretion in drafting and
submitting ballot questions on proposed amendments to the people. See State ex rel.
Marr v. Stearns, 72 Minn. 200, 218, 75 N.W. 210, 214 (1898) (“Neither the form nor the
manner of submitting the question of the amendment to the people is prescribed by the
constitution. They are left to the judgment and discretion of the legislature . .. [.]”),
rev’d on other grounds, 179 U.S. 223 (1900).

The Minnesota Legislature is not required to select a ballot question that “is the
best and fairest that could have been framed by a trained lawyer.” Stearns, 72 Minn. at
217, 75 N.W. at 214. This Court has held that it cannot invalidate the Legislature’s
Jjudgment and discretion “in prescribing the form and substance of the [ballot] question to
be submitted, simply because [the Court] may be of the opinion that the question was not
phrased in the best or fairest terms.” State v. Duluth & N.M. Ry. Co., 102 Minn. 26, 112

N.W. 897, 898 (1907). In fact, this Court has never invalidated a ballot question that has



been duly drafted and enacted by the Minnesota Legislature under its exclusive
constitutional authority.°

Petitioners’ contention that the ballot question must identify all “substantive
provisions” of the proposed amendment is simply wrong. (Pet. 99 18-19) There is no
such requirement. Instead, the ballot question need only identify the particular
amendment on the ballot in a way that is not “so unreasonable and misleading as to be a
palpable evasion of the constitutional requirement to submit the law to a popular vote.”
Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214.

The Minnesota Legislature has never been required to draft ballot questions so as
to describe each of the “substantive provisions” of the proposed amendment. In fact,

“there are a large number of important amendments to the Minnesota Constitution which

® The applicable standard of review of ballot questions in Minnesota is far more
deferential to the Legislature’s exercise of its exclusive authority and broad discretion
than the standards applied in the inapposite cases from Missouri and Florida on which
Petitioners rely. (Pet’rs’ Br. at 22 (citing Advisory Op. to Att’y Gen. re: Stop Early
Release of Prisoner, 642 So.2d 724 (Fla. 1994) which is distinguishable from and
inapplicable to the instant case because, inter alia, Minnesota does not have a
constitutional provision similar to the one applied in that case, Minnesota does not allow
voter initiatives to amend the constitution, and Minnesota has vested its legislature with
discretion to determine the appropriate manner to submit proposed constitutional
amendments to the voters) & 28 (citing Aziz v. Mayer, No. 11AC-CC00439, slip. op.
(Mo. Cir. Ct. Cole Co. Mar. 27, 2012) which is a trial court opinion that is distinguishable
from and inapplicable to the instant case because, inter alia, it has no precedential effect
even in Missouri, Minnesota does not have a statute similar to the one applied in that
case, and the Missouri legislature chose to reformulate the official summary statement
rather than seeking review of the trial court’s decision)). Because of the exclusive
authority granted to the Legislature by the Minnesota Constitution, and because of this
Court’s highly deferential standard of review that has remained constant for over 100
years, these non-precedential and inapposite cases Petitioners have cited from other
jurisdictions do not provide any useful guidance and therefore are inapposite.
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were submitted by a ballot question upon‘which there was no suggestion as to the nature
of the amendment. It has never been suggested that such amendments are void.”
Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214.” Given that this Court has held there is no
constitutional requirement for the Minnesota Legislature to describe any of the so-called
“substantive provisions” of a proposed amendment in the ballot question, it necessarily
follows that there is no constitutional requirement to describe all of the substantive
provisions of a proposed amendment in the ballot question.

Since 1898, the Court has held firm to the very narrow scope of review that it set
forth in Stearns. 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214 (holding that challenges to ballot
questions will fail unless petitioners can show that the ballot question is “so unreasonable
and misleading as to be a palpable evasion of the constitutional requirement to submit the
law to a popular vote™). Not surprisingly, due to the high standard set out in Stearns, this
Court has never held a particular ballot question to be “so unreasonable and misleading as
to be a palpable evasion of the constitutional requirement to submit the law to a popular
vote.” See, e.g., Breza, 723 N.W.2d at 636 (Minn. 2006) (reviewing the most recent
challenge to a ballot question and holding that, “[t]he ballot question is this case clearly
does not meet the high standard set out in our precedent for finding a proposed

constitutional amendment to be misleading™).

' For examples of such questions, see infra, Section IV, B. 1.
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IHI. THE BALLOT QUESTION AT ISSUE PROPERLY PROVIDES A
GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT.

The photo-identification ballot question properly describes the general subject of
the proposed amendment on which the people will vote. The ballot question does not
have to describe each “substantive provision” of a proposed amendment. The ballot
question is not intended as a substitute for the amendment itself, or to replace the voter’s
responsibility to inform himself or herself about the proposed amendment before voting
(just as it is the voter’s responsibility to inform himself or herself as to particular
candidates who are on the ballot). The photo-identification ballot question is sufficient
because it plainly describes the general purpose of the amendment.

The arguments made by the Petitioners are largely, if not entirely, their criticisms
of the proposed amendment itself and their predictions of the challenges that may arise
and other issues Petitioners foresee if the amendment is adopted by the voters. As such,
“[Pletitioners’ quarrel 'is not with the wording of the ballot question but with the
substance of the proposed amendment itself.” Breza, 723 N.W.2d at 635-36. These
arguments are controverted and these issues are the subject of divergent views. More
importantly, these same arguments and issues were debated in the House and Senate
When those legislative bodies considered whether to place this proposed amendment
before the voters. Having debated those arguments and issues, the majority of both the
House and the Senate voted in favor of placing the proposed amendment before the

voters.
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The ballot question for this particular proposed amendment was likewise
introduced, debated, revised, and ultimately approved by the House and Senate; and it
constitutes what the majority of legislators in each of those houses of the Legislature
considered to be a fair general description of the proposed amendment.

The proposed amendment provides that “[a]ll voters voting in person must present
valid government-issued photographic identification” and that “[a]ll voters, including
those not voting in person, must be subject to substantially equivalent identity and
eligibility verification. ...” It is therefore fair for the ballot question to generally
describe the proposed amendment as requiring “all voters to present valid photo
identification to vote” because all voters will be required to present “government-issued
photographic identification” or “substantially equivalent identity and eligibility
verification.” The Petitioners’ arguments that these provisions of the amendment could
be described in more detail so as to address the concerns they have raised regarding the
wisdom of the proposed amendment (such as whether there will be different requirements
for absentee voters as compared to in person voters, (Pet’rs’ Br. at 21-24); the potential
meaning of “substantially equivalent” (id. at 24-27); or the different potential issuers of
photo identifications (id. at 28-29)) does not make the ballot question inaccurate in light
of what it is, namely, a general description of the proposed amendment.

Further, the amendment’s procedure for situations when a voter cannot produce
the required identification, but might be able to certify the ballot in a manner permitted
by law, does not change the proposed amendment’s general requirement and overall
purpose for “all voters to present valid photo identification to vote.” Accordingly, the
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Petitioners’ arguments, opinions, and predictions regarding the sorts of potential
challenges a provisional ballot process may involve (Pet’rs’ Br. at 30-32)—as well as the
contrary and divergent views and opinions held by others who do not believe a
provisional ballot process will present the sorts of challenges the Petitioners predict—
does not require that it be described in the ballot question. This procedure only comes
into play when a voter cannot produce the required identification at the time he or she
appears at the polling station. Thus, providing for such a process only serves to
underscore the focal point of the proposed amendment, which is to require voters to
present “government-issued photographic identification” or “substantially equivalent
identity and eligibility verification” in order to cast their ballot. Accordingly, the
proposed amendment’s overall requirement and objective for “all voters to present valid
photo identification to vote” is generally and fairly described in the ballot question.
Finally, the proposed amendment also provides “[tlhe state must issue
photographic identification at no charge to an eligible voter who does not have a form of
identification meeting the requirements” of the amendment. It is fair for the ballot
question to generally describe the proposed amendment as requiring “the state to provide
free identification to eligible voters.” Again, arguments that this provision of the
amendment could be described and discussed in more detail—including arguments
regarding alleged differences between the phrases “no charge” and “free” (AARP
Amicus Br. at 5-6)—does not render the general description of that provision of the

amendment in the ballot question inaccurate.
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~ It is important to note that the Minnesota Legislature does not treat—and
traditionally never has treated—the ballot question as the source by which the voters will
inform themselves as to the substance of the proposed amendments that are placed on the
ballot for their consideration. The Legislature has never intended or expected that the
ballot question would be a substitute for encouraging voters to actually read and analyze
the proposed amendments for themselves. Indeed, rather than using the ballot questions
to provide a detailed description of the proposed amendments, the Legislature instead
requires that, at least four months before the election, the Attorney General shall furnish
to the Secretary of State “a statement of the purpose and effect of all amendments
proposed, showing clearly the form of the existing sections and how they will read if
amended.” Minn. Stat. § 3.21. The statement required from the Attorney General is
intended to be a careful analysis and presentation of the proposed amendments. See, e.g.,
id. (“If a section to which an amendment is proposed exceeds 150 words in length, the
statement shall show the part of the section in which a change is proposed, both its
existing form and as it will read when amended, together with the portions of the context
that the attorney generai deems necessary to understand the amendment.”).

The Minnesota Legislature properly followed the constitutional framework of
drafting the ballot question, debating it, and duly voting to present it to the people. The
ballot question properly describes the general purpose of the proposed amendment.
~ Petitioners are simply arguing that, from their perspectives, the ballot question could have
been phrased in better or fairer terms. But this Court has held that is not sufficient to

establish a ballot question is unreasonable or misleading, let alone enough to prove that it
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‘is “so unreasonable and misleading as to be a palpable evasion of the constitutional
requirement to submit the law to a popular vote.” Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at
214. Therefore, the Petitioners’ petition should be denied.

IV. THE PHOTO-IDENTIFICATION BALLOT QUESTION CONFORMS

WITH THE MINNESOTA LEGISLATURE’S TRADITIONAL EXERCISE
OF ITS CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY.

Petitioners assert that the ballot question is unconstitutional and “misleading”
because, in their view, it does not accurately and completely describe each of the
“substantive provisions” of the proposed constitutional amendment. Specifically,
Petitioners characterize the proposed amendment as having “four substantive provisions.”
Petitioners then argue that, because the ballot question does not enumerate each of the
four “substantive provisions” that Petitioners have parsed out from the proposed
amendment, the ballot question is unconstitutionally misleading. (Pet. at 6-7)
Petitioners’ position is squarely at odds with (1) the constitutional mandate that the
Legislature has the exclusive authority to decide the form and manner of ballot questions,
(2) this Court’s decisions that the Legislauﬂe’s authority may only be challenged where
the ballot question is “so unreasonable and misleading as to be a palpable evasion of the
constitutional requirement to submit the law to a popular vote” Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218,
75 N.W. at 214, and (3) the traditional form and manner in which the Legislature has
presented ballot questions to Minnesota voters on some 213 occasions from 1858 through

the present.
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A.  The Legislature has not Traditionally Attempted to Describe All of the
“Substantive Provisions” of the Proposed Amendment in the Ballot
Question.

Petitioners’ contention that the ballot question is required to accurately and
completely describe all of the “substantive provisions” of a proposed amendment fails for
several separate and independent reasons. First, there is no law to support their
proposition. On the contrary, as noted, this Court has recognized that there has never
been any requirement that the ballot question contain any “suggestion as to the nature of
the amendment.” Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214.

Second, the Minnesota Legislature has traditionally exercised its authority in
presenting short one-sentence ballot questions for even the most complex proposed
amendments.® This traditional practice of providing the voters with a one-sentence ballot
question demonstrates that the ballot question is intended to be a brief, general
description of the amendment rather than a comprehensive listing of all of its aﬂeged
“substantive provisions.”

Third, even if there was such a requirement for the Minnesota Legislature to parse
out and identify each “substantive provision” of a proposed amendment—which there is
not—the characterization of the “substantive” provisions of a proposed amendment is
inherently subjective. Accordingly, such an analysis is for the Minnesota Legislature to

engage in when it formulates the ballot question. Likewise, the voters shall reach their

8 As noted, supra, all 213 ballot questions are included at RA 1-16 and are available
with links to the full text of the corresponding proposed amendment at:
http.//www.leg.state. mn.us/lrl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx.
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own conclusions as to what they consider to be the “substantive provisions” when they
make up their minds on whether to vote in favor or against the proposed amendment.
There is no place for the Court to impose its judgment as to what the “substantive
provisions” of a proposed amendment are, or to substitute its judgment as to whether a
ballot question captures all such “substantive provisions.”

Fourth, there are good and sufficient reasons why the ballot question should not be
required to provide a detailed description of all of the so-called “substantive provisions”
of the proposed amendment: so the voter will inform himself or herself of the proposed
amendment. As the Petitioners agree, “voters have the right to know what they are
voting on” (Pet’rs’ Br. at 20), and therefore voters should educate themselves on the
proposed amendment. The ballot question is not intended to serve as, nor should it be, a
substitute for the proposed amendment itself.

In short, there is no requirement that the Minnesota Legislature provides voters
with a “CliffsNotes” summary of the proposed amendment in the ballot question. The
Minnesota Legislature need only do what it has done in this case—and what it has done
more than 200 times over the past 154 years—which is to provide the voters with a short
description so they know which amendment they are voting on.

B. The Legislature has Traditionally Exercised Broad Discretion in the

Manner it has Formulated Past Ballot Questions for Submission to
Voters. '

The form and manner in which the Legislature has traditionally presented ballot
questions to Minnesota voters is instructive. Traditionally, the Legislature has exercised

its very broad authority and discretion by formulating these ballot questions in varying
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ways. As will be discussed below, there have been instances where the Legislature
simply identified the article and section of the state constitution that the proposal, if
approved, would amend. On the other hand, there were a few instances when the
Legislature actually included the text of the proposed amendment itself in the ballot
question. See, e.g., H.F. 235, ch. 427, §§ 1-2, 1925 Minn. Laws 773-74 (RA 42-43).
There were also some instances in which the Legislature framed the ballot questions in a
somewhat rhetorical manner, such as a proposed amendment “for the protection of rights
of working men and women,” see, e.g., H.F. 45, ch. 2, §§ 1-4, 1887 Minn. Laws 4-5 (RA
35-36); and adding to the constitution “a new section in relation to freedom of markets.”
See, e.g., HF.2, ch. 1, §§ 14, 1887 Minn. Laws, 3—4 (RA 33-34). Such illustrations
demonstrate that the Legislature has traditionally exercised very broad discretion in the
phrasing of these ballot questions—commensurate with its exclusive authority under the
Minnesota Constitution to do so—notwithstanding the relative complexity of the
proposed amendments or the controversial nature of the “substantive provisions”
contained therein. The following examples show that the traditional purpose of ballot
questions has been to simply identify the general subject matter or topic involved in the
proposed amendment, and not to attempt to describe every “substantive provision” or
change made by the amendment.

1. Ballot questions which did not indicate the nature of the
proposed amendment.

Historically, an accepted practice for the Minnesota Legislature has been to

propose ballot questions to the voters without any suggestion or summary of the
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amendment. Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214 (*. . . there are a large number of
important amendments to the constitution which were submitted by a ballot upon which
there was no suggestion as to the nature of the amendment. It has never been suggested
that such amendments are void. The act in question was properly submitted to the
people.”) Indeed, of the 213 proposed ballot questions in Minnesota’s history, at least 42
of the questions have contained either no suggestion as to the nature of the amendment,
or such limited detail that one would not know what changes the proposed amendment
would make by simply viewing the ballot question.

One example is the 1876 ballot question for the amendment that granted the
governor line-item veto power. Specifically, the amendment added the following
provision to Section 11 of Article 4 of the Constitution:

If any bill presented to the governor contain several items of appropriation

of money, he may object to one or more such items, while approving of the

other portion of the bill. In such case, he shall append to the bill at the time

of signing it, a statement of the items to which he objects, and the

appropriation so objected to shall not take effect. If the legislature be in

session, he shall transmit to the house in which the bill originated a copy of

such statement, and the items objected to shall be separately re-considered.

If, on re-consideration, one or more of such items be approved by two-

thirds of the members elected to each house, the same shall be a part of the

law, notwithstanding the objections of the governor. All the provisions of

this section, in relation to bills not approved by the governor, shall apply in

cases in which he shall withhold his approval from any item or items

contained in a bill appropriating money.

Ch. 1, General Laws of 1876, § 1 (RA 29-30). This detailed amendment—which the

Petitioners could likely parse into a number of “substantive provisions”—was presented

to the voters with the following question appearing on the ballot: “Amendment to section
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eleven, article four of the constitution, ‘yes;”” ... and “Amendment to section eleven,
article four of the constitution, ‘no.”””’

