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Dear Oregon Voter: 
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'nle Voters' Pamphlet i~ one of the state'• atrongeat and most visible symbola of 
commitment to the democratic voting proceu. Since 1903, the Votera' Pamphlet 
bas helped Oregonians make informed choice• for their future; 

Thill pamphlet provide• you with information about the llingle statewide mea· 
sure that appears on your ballot for the June 29 election. The pamphlet al10 
contems information about voter regi.ltration and absentee ballote. 

'nlis Special Election Voten Pamphlet il printed in a new tebl!lid format rather 
than the familiar bound booklet bec:aUI8 «the limited information aubmitted 
for thia pamphlet. Using this format reduced the 001t of publishing the Votera' 
Pamphlet, resulting in a savings for taxpayera. 

The June 29 election is a vote-by-mail election and is the first vote-by-mail elec· 
tion to have a statewide issue on the· ballot. Ballots will be mailed to all regis­
tered voters starting on June 11 and continumg into the following week. 

Please read the Voteri Pamphlet carefully, eaet your ballot and return it to your 
county elections office by 8:00p.m. Tuesday, June 29. 

Best, 

?.:! ILL; 
Secretary of State 
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INFORMATION 
GENERAL 

Material for the 11tatewide measure in your Official 1993 June Special 
Election Voters' Pamphlet includel the ballot title, the complete text «the pro­
posed measure, an impartial statement explaining the measure and ita effect, 
estimate of financial impact and any argumente filed by proponents and oppo­
nents. The page number for each item can be found in the table of contents 
above. 

Oregon law requires the Legislature to submit one argument in mpport of 
each measure it refers to the people. Citizen• or organizations may al10 file 
arguments in favor of or in opposition to each measure by purchasing apace for 
$300 or by submitting a petition ligned by 1,000 electors. The Secretary« State 
may not accept any argument that ia not aa:ompanied by the apecified fee or the 
requisite number« lignaturea. 

The Votera' Pamphlet bas been compiled by the s..:r;tary of State since 1903, 
when Oregon became one of the first states to provide for the printing and dis­
tribution of such a publication. 

One copy of the Voten Pamphlet ianuu1ed to every houaehold in the state. 
Additional copiea are available at the State Capitol, post office•, courthOUI8B 
and all county election departments. 

The June Election is a vote-by-mail election. If you are registered to vote by 
June 8, you will receive your ballot in the mail. Abllentee or replacement ballote 
are available from your county elections office. 

BE A WELL-INFORMED VOTER. 
STUDY THE ISSUES AND VOTE. 

IMPORTANT: YOUR VOTED BALLOT 
MUST BE RECEIVED IN YOUR COUNTY ELECTIONS 

OFFICE BY 8:00P.M. JUNE 29 TO BE COUN'I'ED. 
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VOTER REGISTRATION 
You may regiBter to vote by mail or in pel'IOn it: 
(1)You are a citizen of the United States; 
(2) You will be 18 years «age or older on election day; and 
(3) You are a resident of Oregon. 

IMPORTANT: You may reJi.ter to vote if you meet the above qualifica· 
tiona, but you muat be reJiatered by 6:00p.m. on June 8, 1993. 

You muat rerep.ter it: 
(1) Your regi•tration bas been canceled; 
(2)Your name bas been changed by marriage or court order; 
(3) Your residence or mailing address has changed for any reaaon; or 
( 4) You desire to change your political party affiliation. 

You may vote one time in the preCinct ofreJi,stration without reregis­
terinlit: 
(1) Your name has been changed by marriage or court order; 
(2)Your residence or mailing addre• has been changed by the United States 

Postal Service, or city or ·county, but the location of the residence has not 
changed and you quaJi1Y for and obtain a certificate of registration from the 
county election office; ar 

(3)Your mailing addre.M has changed but the location of your residence bas not 
changed. · 

You may cast a ballot even though there may be a question about the validity 
of your registration. 

If such a question exists, the election official may require you to vote a "chal­
lenged• ballot. You will be required to sigri a statement indicating you believe 
you are eligible to vote the ballot being issued. 

The "challenge• proceas is provided by Oregon law and simply means your 
ballot will not be counted until the election official can determine that you were 
entitled to vote .. The election official has until the 19th day after the election to 
determine the validity of your registration. This process is used to assure that 
no voter is denied the constitutional right to vote because of an administrative 
error and to assure that votes which may be fraudulent are not counted. 
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 10-Referred. to the Electorate of Oregon by 
the 1993 Legislature, to bs voted on at the Special Election, June 29, '1.993. 

BALLOT TITLE 

Be It Resolved by the Legislative Aaembly of the State of Oregon: 

PARAGRAPH 1. Section lc, Article IX of the Constitution of the State of 
01-egon, is amended to read: 

Sec. 1c. (1) The Legislative Assembly may provide that the ad valorem taxes 
levied by any taxing unit, in which is located all or part of an area included in a 
redevelopment or urban renewal project, may be [divided] calculated so that 
the taxes [levied against] from any increase in the [true cask] real market 
value, as [defined) provided by law, of property in such area [obtaining] occur­
ring after the effective date of the ordinance or T980lution approving the rede­
velopment or urban renewal plan for such area, shall be used to pay any indebt;. 
edness incurred for the redevelopment or urban renewal project. The legislature 

may enact such laws as may bs necessary to carry out the purposes of this sec­
tion. · 

(2) The limitations of section llb, Article XI of this Comtitution, mall 
apply to tazu from any increa~e in the real market value deacribed in 
subsection (1) of this 18Ction )'PI'! a majority of the electon retiding 
in the area ~bject to the tllxes an voting on the question specifically 
(A) IUJ~dedJ:!debte£'• for redevelopment or urban renew-
al pi'O r au orize levy of taus not subject to the limita-
tions of . llb, Article XI of this Constituticm, for the purpo~e of 
pa)'inl the principal and interest on outstandiul bonded indebtedneN 
previoutiy iasued to finance an urban renewal or redevelopment pro­
ject or pi'Oject& This sublection mall apply only to bonded indebted· 
ness appi'Oved at an election held on or after the date of the election at 
which thie subsection ie approved. 

