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QUESTION 1
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE

PETITION

Do you approve of a law summanzed helow, on
which no vole was taken by e Senale or the House of
Representalives before May 1, 20247

SUMMARY

This proposed law would specity that ihe State
Audslor has Lhe authority 6 audit the Legislature
A YES VOTE wouid specily that the State Auditor
as the authonly 1o audit the Legislature
A NO VOTE would make ng change in Ihe law

THIAD DSTRICT Vote for ONE freiative (o Ihe State Auaitor's aulnoniy
LOR! LOUREIRO TRAHAN — YES
4 weelaming Way \eskorn Cangigale 10 Re-gleck:on
DO NOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE. ND
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LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE
PETITION

COUNCILLOR
THIRD DISIAICT Vote for ONE
MARADOLAN . ...... ... e o

S Maa S . Concons
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SENATOR IN GENERAL COURT

THIAD MIDDLESEX DISTRICT Vote for ONE
MICHAEL J. BARRETY ............. Democralic
« Apusius Ro . Lexinglon Cancidate for Re-election

DO NOT ¥OTE |# THIS SPACE.
USE BLANK 1INE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN
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REPRESENTATIVE IN GENERAL CUURT
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SIMON J. CATALDD ......... e s
i Hosine s, Cogeuig Candudate or Re-pieclion

DO NOT VOTE IN THIS SPACE.
USE BLANK LINE BELOW FOR WRITE-IN.

WHITE-id SPACE GRLY

Do you approve of a law summarized below. on
which ni vole was taken by the Senate or the House o
Representatives before May 1. 20247

SUMMARY
This proposed law would efiminate the requirement
Jthat a sludent pass the Massachusetls Comprehensive
Assessment Sysiem (MCAS) lests (or other stalewide
or district-wide assessments) in malthemalics, science
anc technology. and English in order o receive a hign
schocl diploma.  Instead. in order for a sludent o
receive a high schog! diploma, the proposed law would
require Ihe student to complele coursework certified by
the stugents dislrict as demonstrating masiery of the
compelencies contained 1n the stale academic standards
in mathematics, science and [echnology. and English. as
well as any additional areas determinet by the Board of
Elernentary ang Secondary Education.
A YES VOTE would efiminate the requirerment that
students pass the Massachusatts Comprenensive
Assessment Sysiem {MCAS} in order to graduale
high school but still require sludents o complete
coursewosk thal meets state standards
A NO VOTE would make no change in Lhe Jaw
frelative 1o the requirement thal a siuden: pass the
MCAS in order to graduale hign school.

YES
NG

QUESTION 3
LAW PROPOSED BY
INITIATIVE PETITION

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on
which no voie was laken by the Senate of the House ol

Representalives belore May 1, 20247

SUMMARY

The proposed law wouid provide Transportalion
Network Drivers (“Orivers™) with the nighl to form
unions  ("Oriver  Qrganizations™) 1o collechively
basgain with Transporialion Metwork Companies
(“Companies”}-which are companies that use a digital
netwoik (o connect riders 1o dnivers for pre-arranged
Iransporiation-to create negotiated recommendations
concerning wages, benefits and terms and canditions
of work. Drivers woutd not be required io engage in any
union activities. Companies would be allowed {o form
multi-Company associations lo represent them when
negotiating with Dnver Organizations The state woutd
supervisethe labor activities permitted by the proposed
law ang would have responsibility for approving or
disapproving the negotiated recommendations.

The proposed law would define cerlain aclivities
by a Company or a Driver Qsganization to be uniair
work praciices. The proposed law would eslablish a
hearing process for the stale Employment Relatipns
Board ("Board™} 1o follow when a Company or Driver
Organization is charged with an unfair work praciice.
The proposed law would germit the Board 1o lake
action, including awarding compensation 10 adversely
aliected Drivers, if tt found that an unfair work practice
had been commiited. The proposed law would provide
for an apoeal of a Board decision lo the state Appeals
Court

This proposed law aisp would esiablish a
procedure for determining which Drivers are Aclive
Drivers, meaning 1hat they completed more than the
median number of rides in the sravious six months.
The proposed law would establish orocedures for
the Board 10 determine that a Driver Organization has
signed authorizalions from at feast five percent of
Active Drivers, enlitling the Driver Qrganization to a list
ol Active Drivers: to designate a Driver Qrganization as
the exclusive bargaining representative fos all Drivers
based on signed authorizations lrom at ieast twenty-
live percent of Active Drvers: to resolve disputes
over exclusive bargaining stalus, including through
elections; and to decertily & Driver Organization from
exclusive bargaining stalus. A Driver Organization
thai has bean designated the exclusive bargaining
representative would have the exclusive right io
represenl the Drivers ang o receive voluntary
membership dues deduclions

Once the Board determined thai & Driver
Organization  was  fhe  exclusive  bargaining
representative for all Drivers, the Companies wouto
be required (o bargain with that Driver Qrganization
concerning wages, benefits and terms and cond:tions
of work. Once the Driver Organization and Companies
reached agreemeni on wages, benefits. and the
1erms ano condivions of work, that agreement would
be voted upon by all Drivers wha has completed ai
least 10 1rsps the previous quarter, If approved by a
majorily of votes cast, the recommeadalions would be
submilted 1o the slate Secresary of Labor for approval
and if approved, would Ge elfective los Three years.
The proposed faw would establish pracedures for lne
mediation and arbitration it the Driver Organization and
Companies failec to reach agreement within a certain
foeriod of time. An arbitrator would consider lactors set
{orih in she proposed law. inclucing whetner 1he wages
al Drivers would be enough so that Drivers wouid not
need tarely upon any public benefits, The proposed law
also sets out procedures for the Secrelary of Labor's
review and approval of recommendaicns negolialeo
by a Doiver Giganization and Ihe Companies and for
judicial review of ihe Secretary’s decision.