A simple survey of these past ballot questions that properly presented the proposed
amendments to the people, even though the questions contained no suggestion as to the
nature of the proposed amendments—Ilet alone a full description of all “substantive

provisions” of the proposed amendments—renders Petitioners’ argument moot.

2. 1871 ballot question to authorize state loan for asylum buildings.

Certain ballot questions have provided more detail, but still have not endeavored
to set forth all of the “substantive provisions” of the proposed amendment. For example,

i 1871, the Legislature proposed an amendment to Article9 of the Minnesota

® These types of ballot questions have been commonly used and approved in
Minnesota’s history including, inter alia, in 1858, an amendment to establish state
government, with the ballot question, “For amendment to Section 7 Article 5” or
“Against amendment to Section 7 Article 5” (RA 17-18); in 1865 and 1868 with
amendments to “authorize Negroes to vote” presented with the ballot question in 1865 as
“For amendment to section one, article seven” or “Against amendment to section one,
article seven,” and presented in 1868 with the ballot question, “Amendment to section
one, article seven of the constitution, Yes . . . No” (voters rejected the amendment in
1865, but approved it in 1868) (RA 19-23); in 1869, an amendment to abolish Manomin
County, presented with the ballot question, “Amendment to Article XI of the
Constitution—Yes . . . No” (RA 24); in 1875 for the amendment to prescribe the manner
in which school funds could be invested, presented with the ballot question, “Amendment
to article seven (7) of the constitution, yes . . . no” (RA 27-28); in 1876, an amendment to
authorize district court judges to sit on the Minnesota Supreme Court when justices were
disqualified, presented with the ballot question, “Amendment to section 3, article 6, of
the constitution, relating to the Supreme Court, Yes . . . No” (RA 31-32); in 1883 for the
amendment to make terms of justices of the supreme court six instead of seven years,
presented with the ballot question, “Amendment to article seven of the constitution—Yes
... No” (RA 37-39); and in 1920 for the amendment to authorize state income tax and to
change provisions on tax-exempt property with the ballot question, “Amendment of
article 9 of the constitution, relating to taxation, to take the place of section one. Yes. ..
No.” (RA 40-41.)
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Constitution “authorizing an increase in the public debt for certain special purposes.”
Ch. XIX, General Laws of 1871, §§ 1-3 (RA 25-26). The amendment provided in full:
Sec. 14. For the purpose of erecting buildings for a hospital for insane,
deaf, dumb and blind asylum, and state prison, the legislature may, by law,
increase the public debt of state to an amount not exceeding two hundred
and fifty thousand dollars in addition to the public debt already heretofore
authorized, and for that purpose may provide by law for issuing and
negotiating the bonds of the state, and appropriate the money only for the
purposes aforesaid, which bonds shall be payable in not less than ten nor
more than thirty years from the date of the same at the option of the state.
This proposed amendment was presented to Minnesota voters with the following

ballot question:

In favor of borrowing money for the erection of public buildings—Y'es.
In favor of borrowing money for the erection of public buildings—No.

Id. This ballot question plainly did not explain all of what might be characterized as
“substantive provisions” or changes that the proposed amendment would have on the
Minnesota Constitution. First, it did not explain that “public buildings” includedronly “a
hospital for insane, deaf, dumb, and blind asylum, and state prison.” Second, it did not
explain that it would “increase the public debt” in an amount not exceeding $250,000
over the already existing public debt. Third, it did not explain that to finance the
buildings, the Legislature could issue and negotiate bonds. Fourth, it did not explain that
the bonds must be paid “in not less than ten nor more than thirty years from the date of

the same at the option of the state.”"

19 Notably, the 1871 proposal failed to secure adoption by the voters. Thereafter, a
nearly identical amendment was proposed on the 1872 ballot with the ballot question
phrased as: “In favor of borrowing money for the erection and completion of the asylums
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But even though the ballot question did not describe all “substantive provisions”
or aspects of the proposed amendment, there was no suggestion that the ballot question
was so unreasonable or misleading so as to be a palpable evasion of the constitutional
requirement to submit the amendment to a popular vote. The ballot question was not
misleading because it properly identified the general purpose of the proposed amendment
to the electorate.

3. 1956 ballot question to permit the legislature to reorganize the
judicial power of the state.

In 1955, the Legislature proposed an amendment to Article VI of the Minnesota
Constitution “providing for the exercise of the judicial power of the state.” H.F. 954, ch.
881, §§ 1-2, 1955 Minn. Laws 1550-1553. The amendment contained 12 sections, some
of which had subparts, and provided for comprehensive rules regarding the judiciary in
~ Minnesota including the séope and jurisdiction of certain courts, the number of justices
and composition of the Supreme Court, the number and boundaries of judicial districts,
the role and selection of district court clerks, the original jurisdiction of district courts
over civil and criminal cases, the terms of ofﬁcé and election of judges, restrictions on
Judges from holding other offices, the governor’s authority to appoint judges to vacant
positions, and the ability of retired judges to be assigned and hear certain cases, to name a

few. (RA 44-47)

for the insane, and deaf, dumb and blind, and state prison, yes . . . no.”  While generally
more descriptive, the ballot question still contained no information about the increasing
public debt, financing, bonds, and the repayment period of the amendment. This time,
the amendment was approved by Minnesota voters.
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This sweeping amendment was presented to Minnesota voters with the following
ballot question:

Shall Article VI of the Constitution of the State of Minnesota relating to the
judicial power of the state be amended to organize, establish, conduct, and
operate the judicial power of the State of Minnesota in accordance with the
provisions of the amendment printed and published in Laws 1955, Chapter
[881]?

Yes
No

H.F. 954, ch. 881, § 2, 1955 Minn. Laws 1553. Thus, for example, this ballot question
did not specifically describe that: “The supreme court shall consist of one chief judge and
not less than six nor more than eight associate judges, as the legislature may establish,”
id. at 1550 (Art. VI, Sec. 2); “[t]he term of office of all judges shall be six years and until
their successors are qualified[,]” id. at 1551 (Art. VI, Sec. 8); or “[t]he legislature may
provide by law for retirement of all judges . . . and for the removal of any judge who is
incapacitated while in office.” Id. at 1552 (Art. VI, § 10) Instead, following the well-
established tradition of ballot questions, this particular ballot question simply identified
for Minnesota voters the general purpoSe of the proposed amendment on which they were
voting.

4, 2008 ballot question to protect natural resources and preserve

Minnesota’s arts and cultural heritage by increasing the sales
and use tax rate.

Most recently, the Legislature proposed an amendment to increase sales and use
taxes in Minnesota and to apply certain percentages of the increased tax revenue to

preserve and protect various natural resources, wildlife, cultural heritage, and arts. H.F.
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2285, ch. 151, §§ 1-2 (RA 48-49). Specifically, the Legislature proposed that an entirely
new section be added to the constitution as Section 15 of Article XI. The amendment
proposed to increase the sales and use tax rate by three-eighths of one percent under the
general state sales and use tax law. Id. The proposed amendment also set forth a specific
percent allocation of the funds generated by the additional taxes with:

1. 33% to the “outdoor heritage fund” that could “be spent only to protect, and

enhance, wetlands, prairies, forests, and habitat for fish game and wildlife”;
and

2. 33% to the “clean water fund” that could “be spent only to protect, enhance,
and restore water quality in lakes, rivers, and streams
and to protect groundwater from degradation, and at least five percent of
the clean water fund must be spent only to protect drinking water sources;”
and

3. 14.25% to the “parks and trails fund” that could “be spent only to
support parks and trails of regional or statewide significance”; and

4. 19.75% to the “arts and cultural heritage fund” that could “be spent only for
arts, arts education, and arts access and to preserve Minnesota's history and
cultural heritage.

Moreover, the amendment itself created in the state treasury “an outdoor heritage fund; a
parks and trails fund; a clean water fund and a sustainable drinking water account; and an
arts and cultural heritage fund,” where such funds had not previously existed. Finally, the
amendment specified that “land acquired by fee with money deposited in the outdoor
heritage fund ... must be open to the public taking of fish and game during the open
season unless otherwise provided by law.” Id.

Despite all these changes that the proposed amendment contained, the ballot

question was relatively simple:
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Shall the Minnesota Constitution be amended to dedicate funding to protect
our drinking water sources; to protect, enhance, and restore our wetlands,
prairies, forests, and fish, game, and wildlife habitat; to preserve our arts
and cultural heritage; to support our parks and trails; and to protect,
enhance, and restore our lakes, rivers, streams, and groundwater by
increasing the sales and use tax rate beginning July 1, 2009, by three-
eighths of one percent on taxable sales until the year 2034?

1d.

Although more detailed than the 1871 ballot question, supra, the ballot question
did not inform voters that the amendment would create certain funds in the state treasury;
it did not tell voters the percentage allocated to different causes under the amendment;
and it did not tell voters that certain land acquired must be open to hunting and fishing
during the open season; and it did not tell voters that the dedicated moneys must
“supplement” traditional funding sources. These were all arguably “substantive”
provisions of the proposed amendment according to the “substantive provision” standard
the Petitioners are advocating for the Court to adopt. Thus, following the Petitioners’
reasoning, the 2008 ballot question must have been “fundamentally unfair and
misleading.” But, of course, it was not. Rather, the 2008 ballot question was entirely

consistent with past practice and Article IX of the Minnesota Constitution, and was not
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“so unreasonable and misleading as to be a palpable evasion of the constitutional
requirement to submit the law to a popular vote.”"!

C. Past Ballot Questions and Standards Developed in Case Law show that
this Ballot Question is not Constitutionally Deficient.

Petitioners’ arguments simply ignore well-established Minnesota law, over
150 years of tradition, and more than 200 previous ballot questions that have been put
before Minnesota voters. This Court has held that a ballot question is constitutional
where “the ‘clear and essential purpose’ of the proposed amendment [is] ‘fairly expressed
in the question submitted.”” Breza, 723 N.W.2d at 636 (quoting State v. Duluth & N.M.
Ry. Co., 102 Minn. 26, 30, 112 N.W. 897, 898 (1907)).

Based on this Court’s prior holdings and 213 ballot questions previously submitted
the people, a ballot question is not “so unreasonable and misleading as to be a palpable

evasion of the constitutional requirement to submit the law to a popular vote,” and the

' Petitioners’ arguments suggest that many of the simple ballot questions used to
submit prior constitutional amendments to the voters were constitutionally deficient,
because by Petitioners’ standards they failed to give voters notice of important
substantive features of the proposed amendments. Taken to their logical conclusion,
Petitioners’ arguments suggest that some of these amendments were not properly
approved, because the submission process (under the Stearns standard) evaded the
constitutional requirement to submit them to the voters. The challenges in both the
Stearns and Duluth & N.M. Ry. Co. cases were made after the voters have approved the
laws. Had the challengers prevailed, the laws would have been invalidated. If Petitioners
are correct—which they are not—this could call into question the validity of longstanding
amendments to the constitution. This is obviously not what the Court intended in
- formulating the standard in Stearns. Accepting Petitioners’ arguments would undercut
the clarity and certainty of the constitutional amendment process that the Court has
fostered under Stearns and its progeny by granting wide latitude to the Legislature to
formulate ballot questions. To backtrack on that over century long rule, as advocated by
Petitioners, could have very troubling implications, which the Court should approach
with great caution.
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clear and essential purpose of the proposed amendment has been fairly expressed even
when a ballot question: (a) contains unnecéssary language, Breza, 723 N.W.2d at 636;
(b) could have been drafted in a more lawyer-like manner, Stearns, 72 Minn. at 217,
75 N.W. at 214; (c) is not phrased in the best or fairest terms, Duluth, 102 Minn. at 30,
112 N.W. at 898; (d) does not describe any of the “substantive provisions” of the
amendment, Stearns, 72 Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214; (e) does not contain a detailed
description of all elements or substantive provisions contained within the amendment, see
RA 25-26 (Ch. XIX, General Laws of 1871, §§ 1-3, the 1871 ballot question to authorize
state loans for asylum buildings); RA 44-47 (H.F. 954, ch. 881, §§ 1-2, the 1956 ballot
question to reorganize the judicial power of the state); RA 48-49 (HF 2285, ch. 151, §§
1-2, the ballot question regarding sales and use taxes for natural resources); (f) contains
language that could be misinterpreted by some voters, Breza, 723 N.W.2d at 636; or
(g) when “there was no suggestion as to the nature of the amendment.” Stearns, 72
Minn. at 218, 75 N.W. at 214.

The standards that Petitioners urge this Court to adopt are entirely inconsistent
with past practice in Minnesota, and ‘granting the Petitioners’ petition would require
overturning precedent that has been consistently followed since 1898, ignoring traditions
that predate those decisions, and improperly invading the exclusive province of the

Legislature.
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V. MINNESOTA LAW PERMITS THE LEGISLATURE TO PROVIDE
TITLES FOR BALLOT QUESTIONS.

The Minnesota Legislature’s constitutional authority to place proposed
amendments on the ballot for consideration by the voters not only includes the authority
to formulate the ballot questions, but it also includes the authority to determine the titles
’that will accompany those ballot questions. As the Stearns case held, the constitution
leaves to the “judgment and discretion of the legislature” to decide both the form and
“manner of submitting the question of the amendment to the people[.]” Stearns, 75 N.W.
at 218. The “form and manner” must include whether to expressly provide a title for the
question and the wording of the title. This is simply part and parcel of the process of
submitting the proposed amendment to the voters.

In this case, the Legislature exercised its constitutional authority to specify a title
of “Photo Identification Required for Voting,” which accurately identifies the amendment
and is not misleading.

Petitioners contend that Minnesota Statutes section 204D.15, subdivision 1, does
not permit the Legislature to specify the title for the ballot question at issue in these
proceedings. (Pet’rs’ Br. at 33) Section 204D.15, subdivision 1, directs the Secretary of
State, with the approval of the Attorney General, to provide “an appropriate title” for
ballot questions submitting proposed amendments to the voters. This statute simply

| provides a rule to govern instances when the Legislature does not specify a title for a
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ballot question. It does not, as Petitioners apparently are arguing, abrogate the
Legislature’s constitutional power to specify titles for ballot questions."

In this instance, the Legislature has chosen to exercise that power and has
specified an appropriate title. Accordingly, Section 205D.15, subdivision 1, simply does
not apply; it is preempted by the Legislature’s exercise of its constitutional authority to
specify the title for the ballot question in submitting the proposed amendment to the
voters.

Thus, Petitioners’ contention that the Legislature cannot validly specify the title
for the ballot question at issue in these proceedings fails as a matter of law.

CONCLUSION

Petitioners’ challenge has not met the “high standard” established by Minnesota
law to show that the ballot question is “so unreasonable and misleading as to be a

palpable evasion of the constitutional requirement to submit the law to a popular vote.”

12 Reading section 204D.15, subdivision 1, to only apply in circumstances in which the
relevant act submitting the constitutional amendment does not otherwise specify a title is
consistent with the common rubric to construe statutes narrowly to avoid constitutional
questions. See, e.g., Matter of Welfare of RAV, 464 N.W.2d 507 (Minn. 1991) (applying
overbreath doctrine). However, if the Court decides to entertain Petitioners’ argument
that section 204D.15 prohibits the legislature from specifying the question, it will be
faced with the difficult constitutional question of whether a statute, passed by a prior
legislature, can limit the constitutional power of later legislatures to submit constitutional
amendments to the voters.

" Similarly, the Legislature also decided the title for the 2008 ballot question detailed
above. See 2008 Minn. Laws, Ch. 151, H.F. 2285 sec. 2(b) (“The title required under
Minnesota Statutes, section 204D.15, subdivision 1, for the question submitted to the
people under paragraph (a) shall be ‘Clean Water, Wildlife, Cultural Heritage, and
Natural Areas.’”).
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State ex rel. Marr v. Stearns, 72 Minn. 200, 75 N.W. 210, 214 (1898), rev’'d on other

grounds, 179 U.S. 223 (1900). Petitioners’ Petition, therefore, must be denied.

Dated: June 25, 2012
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Minnesota Legislative Reference Library

State Constitutional Amendments Considered

This list of proposed constitutional amendments was originally compiled by the Office of the Minnesota
Secretary of State, and has been augmented with links to the original ballot language. The list can be
sorted by year, and by whether the amendments were accepted or rejected.

Since statehood, 213 proposed constitutional amendments have been voted on by the electorate and
120 of them have been adopted. Two proposed constitutional amendments will be on the ballot in
2012.

The ratification process for constitutional amendments changed in 1898, as described by the Office of
the Minnesota Secretary of State:

"From 1858 until 1898, the Minnesota Constitution required that a proposed amendment
be approved by a simple majority of both chambers af the legislature and then ratified by
a simple majority of the voters at the next general election who voted “yes” or “no” on the
proposed amendment. The total number of voters who cast any ballot at the election did

not determine whether an amendment was approved or rejected. The total election vote

figures set forth below for 1858 through 1898 are for historical information only.