PARAGRAPH 2. The amendment pi'Opo18d by this 1'880lution s.hall be 
submitted to the people for their approval or rejection at a special•• 
tion held thi'Oupout this state on the date .epeci1ied in 18Ction 2, chap­
ter 24, Orelon Laws1993 (Eni'Olled Senate Bill357), 

The State of Oregon has attempted to 
correct spelling errors, but is not 
responsible for grammar, syntax or 
inaccuracies of measure arguments. 

MEA,~u· "RENO ,,. Sti11E>Of 0 o Ort!qon 

,, 

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 

lS93'• Ballot Meuu:re One II a pzopoaed CODitltution&l amendment which, il adopted, 
wl)l allow voters In a city or county to eltbar authorize bonded lndebtedneu for url>an 
renewal p!Ojecta or authorize ta:xa. to pay ailtiPa wban renewal bonded IDdebteclnela. In 
either caae, auch taxea will be outlide Maalure IS'allmitl. 

Voten may thus authorize, with a single vote, tbture urban renewal ilidebteclneea on 
either a project-by-project or multiple-project balla, depending on what the aovemini body 
of the city or county aubmlta to ita votera. If a city or county' a votera 10 authorize, property 
ta:xa. for urllan renewal in their city or county may lncreue with no furlher vote.. The 
resulting taxes will be levied on all~ In the locality. 

Some urban renewal plana Involve projects which are not capital conatructlon or 
improvement.. Thele project• include, but are not limited to, acquilitlon and aale ofland, 
relocation of persona and· bu!lin- dilplaced by the prqjec:t, leulnr or m•nell""'ent of 
houains, l!l'ante and loana. Taxea for the1e local project• will be permitted outaide 
Meuure II'• llmitalf 

(1) Oregon voten approve Ballot Meuure One; and u; 
{2) city or county voters later approve a local measure authorlzinK auch fundini. 

Thia meaaure also makes aome ehanse• to the existing aeetion of the Oreson 
Conatitution governing urban renewal taxes. The c:hanse from "true caah" to "real market" 
brings the aection Into conformity with Meuure II. The chanse from "divided" to "calculat. · 
ed" reflects the fact that division II only one of the calculat.ii>na Ul8d In determining urban 
renewal taxes. 

Committee Members~ 
Senator Shirley Gold 
Representative Geil Shibley 
Repreeantative Cedric Hayden 
Don Mcintire 
Barbara Seymour 

Appointed by: 
President of the Senate 
Speaker of the Houae 
Secretazy of State 
Secretmy of State 
Members of the Committee 

('J'hi& Commit/a waa appointed to prouide an impartitJl e:cplan.a.tion of tJu ballot 1Ma&UI'e 
pursuant tc ORS 251.215. The statement waa modified and cepif~ed by tJu Suprt11M Court 
of tile State of Oregon pursuant to ORS 251.235.) 

3 

LEGISLATIVE ARGUMENT IN SUPPORT 
MEA8llBB 1 BES'l'OBES UBBANBENEWAL:nJNDlNG OPnONS 

FOB ALL OBBGON COJriMVN1TIB8. 

C'mut declaiona Jut y.-r declared that Meuure lllimlta applied to repayment ofwban 
renewal hoJllls, includini honda iMued before Meuure IS wu pauad. That nullilled provi­
aiona of.an wban renewal NA!rm Jaw pUNd by the 1991 ~. t.. a IWIIlt,JOO­
atlnaurban renewal projecta are no Jouaw a prllctlcal option filr a numbeJ' of communiU.. 

Bow Does Urioua BeDewaJ. Wark? 

In aimple terma: A line II drawn around an area that II stagnating, one where property 
valuM are not riaing. Flana filr uw,jor ~bile improvement~~ lllre roadwayw, ltreet lighting, 
utility11nea, green apacee, bmulng and other r~ are drawn up. Then wban renewal 
honda are 10ld, the plana Implemented and private m.-ton ~ to come In or 
apand In the area. 

The result: The CODIIJ).UJiity pinll new ueeta; pmperty valu• rile and M. do tax Nf· 
anUM. Some of the city-wide increale In rewn11M II Ul8d to pay oft' the honda. 

.._ 1 JIMtocoM UriouaBeDewal Optio .... 

The lejpalature hu referred Meuure 1 Cor voter approval. It would amend the Oregon 
Constitution, allowing votera In local communitiea to decide whether to allow urban 
-~hondA to beUied'forprojecta In theirCOIDDlUDity. 

Meuure 1 apandA local voter control QWr urban renewal by requiring local govern­
mente to seek approval of local voters before starting any urban renewal plana to be 
financed outlide Meuure llllmitl. 

However, voter approval ofMeuure 1 iteelf will NOT raile anyone' a taxM. 

RESTORING URBAN RENEWAL IS IMPORTANT 
TO HELP LOCAL COMMUNn'IE8 CBEATE JOBS. 

Urban renewal is by far the most Important job-creating economic development tool 
available to local communities throughout Oregon. Communitiea have used it for more 
than 30 yeera to build and diverany their local economies. Ur!)an renewal prol!l'ama lever­
age limited public dollan to stimulate private inveatmenta. Urban renewal pto,leeta in 
Oregon bring in at ~t $7 of private IDOiley fur every $1 of public funda invested In local 
project&. 

PleueJoin U1·1n Vo~YES on Measure 1 
for the Economic Health of Oreaon'• Communitie& 

Committee Members~ 
Senator Eusene (Gene) Timms 
Repreaentative Tom Brian 
Representative Margaret Carter 

Appoinied by: 
President of the Senate 
Speaker of the Houae 
Speaker of the Houae 

(This Joint LegislatWt Committee oppoinled to prouide legislative argu1Mnt in support of 
the ba/Jot 1Ma&Urt1 pursuant to ORS 251.245J 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
M~ 1 Requlree Loeal Governments 

to Seek Approva1,of.~ Voteno 
Before 8tartlnjr Any Urban ReDewal PlaniJ 

Funded Outalde Mea.eur.IS IJmita. 

Melllllln~ 1 requlrell government omctala interested In fundl.Dg urllan :renewal projecta 
outside Measure 5'a property tax limit to lint get local voi:A!n' approval. It ~ IW'II 
urban n~newal bonda an~ tnlatad Uke other bonda under the Oregon Conatitution. 

MEASURE 1 DOES NOT RAISE ANYONE'S TAXES. 

