__'lf you tear deface, or make a

- mistake and wrongfully mark
any ballot, you must return it to _
the. election board and recenve a
-_“_'f.new ballot or set of ballots

*Kansas voters already participate in
elections for Supreme Court justices. One
year after their appointment, justices must
face a retention election. If kept, they face
another vote every 6 years.

f
‘ The legislature would get to
| determine all the rules after the
vote. Do you trust the legislature
to draft a fair set of rules?

This is the part where the legislature,
influenced by their wealthy donors to propose
this amendment, receives a blank check to
create all the rules for elections as many times
as they wish until they achieve their desired
results. Partisan political power could rule
unchecked if we lose these constitutional
safeguards.

The Supreme Court Nominating
Commission is a nonpartisan body of
nine members, established by Kansas
voters to combat political corruption. It
includes four lawyers and four non-
lawyer appointees chosen by the
governor, with one from each
congressional district for geographic
diversity. There is also a chairperson
selected by statewide vote among
lawyers, who serves an administrative
role without special powers.
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“Explanatory statement. This *

amendment gives the voters the right
to elect the justices of the Kansas
supreme court. The justices shall
serve terms of six years, with the
elections of justice positions 1, 2 and
3 to occur in 2028, positions 4 and 5
to occur in 2030 and positions 6 and
7 to occur in 2032, and every six
years thereafter. The rules applicable
for such elections and the designation
of position numbers shall be provided
by law. Any vacancy on the court for
an unexpired term shali be filled at an
election as provided by law.

vote for this proposition would give
Kansas citizens the right to elect
Kansas supreme court justices as
provided by law. Justices will hold
office for terms of six years. The
Kansas supreme court nominating
commission, whose membership

v consists of a majority of lawyers,

would be abolished.

‘A vote a?einst_tms_pmpoﬂ' 'ﬂen
would.continue the current syste
which the Kansas supreme court
nominating commission, whose
membership consists of a majority of
lawyers,_provides the governor a list

7 of three individuals to choose from for
vacancies on the Kansas supreme
court. Justices hold office for a term
of six years and retain their offices if
they win a retention election in which
they do not face an opponent.

Shall the following be adopted?

Kansas would keep
its current system
that we've had for

+| nearly 70 years and

one that protects the
fairness of the court.

= +

“§ 5. Selection of justices of the
supreme court. The citizens of Kansas
who are qualified electors shall elect
the justices of the supreme court. The
rules applicable for such elections and
the designation of position numbers
shall be provided by law. Justice
positions 1, 2 and 3 shall be elected at
the general election in November of
2028, justice positions 4 and 5 in
November of 2030 and justice positions
6 and 7 in November of 2032, and
every six years thereafter, respectively.
Any vacancy occurring on the supreme
court for an unexpired term shall be
filled by election as provided by law.{a&}




COMPLETELY ABOLISHES
THE MERIT-BASED SYSTEM

“§ 8. Prohibition of political activity
by justices and certain judges. No

idstice-of-the-supreme-courtwho-is

tod red under & 1

Aerany judge of the district court
holding office under a nonpartisan
method authorized in subsection (a) of
section 6 of this article shall directly or
indirectly make any contribution to or
hold any office in a political party or
organization or take part in any political
campaign, except when such judge is a
candidate for election fo a position on
an appellate court.”

“§ 15. Removal of justices and
judges. Justices of the supreme court
may be removed from office by
impeachment and conviction as
prescribed in article 2 of this
constitution. In addition to removal by
impeachment and conviction, justices
may be retired after appropriate
hearing, upon certification to the
governor, by the supreme court

ingtis issien that such
justice is so incapacitated as to be
unable to perform adequately his
duties. Other judges shall be subject to
retirement for incapacity, and to
discipline, suspension and removal for
cause by the supreme court after
appropriate hearing.”

This is where
you should
VOTE NO!

This change lets people seeking a
spot on the Kansas Supreme
Court do political and fundraising
activities. It means justices could
act like politicians and accept
money from rich donors.

The nominating commission
would be M_gp@* which
returns Kansas to a judicial
selection system the state
moved away from decades ago
due to corruption and backroom
deals. Justices could rule in the
best interests of their parties
and campaign donors.
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