"Since 1898, the Minnesota Constitution has required that a constitutional amendment be
approved by a simple majority of both chambers of the legislature at one session, and
then ratified by “a majority of all the electors voting at the election,” whether or not the
voter casts a “yes” or “no” vote on a proposed amendment. (Article IX, Section 1 of the
Constitution of Minnesota). Therefore, although the following table may indicate that more
votes were cast to approve an amendment than the votes cast to reject the amendment,
the amendment may still have failed because a majority of all voters at the election did
not cast a “yes” vote."

For more information on the amendment process and analysis of Minnesota constitutional
amendments, see:

+ Amending Our State Constitution: Continuity Through Ordered Change. Betty Kane. Minnesota
Legislative Manual, 1981.

» How a Constitutional Amendment Is Proposed and Ratified. Matt Gehring. House Research, 2011.

» Proposing Constitutional Amendments. (Video) Jon Brune. Senate Media Services, 2012.

2012(To require all voters to present valid Not Not Not 2012 Laws of

photo identification to vote Available | Available | available Minnesota
Chapter 167

2012|To provide that only a union of one man Not Not Not 2011 Laws of
and one woman shall be valid or Available | Available | available Minnesota
recognized as a marriage in Minnesota Chapter 88

2008|To protect our natural resources and A 1,635,046|1,141,540| 2,920,214t | 2008 Laws of
preserve Minnesota’s arts and cultural MInnesota
heritage by increasing the sales and use Chapter 151
tax rate beginning July 1, 2009, by three-
eights of one percent on taxable sales
until the year 2034

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx 6/25/2012
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appeals.

2006 To dedicate the motor vehicle sales tax 1,270,042 | 947,776 | 2,217,818t | 2005 Laws of
to highways and public transportation. MInnesota
Chapter 88
1998(To extend use of lottery for 1,556,895 | 460,747 | 2,105,343t | 1998 Laws of
environmental trust fund. Mlnnesota
Chapter 342
1998|To abolish the office of state treasurer. 1,087,789| 855,853 | 2,105,343 | 1998 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 387
(Art. 1 Sec. 3)
1998(To preserve hunting and fishing heritage. 1,570,720 462,749 2,105,3435 1998 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 392
1996(To provide for recall of elected state 1,833,523 | 248,778 | 2,211,161t | 1996 Laws of
officials. Mlnnesota
Chapter 469
1996|To authorize a bonus for Persian Gulf 1,334,409| 740,039 | 2,211,161% | 1996 Laws of
War veterans. Mlnnesota
Chapter 429
1994(To permit off-track wagering on horse 841,277 | 847,802 1,794,6185 1994 Laws of
racing in a manner prescribed by law. Mlnnesota
Chapter 626
1990(To dedicate 40 percent of the state 1,388,105| 329,806 | 1,843,104 | 1990 Laws of
lottery proceeds to the environment and MInnesota
natural resources trust fund until the year Chapter 610
2001.
1988(To allow the use of juries of fewer 12 1,205,730| 806,766 | 2,125,119 | 1988 Laws of
members in civil and nonfelony cases. Mlnnesota
Chapter 716
1988|To establish a Minnesota Environmental 1,645,090| 375,752 | 2,1251 19t | 1988 Laws of
and Natural Resources Trust Fund for Mlnnesota
environmental, natural resources, and Chapter 690
wildlife purposes.
1988(To permit the legislature to authorize a 1,214,032| 843,307 | 2,125,119 | 1988 Laws of
lottery operated by the state. Minnesota
Chapter 690
1984(To allow the exchange of state-owned 1,176,809 611,200 | 2,114,842 | 1984 Laws of
lands for other lands owned by state or MInnesota
local governments. Chapter 643
1984 | To remove restrictions on the investment 1,139,390| 631,378 | 2,1 14,8425 1984 Laws of
of the permanent school fund and to MInnesota
allow the limits on the investment of the Chapter 482
fund and the apportionment of the
returns on the investment to school
districts to be set by law.
1982|To allow the creation of a court of 1,304,127 | 385,738 1,834,7375 1982 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 501

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx
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governor and lieutenant governor; to

1982| To remove restrictions on the interest 1,103,221 563,865 | 1,834,737 | 1982 Laws of
rate for and the amount of trunk highway MInnesota
bonds. Chapter 510
1982(To permit the legislature to authorize on- 1,108,255 | 624,721 | 1,834,737t | 1982 Laws of
track pari-mutuel betting on horse racing. MInnesota
Chapter 518
1982(To provide state bonding authority for the 1,201,321| 492,736 | 1,834,737t | 1982 Laws of
improvement and rehabilitation of Minnesota
railroad facilities. Chapter 600
1980(To require campaign spending limits for 1,457,454 | 398,551 | 2,079,411% | 1980 Laws of
executive and legislative offices and MInnesota
public disclosure of campaign spending Chapter 587
for all state candidates.
1980| To remove restrictions on the interest 964,212 | 823,192 | 2,079,411% | 1980 Laws of
rate for and the amount of highway MInnesota
bonds. Chapter 549
1980(To remove requirement of senate 944,883 | 850,251 | 2,079,411% | 1980 Laws of
approval for notaries public. MInnesota
Chapter 592
1980|To establish a bipartisan 1,036,581 | 754,935 | 2,079,411 | 1980 Laws of
reapportionment commission. MInnesota
Chapter 588
1980|To establish initiative and referendum. 970,407 | 854,164 | 2,079,411% | 1980 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 587
1976(To permit proceeds from increases in 552,543 |1,134,847| 1,978,590t | 1975 Laws of
motor fuel taxes to be placed in the Minnesota
general fund; to remove restrictions on Chapter 203
interest rate for and amount of highway
bonds.
1974(To revise organization and language of 815,064 | 311,781 | 1,296,209t | 1974 Laws of
constitution. Mlnnesota
Chapter 409
1974(To ease vote requirement for amending 638,775 | 474,519 | 1,296,209 | 1974 Laws of
constitution. Mlnnesota
Chapter 457
1974(To allow legislature to determine railroad 741,353 | 372,158 | 1,296,209t | 1974 Laws of
taxes. Mlnnesota
Chapter 467
1972(To allow flexible legislative sessions. 968,088 | 603,385 | 1,773,838t | 1971 1st Sp.
Sess Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 26
1972(To reorganize the state judicial system; 1,012,916| 531,831 | 1,773,838 | 1971 Laws of
to provide for appointment of clerks of Minnesota
district court; to authorize discipline and Chapter 957
removal of
1972(To provide for the joint election of the 1,064,580| 503,342 | 1,773,838 | 1971 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 958

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx
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remove the lieutenant governor as the
presiding officer of the senate.

reapportionment if reapportionment is

1972(To authorize bonus payment for Vietnam 1,131,921 477,473 | 1,773,838t | 1971 Laws of
veterans. Mlnnesota
Chapter 959
1970(To reduce voting age requirement from 700,449 | 582,890 | 1,388,525¢ | 1969 Laws of
21 to 19 years; to provide an age MInnesota
requirement of 21 years to hold public Chapter 996
office.
1970(To authorize the legislature to define or 969,774 | 287,858 | 1,388,525 | 1969 Laws of
limit categories of tax-exempt property. Mlnnesota
Chapter 925
1968(To allow legislators to assume another 1,012,235 359,088 | 1,601,515¢ | 1967 Laws of
elective or appointive office upon Mlnnesota
resignation from the legislature. Chapter 869
1968(To allow legislature to present bills to 1,044 418| 316,916 | 1,601,515t | 1967 1st Sp.
governor within three days after Sess Laws of
legislature adjourns; allowing governor Minnesota
14 days to sign or veto such bills. Chapter 51
1966(To allow legislators to seek election to 575967 | 471,427 | 1,312,288t | 1965 Laws of
other offices and to provide resignation MInnesota
procedure for legislators. Chapter 689
1964(To prevent amendment or repeal of 1,272,590| 204,133 | 1,586,173t | 1963 Laws of
taconite tax policies for 25 years; to MInnesota
authorize legislature to impose Chapter 99
limitations for not more than 25 years on
taxation of copper and nickel mining.
1964(To remove obsolete language from 1,089,798 | 254,216 | 1,586,173! | 1963 Laws of
constitution. Mlnnesota
Chapter 870
1962(To consolidate the swamp land fund and 828,880 | 288,490 | 1,267,502t | 1961 1st Sp.
the permanent school fund; to set Sess Laws of
distribution requirements and investment MInnesota
restrictions. Chapter 14
1962(To allow state to contract long- and short 728,255 | 385,723 | 1,267,502 | 1961 1st Sp.
-term debts for public improvements Sess Laws of
upon approval of 3/5 of both houses of MInnesota
the legislature. Chapter 99
1962(To remove restrictions on length of 706,761 | 393,538 | 1,267,502t | 1961 1st Sp.
legislative sessions. Sess Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 100
1960(To extend the legislative session; to 763,434 | 501,429 | 1,577,509t | 1959 1st Sp.
restrict the time during which bills can be Sess Laws of
introduced; to set qualifications for Mlnnesota
legislators running for other elective Chapter 89
offices.
1960(To allow an extra legislative session for 600,797 | 661,009 | 1,577,509t | 1959 1st Sp.

Sess Laws of

not completed during the regular MInnesota
session. Chapter 47
http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx 6/25/2012
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case of vacancy in certain offices to run
until end of term or January 1 to
eliminate need for election to short
terms.

1960(To provide for succession to the office of 974,486 | 305,245 | 1,577,509 | 1959 Laws of
governor: to provide for continuity of MInnesota
government in emergencies caused by Chapter 680
enemy attack.
1960(To prescribe the place where a person 993,186 | 302,217 | 1,577,509t | 1959 Laws of
moving to a new precinct within 30 days MInnesota
before an election may vote; eliminating Chapter 696
obsolete provisions on the voting rights
of persons of Indian blood.
1958(To authorize the legislature to revise and 712,552 | 309,848 | 1,178,173t | 1957 Laws of
consolidate provisions relating to local MInnesota
government, home rule and special laws. Chapter 809
1958(To provide for four-year terms for state 641,887 | 382,505 | 1,178,173 | 1957 Laws of
constitutional officers to take effect for MInnesota
terms beginning in 1963. Chapter 813
1958(To permit members of the legislature to 576,300 | 430,112 | 1,178,731% | 1957 Laws of
hold certain elective and nonelective MInnesota
state offices. Chapter 922
1956(To authorize the consolidation of present 1,060,063 | 230,707 | 1,443,856 | 1955 Laws of
trunk highway articles and sections, to MInnesota
increase state aid and supervision of Chapter 882
public highways; to permit tax of motor
vehicles and fuel; to apportion funds for
highway purposes 62-29-9 to state and
local highways.
1956(To authorize the legislature to divert 50% 1,084,627 | 209,311 | 1,443,856 | 1955 1st Sp.
of the occupation mining tax proceeds Sess Laws of
earmarked for education from permanent MInnesota
trust funds to current educational needs. Chapter 6
1956(To permit the legislature to reorganize 939,957 | 307,178 | 1,443,856 | 1955 Laws of
the judicial power of the state. MInnesota
Chapter 881
1954(To permit legislature to extend probate 610,138 | 303,838 | 1,168,101 | 1953 Laws of
jurisdiction by a 2/3 vote. MInnesota
Chapter 759
1954(To authorize the legislature to limit the 624,611 | 290,039 | 1,168,101% | 1953 Laws of
liability of stockholders of state banks. MInnesota
Chapter 760
1954(To provide for a 60% popular vote before 638,818 | 266,434 | 1,168,101 | 1953 Laws of
a new state constitution can be ratified MInnesota
and to remove constitutional bar Chapter 761
precluding members of the legislature
from serving in a constitutional
convention.
1954(To permit gubernatorial appointments in 636,237 | 282,212 | 1,168,101% | 1953 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 762

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx
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of proposed amendments to city and
village charters.

1952(To authorize a change in the investment 604,384 | 500,490 | 1,460,326 | 1951 Laws of
and loan requirements governing MInnesota
permanent school and university funds. Chapter 721
1952(To provide for a 60% popular majority of 656,618 | 424,492 | 1,460,326 | 1951 Laws of
voters voting on the question before a MInnesota
new state constitution can be considered Chapter 722
legally ratified by the electorate.
1952(To clarify meaning of who shall be 716,670 | 371,508 | 1,460,326 | 1951 Laws of
entitled to vote. Mlnnesota
Chapter 723
1952(To permit legislature to extend probate 646,608 | 443,005 | 1,460,326 | 1951 Laws of
jurisdiction by a 2/3 vote. MInnesota
Chapter 724
1952(To provide for a 65-10-25 apportionment 580,316 | 704,336 | 1,460,326 | 1951 Laws of
of excise tax on motor vehicles. Mlnnesota
Chapter 725
1950(To authorize forestry management funds 367,013 | 465,239 | 1,067,967t | 1949 Laws of
by diverting certain proceeds (25%) from MInnesota
the public land trust fund. Chapter 746
1950|To authorize diversion of 1% of the 594,092 | 290,870 | 1,067,967t | 1949 Laws of
proceeds of the occupation mining tax to MInnesota
the veterans’ compensation fund. Chapter 643
1950(To provide for a 50-44-6 apportionment 420,530 | 456,346 | 1,067,967 | 1949 Laws of
of the excise tax on petroleum products. MInnesota
Chapter 747
1948(To provide for 50-50 apportionment of 534,538 | 539,224 | 1,257,804% | 1947 Laws of
excise tax on petroleum products. Minnesota
Chapter 639
1948|To authorize submission of two or more 319,667 | 621,523 | 1,257,804 | 1947 Laws of
amendments without requiring voters to MInnesota
vote Chapter 640
1948(To authorize 2/3 of the legislature to call 294,842 | 641,013 | 1,257,804¢ | 1947 Laws of
for a constitutional convention without Mlnnesota
submitting the question to the voters. Chapter 641
1948(To authorize the state to pay a veterans’ 664,703 | 420,518 | 1,257,804 | 1947 Laws of
bonus. Mlnnesota
Chapter 642
1944|To authorize state construction and 737,091 | 264,149 | 1,195,397t | 1943 Laws of
operation of airports; to authorize taxes MInnesota
on aircraft fuel and aircraft sales. Chapter 666
1942(To change requirements for investment 415,012 | 190,563 | 818,182 | 1941 Laws of
or loan of permanent school and MInnesota
permanent university funds. Chapter 171
1942(To simplify and reduce the expense of 459868 | 144,842 | 818,182t | 1941 Laws of
publishing amendments to city and MInnesota
village charters. Chapter 135
1940(To change requirements for publication 635,815 | 287,286 | 1,301,573t | 1939 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 447

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx
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state public lands for federal lands.

1938(To authorize the legislature to exchange 609,046 | 259,007 | 1,144,926 | 1937 Laws of
state public lands for federal lands. MInnesota
Chapter 492
1938(To change requirements for publication 488,370 | 260,152 | 1,144,926 | 1937 Laws of
of proposed amendments to city and MInnesota
village charters. Chapter 493
1936(To authorize the legislature to exchange 448917 | 397,106 | 1,164,268 | 1935 Laws of
state public lands for federal lands. Minnesota
Chapter 393
1936(To exempt personal property from state 355,588 | 543,847 | 1,164,268t | 1935 Laws of
tax. MInnesota
Chapter 394
1934(To define “academies, colleges, 472374 | 247,166 | 1,064,332t | 1933 Laws of
universities and seminaries of learning” MInnesota
to mean, for tax purposes, property Chapter 444
actually used in instruction and housing
of students.
1934(To authorize legislature to add new 509,074 | 279,877 | 1,064,332 | 1933 Laws of
routes to trunk highway system. MInnesota
Chapter 439
1934(To authorize taxation of lands acquired 496,017 | 215,623 | 1,064,332 | 1933 Laws of
through rural credit system. MInnesota
Chapter 441
1934(To exempt all household goods and farm 630,125 | 181,126 | 1,064,332 | 1933 Laws of
machinery and equipment from taxation. MInnesota
Chapter 442
1934(To authorize the legislature to exchange 468,617 | 216,760 | 1,064,332 | 1933 Laws of
state public lands for federal lands. MInnesota
Chapter 443
1932|To authorize taxation of income, 420,052 | 409,924 | 1,054,203t | 1931 Laws of
franchises and privileges of railroad MInnesota
companies; to authorize legislation to Chapter 420
make taxation of national banking
associations conform to federal law.
1932|To authorize taxation of motor vehicles 537,292 | 227,634 | 1,054,203t | 1931 Laws of
of companies paying taxes under the MInnesota
gross earnings taxation system. Chapter 418
1932(To authorize the legislature to exchange 433,913 | 258,257 | 1,054,203t | 1931 Laws of
state public lands for federal lands. MInnesota
Chapter 417
1932|To authorize the taxation of lands 468,101 | 261,856 | 1,054,203t | 1931 Laws of
acquired through rural credit system. MInnesota
Chapter 419
1930(To provide two elective associate 428,013 | 130,833 | 828,401t | 1929 Laws of
supreme court justices to replace Minnesota
appointed court commissioners. Chapter 430
1930(To authorize the legislature to exchange 378,716 | 174,231 828,401t | 1929 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 431
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four years.