The propoaed amendment will not raile anyone'• t.xea. It only allowa citizena In com­
munitiea around the otate to decide for themoelves In a local election whether to fund 
urban n~newal projects. · 

Urban Renewal U.. Been the Beat Way 
for Local Commwdtlaa All Over Oreco­

from Mllton Fraawatar to Newport-
to Create Joba and Divarally Local Economiaa. 

Urban n~newalfinanclng hu been. effective In the otate'slarger urban an~ll8 as.a tool 
for managing growth and livability; and In small conununitiea that have needed to gener­
ai:A! alternative livelihooda for their citizeno. 

Urban :renewal progrllliUI leverage limited public dollara to atimulai:A! private lnveot­
menta. Urban n~newal projects In ONiOn bring In at least $7 of private mnney for every 
$1 of public funda lnvesi:A!d In local p~jecta. 

KEEP OUR COMMUNITIES WORKING. 

Vote YES on Measure 1. 

(This information furnished by Pot McCormick, Campaign Manager, Oregonians for 
Urban Renewal) 

(This spsa. purchss9d for $300 In accordanee Wllh ORS 251.255.) 

TM prinlin{J of tJU. Of1lU1MIII dDu not constiluu on endorsemmt by tlw SIGU of Oregon, 
nor dces the stoU warrant ths accuracy or truth of any statement made in ths argument. 

-----··~- -- -- --

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
Our City and Othen Like Philomath 

Need Urban Renewal aa a Tool 
to Keep Our Commwdty Wo~. 

Benton County, where Philomath is located, hu the lowest unemployment rate In the 
atai:A!. But In our community, unemployment remains a major conc:em. Troublea In the 
timber industry an~ hitting Philomath hard. 

Just before Measure 5 was passed In 1990, Philomath formed an urban :renewal district 
to encourage economic development. A lot needs to be done to attract new jobs to 
Philomath (street paving projecta, and water and oewer improvements are needed). Urban 
renewal is clearly the beat tool we can uoe to help ouraelvea. 

The Court Daeiaion Halted Urban Renewal Plana. 

Lut year' a court decision, subjecting urllan renewal to the Measure 51imit, hit ua hard, 
too. Becauoe as~&~aed valuea are low In our community, tax rates h•ve been high. So 
Measure 5 reduced taxes here. But becauoe property tax limits forced budget reductlono 
for all local government. In our conununity, the court deciaion 8Cilttled our urban renewal 
plana. 

Now, Philomath can't uae urban renewal rmancing for local projecta without further 
. cutting the city's limii:A!d budgets for general oervicea, such as lire and police. That doesn't 
makeeenae. 

I 

Meaaure 1 Will Allow Philo-th Voteno to Decide for 
TbaDIINilv• if'l'ba:y Want to Repay Urban Bonda 

Outaide the Meaaure IS IJmit. 

We strongly support Measure 1 becauoe It leta votera In Philomath choose whether to 
uae urban renewal bonda here to help create new joba In a conununity that desperately 
needathem. 

Citizens In other cities may not think urban renewal is right for them. We respect that. 
So does Measure 1. We aimply ask them to let ua have the chance to put urban renewal to 
work here. 

Pleaaevote YES onMeuura1. 
Urban Renewal Is Philomath'• Beet Option for Building 

Our Local Economy. 

(This information furnished by Van 0. Hunsaker, Mayor of Philomath.) 

(Ttlis sp- purchs.s•d lor $300 In accotriancs Wllh ORS 251,255.) 

The prinlin{J of tJU. argummt tine• not constiluu on endorsement by the Stou of Oregon, 
nor doea ths stoU warrant 1M accurocy or truth of any ototemmt made in ths argument. I 

MEASURE No. 1 Statuof 
Oregon 

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
FOR MORE THAN SO YEARS, URBAN RENEWAL HAS BEEN A MAJOR TOOL 

FOR COMMUNITIES TO REVITAIJZE THEIROOWNTOWNS. 

Maaaure 1 Will Keep Urbai.. Renewal Wor.ld.uator 
Communltlaa Throucbout tile State. 

Downtown• repreeent the core of every conununity. Yet In many Oregon cities, age and 
change have taken their toll on downtown. That was a mo,jor reason Oregonlana adopted 
urban :renewal tlnancing In 1960. Slnc:e then, It has been one of Oregon's moat effective 
tools for downtown redevelopment. 

Urban renewal rmancing hu Invigorated downtowns In the state's larger cities, provid­
ing the seed money to spark prlvate-aectDr lnveotment, build eil'ordable houaing and cre­
ate joba. And In smaller conununitleo it baa energized similar lnveatmenta In core an~aa­
improving atreeta, rehabilitating buildl.Dga, and providl.Dg low-cost loans to small busi· 
nesaes. 

Citiaen11 Should Have the 1UP>t to Vote for Urban Renewal Pro,r..... 
that Will Help bl Tbalr Commwdt:y. 

Examples of what'a at risk show how dift'erent communitieo use urban renewal in dif. 
ferentways. 

• Roeebw:Jr: Unleas the congested Intersection ofEdenbower Boulevard and Broad StNet 
is improved and a signallnatalled, prime conunercial property will go undeveloped: 

• Albany: Improvement. planned for Firat, Second and Main streets, aa well as a bual· 
neos loan program, will have to be canceled. 

• Klamath Falle: Street improvements, and a downtown parking structure aimed at 
attracting business to an adjacent Industrial area, are In jeopardy. 

• Astoria: A project including a new confe:rence center, private hotel and OSU seafood 
laboratory project downtown is on hold, hurting downtown retallera who are counting 
on the project to boost their buaineeaea through tourism. 

The economic vitality of many Oregon citiea will be sapped if urban renewal programs 
&n~ no longer an option to provide inc:entivea .for economic growth and downtoWn revital· 
ization. 

The Ore&on Downtown Development Aasoclation 
urgee you to pleaae vote YES on Meuura 1. 

Keep Our Communities Worldn&. 

(This information furnished by Brian Scott, Presicknt & ExecutitH! Di:reclm', Oregon 
Downtown Development Association.) 

(This spaa. purchased for $300 In accordancs Wllh ORS 251.255.) 

The Printin8 of thU argument doca not -..tiluu on endorsemmt by tlw SIGU of Oregon, 
nor dDu iM stoU wa.rmnt ths accuracy or truth of any stoUment made in ths argument. 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
RESTORING URBANRENEWALIN PORTLAND IS THE KEY TO CONTINUED 

JOB GROWTH AND THE CVBBING OF INNER.CITY DECAY. 

