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The Commontwealth of Massachusetts

Cendidales o _Speciman Ballot - fine
Dol exceeding Ong Hundred Dollars.
SecerTary o Tax
COMMONWEZALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

STATE ELECTION

Tuesday, November 8, 2022

To vote for a candidate, fill in the oval @ to the right of the candlidate’s name. To vote for a person not on the

OFFICIAL
SPECIMEN
BALLOT

HANSON
Pets. 2, 3

ballot, write the person’s name and residence in the blank space provided and fill in the oval.

212 |

GOVERNOR and LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR
e — Vote for ONE
DIEHL and ALLEN Rt Ropubican

COUNCILLOR

SecoNpDisTRICT . Vote for ONE
ROBERT L. JUBINVILLE +++++++++++ Domooratic
487 Adams St._Mitan Canlents for Re-glaction

HEALEY and DRISCOLL ++++++++++++ Democratc

DASHE M. VIDEIRA + 444444444444+ Republican

35 Marvin Ave, Franklin

REED and EVERETT 4+ v+ sv+++s++++ Libortarian

DO NDT VOTE IN THIS SPAGE.

< USE BUAKK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN,
DO NOT VOTE |i1ms SPACE.
USE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WAITE-IN. WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY
v | NATOR IN GENERAL COURT
SECOND PLYMOUTHA NgRFoiK OisTeT . Vote for ONE
ATTORNEY GENERAL MICHAEL D. BRADY 4111+ 11 ++++++++ Democratic
Vote fur ONE 2BEMsSL Brockion  Candidate for Re-slsction
ANDRER JOY CAMPBELL 1o+ v4s+4vvs Damocratic — | JIM BORDON +rvvesrvvrrerssrresss Repubiican
37 Groveland St._Baston 180 Beechwond Rd. Hanson
JAMES R. MCMAHON, Il ++4++4++++ Ropublicsn ~ DO NOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE.
14 Canal View Rd. Bourne . USE BLARK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.
DO NOT VOTE IN THIS 8PACE.
USE BLANK LINE n_iy:w FOR WRITE-IN. WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY
o

WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY

SECRETARY OF STATE
__ vetsiorOME
WILLIAM FRANCIS GALYIN ++ 44444+ Domocratic
46 Laks St._Boston Candidate los Re-election
RAYLA GAMPBELL ++++44t4eusrrrrass Republican
307 Hich 81, Whitman _

JUAN SANCHEZ +++++++44+4 44+ Groen-Rainbow Pery
40 Suffofk 8¢, Holgeke

REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL COURT
SIXTHPLYMOLTHOISTRICT  Vole for ONE
JOSH S. CUTLER ++4vssssanssbrsss s Domoceatic
8P outh Ave. Dusburs Canidaly ko Re-¢leciion
KENNETH SWEEZEY ++++++44s4+s+4+++ Ropublican
51 Mattzkseselt St Hansan

DO NOT VOTE il THIS SPAGE.

DO NOT VOTE IN THIS 8PACE,
LUSE BLAKK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.

< LISE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-I¥.
© WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY
| DISTRICT ATTORNEY

WAITEN SPACE ONLY PLYME1/7H DISTRICT Vote for ONE

TREASURER
Vote for ONE

DEBORAH B, GOLDBERG ++++++ +4++++ Democratic
37 ripslop Rel. Brooline Candidale for Re-election

TIMOTHY J. CRUZ 444444444444+ +++ Republican
141 Aunt Lizzles Ln. Marshiiefd Candidat for Re-alaction
RAHSAAN HALL +ocvvrsvasersssrsrs Democratic
29 Belcher Ave, Biockon
DO KOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE.
USE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.

CRISTINA CRAWFORD R

100 Prospeat 5. Sharborn - © WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY
DO NOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE.
USE ALANK LiNE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.
o| SHERIFF

WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY

AUDITOR
_Vole for ONE

ANTHORY AMORE 4445544404444+ 444+ Republican
247 Washlglon St. Winchester

FLYMOUTH COUNTY Vote for ONE

JOSEPH DANIEL MeDONALD, JR. +++ Republican

26 Ortolani Cir._Ki ston Candidate for Re-gfection
DO NOT VOTE [H THIS SPAGE.

USE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.

WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY

DIANA DIZOGLID 4+ s444+44++ +s++ 54 Domocratic
30 Oive St. Methuan

GLORIA A. CABALLERQ-ROGA . Graen-Rainbow Party
5 Whiting Ave. Holyoke

DOMINIC GIANNONE, Il -4+ 44+ Workers Party
58 Blrchbrow Ave. Wrymath

DANIEL RIEK ++ 454+ ver++rs42++++ Libortaran
98rexs; Poln Yarmouth

0O 0 0 0 0

COUNTY COMMISSIONER
PLYMOUTHCOUNTY Vota for ONE
SANDRA M. WRIGHT 44444444444+ 444 Rapublican
150 EastSt. Bikgewaler andidatsfor Re-clction
ALEX A, BEZANSON +s+++¢4 440444+ Domocrtic
761 Randolzh St_Ablngin

DO NOT VOTE IN THIS SPAGE.
UUSE BLANN LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN,

D0 HOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE,
USE BLANK LIKE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.