1930(To authorize the legislature to limit the 486,818 | 135,345 | 828,401 | 1929 Laws of
liability of stockholders in corporations. MInnesota
Chapter 429
1928(To place revenue generated by motor 542796 | 346,109 | 1,070,274t | 1927 Laws of
fuel tax 2/3 in trunk highway fund and 1/3 MInnesota
in bridge fund. Chapter 445
1928(To authorize the legislature to limit the 506,065 | 223,725 | 1,070,274t | 1927 Laws of
liability of stockholders in corporations. Minnesota
Chapter 444
1926(To fix the number of justices on the state 331,964 | 148,784 | 722,781t | 1925 Laws of
supreme court. MInnesota
Chapter 428
1926|To authorize enactment of laws 383,003 | 127,592 | 722,781 | 1925 Laws of
promoting forestation and reforestation MInnesota
of public and private lands. Chapter 427
1926(To authorize the legislature to limit the 323,322 | 140,422 | 722,781t | 1925 Laws of
liability of stockholders in corporations. Minnesota
Chapter 429
1924|To place revenue generated by excise 520,769 | 197,455 | 869,151 | 1923 Laws of
taxes on motor fuels in trunk highway MInnesota
fund. Chapter 447
1924(To change requirements for publication 246,414 | 200,391 869,151t | 1923 Laws of
of proposed amendments to city and MInnesota
village charters. Chapter 448
1924(To establish state-owned and operated 253,732 | 257,492 | 869,151 | 1923 Laws of
public terminal grain elevators. MInnesota
Chapter 449
1924(To authorize enactment of laws 428 407 | 143,977 | 869,151t | 1923 Laws of
promoting forestation and reforestation MInnesota
of public and private lands, including Chapter 450
irrepealable provisions for forest land tax
and a yield tax on timber products.
1924(To authorize state expenditure to prevent 460,965 | 143518 | 869,151t | 1923 Laws of
forest fires, including compulsory MInnesota
taxation, clearing and improvement of Chapter 451
public and private wild lands.
1922(To establish a state rural credit system to 534,310 | 73,917 714,630t | 1921 Laws of
aid agricultural development. MInnesota
Chapter 528
1922(To tax mining of iron and other ores. 474697 | 91,011 714,630t | 1921 Laws of
MInnesota
Chapter 529
1920(To provide a state trunk highway system. 526,936 | 199,603 | 797,945' | 1919 Laws of
MInnesota
Chapter 530
1920(To extend terms of probate judges to 446,959 | 171,414 | 797,945 | 1919 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 531
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four years.

1920| To authorize state income tax and to 331,105 | 217,558 | 797,945 | 1919 Laws of
change provisions on tax-exempt MInnesota
property. Chapter 532

1918(To prohibit the manufacture and the sale 189,614 | 173,665 | 380,604 | 1917 Laws of
of liquor. MInnesota
Chapter 515

1916(To authorized a revolving fund for 240,975 | 58,100 416,215 | 1915 Laws of
improving state school and swamp Minnesota
lands. Chapter 379

1916|To authorize investment of school and 211,529 | 56,147 416,215t | 1915 Laws of
university funds in first mortgages on MInnesota
improved farms. Chapter 380

1916|To authorize the state to mine ore under 183,597 | 64,255 416,215 | 1915 Laws of
public waters. MInnesota
Chapter 381

1916(To increase number of justices of 130,363 | 108,002 | 416,215 | 1915 Laws of
supreme court, and to authorize the Mlnnesota
court to appoint its own clerk. Chapter 382

1916(To authorize the governor to cut down 136,700 | 83,324 416,215 | 1915 Laws of
items in appropriation bills. MInnesota
Chapter 383

1916(To authorize condemnation of private 132,741 97,432 416,215t | 1915 Laws of
lands for construction of private drainage MInnesota
ditches. Chapter 384

1916|To establish initiative and referendum. 187,711 51,544 416,215t | 1915 Laws of
Mlnnesota

Chapter 385

1916(To extend terms of probate judges to 186,847 | 72,361 416,215 | 1915 Laws of
four years. MInnesota
Chapter 386

1914|To establish initiative and referendum. 168,004 | 41,577 356,906t | 1913 Laws of
Mlnnesota

Chapter 584

1914(To increase number of justices of 127,352 | 68,886 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
supreme court, and to authorize the Mlnnesota
court to appoint its clerk. Chapter 585

1914(To authorize a revolving fund for 162,951 47,906 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
improving state school and swamp MInnesota
lands. Chapter 586

1914(To repeal the requirement as to 131,213 | 58,827 356,906t | 1913 Laws of
publication of treasurer’s report annually MInnesota

in a St. Paul newspaper and also in the Chapter 587

biennial session laws.

1914|To authorize investment of school and 159,531 38,145 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
university funds in first mortgages on MInnesota
improved farms. Chapter 588

1914(To extend terms of probate judges to 128,601 64,214 356,906 | 1913 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 589
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tax for reforestation work.

1914|To limit size of state senate and number 98,144 84,436 356,906t | 1913 Laws of
of senators from any county. MInnesota
Chapter 590

1914(To authorize the recall by the voters of 139,801 44,961 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
“every public official in Minnesota, MInnesota
elective or appointive.” Chapter 593

1914(To authorize special dog taxes and use 136,671 59,786 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
of proceeds to compensate owners of Minnesota
animals injured by dogs. Chapter 594

1914|To authorize state bounties for 108,352 | 63,782 356,906t | 1913 Laws of
reforestation Mlnnesota
Chapter 591

1914(To authorize certain public lands to be 178,954 | 44,033 356,906 | 1913 Laws of
set aside as state forests Mlnnesota
Chapter 592

1912|To authorize a one mill state tax for 195,724 | 51,135 349,678 | 1911 Laws of
roads and bridges and to permit state to Minnesota
assume entire cost of any project. Chapter 390

1912|To authorize state hail insurance. 145173 | 60,439 349678t | 1911 Laws of
Mlnnesota

Chapter 391

1912|To authorize investment of school and 168,440 | 39,483 349,678t | 1911 Laws of
university funds in first mortgages on MInnesota
improved farms. Chapter 392

1912(To amend the municipal home rule 157,086 | 41,971 349,678 | 1911 Laws of
clause to authorize commission Mlnnesota
government and for other purposes. Chapter 393

1912(To authorize legislature to establish 167,983 | 36,584 349678 | 1911 Laws of
educational qualifications for county Mlnnesota
superintendents of schools. Chapter 394

1912|To limit size of state senate and number 122,457 | 77,187 349678 | 1911 Laws of
of senators from any county. MInnesota
Chapter 395

1910(To permit state to assume half the cost 159,746 | 44,387 310,165 | 1909 Laws of
of any road or bridge project. MInnesota
Chapter 506

1910(To repeal the requirement as to 123,787 | 51,650 310,165t | 1909 Laws of
publication of treasurer’s report annually MInnesota

in a St. Paul newspaper and also in the Chapter 507

biennial session laws.

1910|To authorize state hail insurance. 108,926 | 63,205 310,165t | 1909 Laws of
Mlnnesota

Chapter 508

1910(To authorize reapportionment of 95,181 61,520 310,165t | 1909 Laws of
legislative representation at any time. Mlnnesota
Chapter 509

1910(To authorize and require an annual state 100,168 | 63,962 310,165t | 1909 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 510

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx
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on library boards.

1910(To authorize tax exemptions to 87,943 73,697 310,165t | 1909 Laws of
encourage reforestation. MInnesota
Chapter 511
1908(To limit the exemption of church property 134,141 | 65,776 355,263t | 1907 Laws of
from taxation to that “used for religious MInnesota
purposes.” Chapter 477
1908(To permit unlimited state taxation for 154,226 | 56,557 355,263 | 1907 Laws of
road and bridge purposes. Minnesota
Chapter 478
1908|To authorize state hail insurance. 137,710 | 61,084 355263t | 1907 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 479
1908(To authorize legislature to establish 169,785 | 42,114 355,263 | 1907 Laws of
educational qualifications for county MInnesota
superintendents of schools. Chapter 480
1906 To simplify the taxing provisions by a 156,051 46,982 284,366 | 1905 Laws of
“wide open” section. Minnesota
Chapter 168
1906(To increase state road and bridge tax, 141,870 | 49,232 284,366 | 1905 Laws of
and to Mlnnesota
Chapter 212
1906(To permit farmers to sell their produce 190,897 | 34,094 284,366 | 1905 Laws of
without licenses. Mlnnesota
Chapter 283
1904(To increase debt limit of municipalities 190,718 | 39,334 322,692 | 1903 Laws of
borrowing school and university funds. Mlnnesota
Chapter 25
1904(To abolish the requirement of a grand 164,055 | 52,152 322,692 | 1903 Laws of
jury. Mlnnesota
Chapter 269
1902(To increase state road and bridge tax, 114,969 | 23,948 276,071% 1902 1st Sp.
and to eliminate restrictions on Sess Laws of
expenditure of fund. MInnesota
Chapter 1
1902(To increase debt limit of municipalities 116,766 | 20,777 276,071t 1902 1st Sp.
borrowing permanent school funds. Sess Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 1
1902(To simplify the taxing provisions of the 124,584 | 21,251 276,0715 1902 1st Sp.
constitution. Sess Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 1
1900(To increase debt limit of municipalities 108,681 30,160 314,181 | 1899 Laws of
borrowing permanent school funds. Mlnnesota
Chapter 92
1898(To permit women to vote for and serve 71,704 43,660 252,5629 | 1897 Laws of

Mlnnesota
Chapter 175
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1898| To make it more difficult to amend 69,760 32,881 2525624 | 1897 Laws of
constitution. Mlnnesota

Chapter 185

1898(To amend the municipal home rule 68,754 32,068 252,5629 | 1897 Laws of
section. Mlnnesota

Chapter 280

1898(To provide state road and bridge fund. 70,043 38,017 252,5629 | 1897 Laws of
Mlnnesota

Chapter 333

1896(To take pardoning power from governor 130,354 | 45,097 | 337,229¢ | 1895 Laws of
and to confer it on a pardon board. MInnesota
Chapter 2

1896(To prohibit aliens from voting. 97,980 52,454 337,2299 | 1895 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 3

1896|To authorize home rule for cities. 107,086 | 58,312 337,2299 | 1895 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 4

1896(To require compensation for property 101,188 | 56,839 | 337,2299 | 1895 Laws of
destroyed or damaged for public use. MInnesota
Chapter 5

1896(To permit cities, towns and villages, as 127,151 36,134 337,2299 | 1895 Laws of
well as counties and school districts, to Mlnnesota
borrow school and university funds. Chapter 6

1896( To provide flexible system for taxing 163,694 | 42,922 337,2299 | 1895 Laws of
large corporations. MInnesota
Chapter 7

1894|To authorize inheritance taxes. 108,332 | 41,242 296,2499 | 1893 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1892(To extend and strengthen the prohibition 77,614 19,583 255,9219 | 1891 Laws of
against special legislation. MInnesota
Chapter 1

1892(To authorize various gross earnings 53,372 82,910 255,9219 | 1891 Laws of
taxes and a tonnage tax on iron ore. MInnesota
Chapter 2

1890(To provide for verdicts by 5/6 of jury in 66,929 41,341 240,8929 | 1889 Laws of
civil cases. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1888|To prohibit the monopolization of the 194,932 | 13,064 261,6329 | 1887 Laws of
markets of food products. MInnesota
Chapter 1

1888(To guarantee the payment of linens of 153,908 | 48,649 261,6329 | 1887 Laws of
workmen and material-men out of Mlnnesota
exempted property. Chapter 2

1888|To extend biennial sessions of 150,003 | 52,946 261,6324 | 1887 Laws of
legislature to 90 days each. Mlnnesota
Chapter 3

http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx 6/25/2012

RA12



Minnesota Legislative Reference Library - Constitutional Amendments

Page 13 of 16

1886 To provide for loans of state school 131,533 17,914 220,5584 | 1885 Laws of
funds to counties and school districts. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1883 To make auditor’s term four years, to 74,375 24,359 130,713¢ | 1883 Laws of
conform to system of biennial elections. MInnesota
Chapter 1

1883(To establish the official year and to 75,782 24,082 130,7132 | 1883 Laws of
provide for a system of biennial Mlnnesota
elections. Chapter 2

1883 To make term of clerk of supreme court 73,565 24,016 130,7134 | 1883 Laws of
four instead of three years. MInnesota
Chapter 3

1883 To make terms of justices of supreme 73,565 24,016 130,713% | 1883 Laws of
court six instead of seven years. MInnesota
Chapter 3

1883 To make terms of district judges six 73,565 24,016 130,7132 | 1883 Laws of
instead of seven years. Mlnnesota
Chapter 3

1881 To authorize levy of water-mains 35,019 18,320 102,193¢ | 1881 Laws of
assessments on a frontage basis. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1881| To remove time limitations from sessions Not Not 102,1939 | 1881 Laws of
of legislature. Available | Available Mlnnesota
Chapter 2

1881(To regulate compensation of legislators. Not Not 102,1934 | 1881 Laws of
Available | Available Mlnnesota
Chapter 2

1881 To prohibit special legislation on certain 56,491 8,369 102,193¢ | 1881 Laws of
subjects. MInnesota
Chapter 3

1881(To provide for sale of swamp lands and 51,903 8,440 102,1934 | 1881 Laws of
appropriation of proceeds of swamp land MInnesota
funds. Chapter 4

1879 To restrict issuance of county, town, and 54,810 1,700 99,0484 1879 Laws of
municipal bonds to aid railroads. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1877|To establish biennial sessions of 37,995 20,833 08,6144 1877 Laws of
legislature. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1877(To extend terms of representatives and 33,072 25,099 98,6144 1877 Laws of
senators to two and four years, Mlnnesota
respectively. Chapter 1

1877|To provide for state canvassing board. 36,072 21,814 98,6144 1877 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 1

1877|To authorize women to vote in local 26,468 32,963 98,6144 1877 Laws of
option elections. Minnesota
Chapter 2
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1877|To establish single liability for 24 415 26,020 98,6144 1877 Laws of
stockholders in all corporations except MInnesota
banks. Chapter 4
1877|To authorize sale of internal 17,324 59,176 98,6144 1877 Laws of
improvement lands and use of proceeds Mlnnesota
to pay railroad bonds. Chapter 5
1877|To prohibit use of state school funds to 36,780 16,667 08,6144 1877 Laws of
support sectarian schools. Minnesota
Chapter 3
1876(To authorize governor to veto items of 47,302 4,426 123,9312 | 1876 Laws of
appropriation bills. MInnesota
Chapter 1
1876(To establish single liability for 21,721 22,830 123,9312 | 1876 Laws of
stockholders in all corporations except Mlnnesota
banks. Chapter 2
1876(To authorize district judges to sit on 41,069 6,063 123,9312 | 1876 Laws of
supreme bench when supreme court Minnesota
justices disqualified. Chapter 3
1875(To provide for an indefinite number of 22,560 18,534 84,0174 1875 Laws of
judges in each judicial district. Mlnnesota
Chapter 1
1875(To authorize the legislature to grant 24,340 19,468 84,0174 1875 Laws of
women suffrage in school affairs. MInnesota
Chapter 2
1875(To prescribe manner in which school 28,755 10,517 84,0174 1875 Laws of
funds could be invested. Mlnnesota
Chapter 3
1875(To establish single liability for 16,349 25,858 84,0174 1875 Laws of
stockholders in ordinary business Mlnnesota
corporations. Chapter 4
1873(To provide for biennial sessions of the 14,007 31,729 77,0574 1873 Laws of
legislature. Mlnnesota
Chapter 3
1873(To extend terms of representatives and 11,675 24,331 77,0574 1873 Laws of
senators to two and four years, Mlnnesota
respectively. Chapter 3
1873(To provide for state canvassing board. 12,116 25,694 77,0574 1873 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 3
1873(To provide more effectively for the 27,143 5,438 77,0574 1873 Laws of
safekeeping of public funds. Mlnnesota
Chapter 4
1872(To authorize state loan for asylum 29,158 26,881 90,9198 1872 Laws of
buildings. Mlnnesota
Chapter 11
1872(To exempt stockholders in 23,091 21,794 90,9198 1872 Laws of
manufacturing or mechanical businesses Mlnnesota
from double liability. Chapter 12
http://www leg.state. mn.us/Irl/mngov/constitutionalamendments.aspx 6/25/2012
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1872 To restrict issuance of county, town, and 27,916 7,796 90,9192 1872 Laws of
municipal bonds to aid railroads. MInnesota
Chapter 13
1872(To provide for sale of internal 55,438 4,331 90,9198 1872 Laws of
improvement lands. MInnesota
Chapter 14
1871(To require popular approval of changes 41,814 9,216 78,1729 | 1871 Laws of
in railroad gross earnings tax law. Minnesota
Chapter 18
1871(To authorize state loan for asylum 6,724 40,797 78,1724 1871 Laws of
buildings. MInnesota
Chapter 19
1870(To exempt holders of railroad stock from 7,446 11,210 18,6561 1870 Laws of
double liability. MInnesota
Chapter 21
1869(To abolish Manomin county. 13,392 1,671 54 5254 1869 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 50
1869| To authorize special assessments for 26,636 2,560 54 5254 1869 Laws of
local improvements. MInnesota
Chapter 51
1868(To authorize Negroes to vote. 39,493 30,121 71,8188 1868 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 106
1868(To abolish requirement of grand jury. 14,763 30,544 71,8182 | 1868 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 107
1868(To authorize sale of 500,000 acres of 19,398 28,729 71,8182 | 1868 Laws of
internal improvement lands and MInnesota
investment of proceeds in state or Chapter 108
national securities.
1867|To authorize Negroes to vote. 27,479 28,794 63,3764 1867 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 25
1867(To subject shares in state and national 8,742 34,351 64,3764 1867 Laws of
banks to state taxation. Mlnnesota
Chapter 118
1865(To authorize Negroes to vote. 12,135 14,651 31,1604 1865 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 57
1860(To limit legislative sessions to 60 days. 19,785 442 34,7378 1860 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 22
1860(To require popular approval of tax to pay 18,648 743 34,7378 1860
railroad bonds: to repeal the $5 million Concurrent
amendment. Resolution 1
1858| To authorize $5 miillion railroad loan. 25,023 6,733 31,7562 1858 Laws of
Mlnnesota
Chapter 1
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1858(To establish state government May 1, 25,023 6,733 31,7562 1858 Laws of
1858. Minnesota
Chapter 2

d - number of votes cast for governor

| - legislative election

p - number of votes cast for president

s - special election

1 - total number of persons voting at election
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Arprovep—DMarch niuth, one thousand eight hundred and
§ifty-eight.
Seorerary’s OrFioE, Minnesota,}
March 9, 1858.
I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the
-original on file in this office.
Cras, L. Onasg, Secretary.