'Urban Renewal Baa Helped Tranllform Portland. 

Portland today Ia a JDOdel other citiea an~ trying to copy because the unique partnership 
between the public and private aectora has reshaped the face of the city. Urban renewal 
was used to creai:A! Tom McCall Waterfront Park In plac:e of a freeway, put in Pioneer 
Courthouse Square, preserve Union Station, enhance the Oregon Convention Center are'!, 
develop RiverPlace and Pioneer Place, build Airport Way and develop affordable housing 
downtown. 

On an Investment of $150 million in tax dollara over the last three decades, urban 
renewal hu generai:A!d more than $2 billion In private Investment In Portland-close to a 
1,300 percent return. 

Aaaeaaed valuea In revitalized areas have grown three timeo as fast as values city-wide 
over the last 20 yeara. Urban renewal programs have generai:A!d about 35,000 new job.- in 
th11 same period. But those aucc:eaa stories an~ at risk. 

Without Mauure 1, Portland Voten Have No Choice About 
UaiJia' Urban Renewal Filuuule bl the Future. 

Court rulinga last year declared urllan renewal bonda were subject to Measure 5 tax 
limita. AI a result, urban :renewal bonda are no longer a practical option for the city to uae 
to finance redevelopment programs. Issuing new bonda would force n~ductiona in general 

.fund services auch as police, fire and parks. Even repaying bonda issued prior to Measure 
5's passage will cost nearly $9 million per year from the city's general fund. 

MaUure 1 Restores Choice for Portland Voters. 

Mellllllre 1 authorizes voters In local communities auch as Portland to decide for them­
oelvea whether to uae urban renewal financing, and how it will be repaid. It's a constitu­
tional change that will not raile anyone's taxes. It limply allows local votera to determine 
ifurllan renewal is the beat option In their own local Climmunity. 

The Portland Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce 
Stroft~Py Supports Meaaure 1. 

It's Vital to Portland's Economic Health. 

Please Join Us in Votin&YES on Meaaure 1. 

(This information furnished by Donald S. McClave, Presicumt, Portland Metropolitan 
Chamber ofCommerceJ 

(This spac. purchased for $300 in accordancs Wllh ORS 251.255.) 

The prinlin{J of tJU. Of1lUmml tinea not consti.tuu on endorsement by th. Stou of Oregon, 
nor dces 1M stoU warrant ths'occurocy or truth of any otoument mtJ<k in ths argumen~ 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
OREGON'S CHAMBER EXECUTIVES STRONGLY 

SUPPORT MEASURE 1 AS THE BEST MEANS TO GIVE 
LOCAL COMMVNl'I'IES THEABILlTYTO CREATE JOBS. 

Chambera of Commerce are committed to the proaperity of the buaineues and people in 
the communitiea they 81ll'V8. Oreson chamber executi--&om Albany to Astoria, from 
The Dallea to Klamath Fan.-I'8COJPilze that urban renewal Ia the beat job<reating, local 
development option available to moet communitiea. 

Local Development Proj..UAre at Rlak. 

Right now, for a number of Oregon oommunitiea, urban renewal ia no longer an option. 
Courts declared Jut September that urban renewal bonds would be subject to the 
Measure 6 limit. Communitlea that are at the Measure IS limit can no longer depend on 
urban renewal bonds to provide the local matching funds on federal or state projects. Nor 
can those communitiea make public Investments that leverage private-oector Investment 
In local projects that create jobs. 

M8811Ur8 1 Would Guarantee Local Control Over Urban Rauewal. 

MeaBUre 1 would make sure every community In Oregon has the cbolc:e to use urban 
renewal because lt'a the beat altenuative to generate joha or revitalize a atagnating area. 

Paaaage of Meuure 1 will not lncreue texea for anyone. It merely givea local voter& 
control over whether, when and how to use urban renewal. 

More than hal! of all Oregonians live In communitiea that have benefited &om urban 
renewal programs. For every dollar of public funds allotted to urban renewal in the atete, 
more than $7 In private funds have been lnveated. Those lnveatln!lnte have diveraified and 
strengthened local eoonomiea and created new joba. 

Urban Renewal I• ... Important Auet fn Orecon'a Dorta 
to Help Ita Communitiea Prosper. 

Keep Our Communitie& Wor"kina. 

Vote YES onMeasure1, ~Be Sure to Return Your Ballot by June 291 

(This information fumisMd by Midlael McLaran, Ex4cutwe Director, AJbany Ana 
Clu.mber of CommerceJ 

{This spscg purchased tor $300 In aCCDidanctl w/lh ORS 251.255.) 

~ printing of this IJlllUment doe• not constitute on endotwiMnt by tM Stote of Oregon, 
nor dou 1M atate warrant tM accurcu:;y or 'truth of any atotelMnt 1iiDlU in tM IJlllUment. 

ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
You are uked to vote UnoontJplled Pmoertv Tax JnCT!Illll!!ll for Urban Renewal Taxes for 
37 Citiea and Countiea. Measure 1 Ia COBting you $900,600.00. 

1. In Tualatin, Oregon, an average $114,600.00 home had before the Supreme Court ruJ. 
ing in September, 1992, an Urban Renewal Tax of $327.57 while the tax for the entire 
Government of Tualatin wu $343.36. Th!. Ia .a 95% ratio In property taxea for Urban 
Renewal, Vote No. Urban Renewal Boards !""' »ot Elected. 

2. In the Portland Urban Renewal Area our preliminary review of Employee~, discloaea 
that over 50% or more do not live in the property tax paying area. Vote No. 

A. U.S. B~corp Tower, Firat Interstate Tower and bulldinglln the Water&ont assea&­
menta areas do not pay acboo! or local goyeroment aervlcea u homeownera and other 
busineaae~ do. Eighty per c:ent oftheae texao goea to Urban Renewal. Vote No. 

B. Meuure 1 ie deaignecl to hoodwink your vote. Remember Tualatin, where there la a 
95~ Urban Renewal Ratio Tax. Vote No. Don't over rule the Supreme Court. 

3. In 1968 we voted on Urban &newal and In September 1992, the State Supreme Court 
agreed Urban Renewal T8XIll were under Measure IS. With State, Countiea, Citiea and 
Schoo!a adding over 3,3U new employee• alnc:e Meuure II paaaed; keep Urban Renewal 
under Measure 6. Vote No. Orepn Tu Court limiteol U.R. T....,. to Meamre II. 