WRITE-IN SPACE O_N_LY

C

WRITE-IN SPACE ONLY

REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS
HINTH DISTRICT Vote far ONE
BILL KEATING ++44 4245425220414+ Domocratic
10 Briarwood Ln. Bowg Candidals bor Re-slection
JESSE G. BROWN vot46vess444+44 044 Republican
61 John Alden Rd. Piyouth
DO NOT VOTE [N THIS SPACE.
USE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WRITEIN.

WNE-JN SPAGE ONLY
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VOTE BOTH SIDES

QUESTION 1
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL

AMENDMENT
Do you approve of the adoption of an
amgndment to the constitution summarized
below, which was approved by the General Court
in joint sessions of the two houses on June 12,
2019 (yeas 147 — nays 48); and again on June 9,
2021 {yeas 159 - nays 41)?

SUMMARY

This proposed constitutional amendment
would establish an additional 4% state income
tax on that portion of annual taxable income in
excess of $1 million. This income level would be
adjusted annually, by the same mathod used for
fedzral income-tax brackets, to reflect increases
in the cost of living. Revenues from this tax
would be used, subject to appropriation by the
state Legislature, for public education, public
colleges and universities; and for the repair
and maintenance of roads, bridges, and public
transportation, The proposed amendment would
apply to tax years beginning on or after January
1,2023.

A YES VOTE would amend the state Constitution
to impase an additional 4% tax on that portion
of incomes over ong million dotlars to be used,
subject to appropriation by the state Legistature,
on education and transportation.

A NGO VOTE would make no change in the state
Constitution relative to income tax.

YES
NO
QUESTION 2
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE
PETITION

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on
which no vote was taken by the Senate or the
House of Representatives on or before May 3,

20227
SUMMARY

This propased law would direct the
Commissicner of the Massachusetts Division
of Insurance to approve or disapprove the rates
of dental benefit plans and would require that a
dental insurance carrier meetan annual aggregate
medical loss ratio for its covered dental benefit
plans of 83 percent. The medical loss ratio would
measure the amount of premium dollars a dental
instrance carrier spends on its members' dental
expenses and quality improvements, as opposed
to administrative expenses. If a carrier's annual
aggregate medical loss ratio is less than 83
percent, the carrier would be required to refund
the excess premiums to its covered individuals
and groups. The proposed law would allow the
Commissioner to waive or adjust the refunds
only ifitis determined that issuing refunds would
result in financial impairment for the carrier. -

The proposed faw would apply to dental
benefit plans regardiess of whether they
are issued directly by 2 carrier, through the
connector, or through an intermediary. The
proposed faw would not apply to dental benefit
plans issued, delivered, or renewed to a selt-
insured group or where the carrier is acting as a
third-party administrator.

The proposed law would require the
carriers offering dental bensfit plans to submit
information about their current and projectad
medical loss ratio, administrative expenses, and
other financial information to the Commissioner.
Each carrier would be required to submit an
annual comprehensive financial statement to
the Division of Insurance, itemized by markst
group size and line of business. A carrier that
also provides administrative services to one or
more seli-insured groups would also be required
to file an appendix to their annual financial
statement with information about its self-insured
busingss. The propased law would impose a late
penalty on a carrier that does not file its annual
teport on or befare April 1.
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The Division would be required to make the submitted data public, to issue an annual summary to certain legislative committees, and to exchange the
data with the Heaith Policy Commission. The Commissioner would be required to adopt standards requiring the registration of persons or entities not otherwise
licensed or registered by the Commissioner and criteria for the standardized reporting and uniform allocation methodologies among carriers.

The proposed law would allow the Commissianer to approve dental benefit policies for the purpose of being offered to individuals or groups. The
Commissioner would be required to adapt regulations to determine eligibility criteria.

The proposed law would require carriers to file group product base rates and any changes to group rating factors that are to be effective on January 1 of
each year on or before July 1 of the preceding year. The Commissioner would be required to disapprove any proposed changes to base rates that are excessive,
inadequatg, or unreasonabls in relation to the benefits charged. The Commissioner would also be required to disapprove any change to group rating factors that
is discriminatory or not actuarially sound.

The proposed law sets forth criteria that, if met, would require the Commissicner to presumptively disapprove a carrier's rate, including if the aggregate
medical loss ratio for all dental benefit plans offered by a carrier is less than 83 percent.

The proposed law would establish procedures to be followed if a proposed rate is presumptively disapproved of if the Commissioner disapproves a rate.