CHATPTER IL

An Act proposing an Amendment to the Constitution of
the State of Alinnesota.

Bxoriox i. Proposed amendment to Sec. 7, Article 3, of Constitution.
2. Subrission to the people.
3. Formof Baliots.
4. Act to be vold en admisalon of tho Stats, beforo the 15th day of april, 1353,
3. Act to take offoct on passage.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Secriox 1. The following amendmeat to Section seven of
Article five of the Constitution of this State, is hereby pro-
poged for publication, to be approved ot rejected by the peo-
ple, pursuant to Section one of Article fourteen of said Uon-
stitution, said Section seven to be amended so as to read as
follows:

Sec. 7. The term of each of the Exccutive officers named

in this Article, shall commeuce on taking the oath of office ;. enamentto
on or after the first day of May, 1858, and continue until the sec7artsef e
first Monday of January, 1860, except the Anditor, who shall ®teties

continue in office till the first Mondey of Jannary, 1861, and
until their successors shall have been duly clected and qual-
ified; and the same above-mentioned time for gualification
and entry upon the duties of their respective offices shall ex-
tend and apply to all other officers elected under the State
Constitution, who have not already taken the oath of office
and commenced the performance of their official duties.

Sec. 2. The proposed amendment shall be submitted to

the people of the several districts of this State, for their ap- Time of submtsr
proval or rejection, on the 15th day of April, 1858, and said sion to vote

election sha{l be governed and returns thereof made in ac-
-cordance with the present law pertaining to elections,
Skc. 3. The ballots used at said election, shall be writ-
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tenor printed as follows: “For amendment {0 Section T Ar-
ticle 5,” or “Against amendment to Section 7 Article 5,” as
the case may be.

Sec. 4. No action shall be taken by the people on the
above proposed amendments, and this Act shall be void, in
case the State of Minnesota shall be admitted into the Union
prior to the time of holding said election for the ratification
or rejection of the foregoing proposed amendment.

Sec. §. This Act shall take eficct on and after its passage.

GEQORGE BRADLEY,
Speaker pro tem of the House of Representatives.
RICHARD G. MURPHY.
President pro fem of the Seunate.
Arprovep—March eight, one thousand cight hundred and

fifty-eight.
CHAS. L. CHASE,
Acting Governor.

Porm of tallet

SrcreTAry’s Orrice, Minnesota,
March 8, 1858, i
1 hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the erig-
inal on file in this office.
Cuas. L. Crasg, Secretary.

CHAPTER HI.

An Act to authorize o loan of two hundred and Jifty
geoueand dollars to defray the current expenses of the
tate,

YECTION 1, Governor and Treasuror suthorized to borrow $250,804, for the oarrent ex-
penses of the State for the first flscal year.

. J.oan to be made on 8tate bonds and coqmoni of bond,

. Authorlziog & tax to be leviad for the payment of the interest.

Authorizes sn annual tax for one-tenth of the princtpal.

Maaner of investing the tax authorized in bet. &

Manner of pay$ng sannusl {nterest.

Treasur sr to procare Lunds in blank.

. Qrodit of the Btate pladged to payment of Interest and principal,

‘Takos sffect on pastage.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota :

PINPY R

N Seeriox 1, That the Governor and Treasurer of the State
Loanof 822,60 of Minnegota be, and they are hereby suthorized to borrow,
at any time within six months from the passage of this Act,
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CHAPTER LVII.

rowsy 3, 16 An Act proposing an amendment to section one, article
seven, of the Constitution of the State of Minnesola.

Sxori0X 1. Who may be entitiad to vote in this Siats.
2, To be sbmitted 30 & vote of the people at the next gengral election.
8. How balloty to resd.
4 When set to take affect.

Beitenacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota :

Section 1. The following amendment to the Con-
stitution of this State i hereby proposed for publica-
tion, and approval or rejection by the people, in accord-
ance with section one, of article fourteen of the Con-
stitution ; that is to say, that section one of article
seven of the Constitution shall be amended so as to
read as follows :

Section 1. Every male person of the age of twenty-
one years or upwards, belonging to either of the fol- *
lowing classes, who shall have resided in tho United
States one year, and in this State for four months next
preceding any election, shall be entitled to vote at
such election, in the election district of which he
ghall at the time have been for ten days a resident, for
all officers that now are or hereafter may be elective by
. the people.

whomybeunti-  First—Citizens of the United States.

Settovieia e Second—LPersons of foreign birth who shall have de-
clared their intentions to becomse citizens conformably
to the laws of the United States upon the subject of
naturalization. :

Third—DPersons of mixed white and Indian blood
who have adopted the customs and habits of civiliza-
tion.

Fourth—Persons of Indian blood residing in this
State, who have adopted the language, customs and
habits of civilization, after an examination Before any
district comrt of this State, in such a manner as may
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be provided by law, and shall have been pronounced
by said court capable of enjoying the rights of citizen-
ship within the State.

Skc. 2. This proposed amendment shall be sub-, . s,
mitted to the people of the several districts of this thevoursattne
State, for their approval or rejection at the next gene- ji ™' %
1‘:1&1 election for t)I:)e year eighteen hundred and sixty-

ve.

Seo. 3. The ballots used at said election shall be Zow ailstsso
written or printed as follows: ¢ For amendment to ™**
section one, article seven,” or, ¢ Against amendment
to section one, article seven,” as the case may be.

Sec. 4. This act shall take effect on and after its

-passage.
Approved February 24, 1865.

CHAPTER LVII,

AnSAct to am}o}n_d an Act relating to the revision of the
tatutes of Minnesota, approved February seventeenth,
eighteen hundred and sizly-three, as amended by ———
chapter forty-four of the laws of eighteen hundred
and sixty-four. .
8zcTion L. Commisioners appointed (o revise siatutes,
L 'Who to prepare at his own expeass & copy for the printer—compensation.
8 Xumber of coples to be printed—when io be dslivared o the Leglalature.
4 SiateLirarian to furnish esch Commissioner with eopies of Public Statutes and

Bession Laws.
3. Augthorized to expend money for stetionary, séc.
how pald.

Beitenactedbythe Legislature of the State of Minnesota :
Sgoriox 1. Thomas Wilson, S. J. R. McMillan,

RA20



OF MINNESOTA FOR 1868. . 149

the terms of such court, in the county of Brown, asthe
same is fixed by this act, and all continuances, and all mo-
tions, made or taken to any other place than said New Ulm,
in all cases and actions now pending, the cause or subject
matter of which originated in the county of Brown, shall
be deemed to be made or taken to the terms of such court
in the county of Brown, as the same are fixed by this act,
and all motions or other proceedings noticed or ordered
to be heard at any other place than said New Ulm, in all
cases and actions, the cause or subject matter of which
originated in the county of Brown, shall all be allowed
and considered to be noticed or ordered for hearing at the
terms of such court in the county of Brown, &s the same
are fixed by this act, provided that the provisions of this
section shall not apply to any crimnal action or proceeding
now pending in the district court in and for the county of
Nicollet, nor shall it be so construed as to effect any civil ac-
tions wherever said actions may have been, or may here-
after be commenced outside of Brown county.

Seo. 5. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with
this act, are hereby repealed.

Sec. 6. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved February 8, 1868.

CHAPTER CVI.

An Act proposing an amendment to section one (1), article
seven (7), of the Constitution of the State of Minnesota.

Bperiox 1. Proposed amendment~who entitied 10 vote.
2. .Ameadment to be submitied to voters,
3. Baliots, how prepared.
4. When act 1o take cffeet,

Repeal of neon-
sistent ncts.

‘Whenactto take
effect,

March &, 1588,

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Secriox 1. The following amendment to the constitu-
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tion of the state of Minnesota is bereby proposed for pub-
lication, and approval and rejection by the people, in ac-
cordance with section one, of article fourteen, of the consti-
tution, that is to say, that section one of article seven,
of the constitution, shall be amended so as to read as
follows :

Section 1. Every male person of the age of twenty-
one or upwards, belonging to either of the following clas-
ses, who shall have resided in the United States one year,

Amendment— 80d in this state four months next preceding any election,

whocanvolo.  ghall be entitled to vote at such election, in the election
district of which he shall at the time have been for ten days
a resident, for all officers that now are or hereafter may be
elected by the people:

First—Citizens of the United States.

Second—Persons of foreign birth who shall have de-
clared their intention to become citizens conformably to
the laws of the United States, upon the subject of natural-
ization.

Third—Persons of mixed white and Indian blood who
have adopted the customs and habits of civilization.

Fourth—Persons of Indian blood residing in this state
who have adopted the language, customs and habits of
civilization, after an examination before any district court
of the state, in such & manner as may be provided by law,
and shall have been pronounced by said court capable of
exercising the rights of citizenship withiun this state.

Seo. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted
to the people of the several districts of this state, for their

Sabultied to approval or rejection at the next geuneral election for the

T year eighteen hundred and sixty-eight (1868), and each
of the legsal voters of the state, in their respective districts,
may at such election vote by ballot for or against such
amendment, and the returns thereof shall be made and cer-
tified, and such votes canvassed, and the result thereof
declared in the manner provided by law for returning,
certifying and canvassing votes at ¢‘general elections for
state officers,” and declaring the result thereof, and if it
shall appear therefrom that & majority of voters present
and voting at such election upon such amendment have
voted in favor ot the same, then within three days afier
that result shall have been ascertained and declared, the
governor shall make proclamation thereof, and such amend-
ment shall thereupon take effect and be in force as a part
of the constitution.
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Sec. 3. The volers voting' in favor of such amend-

ment at said election shall have written or printed or part~ paiow, now
ly written and partly printed upon their general ballots Prepared:

used at said election the following words, ¢‘Amendment
to section one, article seven, of the constitution, Yes.”
And the ballots used at said election by those voting
against such amendmentshall have written or printed or
partly written and partly printed thereon the following
words, ‘“Amendment to section one, article seven, of the
constitution, No.”

8age.
Approved March 6, 1868.

CHAPTER CVII.

An Act proposing an amendment of section seven of article
one, of the Constilution of the State of Minnesota.

8zcTIoN 1. Amendment to Seotion 7, Article 1, Conatltution of Minnesots. Oriminal
prosccutions—rights of accused.
2. Amendment to be aubmittad to voters.
3. Ballots, how prepared.
4. When act to take effect.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

SeorioN 1. That the following amendment of section
seven, of article one, of the constitution of the state of Min-
nesota, be proposed to the people of the said state, that is
to say, that the szid section be amended so as to read as
follows :

Sec. 7. No person for the same offense shall be put

¢ wice in jeopardy of punishment, nor shall be compelled Crimisal prose-
in any criminal case to be witness against himself, nor be 5 scemset™

deprived of life, liberty or property without due process

Seo. 4 This act shall take effect from and after its pas- When sct o ks

March 6, 1868,
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CHAPTER L.

An Act proposing an amendment to Article Eleven of the

Conglitution gof this State. March 5, 1869,

BeCtion 1, Amendment to Article cleven (11) of the Conatjtution by the sdditlon of
another Beotlon,
7. To abolish the ocounty of Manomin,
2, Amendment to be submitted to the voters at the next general election—

13
ballats, how prepared—the votes to be canvassed and returned as by law
provided.

3, When net to take offeet,

Be it enacted by the Legislaturs of the State of Minnesota:

Secrion 1. That the following amendment to article °
cleven of the coustitution of the state of Minnesota be
proposed, that is to say: that article eleven of said con-
stitution be amended by adding thereto an additional
section, as section seven, 50 as to read as follow :

Sec. 7. That the county of Manomin is hereby abol- Tosboitah the
ished, and that the territory heretofore comprising the gmin’ °f '**
same, shall constitute and be a part of the county of .
Anoka, .

Sec. 2. The said proposed amendment shall be sub-
mitted to the people for their approval or rejection, at the
uext gencral clection to be held in this state, at which the
sume shull be voted on by a separate ballot; the words gupmited ton
“Amendment of Article XI of the Constitution—Yes,” Mipheid e
shall bd written or printed on the ballots of those voting oral elostion.,
in favor, and the words ¢ Amendment of Article XI of the
Coustitution—No,” shall be written or printed on the
ballots of those voting against said amendment, and the
said vote shall be conducted in the same manner, and re-
ceived by the snme officers, and shall be returned, can-
vassed and decinred by the same officers, and in the same
manner as in the case of state officers.

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect from and after its Wheactto
passage. oo

Approved March 5, 1869.
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CHAPTER XIX.

An Act proposing an amendment lo Article nine of the M4, 1871
Oonastitution of the Siate by adding therelo a new sec-
tion authorizing an increase of the public debt for cer-
tain special purposes.

Ssgtrox 1. Amendmant to Artlole nine (0) of the Qonstitutlon. For the purpose of lncyeas,
Ing tho publis debt—In what amount,
9, Amendment to be submitied lo & vota of the people at the naxt geasral elee’
tloo—the votea to be canvasmed and retorned as by lsw provided--when
Governor to make proctamation,
8. Baltcts how prepared.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the Slate uf Minnesota:

SeotioN 1. The following amendment of the constitu-
tion of the state is hereby proposed for publication and
approval or rejection by the people, that is to say: Ar-
ticle nino of the constitution shall be amended by adding
thereto a new section to be the fourteonth section of said
article, which new section shall read as follows, viz :

Sec. 14. For the purposes of erecting buildings for 8
hospital for insane, deaf, dumb and biind asylum, and :":ﬂ‘;::‘n";“g,
state prison, the legislature may, by law, increase the paniodsst—n
public debt of state to an amount not exceeding two hun- »tat smouat,
dred and fifty thousand dollars in addition to the public
debt already heretofore authorized, and for that purpose
may provide by law for issuing and negotiating the bonds
of the state, and appropriate the money only for the pur-
poses aforesaid, which bonds shall be payable in not less
than ton nor more than thirty years from the date of the
same at the option of the state,

Seo. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted , . .
to the people of the state for their approval or rejection i, 4 vote of the
at the next general clection occurring after the passage of peopie—soweas-
this act, and the qualified electors of the state in their T*=—wke

s . a
respective districts may at such elections vote by ballot o ;::.::m
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for or against said amendment, and the returns thereof
shall be made and certified within the time, aud such votes
canvassed and the result thereof declared, in the manner
provided by law, with reference to the election of mem-
bers of congress ; and it it shall appear therefrom, that a
majority of the electors present and voting for or egainst
the proposed amendment to the coustitution, as provided
in the next section, have voted in favor of the same, then
the governor shall make proclamation thereof, and such
amendment shall theréupon take effect and be in force as
a part of the constitution.
Sec. 3. The ballot used at such election by electors
Baflots, how pre- YOG iN favor of this amendment, shall have written or
pared, printed, or partly printed and partly printed thereupon,
the following words: <¢<In favor of borrowing money
tor erection of public buildings—Yes.” And the ballots
used by such electors voting against said amendment,
shall have written or printed, or partly written and partly
printed thereon, the following words: <In favor of bor-
rowing money for erection of public buildings—No.”