4. The Legislature paa~d Measure 1 to raise your property taxes, for Urban Renewal 
Employees and Foreign Corporation• which get 100% property tax relief in Urban 
Renewal areas, yet buslnesae1 and homeowners have to. pay higher property taxea to ben· 
efit the Foreign Corporation& but with no new broader tax plan for Public Education. 

5. Renter& and Homeownera, the State oC Oreson, Countlea and Cltiu are using your tax 
dollara to campaign on this Meaeure, VOTE NO. Save rental and house payment 
increuea. TIJINKi..Urban :Renewal Board& Are Not Elected. 

(This information fumisMd by Clyck V. BrummeU, President, Oregon Homeowner's 
Alloci4tion, IncJ 

(Thi$ spac• purchased tot $300 In accordanat wllh ORS 25 1.255.) 

~printing of this IJlllUmenl doeo not conatUuu on endotwment by 1M Stote of Oregon, 
nor dou tM state warrant tM OCCIU'IJCy«' truth of any ltatelMnt 1iiDlU in tM arguiMnt. 
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR 
rVE OPPOSED UBBANBENEWAL lNTHE PABr. 

BUT MEASURE 1 PUTS VOTERS lN c;:HARGE OF UBBANRENEWAL PLANS. 

THAT'S THE REFORM rVE BEEN WORKING FOR. 

VoteD:Son~l, 

I campaigned for Mayor of Tualatin In opposition to urban renewal. After being elected, 
I realized the valua tiu. important tool has for local communiti ......... peclally when you 
adcl Meaaure 1'1 requl:rementa for local voter part.\c:lpation In the clecillon to uae urban 
renewal. 

Meuure 1 will require local otliciala to con~ult with votera and get their approval 
BEFORE atartlng any urban renewal plaDI funded outside the Measure I> limit. That 
forcea urban renewal plan~ to really reflect what tbe community wants. 

Urban :Renewal Bonda Outside Meuure I) Limit Shoulcl Be Treateol Lllra General 
Obliptlo11 Bolllda. M-1 no..Tbat. 

Meuure 1 changes the Oreson Con~titution to treat UJban renewal bonds outside the 
Meaaure 6 limit much like general obligation bonda. Local officla!a must get voter 
approval before bonds can be IJ&ued. Only with voter approval can repi1JDIIDt be made 
&om taxes outside Measure 6 limit. 

Join- fn votin&' y• 011 Meuure 1. 
GIVE t:ocAL VOTERS CONTROL OFlmBANRENEWAL. 

(This i~ation {urnisMd by Steven L. Stolze, Pruident, SLS Custom Ho~M~J 

(Thm spacg purchued tor $300 In #(;Oftianoa w/lh ORS 251 .255.) 

~printing ofth~ arpment dou not conatUute 4ll endotwment by the Sklte of Oregon, 
7IN' dou tM atote WIJl7'tJ1II tM OCCIU'IJCy or truth of any akltement 1iiDlU in tM arguiMnt. 

ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
VOTERS SHOULD KNOW THE FACTS ABOUT MEASURE 1 

AMENDMENT OF CONST.ITUI'ION UNNECESSARY VOTE NO 
The CoDititution permita votera to approve bonds outalde the Measure 5 limite now. No 
change Ia needed. 

Citiea having worthy projects to finance by property texea need only go to voter& and 
aak approval of general obligation bonds payable outalde the limit. Proponent. of 
Measure 1 want to hoodwink voter& Into letting them ialue bonds whanever they please 
without voter NView or approval--as before Meaaure 6. In 1991 Portland collected over 
$17 million in property taxea for uroan renewal with none of it approved by the votera. 

ALL OREGON TAXPAYERS SUBSIDIZE URBAN :RENEWAL 
THE SUBSIDY MUST STOP VOTE NO 

Urban renewal projBctl withdraw uaeaeed valuation from the general tax rolla for extend­
ed periods of time. Becau~e of the withheld valuation, tal<payera of government& over· 
lapped by an urban renewal government pay more to those government&, and school dia­
tricta collect leu mo'fJI1Y and require more mpport &om lltata-wlde taxplyen. 

Portland has an urban reneWal program which aiphoned oft' more than $17 million of 
the property tax In 1991 and withholda tremendous .....ad valuation &om the general 
tax roll. Peraon1 ~ texea to Multnomah County, Port of Portland, and Metro (in 
Clackamu, Multnomah, Waehington Countiea) pay tuee at a higher J"ate to make up 
for the withheld property value. The State pays to malr.e up lou to acbooll. TIIX}l8yera of 
Grelham, Troutdale, Fairview, Wood Village, Maywood Park, and unincorporated 
Multnomah County plus uta-wide iu:pii)'US mbaidize PoJtland'a urban JeDeWal, 
but none hu a uy in its creation or expansion. If free. wheeling urban renewal Ia per­
mitted again, taxpayer& throughout Oregon will pay even higher suhaidy to Portland. 

UNCONTROLI.J.l:D U R TAXES WERE REINED lN BY MEASURE II 
MAINTAINTAXPAYERCONTROLOVER TAXES VOTE NO 

Before Meuure 5, UJban renewal government. eatablilhed projects. ieaued bonds, and col· 
lected texee without going to the voter&. Speciallandholdera, developers, and bualneaaea 
have been the p~pal beneticiarles. Suddenly now, urban renewal is promoted to benefit 
the poor, but to dete the poor and needy have received little.. More often, low <oat housing 
hu been deatroyad and poorly replaced. Urban renewal for the poor has been ignored 
because it ia not prolltabl-for developer& or the government. Taxpayers IIndt main· 
tafn control of property tu:e~. 

SPECIALLEGISLATIONATTAXPAYERS'EXPENSE 
The Legialature that could not find adequate funcline for schools eaaily found 
$900,600 to fund a special state-wide election for this unneeded amendment to the 
Constitution. Tha State's prloritlu for special intereats are obvious. 

VOTE NO ON MEASURE 1 

(This information {um.isMd by Peter and Dorothy Smith, Multnomah CountyJ 

fTf"• sp-putr;/JaMd lor $3()0 In accorrJanat with ORS 251.255.) 