The proposed law slates that neither its
Jorovisions. an agreemenl nor a determination by [he
Secretary would be able to lessen labar slandards
established by other laws, If there were any conllict
between the proposed iaw and existing Massachusetls
labor relations law, the proposed law would prevail

The Board would make rufes and regulations as
appropriate io eflecluate the proposed faw,




UULS1IUN 4
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on whigh no vote was taken by the Senate of the House of Representatives before May 1, 20247

SUMMARY

This proposed law would aflow persons aged 21 and older 1o grow, possess, and use certain natural psychedelic substances i cerlan circumstances. The psychedelic
substances allowed wauld be two substances found in mushrooms {psilocybin and psilocyn) and three substances found in plants (dimethyttryptamine, mescatine, and ibogaine}.
These substances could be purchased at an approved location for use under he supervision of a licensed facilitator. This proposed law would otherwise profibit any relail sale of
natural psychedelic substances. This propased law would also provite for the regulation and taxation of these psychedelic substances.

Fhis proposed law would license and regulate facilities otfering supervised use of these psychedefic substances and provide for the taxation of proceeds fram those facilities’
sales of psychedelic substances. |t would also allow persons aged 2t and older to grow these psychedelic substances m a 12-foot by 12-iuot area at their horme and use these
psychedelic substances al their home. This proposed law would authorize persons aged 21 or alder to possess up to one gram of psilocybin, ane gram of psilocyn, one gram of
dimgthyltryptamine, 18 grams of mescaline, and 30 grams of ihogaine {"personal use amount”), in addition to whatever they might grow at their home, and to give away up to the
personal use amount to a person aged 21 or over,

This proposed faw would create a Natural Psychedelic Substances Commission of five members appointed by the Governor, Attorney General, and Treasurer which would
administer the law governing the use and distribution of these psychedelic substances. The Commission would adopt regulations governing licensing gualifications, security,
recordkeeping, education and training, health and safety requirements, testing, and age verification. This proposed law would also create a Natural Psychedelic Substances
Advisory Board of 20 members appointed by the Governor, Attiney General, and Treasurer which would study and make recommendations lo the Commission on the regutation
and taxalion of these psychedelic substances.

This proposed law would allow cities and towns lo reasonably restrict the time, place. and manner of the operaticn o licensed facilities offering psychedelic substances. but
cities and towns could not ban those facilities or their pravision of these substances.

The proceeds of sales of psychedelic substances at licensed facilities would be subject to the state sales tax and an additional excise tax of 15 percent. In addition, a city
or town could impose a separate fax of up lo lwo percent. Revenue received from the additional state excise lax, license application fees. and civil penalties lor violations of this
proposed law would be deposited in a Natural Psychedelic Substances Regulation Fund and would bg used, subject to appropriation, for administration of this proposed law.

Using the psychedelic substances as perritled by this proposed law could ngt be a basis lo deny a person medical care or public assistance, impose discipline by a
professional licensing board, or enter adverse orders in child custody cases absent clear and cenvinging evidence that the acliviies created an unreasonable danger to the safety of
amingr child.

This proposed law would not affect existing laws regarding the operation of motor vehicles white under the influence, ar the abitity of emplayers 1o enforce workplace policies
restricting the consumption of these psychedelic substances by employees. This proposed law would allow property owners 1o prohibit the use, display, growing, processing, or
sale of these psychedelic substances on their premises. State and tocal governments could continue to restrict the possession and use of these psychedelic substances in public
buildings or at schoals.

This proposed law would 1ake effect on December 15, 2024.

A YES YOTE would allow persons over age 21 (o use certain natural psychedelic substances under licensed supervision and o grow and possess limited
quantities of those substanices in their home, and would create a commission o requlate hgse substances. YES s
A NO VOTE would make na change in the law regarding natura! psychedelic substances NO

QUESTION 5
LAW PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION

Do you approve of a law summarized below, on which no vote was laken by the Senate or the House of Representatives before May 1, 2024?

SUMMARY

This propased law would gradually increase the minimum hourly wage an employer must pay a lipped worker, over the course of five years, on the following schedule:

To 64% of the slate minimum wage on January 1, 2025;

To 73% of the state minimum wage on January 1, 2026;

To 82% o the state minimum wage on January 1, 2027;

To 91% of the state minimum wage on January 1, 2028; and
To 100% of the state mirimum wage on January 1, 2029,

The proposed law would require employers to continue to pay tipped workers the difference between the state minimum wage and the total amount a tipped workes receives
in hourly wages plus tips through the end of 2028. The proposed aw would also permit employers to calculale this dilferance over the entire weekly or bi-weekly payroll period. The
requirement to pay this difference would cease when the required hourly wage for tipped workers would become 100% ¢f the state minimum wage on January 1, 2029.

Under the proposed law, if an employer pays its workers an hourly wage that is at least the slate minimum wage, (he employer would be permitted to administer a “tip pool”
that combines alk the tips given by customers to tipped workers and distributes them among all the workers, including non-tipped workers.
A YES VOTE would increase the minimurn hourly wage an employer must pay a tipped warker to the full state minimurn wage implemented over five vears, YES
al which point employers could pool all tips and distribute them to all non-management workers.
A NO VOTE would make no change in the faw governing tip pooling or the minimurn wage for tipped workers, NO