Approved March 4, 1871.

CHAPTER XX.

Marsn 4, 1871, A1 Act to prescribe the number of members who shall com-

—————  pose the Senate and the House of Representatives of the
State of Minnesota, and (o apportion the represeniation
in both Houses throughout the different sections of the
State.

[y Sagvios 1. Number of SBenstors and Representatives in new apportionment.

2. To be composed of foriy-ons (41) Benatorial and Represcatative Districts, to wit :

First Ditrict—Ooe Senator and four Representatives.

Becond Dlstrici—One Sapator aad thres Representatives,

Third District—One Benator and thres Representailves,
L Fourtk Digries—One Senator and two Be prescamtives,
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may vote at any election held for the purpose of choosing any
officers of schools, or upon any measure relating to schools,
and may also provide that any such woman shall be eligible
to hold any office pertamning solely to the mansgement of
achools.

Sec. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted to
the people of said state for their approval or rejection, at the

next general election for the year A. D. one thousand eight -

‘hundred and seventy-five (1875,) and each of the legal voters tedto a vote of

o be submit-

of said state may, at said election, vote by ballot for or against {be peoplo—

paid amendment, and the returns thereof shall be made end vussed snd re-

certified, and such votes canvassed, and the result thereof de-
clared in the manner provided by law for retarning, certifying
and canvassing votes at general elections for state officers
«nd declaring the result thereof, and if it shall appear there-
from that a majority of the volers present and voting at said
election upon said amendment have voted in favor of the same,
then immediately after that result shall have been ascertained,
the governor shall make proclamation thereof, and said amend-
ment shall thereupon take eflect and be in full force as part of
said state constitution.

Skc. 8. The ballots used at said election by those voting

turns made,

in favor of said amendment, shall have written or printed, or ;i 40w
partly written and partly printed thereon, *“ Amendment to prepsred.

article seven (7) of the constitution, yes;” and the ballots
used by those voting against said amendment shall have writ-
ten or printed, or partly written and partly printed, ¢ Amend-
ment to article seven (7) of the coastitution, no;” and such
ballots may be attached to and [be] a part of the general
tickets voted at said election.

Sec. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from and When act to

after its pagsage. “

Approved March 4, 1875.

fdepAees

CHAPTER III.

Vot

AN ACT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION TWO (2)
OF ARTICLE EIGHT (8) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF THIS
STATE.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Secrion 1. The following amendment to the constitution of
this state is hereby proposed for publication, and for approval

ke offoct.
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or rejection by the people, inf aceordance with the provisions
Logielatare to OL BECtion one (1) of article fourteen (14) of the constitution
provide for ais- Of this state, that is to say that section two (2) of article
ootsariomg €181t (8) of the constitution be amended by adding at the end
fromsaleof  thereof the following provisions: Suvitable laws shall be en-
publiclands. 50164 by the legislature for the safe investment of the principal
of all funds which have heretofore arisen or which may here-
after arise from the sale or other dispositions of such lands, or
the income from such lands accruing in any way before the
sale or disposition thereof, in interest bearing boads of the
United States, or of the state of Minnesota, issued after the
year 1860, or of such other state as the legislature may, by
law, from time to time direct.

Szo. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
people for their approval or rejection at the next general
election occurring after this act shall take effect, and each of

To be sabmit- the legal voters of the state, in their respective districts, may
ted to a vote of a6 such election vote by ballot for or against such amendment,
tho people— . and returns thereof shall be made and certified, and such votes
vassed and re- canvassed and the result thereof declared in manner provided
tornamade.  hy law for returning, certifying and canvassing votes at gen-
eral elections for state officers, and declaring the result thereof;
and if it shall appear therefrom that a majority of voters
present and voting at such election shall have ratified such
amendment, then within ten days after that result shall have
been ascertained and declared, the governor shall make pro-
clamation thereof, and such amendment shall therefrom take
force and effect, and be in force as part of the constitution.

Seo. 8. The voters voting in favor of such amendment at

Ballote—how  guch election, shall have written or printed, or partly written

prepar and partly printed, upon their ballots at said election, the fol-
lowing words: ‘“ Amendment to section two, article eight, of
the constitution, yes;” and the halipts used at said election
by those voting sgain &nent, shall have written
or printed, or partly written s#hd partly printed thereon the
following words: ¢ Amendment to section two, article eight,
of the congtitution, no.”

When act to Skc. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from and

take oflect.  Bffer its passage.

Approved March 4, 1875.

oyt d—
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OF

MINNESOTA,

PASSED AND APPROVED AT THE EIGHTEENTH SESSION OF THE
LEGISLATURE, COMMENCING JANUARY FOURTH, ONE THOUSAND®
EIGHT HUNDRED. AND SEVENTY-SIX, AND TERMINATING
MARCH THIRD, ONE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND
SEVENTY-SIX.

CHAPTER 1L

AN ACT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION ELEVEN
(11) OF ARTICLE (4) OF THE CONSTITUTION, RELATING T
THE GOVERNOR'S VETO. . :

Be it enacted by the Legisilature of the State of Minnesota:

SecrioN 1. The following amendment to the constitution
of this state is hereby proposed for publication, and for approval
or rejection by the people, in accordance with the provisions of
section one (1) of article fourteen (14) of the constitution of
this state, that is to say, that section eleven (11) of article (4)

-of the constitution be amended by adding at the end thcreofco-
the following provision: . “If any bill presented to the GOVErnor ghivet to some—
contain several items of appropriation of money, he may object 2pprove sthers,
to one or more of such items, while approving of the other )
portion of the bill. In such case, he shall append to the bill at
the time of signing it, a statement of the items to which he
objects, and the appropriation so objected to shall not take
effect. If the legislature be in session, he shall transmit to the
house in which,the bill originated a copy of such statement, and
- the items objected to shall be separtely re-considered. If, on
re-consideration, one or more of such items be approved by
two-thirds of the members elected to each house, the same shall
be a part of the law, notwithstanding the objections of the
"3 ) . -

¢

.
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governor. All the provisions of this section, in relation to bills
not approved by the governor, shall apply in cases in which he
shall withhold his approval from any item or items contained in
a bill appropriating money.""’ '

Sec, 2. This proposed amendment- shall be submitted to
the people for their approval or rejection at the next general
election occurring after this act shall take effect, and each of
the legal voters ot the state, in their respective districts, may at
such election vote by ballot for or against such amendment,
and returns thereof shall be made and certified, and such votes
canvassed and the result thereof declared in manner provided
by law for returning, certifying and canvassing votes at general
elections for state officers, and declaring the result thereof. And
if it shall appear therefrom that a majority of voters present and
voting at such election shall have ratified. such amendment, then,
within ten days after that resilt shall have been ascertained and

_declared, thé governor shall make proclamation thercof, and

Ballptsehow
prepared.

Whenact to take
eflees,

Y

such amendment shall therefrom take force and effect, and be in
force as a part of the constitution. ’

.Sec. 3. The voters voting in favor of such amendment
at such election, shall have written or printed, or partly written
and partly printed upon their ballots at said election, the
following words:  ‘‘Amendment to section eleven, article four”
of the constitution,“‘ves;”’ and the ballots used at such election
by those voting against such amendment, shall have written or
printed or. partly  written and partly printed thereon, the
following words: ‘“‘Amendimnent to section eleven, article four
of the constitution, ‘no."’

SEc. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved February 11, 1876.°

- . CHAPTER IL _

AN ACT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION THREE OF
ARTICLE TEN OF THE CONSTITUTION, RELATING TO COR-
PORATIONS.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota :
. .

SeEcTioN 1. The following amendment to the constitution is
hereby proposed for publication, and approval or rejection by °
the people, in accordance with section one of article fourteen of
the constitution ; that is to say, that section three of article ten
of the constitution be amended so as to read as follows:
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“Sec. 3. Each stockholder in any corporation shall be liable
only forall unpaid instaliments on stock owned by ‘him, or trans- sl‘-mb-hzy of
ockholders.
ferred for the purpose of defrauding creditors.”
SEC. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted td the
*. people for their approval or rejection at the general clection for
the year one thousand eight and seventy-six, and each of the
l€gal voters of the state in their respective districts may at-such
election vote by ballot for or against such amendment, and the )
returns thereof shall be made and certified and such votes can- T°¥ submitted

10 voie of the
vassed, and the result thereof declared in manner provided by people—How

law for returning, certifying and canvassing votes at general yodrcouras
elections for state officers and declaring the result thereof; and made.
if it shall appear therefrom that a majority of voters present and
voting at such election upon such amendment, have voted in fa-
vor ‘of the same, then within three days after that result shall
havé been ascertained and declared, the governor shall make
proclamation thereof, and such amendment shall thereupon take
effect and be in force as a part of the constitution.

SEC. 3. The voters voung in favor of such amendment, at
said election, shall have written or printed, or partly written and
partly printed, upon their ballots, at said election, the following
words: ‘“Amendment to section three, article ten, of the con- g now
stitution, relating to cerporations, ““Yes;’and the ballots used at prepared.
said election by those voting against such amendment shall have
written or prmted or partly written and partly printed thereon,
the following words: ‘‘Amendinent to section three, article ten
of the constitution, relating to corporations, ‘No.” '’

SEC. 4. ‘This act shall take effect and be in force from and \Vhenacnotzkc
after its passage and approval. .

Approved February 25, 1876.

)

' . CHAPTERUL
AN ACT PROPOSI\YG AN AMENDMENT TO SEC’I‘IO\' THRLh (J)
ARTICLE $IX (6), OF ‘THE CONSTITUTION.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota :

. SEcTioN 1. That an amendment be proposed to the constitu-

tion of the State of Minnesota, as follows, to-wit: ‘“That there

be added at the end of section 3 article 6, the following words, p; ,ualifcation
viz,: Whenever all or a majority of the Judgcs of the supreme of Judges of the
court shall, from any cause, be disqualified from'sitting in any_\ﬁ:“sh(ﬁu;:;
case in the said court, the governor, or, if he shall be interested in svcb case.
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in the result of such case, then the licutenant governor, shall as-
sign Judgeq of the dlStI‘lCt court of the state, who shall sit in such
case, in place of such disqualified judges wuth alt the powers and
duties of judges of the supreme court.
Sec. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
To be submitred PEOPIE fOr their approval or rejection at the-general election for
to vatc of the the year A. D. 1876, the legal voters of the state at said election
people.
may vote by ballot for or against the said amendment. The
ballot used at said election, by those voting in favor of said
amendment, shall be in the {ollowing form, to-wit: ‘*‘Amend-
ment to section 3, article 6, of the constitution, relating to the
Form of ballot.  Supreme Conrt, ‘Yes.' " T he_ballot used at said election by
.~ those voting against the said amendment shall be in the follow-
ing form, towit:  “Amendment to section 3, article 6, of the
const:tunon relating to the Supreme Court, ‘No.' And the re-
turn thereof shall be made and certified, and such votes canvass-
How vote to be €1 2nd the result thercof declared in manner provided by law
canvassed and  fOT returning, canvassing and certifying votes at a_general elec-
returns made.
case such amendment upon such canvass shall appear to have
been ratified, the governor shall forthwith issue his proclamation
announcing such result.
When act v take SEc. 3. This act shal} take effect and be in force from and
Venactwotake afier its passage.
Approved February 24, 1876.

CHAPTER IV,

AN ACT TO PROVIDE FOR THE TAXATION OF ELEVA'I“ORS,
. GRAIN HOUSES, OR OTHER BUILDINGS, LOCATED ON RAIL-
ROAD GROUNDS.

’
Be it enacted by the Legisiature of the State of Minnesota :

SecrioN 1. All elevators, warchousés or grain houses, and

all machinery and fixtures therein situate upon the line of any

What to be tax- railroad corporation in this state, and which elevators, ware-
houses, grain houses, machinery and fixtures are not in good

faith owned, operated and exclusively controlled by such cor-

poration, shall be taken and deemed for all purposes of taxation

Axsessedin  PeTsonal property, and the same shall be listed and assessed in
place where sit- valuation in the town or district in which such elevator, ware-
uate—ln whos¢ house, grain house, machinery or fixtures may be situate, and
shall be listed and assessed in the name of the owner; if known,

A}

tion for state officers and declaring the result thereof; and in
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MINNESOTA.

PASSED AND APPROVED AT THE TWENTY-FIFTH SESSION OF
THE LEGISLATURE, COMMENCING JANUARY FOURTH, ONE
THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-SEVEN, AND TER-

° MINATING MARCH FOURTH, ONE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED
AND EIGHTY-SEVEN.

CHAPTER 1.

{H. F. No. 2.)

AN ACT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE FOUR
(4) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF MINNE-
SO0TA, BY ADDING THERETO A NEW SECTION IN RELA-
TION TO FREEDOM OF MARKETS. : .

Be it énacled by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Secriox 1. The following amendment to article four
(4) of the constitution of the state of Minnesota is hereby
proposed to the people of the state, that is to say that said
article four (4) shall be amended by adding thereto the
following additional section to be numbered as section
thirty-five (35): :

“Sec. 35. Any combination of persons, either as individ-
uals or as members or officers of any corporation, to
monopolize the markets for food products in this state, or
to interfers with, or restrict the freedowm of such markets,,
is hereby declared to be a criminal conspiracy, and shell
be punished in such manner as the legislature may
provide.”

Sro. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted
to the people of this state for approval or rejection at the
next general election occurring after the passage of this

Freodom of
markets,

Sebmitted to

the people,
when. .
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act; and the qualified electors of this state in their respec-
tive districts may at such elections vote by ballot for or
against said amendment; and the returns thereof shall be
made and certified within the time required by law; and
such votes shall- be canvassed and the result thereof de-
clared in the time provided by law with reference to elec-
tions of members of congress;and [if]it shall appear there-
upon that a majority of the electors present and voting for
or against the proposed amendment to the constitution, as
provided in the next section, have voted in favor of the
same, then the governor shall make proclamation thereof,
and such amendment shall thereupon take effect and be in
force as a part of the constitution of this state.

Sec. 3. The ballots used at such election by the-elec-
tors voting in favor of this amendment shall have written
or printed or partly written and partly printed thereupon,
the following words: *“Amendment of article four (4) of
the cornstitution by adding thereto a new section in relation
to freedom of markets,—Yes.” And the ballofs used at
said election by the electors voting against such amendment
shall have written or printed, or partly written and partly
printed thereon, the words “Amendment of article four (4)
of the constitution by adding thereto a new section in
relation to freedom of markets—No.”

Sec. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved March 3rd; 1887.

CHAPTER 2.

[H. F, No. 45.1

AN AOT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION
TWELVE (12) OF ARTIOLE (1) OF THE CONSTITUTION
OF THIS STATE, BY ADDING THERETO A PROVISO TO
PROTECT THE RIGHTS OF WORKING MEN AND
WOMEN IN CERTAIN CASES.

‘Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

'SecTion 1. That the following amendment to section

" twelve (12) of article one (1) of the constitution of -the state

To protect the
rights of work-
ingmen and
women.

of Dlinnesota is hereby proposed to the voters of the state;
that is to say, that said section twelve (12) of article one
(1) be amended by-adding thereto the following proviso:
“Provided, however, that all property so exempted shall
be liable to seizure and sale for any debts incurred to,any

»
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act; and the qualified electors of this state in their respec-
tive districts may at such elections vote by ballot for or
against said amendment; and the returns thereof shall be
made and certified within the time required by law; and
such votes shall: be canvassed and the result thereof de-
clared in the time provided by law with reference to elec-
tions of members of congress;and [if] it shall appear there-
upon that a majority of the electors present and voting for
or against the préposed amendment to the constitution, as
provided in the next section, have voted in favor of the
same, then the governor shall make proclamation thereof,
and such amendment shall thereupon take effect and be in
force as a part of the constitution of this state.

SEc. 3. The ballots used at such election by the-elee-
tors voting in favor of this amendment shall have written
or printed or partly written and partly printed thereupon,
the following words: *“Amendment of article four (4) of
the corstitution by adding thereto a new section in relation
to freedom of markets,—Yes.” And the ballots used at
said election by the electors voting against such amendment
shall have written or printed, or partly written and partly
printed thereon, the words “Amendment of article four (4)
of the constitution by adding thereto a new section in
relation to freedom of markeis—No.”