~ Prinlilw of thu 1J111Umenl d.oca not con.titut4 "" endotwment by the State of Orqfon, 
7IN' dou 1M atote WIJl7'tJ1II tM occurcu:;y or truth of ""Y atatemmt 1iiDlU in tM.IJlllUment. , 



Offieiai1Q93 June Special Election Voters' Pamphlet 

ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
VOTE NO ON MORE TAXES! 

Thla meuure will increue taxeoo by allowblg NEW PROPERTY TAXES IN EXCESS 
OF MEASURE 6'8 LIMITS. 

MEASURE ISIS SUPPOSED TO BE A CEILING, NOT A FLOOR. It should limit the 
"rent• we pay government In order to Ul8 our own property to no more than $liS per thou· 
sand. By aucceaaively excluding varioua t- from the Measure IS limita, we will ~end 
property taxeoo right back up to previoualevels. · 

SEND SALEM A MESSAGE! 

THEY JUST DON'T GET IT. Six montha after we puaed Meuura IS, the Legialature 
RAISED INCOME TAXES $180 MILUON DOlLARS! Local government. have been 
raising every tu and fee they can, ID fatten their buraaucraciea, while blamiJig Meuure 
IS. Inatead of cutting wute and reforminll' government, SPECIAL INTERESTS ARE 
PUSHING A MULTI-BILLION DOLLAR SALES TAX IF YOU GIVE THE GREEN 
UGHT BY VOTING FOR MORE TAXES. 

IT'S TIME TO FIGHT BACK! 

OREGON'S TAXPAYER PROTECTION PLAN WILL BAN ANY NEW TAXES UNLESS 
YOU APPROVE. NO TAXATION WITHOUT DIRECT REPRESENTATION. Inatead of 
just voting NO on new taxeoo, you can work FOR TAX LIMITATION, to send a menage ID 
SALEM AND WASHINGTON, D.C. 

TAXPAYER PROTECTION INri'IATIVE 
1112018.E. DMSION 
GRESHAM, OR 97030 
(603) 867-8311S 

(This information furnished by Fronlo Eisenzimmer, Ch<Urman, Thzpayer Protection 
lnUiLJtiveJ 

(Th/1 ~ purc!JM.t for $300 In at:eortJMit» with ORS 251.255.} 

77&e printing of W.. a~piiiCIIt dou not COIUiituU an ClldoruiiiCIIt by tM St4U of OrrJion, 
nor dou 1M •tate WG~T~~~~t 1M accU1IIC;)I Qr truth of any ltotei'Mnt 7rUUk in tM argument. 

ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
BALLOT MEASURE liS A TRAP! 

Ballot Meuure 1 ia being preeented u a meana of Increasing local voter control of 
urban renewal spending. The truth ia that they will have leu control if tbia meuure paa&­
ea and ifth.,ir city or county gives JmC:Umlapproval of.Ul'ban renewal project.. 

That'a the Trap! If local voters .. y "Yea" In just one election, then their urban renewal 
agency ia Cree "from here ID eternity" to issue urban reDewal bondl (tax Increment revenue 
bondl) and to add wbBteyer tax"' am n!!<tl!•arv to repay tboq honda without ever coming 
back to the voters. 

If Ballot Meuure 1 pauea, url>an renewal agencie1 will be Uling the same IYitem ul&d 
on November 1991 tu billa (before the Supreme Court ruled that It violated Meuura IS). 
Under that ayatem, the City of Tualatin'• tax rate for urban renewal wu juat a few centa 
leu than the rate for all other city operationa combined! And, In one area of Hood River, 
the urban renewal tax rate wu more than $6.60 per $1000 of uaea~ed value. It makea no 
~enae to limit taxeo for 8118Dtial non-IChool aervlcee and then have no limita on taxeoo for 
urban renewal! 

Ballot Meuure 1 wa1 drawn up by clever urban renewal apecialiata who want NO 
re.trictlons on their spending authority lll:ld want to be higher In the pecldng order than 
polioe and fire protection, community hoapltala and even IChoola. 

HEREARETHEFACTSYOUNEEDTOKNOW. 

Right now, your city or county .illullv have the authority to ask ror voter approval of 
general obligation bondl for capital conatructlon or improvement. In an urban renewal 
plan. 

Your city or county can issue revenue honda ID fmanoe other aspect of an urban renewal 
plan, but the taxa to repay tho~e banda have to come out of the $10 per $1000 uae818d 
value allowed under Meaaure 5. 

If Ballot Measure 1 paaaea, your property taxea can skyrocket, and when that happens 
you'll be wondering whatever happened ID property tax limitation. Don't allow the urban 
renewal agencies to realize their goal of, "One man, one vote, ONE TJME.• 

VOTE NO on Ballot Mea~ure 1. 

(This information furnished by Don McJntire, Prouct Oregon Property &ciety- "P.O.P .S. ") 

(This ~pace purchased fot $300 in acoordanCII with ORS 251.255.) 

77&e printing of this argument does not COMtitute on endorsement by the State of Oreaon. 
nor does 1M st<JU warro11t 1M accuracy or truth of any ltotement 7rUUk in tM orgument. 
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ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
CAN NEW LAYERS OF GOVERNMENT SPEND 

YOUR DOLLARS BE'lTER THAN YOU? 

The Oregon Supreme Court hu ruled that urban renewal bondl mUit be included under 
Measure li tu limite, but thia Constitutional change will put put, present and future 
urban renewal bond dlhta OUTSIDE thellmita for all time. 

Urban renewal bondl may be aold for a .very wide range of project.a, and a property owner 
may be aubject ID more than one tuing project at a time. All homea and busineu property 
In the city or oounty being uaeued for the Ul'ban renewal project will be subject to these 
taxea outaide Clll!'8Dt llmita. This could add aigni1icantly ID your current property taxes. 

Urban renewal agencie• can achedule electiona any number of times until projectl are 
piUIIIed. Onlle the bondl are voted and aold, they cannot be canoeled by any auhlequent 
vote, but m01t be repaid. 

Your city could have a large number of urban renewal projectl at any one time. Your coun­
ty could aiao have a large number ofprojectl at the aame time. You could be taxed on mul­
tiple city project~ and multiple oounty projects at the aame time. This could add signifi-· 
c:antly to your property tu atatement. 

Urban renewal bondl give potential •pecial treatment to aome propertlea and maka many 
othen pay tbe price. A oounty renewal agency may dealgnate a project In a remote area 
and maka the entire county pay. A city may build a facility that narrowly bene1l.ta one 
neighborhood and make a diatant crou-town property taxpayer retire the bondl with a 
direct tax. 