The proposed taw would require the Division to hold a hearing if a carrier reports a risk-based capital ratic on a combined entity basis that exceeds 700
percent in its annual report.

The proposed law would require the Commissioner to promulgate regulations consistent with its provisions by October 1, 2023. The proposed law would
apply to all dental benefit plans issued, made effective, delivered, or renewed on or after January 1, 2024.

A YES VOTE would regulate dental insurance rates, including by requiring companies to spend at least 83% of premiums on member YES
dental expenses and quality imp instead of administrative expenses, and by making other changes to dental insurance reguiations.
A NO VOTE would make no change in the law relative to the regulations that apply to dental insurance companies. NO

QUESTION 3
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
Do you approve of a faw summarized below, on which no vote was taken by the Senate or the House of Representatives on or tefore May 3, 20227
SUMMARY

This proposed law would increase the statewide imits on the combined number of licenses for the sale of alcoholic beverages for off-premises consumtion
(including licenses for “all alcoholic beverages® and for "wines and mait beverages”) that any one retailer could own or control: from 9 to 12 ficenses in 2023;
10 15 licenses in 2027; and to 18 licenses in 2031.

Beginning in 2023, the proposed law would set a maximum number of “all alconolic beverages” licenses that any one retailer could own or control at 7
licenses unless a retailer currently finlds more than 7 such licenses.

The proposed law would require retailers to conduct the sale of alcoholic beverages for off-premises consumption through face-to-face transactions and
would prohibit automated ar self-checkout sales of alcoholic beverages by such retailers.

The proposed faw would alter the calculation of the fine that the Alcoholic Beverages Control Commission may accept in lieu of suspending any license
issued under the State Liquor Contro! Act. The proposed law would modify the formula for calculating such fee from being based on the gross profits on the sale
of alcohotic beverages to being based on the gross profits on al; retait sales.

The proposed law would also add out-of-state molor vehicle licenses to the list of the forms of identification that any holder of a licenss issued under the
State Liquor Control Act, or their agent or empl may choose t0 bly rely on for proof of a person's identity and age.

A YES VOTE would increase the number of ficenses z retailer could have for the sale of alcoholic beverages to be consumed off premises,

limit the number of “all-alcoholic beverages” licenses that a retailer could acquire, restrict use of seff-checkout, and require retailers to accept

customers’ out-of-state identification. YES
A NO VOTE would make no change in the laws governing the retail sale of alcoholic bevarages. NO

QUESTION 4
REFERENDUM ON AN EXISTING LAW
Do you approve of a law summarized below, which was approved by the House of Representatives and the Senate on May 26, 20227
SUMMARY

This law allows Massachusetts residents who cannot provide proof of lawful presence in the United States to obtain a standard driver’s license or learner's
permit if they meet all the other quaiifications for a standard license or learner’s permit, inctuding a road test and insurance, and provide proof of their identity,
date of birth, and residency. The law provides that, when processing an application for such a license or learner’s permit or motor vehicle registration, the
registrar of motor vehicles may not ask about or create a record of the citizenship or immigration status of the applicant, except as otherwise required by law.
This faw does not allow people whe cannot provide proof of lawful presence in the United States to obtain a REAL ID.

To prove identity and date of birth, the law requires an applicant to present at least two documents, one from each of the following categaries: (1) a valid
unexpired foreign passport or a vatid unexpired Consular Identification document; and (2) a valid unexpired driver’s license from any United States state or
territory, an original or certified copy of a birth certificate, a valid unexpired foreign national identification card, a valid unexpired foreign driver's license, or
amarriage certificate or divorce decree issued by any state or territory of the United States. One of the documents presented by an applicant must include a
photograph and one must include a date of birth. Any documents not in English must be act ied by a certified {ation. The registrar may review any
documents issued by another country to determine whether they may be used as proof of identity or date of birth.

Thelaw requires that applicants for a driver's license or learner's permit shall attest, under the pains and penaities of perjury, that their license has not been
suspended or revoked in any ather state, country, or jurisdiction.

The law specifies that information provided by or refating to any applicant or license-holder will nat be a pubic record and shali not te disclosed, except
as required by federal law or as authorized by Attorney General regulations, and except for purposes of motor vehicle insurance.

The law directs the registrar of motor vehicles to make regulations regarding the documents required of United Stales citizens and others who provide
proof of lawful presence with their license application.

The law also requires the registrar and the Secretary of the Commonwealth to establish procedures and requiations to ensure that an applicant for a
standard driver's license or learner's permit who does nat provide proof of lawful presence will not be automatically registered to vote.

The faw takes effect on July 1, 2023.

A YES VOTE would keep in place the law, which would allow Massachusetts residents who cannot provide proof of lawful presence in the YES
United States to obtain a driver’s ficgnse or permit if they meet the other requirements for doing so.
A NO VOTE would repsal this law. NO
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YOU HAVE NOW COMPLETED VOTING
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