Skc. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved March 3rd, 1887.

CHAPTER 2.

{H. F, No. 45.]

AN ACT PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO SECTION
TWELVE (12) OF ARTICLE (1) OF THE CONSTITUTION
OF THIS STATE, BY ADDING THERETO A PROVISO TO
PROTECT THE RIGHTS OF WORKING MEN AND
WOMEN IN CERTAIN CASES.

-Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

‘SEcTioN 1. That the following amendment to section

" twelve (12) of article one (1) of the constitution of -the state

Te protect the
rights of work-
ingmen and
women.

of Minnesota is hereby proposed to the voters of the state;
that is to say, that said section twelve (12) of article one
(1) be amended by-adding thereto the following proviso:
“Provided, however, that all property so exempted shall
be liable to seizure and sale for any debts incurred to,any

.
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person for work done or materials furnished in the con-
struction, repair, or improvement of the same; and pro-
_ vided further, that such liability to seizure and sale shall
also extend to all real property for any debt incurred to
any laborer or servant for labor or service performed.”
SEc. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted
to the people of this state for their approval or rejection,
at the next general election; and each of the legal voters
of said state mny, in their respective districts, at snid elec-
tion vote by ballot for or against said amendment, and the
returns thereof shall be made and certified and such votes
canvassed, and the result thereof declared, in the manner
provided by law for returning, certifying and canvassing
votes at general elections for state officers, and declaring

Submitted to
the people,
whon.

the result thereof; and if it shall appear therefrom thata .

majority of the voters present and voting at such election
upon such amendment, have voted in favor of the same,
then within three (3) days thereafter the governor shall
make proclamation thereof, and such amendment shall
thereupon take effect and be in full force as part of said
constitution.

Sec. 3. The ballots used at said election by those votings
in favor of said amendment shall have written or prinfed,
or p(zlu'tly written and partly printed thereon, the following
words: -

“Amendment to section twelve (12) of article one (1) o£ Ballota, form
o)

the constitution of this state, for protection of rights-o
working men or women—Yes.” And the ballots used at
said election by those voting against such amendment
shall have written or printed or partly written and partly
printed thereon, the following words: “Amendment to
section twelve (12) of article one (1) of the constitution
of this state, for protection of rights of working men
or women—>No.”

SEc. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved Febril&ry 21st, 1887.

When act to
take effect.
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state, county or other officers elected at any general elec-
tion, whose terms of office would otherwise expire on the
first Monday of January, A. D. one thousand eight hundred
and eighty-six (1886), shall hold and continue in such
offices respectively until the first Monday in January, one
thousand eight hundred and eighty-seven (1887).

Swc. 2, This proposed amendment shall be sabmitted to
the people of said state for their approval or rejection at the
next general election for the year A. D. one thousand eight
hundred and eighty-three (1833), and each of the legal vot-
ers of said state may at said election vote by ballot for or Tobvesubmitted

{ : A toa vote of the
against said amendment, and the returns thereof shall be people. How

made and certified and such votes canvassed, and the re- Yoiscanvassed
sults thereof declared in the manner provided by law for the made.
returning, certifying and canvassing votes at general
elections for state officers. and declaring the results there-
of; and if it shall appear therefrom that a majority of the
voters present and voting at such election upon said amend-
ment have voted in favor of the same, then immediately at-
ter that result shall have been ascertained, the Governor
shall make proclamation thereof, and said amendment shall
therefrom take effect and be in force as a part of said con-
gtitution.
_ Skc. 3. The ballots used at said election by those vOt- pajots. How
ing in favor of said amendment shall have written or print. prepared.
ed, or partly written and partly printed thereon, ‘‘Amend-
ment to article seven of the constitution—Yes.”” And the
ballots used by those voting against said amendment, shall
have thereon, ‘“Amendment to article seven of the constitu-
tion—No.”” And such ballots may be attached to and be a
part of the general ticket voted at said election.

Sec. 4. '%his act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved March 1, 1883,

CHAPTER 8.

AN ACT PROPOSING AMENDMENTS TO SECTION TWO (2),
THREE (3), AND FOUK (4) OF ARTICLE SIX (6), OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF THIS STATE RELATING TO THE
JUDICIARY.

Ba it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Secrion 1. The following amendments to sections two
(2), three (3), and four (4) of article six (VI), of the consti-
tution of this state are hereby proposed for publication and
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approval or rejection by the people, in accordance with sec-
tion one, article fourteen of the constitution, that is fosay:

First—That section two (2) of said article be amended
by striking out the word ‘“ three’” where it occurs in said
section and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘“ four.”

Second—That section three (3) of said article be awended
by striking out the word ‘‘seven’” where it occurs in said
section and inserting in lieu thereof the word *‘six.”

Third—That section four (4) of said article be amended
by striking out the word '‘seven’’ where it ocenrs in said
section and inserting in lieu thereof the word “six.”

Sro. 2. These proposed amendments shall be submitted
to the people for their approval or rejection at the general
election for the year one thousand eight hundred and
eighty-three (1883), and each of the legal voters of the
gtate, in their respective districts, may, at such election vote
by ballot for or agaiust such amendmnents, and the returns
thereof shall be made and certified, and such votes can-
vassed and the result thereof declared in the manner provid-
ed by law for returning, certifying and canvassing votes
at general elections for state officers, and declaring the re-
sult thereof; and if it shall appear therefrom that a ma-
jority of voters present and voting at such clections upon
such amendment or amendments shall have voted in favor
of the same or either of them, then within three (3) days
after that result shall have been ascertained and declared,
the governor shall make proclamation thereof, and such
amendment or amendments as shall have received a majori-
ty of the votes aforesaid, shall thereupon take effect and be
in force as a part of the constitution. .

SEc. 3. The voters voting in favor of said amendment
to section two () of said article at said eleetion, shall have
written or printed. or partly written and partly printed upon
their ballots at said election the folowing words: ‘“‘Amend.-
ment tosection two of article six of the constitution, re-
lating to term of office of clerk of supreme court—Yes.”
And the ballots used at such election by thosc voting
a%ainst said amendment to section two (2) of article six (6)
of the constitution shall have written or printed, or partly
written and partly printed on their face the following
words: “Amendment to section two of article six of the
constitution, relating to term of office of clerk of supreme
court—DNo.”

SEec. 4. The voters voting in favor of said amendment to
gection three of said article shall have written or printed, or
partly written and partly printed upon their ballots at said
election the following words: “Amendment to section three
of article six of the constitution, relating to term of office
of judges of the supreme court—Yes.”' And the ballots
used ab such election by those voting against said amend-
ment to section three of said article shall have written or
printed, or partly writien and parily prinied on their face
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the following words: ‘‘Amendment to section three of
article six of the constitution, relating to term of office of
judges of the snpreme court—No.”

SEc. 5. The voters voting in favor of said amendment
to section four of said article, shall have written or printed,
or partly written and partly printed upon their ballots
at said election, the fol'lowing words: ‘‘Amendment to
section four of article six of tge constitution, relating to
term of office of judges of the district court—Yes.” And
the ballots used at such election by those voting against
said amendment to section four of article six of the con-
stitution, shall have written or printed, or partly written
and partly printed on their face the following words:
“Amendment to section four, of article six, of the constitu-
tion, relating to term of office of judges of the district
court—No.”

SEc. 6. This act shall take effect and be in force from
and after its passage.

Approved March 1, 1883,

CHAPTER 4.

AN ACT TO AMEND SECTION ONE HUNDRED TWELVE (112)
OF CHAPTER THIRTY-FOUR (34) OF THE “GENERAL
STATUTES, ONE THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED AND
SEVENTY-EIGHT (1875}, RELATING TO CORPORATIONS.

Be it enacled by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

SectioN 1. Section one hundred twelve (112), of chap-
ter thirty-four (34), of the “General Statutes of one thou-
sand eight hundred and seventy-eight (1878)" as the same
was amended by chapter fifty-seven (57), of the General
Laws of one thousand eight hundred and eighty-one (1861),
is hereby amended so as to read as follows:

“SEc. 112. The amount of capital stock in any such cor-
poration shall in no case be less than ten thousand dollars,
($10,000), and shall be divided into shares of not less than
ten dollars ($10), nor more than one hundred dollars ($100),
each; except thatthe capital stock of mutual building and
loan associations may be divided into shares of two hun-
dred dollars (8200), each; and the capital stock and num-
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CHAPTER 532—H. F. No. 449.

An act proposing an amendment to Section one (1), Article nine
t(?) of the constitution of the state of Minnesota relating to taxa-
$0%,

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

The following amendment to article nine of the constitution of
the state of Minnesota to take the place of section one relating to
taxation is hereby proposed to the people of the state of Minnesota
for their approval or rejection, which amendment when adopted
shall be known as section one of said article nine, that is to say:

Section 1. ‘The power of taxation shall never be surrendered,
suspended or contracted away. Taxes shall be uniform upon the
same class of subjects, and shall be levied and collected for public
purposes, but public burying grounds, public school houses, public
hospitals, academies, colleges, universities, and all seminaries of
learning, all churches, church property, and houses of worship, in-
stitutions of purely public charity, and public property used ex-
clusively for any public purpose, shall be exempt from taxation,
and there may be exempted from toxation household goods, weor-
ing apparel, agricultural products in the possession of the producer
thereof, tools, implemenis and machinery and all real and personal
property ouned by county agricultural societies and used ff)r hold-
ing agricyltural fairs, to such an extent and in such.manner as the
legislature may determine. Taxes may be imposed on incomes,
privileges and occupations which taxes may be graduated and pro-
gressive and the exemption of a reasonable amount of income fl::m
taxation may be provided, and such taxes may be in liew of toxes
on any class or classes of personal property as the legislature may
determine: Provided that the legislature may authorize municipal
corporations to levy and collect assessments for local improvements
upon property benefited thereby without regard to a cash valuation,

_and, provided further, that nothing herein contained shall be con-
strued to affect, modify-or repeal any existing law providing for
the taxation of the gross earnings of railroads.

Sec, 2. Such proposed amendment shall be submitted to the

people for their approval or rejection, at the general election for
the year one thousand nine hundred and twenty, and the qualified
electors of the state, in their respective districts may, at such elec-
tions, vote for or against such proposed amendment by ballot, and

the returns thereof shall be made and.certified within the time, such

votes canvassed, and the result thereof declared in the manner pro-
vided by law with reference to the election of state officers, and if
it shall appear thereupon that a majority of all electors voting at
such election shall have voted for and ratified said amendment, as
provided in the next section hereof, then the governor shall make
proclamation thereof, and such amendment so ratified shall take
effect and be in force as a part of the constitution.
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Sec. 3. The ballots used at said election, on said proposed
amendment, shall have printed thereon: “Amendment of article
nine of the constitution, relating to taxation, to take the place of
section one. Yes..... ...No.........” Each elector voting upon
such proposed amendment shall place a cross mark, thus, “X,” in
a space to be left on the ballot opposite the words “yes” and “'no,”
according as he may wish to vote for or against said amendment,
and his vote shall be counted in accordance with the expressed will
of such elector, as provided by the election laws of this state,

Sec. 4. This act shall take effect and be in force from and
after jts passage.

Approved March 18, 1919,

CHAPTER 533—S. F. No. 515.

An act to amend Section 2226, General Statutes of 1913, relat-

ing fo the taxation of railroad companies owning or operating any
line of railroad situate within or partly within this state, and to
provide for the submission of this act to the people of this state
for their approval or rejection.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Section 1. That section 2226 of the General Statutes for
l1913 be and the same hereby is amended so as to read as fol-
OWS:

Section 2226. Every railroad company owning or operating
any line of railroad situated within or partly within this state,
shall, during the year 1913 and annually thereafter, pay into
the treasury of the state, in lieu of all taxes, upon all property
within this state owned or operated for railway purposes, by
such company, including equipment, appurtenances, appendages
and franchises thereof, a sum of money equal to five per cent of
the gross earnings derived from the operation of such line of
railway within this state. :

On or before August 15, 1913, and annually thereafter, cach
Such railroad company shall make, according to law, a true and
just return of all such gross earnings for the six months end-
ing June 30th next preceding, and the said tax of five per
centum thereon shall become due and payable to the state of
Minnesota in manner provided by law, on September 1st next
thereafter. )

On or before February 15, 1914, and annually thereafter,
each such railroad company shall make, according.to law, a true
and just return of all such gross earnings for the six months
ending December 31st next preceding, and said tax of five per
centum thereon shall become due and payable to the state of
Minnesota in manner provided by law, on March st next
thereafter; and the payments of such sums at the times here-
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and be in force from and after its passage, but in all other respects
it shall take effect and be in force from and after July 1, 1925.
Approved April 25, 1925.

CHAPTER 427—H. F. No. 235.

An act proposing an amendment to the constitution of the state
of Minnesota authorizing the enactment of laws encouraging and
promoting forestation and reforestation of lands in this state, and
providing for special taxation thereof.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Section 1. An amendment of the constitution of the state of
Minnesota is hereby proposed to the people of the state of Minne-
sota, for their rejection or approval, which amendment, if adopted,
shall be known as a new article of said constitution and numbered
in the order of its adoption, which proposed amendment reads as
follows:

“ARTICLE ........

“Section 1. Laws may be enacted for the purpose of encourag-
ing and promoting forestation and reforestation of lands in this
state, whether owned by private persons or the public, including the
fixing in advance of a definite and limited annual tax on such lands
for a term of years and a yield tax at or after the end of such term
upon the timber and other forest products so grown, but the taxa-
tion of mineral deposits shall not be affected by this amendment,

“Section 2. Any and all provisions of the constitution of the
state of Minnesota, inconsistent with the provisions of this article,
are herehy repealed, so far, but only so far, as the same prohibit
or limit the power of the legislature to enact laws authorizing or
permitting the doing of the things hereinbefore authorized.”

Sec. 2. This amendment shall be submitted to the electors of
the state at the general election next ensuing after the passage of
this act, in the manner provided by law, and the votes thereon shall
he counted, canvassed, and the result thereof proclaimed, as pro-
vided by law. The ballots used at such election shall have printed
thereon the following:

“Amendment to the constitution of Minnesota by adding thereto
a new article, to be appropriately numbered in the order of its adop-
tion, authorizing the enactment of laws encouraging and promoting
forestation and reforestation of lands in this state, whether owned
by private persons or the public, including the fixing in advance
of a definite and limited annual tax on such lands for a term of
years and a yield tax at or after the end of such term upon the
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timber and other forest products so grown, but the taxation of min-
eral deposits shall not be affected by this amendment. -

“Yes.ooonnannn
Approved February 25, 1925,

CHAPTER 428—H. F. No. 784.

Ai! act proposing an amendment to Section 2 of Article 6 of the
Constitution of the State of Minnesota, relating to the supreme court
of the state of Minnesota, fixing the mumber of justices thereof.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Section 1. The following amendment to Section 2 of Article 6
of the Constitution of the State of Minnesota, is hereby proposed
to the legal voters of said state for their approval or rejection,
which amendment when so approved shall read as follows:

“Section 2. The Supreme Court shali consist of one chief
justice and six associate justices. It shall have original jurisdic-
tion in such remedial cases as may be prescribed by law, and appel-
late jurisdiction in all cases, both in law and equity, but there shall
be no trial by jury in said court. It shall hold onc or more terms
in each year, as the legislature may dircct, at the seat of government,
and the legislature may provide, by a two-thirds vote, that one term
in cach ycar shall be held in cach or any judicial district. It shall
be the duty of such court to appoint a reporter of its decisions.
There shall be chosen, by the qualified clectors of the state, one
clerk of the Supreme Court, who shall hold his office for the term
nf four ycars, and until his sucessor is duly clected and qualified;
and the judges of the Supreme Court, or a majority of them, shall
have the power to fill any vacancy in the office of clerk of the
Supreme Court until an elcction can be regularly had.”

Sec. 2, The proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
clectors for their approval or rejection at the next general election
in the year 1926, in the manner provided by law and the Secrctary
of State shall place this proposed amendment as No. 1 on the official
ballot. The ballots used in such election on such proposed amend-
ment shall have printed thereon: “Amendment of Section 2,
Article 6, of the Constitution, fixing the number of justices thereof.”
Each eclector voting upon such proposed amendment shall place a
cross mark, thus “X” in a space to be left on the ballot opposite
the words “Yes” and “No,"” according, as he may vote, for or against
said amendment and his vote shall be counted in accordance with
the expressed will of such elector as provided by the election laws
of this state.
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Sec. 4. [76.35] Fees. Upon the filing of every such
application, the apphcant shall pay to the.state fire marshal a
filing and inspection fee of $25.00, except that the fee for
agencies or stations referred to in paragmph d of Section 2

shall be $3.00 and no additional fee shall be charged-for llcenses

to store flammable liquids.
Approved April 25, 1955.