VOTE NO ON BALLOT MEASURE 1 FOR FAIR TAX TREATMENT. 

(This information furnished by Cedric Heyden, State Representative, and tM Honorable 
Ron SunseriJ 

(This 'P-~ fot $300 In accontance with ORS 251.255.} 

77&e printing of W.. tJ171UIIICIIt til»• not llOIIBtituU an ~-nt by tM SI4M of OrrJion, 
nor .U.. tM- W01'101St tM accurocy or tnJJ1a of any -mmt 7rUUk in the tJ11IU11Um.t. 

ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
WHEN WAS THE LAST TIME THE LEGISLATURE DID YOU ANYFAVOIIS/ 

Ballot Meuure 1 ia brought to you by the same Legislature that promiaed you property 
tax relief ror over 12 yeara but could never get ita act together. But they aure can pull 
themaelvea together when It C0111811 to clever acheme1 to increue your taxes. 

The medicine the Legislature ia asking you to swallow (property t- to repay urban 
renewal dlht withwt any otat.ed gr !mW!ed limjtl ia 10 bitter that they have coated It with 
a augar coating of increaaed local voter control But note that THEY wrote the Ballot Title 
and then by law disallowed any challengea In the courts to determine if it ia a fair and 
honnt deacriptlon of the meuure. Hey, when you got tbe 111118Cle, why not use it? 

Ballot Meaaure 1 IS NOT ABOUT LOCAL VOTER CONTROL. When the voters 
approved Meuure 5 In November, 1990, they allowed for voter aj:.proval of general obliga­
tion bondl to pay for capital conatruction and improvemente, whether part of an urban 
renewal plan or not. There !I no need to change a word there. 

But urban renewal agencies don't like general obligation bondl because they come with 
a number of aafeguardl to protect the taxpeyerw. Urban renewal agenciea prefer their own 
kind of bondl (called tax Increment revenue bondl) becauae they can use the proceeda to 
maka 2% or 3% Joana to certain enlightened developera. Or they can "uaemhle" many 
1mall propertiea (by condemnation If necessary) and ~ell the packar-l'tequently at a 
loa-to 10- favored developer. 

Thio ia a very deep pool of t&xPayer money that the agencieo and the developera have 
been awimming In for about 30 yeara now, and they have been having withdrawal pains at 
the thought of loSing their taxpayer aubaidy. But it ia abaolutely neoesaary that the tax­
payer& keep a lid on theae taxes or the entire benefit ofMeuure 5 could be lost. 

In November, 1990, the voters of Oregon realized the Legislature would never provide 
property tax relief and they had the courage ID trUit themaelvn to do the job. Meuure 5 
ia only 40% implemented and many taxpayers have felt aubstantial relief. Others will feel 
relief over the next three yeara. In short, Meuure 5 is working on the path projected. The 
voters were right ID trust themselves In 1990. Now the voters need to have the courage to 
stick with the original plan and not allow an Inept Legislature to screw up the people's 
rational plan. 

Continue to trust yourself. VOTE NO ON BALLOT MEASURE 1. 

(This information furnished by Harry Alton, E:acutive Club, Grelhom.) 

(This tpaCII purchased fot $300 In accorrlanCII with ORS 251.255.} 

77&e printing of this tJ111Uiftml docs not COMtitute on en<Wrsement by the State ofOrrJion, 
nor dou tM- warro11t tM accuracy or truth of any statement 7rUUk in 1M argunumt •. 
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ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION 
SAY THAT AGAIN, GRETCHEN. 

Thia is a story about Portland, but limilar atories probably could be told around the 
State. 

The atory waa reported on paae C4 of TM Orrgonitm for Friday, April 16, 1993. It 
--that Mayor Vera Katz, in preparing the city' a budget for 1998-IM, aet aaide $1.6 mil· 
lion to help pay for outstanding uri>an re~~&wal honda in - Ballot Meaaure 1 ahould fail. 
Seems like a prudent thing to do. 

However, City Commialioner Gretchen Kafowoy waa troubled by the -aae aw:h pru-
dent budgeting might -d. Aa reported in the newspaper: 

"But Commiaaioner Gretchen Kafowoy aaid the aet-aaicle could undermine the [pro. 
Ballot Measure 1) campaign. II votera figure the city can alleorb the debt payment&, 
ohe aald, it could aink the meaaure-and a chanoa for Portland to build another rede. 
velopment program." 

Gretchen'• me11aae Ia aa old aa the hille: !At'• apend .very dime we cen extrllllt fnnn 
the texpayen 10 we can go back to them and tell them we're brolul and we need new 
taxes. Gretchen ia 10 &JIXious to get Ballot Measure l pa.ued that ehe it rea4Y to pmhle 
with the city'a fiscal etability in order to get more tex dollan. When will they ever leern, 
when will they learn? 

Surely there are Gretchene littlng on just about every city council and .very county 
court or commiaaion in the Stete. Ian't it time to pound home the -aae we thought we 
-t with the paaaaae of Measure 6 in 1990? Enough of thl.t 11adlly apendlng juat "r the 
aalrAI of spending. Get aerioua with our money! 

But we can't blame the Gretchen~ of'the world for the half-million dollar campaign now 
being waaed to get you to believe that Ballot Meaaure 1 ia about local control rather than 
about increaaed taxing authority. A great deal of that money can be traced right back to 
_the developera who, with the coc>peration of the uri>an renewal agencies, find the valuea of 
their own properties enhanced by uri>an renewal projects. And 10 the world goes around. 

There remain• one protection agelnst thl.t unholy alliance of politician, developer and 
newspaper editor. YOU, the informed voter who will not be swayed by glitzy TV ada or 
"pereonalized" computer mailings. YOU can recognize the IOUJ'C8 of the material you -
and hear, and YOU cen determine who will profit if Ballot Measure l paasea. 

VOTE NO ON BALLOT MEASURE l. 

(This in{ormatitm furni.8JI«l by Tom DenMhy, "P.O.P.S. • • Prot«t Ort,gon Property 
SocietyJ 

(This space purchased for $300 In ac:cortWic. wflh ORS 251.255.} 

TM printing of this argumen;t does not C01111titute on ondorsemen;t by tJr. SIDU of Oregon, 
nor does tlu siDU WOTTOIIt tlu accuracy or truth of any stDUnu111t 17IDdc in tlu orgu~Mnt. 

A cassette edition of the Voters' 
Pamphlet is available for Oregonians 

who cannot read standard print due to 
a visual or physical disability. 

'Ib order a cassette edition of the 
Voters' Pamphlet, please contact Vision 

Resources For Independent Living at 
503-284-3339. 

Three covered wagons crossing the plains ofUmc.tilla County as part of 'Westward Ho" pageant at the Perulleton Rournl-Up. 
This undated photo was taken by the S. Nelson Camera Shop. Photograph courtesy of Oregon State Library. 

7 



Official 1993 June Special Eleetion Voters' Pamphlet 

COUNTY ELECTION OFFICES 
BAKER CURRY JEFFERSON MALHEUR UMATILLA 
Julia Woods Reneol<olen Elaine L Hende13011 Deborah R. DeLong Tom Groat 

~~r37rs~~ c~er~~ CU[IY. Coim~ Clerk Jefferson Coun~ Clerk Malheur County CIGrk Umatilla County Clerk 
P.O.Box74 Courthouse, 75 .E. ·c· St. 251 ·e· St. W., Courthouse Box 4 P.O. Box 1227 

Baker c!}Y,(lR 97814-3398 Gold Beach OR 971t4 Madras o~ a7741 r~:sf5~ ~~w3-5157 ~~~~~~~·~ ~L~t 27&-7119 523-820 523-8208 247·7011, Ext. 2231 247-6440 475-44511 475-4451 

BENTON DESCHUTES JOSEPHINE MARION UNION Mary Sue (Susl~enhollow Dan Burk o.si:hutes Coun Clerk r=~: ~~ty ci8rk 
Alan H. Davidson R. Nellie ~ue-Hibbert 

Dlr., Rec/Eiecllons Administration . ~::~c:'bti~lerk Union Coun Clerk 
Courthouse 1130 N.W. Harriman St. P.O. Box69 1100 "L" Avenue 
Coovallls, or 97330 Bend, OR 9l701 ~.::'~tan· .. ~!XI~&-0203 3180 Center St. NE, Room240 La Grande, OR 97850 
757·67561 757-5646 36&-85o47 I 38&-6547 Selern, OR f7301-4589 963·1006 

588-50411 56&-5610 

CLACKAMAS DOUGLAS KLAMATH WALLOWA 
John Kauffman Gay Fields Evelyn Biehn MORROW Charlotte Mciver 
Clackamas County Clerk ~~.~x ~unty Clerk Klaniath County Clerk Barbara Bloodsworth Wallowa County Clerk 
Elections Division Rosebu~, ?R 97470-0004 316Maln St. Morrow County Clerk 101 s. River St.
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Rm. 100:iJ>oor 16 

625 Portland Ave. 440-425 I 440-6092 Klamath F~s, OR 97801 P.O. Box338 ~~~·&~1~628-13 Gladslone/~R 97027·2195 863-51351 883-4135 Hef$6er 0~ 9783&-0338 
855-8510 855-1685 67 6i I 87&-9081, Ext. 28 

GILLIAM 
Rena Kennec!Y LAKE WASCO 

CLATSOP Gilliam CountY Clerk Karen O'Connor MULTNOMAH Karen LeBreton 
Lori Davidson Courthouse Lake Coun~lerk Vicki Eovln Wasco Coun~ Clerk · 

g~'ft'~~~~X9c~~mercial 
Condon, OR 97623-0427 513Centar Dlr JEiectione Courtho~. 11 Washington Sr. 384-2311 . Lakeview, ~R 97630-1579 1040 S.E. Morrison. The Daile&, OR 97058 

Astoria, OR 97103-0178 947·60061 947·6007 Portl~ or 97214·2495 ~1591(29&-6159 
325-8511/( 32!).8511 248--37 I 24&-3729 

GRANT 
KathX McKtmon 
Gran County Clerk LANE WASHINGTON 

COLUMBIA P.O. Box 39 Annette Newingham POLK Jerry Henson 
Elizabeth ~tty/, Huser ~~~~~H~~~~~~o.o039 Elections DivisiOn Linda Dawson Asseee/Taxatlon 
Columbia un y Clerk 135 E. 8th Ave. Polk County Clerk ~~:O,l~o'~~t~~lte B 10 Courthousa Eur.:Je, 0~ 97 401·2671 Courthouse, Room 201 

~i:h~~~~ F~?~i7~2oe9 68 ·4234 I 687·4320 Dall'lr:! OR f338-3179 648-8670 
HARNEY 623· 17 I 623-9217 
Dolores Swisher 
Harney Coun~ Clerk 

LINCOLN WHEELER Courlliouse
0 

o N. Buena Vista 
coos Burns, OR 7720 Dana Jenkins SHERMAN Judy Potter 
Mary Ann Wilson 573-6641 Lincoln Coun~ Clerk LlndaComle Wheeler County Clerk 
Coos County Clerk 225 W. Olive t

3 
Room 201 Sherman County Clerk P.O. Box327 

Courthouse ~~1\~~~~~ I C 26!).6811, 
P.O. Box365 Fossil, OR 97830-0327 

~~~~~·1 ?t?.73~2?it8:s-3106 HOOD RIVER Moro, OR 97039-0385 783-2400 

~r~~?iec 
Ext.2348 585-3606 

Courthouse, 309 State St. 
YAMHILL Hood River, OR 97031·2093 

CROOK 388-1442 LINN TILLAMOOK Charies Stem · 
Della M. Harrison Steven DruCkenmiller Josephine Veltri ~~~~~n~~~:151h St. Crook County Clerk 

JACKSON ~~"& c&:'&~fnrk · Tillamook County Clerk 
300 E. 3rd 201 Laurel Ave. ~~~~~l~e( ffi.%~~8-4593 Prineville, OR 97754·1919 Kathy Beckett 

~~a?~c9::1.1s33 Tillamook, OR 97141 
447·65531 c 447-6553 Jaci<Son Coun~ Clerk 642·3402 

courthouser 1 s. Oakdale 
Medford, 0 97501·2952 
77&-71811 77&-7183 

REMEMBER- YOUR VOTED 

BALLOT MUST BE RECEIVED IN 

YOUR COUNTY ELECTIONS 

OFFICE BY 8:00 P. M. JUNE 29 TO 

BE COUNTED. 
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