CHAPTER 881—H.: F. No. 954
[Not Coded]

An act proposing an amendment to A'rtzcle VI of the Con-
stitution; providing for the exercise of the judicial power of
the state.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota.:

Section 1. An amendment to the Constitution of. the
State of Minnesota, Article VI, is proposed to the people of
the state for their approval or rejection. The proposed amend-
ment is as follows, and if adopted, Article VI will read:

ARTICLE VI
JUDICIARY

Section 1.  Judicial power. The judicial power of the
state is hereby vested in a supreme court, a district court, a

probate court, and such other courts, minor judicial officers and -

commissioners with jurisdiction 1nfer10r to the district court
as the legislature may establish. .

Sec. 2. Supreme Court. .The supreme court shall con-
sist of one chief judge and not less than six nor -more than
eight associate judges, as the legislature may establish. It shall
have original jurisdiction in such remedial cases as may be
prescribed by law, and appellate jurisdiction in all cases, but
there shall be no trial by jury in said court.

A judge of the district court may be assigned as provided
by law temporarily to act as a judge of the supreme court upon
its request.

The supreme court shall apx;oint, to serve at its pleasure,
a clerk, a reporter, a state law librarian, and such other em-
ployees as it may deem necessary.

Sec. 3.  Judicial Districts; District Judges. The number
and boundaries of judicial districts shall be established or

I
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changed in the manner provided by law but the office of a
district judge may not be abolished during his term. There
shall be two or more district judges in each district. Each
judge of the district court in any district shall be a resident of
such district at the time of his selection and during his con-
tinuance in office.

Sec. 4. District Court Clerks. There shall be elected
in each county one clerk of the district court, whose qualifica-
tions and duties shall be prescribed by law, and whose term of
office shall be four years. His compensation shall be prescribed
by law and shall not be diminished during his term of office.

Sec. 5.  Jurisdiction of District Court. The district court
shall have original jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases,
gndl shall have such appellate jurisdiction as may be prescribed

y law, :

Sec. 6. Jurisdiction of Probate Court. The Probate
Court shall have unlimited original jurisdiction in law and
equity for the administration of the estates of deceased per-
sons and all guardianship and incompetency proceedings, and
such further jurisdiction as the legislature may establish, in-
cluding jurisdiction over the administration of trust estates
and for the determination of taxes contingent upon death. Un-
til otherwise provided by law, each county shall constitute a
probate court district and there shall be one or more probate
judges in each district. Each judge of the probate court in any
district shall be a resident of such district at the time of his
selection and during his continuance in office.

Sec. 7.  Qualifications; Compensation. Judges of the
supreme court, the district court, and the probate court shall
be learned in the law. The qualifications of all other judges and
judicial officers shall be prescribed by law. The compensation
of all judges shall be prescribed by the legislature and shall
not be diminished during their term of office.

Sec. 8. Terms of Office; Election; Vacancies; Reelec-
tion. The term of office of all judges shall be six years and
until their successors are qualified, and they shall be elected
in the manner provided by law by the electors of the state,
district, county, municipality, or other territory wherein they
are to serve.

Sec. 9.  Holding Other Office. = Judges of the supreme
court and the district court shall not hold any office under the
United States except a commission in a reserve component of
the military forces of the United States and shall not hold any
other office under this state. The term of office of any such
judgeshall terminate at the time he files as a candidate for an
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electwe office of the United States or for a nonjudicial office
of this state.

Sec. 10.  Retirement.  The legislature may provide by
law for retirement of all judges, for the extension of the term
of any judge who shall become eligible for retirement within
three years after expiration of the term for which he is select-
ed and for the removal of any judge who is incapacitated
while in office.

Sec. 11.  Appointment. =~ Whenever there is a vacancy
in the office of judge the governor shall appoint in the manner
provided by law a qualified person to fill the vacancy, to hold
office until his successor is elected and gualified. The successor
shall be elected for a six year term at the next general election
occurring more than one year after such appointment.

Sec. 12, Retired Judges. As provided by law, a re-
tired judge may be assigned to hear and decide any cause over
which the court to which he is assigned shall have jurisdiction.

' SCHEDULE

(a)  All justices of the peace shall continue in office
each for the remainder of his term which remains unexpired
at the time this Article takes effect.

(b)  All probate judges in office at the time this Article
takes effect shall be deemed learned in the law for the purpose
of continuance in, and reelection to, any judicial office inferior
to the district court.

- (e) - All municipal courts in existence at the time this
Article takes effect shall continue in existence until otherwise
provided by law.

(d) Salary schedules, in effect when this Article takes
effect for the compensation of judges, court commissioners,
clerks of court, and other court employees, shall remain in ef-
{:;ec% until otherwxse prescrlbed by the legislature or provided

y law..

- (e) Statutory prov:smns fixing the retirement com-
pensation of Judges, in effect when this Article takes effect
shall remain in effect until otherwise provided by law.

(f). .The office of court commissioner in any county at
the time this Article takes effect shall continue in existence
until otherwise provided by law.

Sec. 2. This proposed amendment shall be submitted to
the people of this-state for their approval or rejection at the
general election for the year 1956 in the manner provided by
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law for the submission of amendments to the constitution, The
ballots used at this election shall have the following printed
thereon: :

“Shall Article VI of the Constitution of the State of Min-
nesota relating to the judicial power of the state be amended
to organize, establish, conduct, and operate the judicial power
of the State of Minnesota in accordance with the provisions
of the amendment printed and published in Laws 1955, Chap-
ter (Here insert chapter number when assigned) ?

Yes
No 2
Approved April 18, 1955,

CHAPTER 882—H. F. No. 1407
[Not Coded]

An act proposing an amendment to the constitution of
the State of Minnesota by including a consolidated article on
public highways, providing for systems of pudlic roads to be
constructed, improved and maintained by the state, counties
and municipalities; authorizing the stale to construct and
maintain trunk highways and aid in the comstruction and
maintenance of other public highways,; establishing and au-
thorizing the creation of a fund for such purposes by the taxa-
tion of motor vehicles and motor fuel; the issuance of bonds
for such purposes as to trunk highways; consolidating and
combining the several provisions of the constitution relating
thereto into o single article to be known as Article XVI taking
the place of present Article XV, Article I1X, Section 16, and
repealing inconsistent provisions of the constitution.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota:

Section 1. An amendment to the constitution of the
State of Minnesota is proposed to the people of the state for
their approval or rejection, which amendment if adopted shall
be known as Article XVI and shall take the place-of present
Article XVI and Article IX, Section 16. The proposed amend-
ments reads: :

ARTICLE XVI

Section 1.  Subject to the limitations of this article the -
state may establish, locate, construet, reconstruct, improve .

and maintain public highways and may assist political subdi-
vigions in such work.
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CHAPTER 151--H.F No. 2285
An act

relating to constitutional amendments; proposing an amendment to the
Minnesota Constitution, article XI; increasing the sales tax rate by three-eighths
of one percent and dedicating the receipts for natural resource and cultural
heritage purposes; creating an outdoor heritage fund; creating a parks and trails
fund; creating a clean water fund; creating an arts and cultural heritage fund.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT.

An amendment to the Minnesota Constitution is proposed to the people. If the
amendment is adopted. a section will be added to article XI, to read:
Sec. 15. Beginning July 1. 2009 until June 30. 2034. the sales and use tax rate shall be
increased by three-eighths of one percent on sales and uses taxable under the general state
sales and use tax law. Receipts from the increase, plus penalties and interest and reduced
by any refunds. are dedicated. for the benefit of Minnesotans. to the following funds: 33
percent of the receipts shall be deposited in the outdoor heritage fund and may be spent
only to restore, protect, and enhance wetlands, prairies, forests, and habitat for fish, game,
and wildlife; 33 percent of the receipts shall be deposited in the clean water fund and may
be spent only to protect. enhance, and restore water quality in lakes, rivers, and streams
and to protect groundwater from degradation, and at least five percent of the clean water
fund must be spent only to protect drinking water sources; 14.25 percent of the receipts
shall be deposited in the parks and trails fund and may be spent only to support parks and
trails of regional or statewide significance; and 19.75 percent shall be deposited in the arts
and cultural heritage fund and may be spent only for arts, arts education, and arts access
and to preserve Minnesota's history and cultural heritage. An outdoor heritage fund; a
parks and trails fund; a clean water fund and a sustainable drinking water account; and
an arts and cultural heritage fund are created in the state treasury. The money dedicated
under this section shall be appropriated by law. The dedicated money under this section
must supplement traditional sources of funding for these purposes and may not be used
as a substitute. Land acquired by fee with money deposited in the outdoor heritage fund
under this section must be open to the public taking of fish and game during the open
season unless otherwise provided by law. If the base of the sales and use tax is changed.
the sales and use tax rate in this section may be proportionally adjusted by law to within
one-thousandth of one percent in order to provide as close to the same amount of revenue
as practicable for each fund as existed before the change to the sales and use tax.

Sec. 2. SUBMISSION TO VOTERS.

(a) The proposed amendment shall be submitted to the people at the 2008 general
election. The question submitted shall be:

"Shall the Minnesota Constitution be amended to dedicate funding to protect our

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/?id=151&year=2008 6/25/2012
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Hrinking water sources: to protect, enhance, and restore our wetlands, prairies, forests,
and fish, game, and wildlife habitat; to preserve our arts and cultural heritage; to support
our parks and trails: and to protect. enhance. and restore our lakes. rivers, streams.

and groundwater by increasing the sales and use tax rate beginning July 1. 2009, by
three-eighths of one percent on taxable sales until the year 2034?

(b) The title required under Minnesota Statutes, section 204D.15. subdivision 1, for
the question submitted to the people under paragraph (a) shall be "Clean Water, Wildlife,
Cultural Heritage, and Natural Areas."

Presented to the governor February 15, 2008
Filed with the Secretary of State February 19, 2008

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/?id=151&year=2008 6/25/2012
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03/08/2012 || Author added Dettmer 6179 |
03/13/2012 jCommittee report, to pass as Ways and Means 6452a
amended and re-refer to
03/14/2012 ||Committee report, to pass as Rules and Legisiative 6487a
amended and re-refer to Administration
03/14/2012 || Author added Vogel 6498 | ]
03/19/2012 ] Committee report, to pass ”6688 ! ]
03/19/2012 | Second reading l6717 |
03/19/2012 ||House rule 1.22, notice of intent to| Tuesday, March 20, 2012 6723
place on Fiscal Calendar
03/19/2012 jjAuthors added Woodard, Stensrud, Anderson, 6728
P.; Crawford, Barrett, Kieffer,
Erickson, Scott, Quam, Downey,
Drazkowski, LeMieur and
Garofalo.
03/20/2012 J|Amendments offered [ I 6761 || |
03/20/2012 {|Point of order raised, ruled well multiple points of order 6761
taken
03/20/2012 | Third reading I le771 }
03/20/2012 |[Bill was passed I le771 |72-62 |
03/20/2012 |[Author added |[Runbeck 6772 |
03/26/2012 ||Returned from Senate with 1374
amendment
03/26/2012 ||House refuses to concur, 7374
conference committee of 5
requested
03/26/2012 ||House conferees Kiffmeyer; Anderson, S; Benson, 7374
M; Downey; and Drazkowski.
03/27/2012 7435
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/revisor/pages/search_status/status_detail.php?b=Senate&f=H... 6/25/2012
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Senate accedes, conference
committee of 5 be appointed

03/27/2012 ||Senate conferees Newman, Limmer, Thompson, 7435

Daley, Lillie

04/03/2012 ||Conference committee report, 8263c
delete everything

04/03/2012 ||House adopted conference 8263
committee report

04/03/2012 || Third reading as amended by 8263
Conference

04/03/2012 ||Bill was repassed as amended by 8264 |[72-57
Conference

04/05/2012 ||Senate adopted conference 8296 |(135-29
committee report, bill repassed

|04/10/2012 ||Secretary of State, Filed

]lPresented to Governor

|4/52012

|

“Chapter number

167

Effective date

Pending ballot approval by
voters.

Please direct all comments concerning issues or legislation
to your House Member or State Senator.

For Legislative Staff or for directions to the Capitol, visit the Contact Us page.

General guestions or comments.

last updated: 01/05/2012

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/revisor/pages/search_status/status_detail.php?b=Senate&{=H...
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) ss
- COUNTY OF HENNEPIN )

Elizabeth H. Mulvaney, of the City of Grasston, County of Pine, in the State of

Minnesota, being duly sworn, says that on the 25th day of June, 2012, she served the following

document(s):

Brief and Supplemental Appendix of Intervenors-Respondents 87th Minnesota House of
Representatives and 87th Minnesota Senate

Upon:

William Pentelovitch

Richard G. Wilson

Justin H. Perl

Wayne S. Moskowitz

Alain M. Baudry

Catherin Ahlin-Halverson
Maslon Edelman Borman & Brand, LLC
3300 Wells Fargo Center

90 South Seventh Street
Minneapolis, MN 55402-4140
bill.pentelovitch@maslon.com
rich.wilson@maslon.com
justin.perl@maslon.com
wayne.moskowitz@maslon.com
alain.baudry@maslon.com
catherine.ahlin@maslon.com

Teresa Nelson

American Civil Liberties Union of Minnesota
Suite 180

2300 Myrtle Avenue

St. Paul, MN 55114-1879
tnelson@aclu-mn.org

Laughlin McDonald

Jon Sherman

American Civil Liberties Union Foundation,
Inc.

230 Peachtree Street, Suite 1440

Atlanta, GA 30303

Imcdonald@aclu.org

jsherman@aclu.org

ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONERS

Mark Ritchie

Secretary of State

Secretary of State’s Office

Beth Fraser

Bert Black

Office of the Minnesota Secretary of State
State Office Building, Suite 180

100 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
St. Paul, MN 55155

mark ritchie@state.mn.us
beth.fraser(@state.mn.us
bert.black@state.mn.us

RESPONDENT SECRETARY OF STATE
Mark Ritchie




Erick Kaardal

William F. Mohrman
Mohrman & Kaardal, P.A.
33 South Sixth Street
Suite 4100

Minneapolis, MN 55402
kaardal@mklaw.com
mohrman@mklaw.com

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
Individual Legislators

State Senator Scott J. Newman and State
Representative Mary Kiffmeyer

Tim Griffin

Liz Kramer

Leonard, Street and Deinard

150 South Fifth Street, Suite 2300
Minneapolis, MN 55402
liz.kramer@leonard.com

timothy. griffin@leonard.com

Daniel B. Kohrman

Michael Schuster

AARP Foundation Litigation
601 East Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20049
dkohrman(@aarp.org

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
AARP

Nathan J. Marcusen

Bowman and Brooke, LLP

150 South Fifth Street, Suite 3000
Minneapolis, MN 55402
nathan.marcusen@bowmanandbrooke.com

J. Christian Adams

Election Law Center, PLLC

300 North Washington Street, Suite 405
Alexandria, VA 22314
adams(@electionlawcenter.com

Zachary S. Kester

Kaylan L. Phillips

Noel H. Johnson

ActRight Legal Foundation
2029 K Street NW, Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20006
zkester(@actright.com

kphillips@actright.com

njonson(@actright.com

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
Minnesota Majority, Inc.

Paul A. Banker

Mark A. Jacobson

Kelly G. Laudon

Lindquist & Vennum

4200 IDS Center

80 South Eighth Street
Minneapolis, MN 55402-2274
pbanker@lindquist.com
mjacobson@lindquist.com
klaudon@lindquist.com

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
Citizens for Election Integrity-Minnesota




Sara R. Grewing David C. Brown

St. Paul City Attorney Senior Assistant County Attorney

Gerald T. Hendrickson C-2000 Government Center

Deputy St. Paul City Attorney 300 South Sixth Street

400 City Hall Minneapolis, MN 55487

15 West Kellogg Boulevard david.brown@co.hennepin.mn.us

St. Paul, MN 55102

sara.grewing(@ci.stpaul.mn.us ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
jerry.hendrickson@ci.stpaul.mn.us Hennepin County

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
City of St Paul

Jeffrey Martin

Martin Law Office

375 Oxford St. North

St. Paul, MN 55104
martinlawoffice@comcast.net

ATTORNEYS FOR AMICUS CURIAE
St. Paul Branch of the NAACP

by e-mailing at the e-mail address(es) listed above, and by mailing to said person(s) at the address(es)
listed above a true and correct copy thereof, enclosed in an envelope, postage prepaid, and by
depositing same in the post office at Minneapolis, Minnesota directed to said person(s) at the stated

address(es). ,
oA 0

EIW H. Mulvaney ©

Subscribed and sworn to before me this |

25th day of June 2012.
A

g io.h»w\fdeuﬁ

Notary Phblic
6982633v1

Re:  League of Women Voters Minnesota, et al. v. Mark Ritchie
Minnesota Supreme Court Case No. A12-0920
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