




State Question No. m. Initiative Petition No. "3'1 
WARNING 

FILED 
JAN 0 4 2022 

IT IS A FELONY FOR ANYONE TO SIGN AN INITIATIVE OR REFEREND~tthf~~ ARY 
NAME OTHER THAN ms OWN, OR KNOWINGLY TO SIGN ms NAME MORE THAN ~S~THE 
MEASURE, OR TO SIGN THE PETITION WHEN HE IS NOT A LEGAL VOTER. 

INITIATIVE PETITION 

To the Honorable John Kevin Stitt, Governor of Oklahoma: 

We the undersigned legal voters of the State of Oklahoma respectfully order that the 
following proposed law shall be submitted to the legal voters of the State of Oklahoma for 
their approval or rejection at the next regular general election (or at a special election as may 
be lawfully called by the Governor), and each for himself/herself says: I have personally 
signed this petition; I am a legal voter of the State of Oklahoma; my first name, last name, 
zip code, house number, and month and day of my birth are meetly written on this form. 
The time for filing this petition expires ninety (90) days from 4fj: .3 I~ . The 
question we herewith submit to our fellow voters is: 

Shall the following proposed law be approved? 

An Act relating to adult use marijuana: creating the Adult Use Marijuana 
Regulation Act; defining terms; specifying limitations on application of the Act; 
establishing legal protections for personal use of marijuana; setting age, quantity 
and other limitations; establishing penalties for use, possession, cultivation, 
production, transportation, delivery or distribution in violation of the Act; vesting 
authority to license, administer, enforce, and regulate under the Act in the 
Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority; providing for the issuance of rules and 
regulations related to adult use marijuana; setting requirements for and limitations 
on such licensing, administration, enforcement and regulation; establishing 
protections for licensees and contractors; establishing license eligibility 
requirements; establishing restrictions regarding cultivation, processing, testing, 
storage, transfer, import and export, security, and location; providing for local 
government regulation within limits; establishing the Oklahoma Marijuana 
Revenue Trust Fund; establishing an excise tax, and providing for collection and 
distribution of proceeds thereof; requiring annual reporting; providing for 
retroactive application; establishing a judicial process for resentencing, reversal of 
convictions, or modification of judgment and sentence for individuals previously 
convicted of certain marijuana-related offenses; establishing rules of construction; 
providing for codification, severability, and an effective date. 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF OKLAHOMA: 
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2022 OK 30 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

IN RE: STATE QUESTION No. 820, 
INITIATIVE PETITION No. 434 

JED GREEN, 

Petitioner/Protestant, 

v. 

MICHELLE DIANE TILLEY NICHOLS 
and MICHELLE ANNE JONES 

Respondents/Proponents. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

ST ATE OF OKLAHOMA 

MAR 2 8 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

No. 120, 170 
FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATION 

1"[1 Original jurisdiction is assumed. Okla. Const. art. VII, § 4; 34 O.S.2021, § 8, 

https://govt.westlaw.com/okjc (follow hyperlink titled "General Provisions"); In re 

Initiative Petition No. 409, State Question No. 785, 2016 OK 51, 1J 2, 376 P.3d 250, 

252. Petitioner Jed Green challenges the legal sufficiency of State Question No. 

820, Initiative Petition No. 434. Upon review, we hold that State Question No. 820 

is constitutionally sufficient and its gist sufficiently informs signers of its intentions 

for the initiative petition to be submitted to the people of Oklahoma. 

1"[2 On January 4, 2022, Respondents/Proponents Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 

and Michelle Anne Jones filed State Question No. 820, Initiative Petition 434, 

seeking to add new provisions to Title 63 that would legalize, regulate, and tax 

adult-use marijuana. Petitioner/Protestant Jed Green filed a timely petition to 

RECEIVED 
MAR 3 0 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 
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challenge State Question No. 820 on January 24, 2020. See 34 0.S.2021, § 8(b). 

Mr. Green raises two pertinent challenges to State Question No. 820. He first 

arguing that State Question No. 820 violates Article V, Section 57 of the Oklahoma 

Constitution as it embraces multiple subjects, specifically that section 15 of State 

Question No. 820 embraces criminal justice reform, not adutt-use marijuana. Mr. 

Green also challenges the gist of State Question No. 820, claiming that it is 

misleading. 

1J3 State Question No. 820 would legalize the personal use of marijuana for 

adults, aged 21 and over, by adding a new act to Title 63 of the Oklahoma Statutes. 

It would also place an excise tax of 15% on the gross receipt of marijuana sales 

and direct the Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority to regulate adult-use 

marijuana according to the proposed statutory requirements laid out in State 

Question No. 820. The gist of SQ 820 explains its proposals as follows: 

This measure is intended to generally legalize, regulate and tax adult­
use marijuana under state law (but not alter the rights of medical 
marijuana patients or licensees). Specifically, it would protect the 
personal use of marijuana for persons aged 21 +, while establishing 
quantity limits, safety standards, and other restrictions and penalties 
for violations thereof. It would not affect an employer's ability to restrict 
marijuana use by employees or prevent property owners from 
prohibiting or restricting marijuana-related conduct on that property in 
most cases. It also would not affect federal law regarding marijuana. 
It would vest in the Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority the power 
to license and regulate conduct under the Act and administer and 
enforce the Act pursuant to specified requirements. Local 
governments could regulate the time, place, and manner of operation 
of businesses licensed pursuant to this Act, but not limit the number 
or completely prohibit such businesses. It would restrict business 
licenses to established medical marijuana licensees for the first two 
years. It would impose a 15% excise tax on sale to consumers (not 
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applicable to medical marijuana) to fund the Authority, with the surplus 
directed to localities where sales occur (10%), to the General 
Revenue Fund (30%), to the courts (10%), to the schools (for 
programs to prevent substance abuse and improve student retention 
and performance) (30% ), and to drug additional treatment programs 
(20% ). It would provide a judicial process for people to seek 
modification, reversal, redesignation, or expungement of certain prior 
marijuana-related judgments and sentences. It would provide for 
severability and an effective date. 

~4 Mr. Green's challenge is governed by 34 O.S.2021, § 8, 

https://govt.westlaw.com/okjc (follow hyperlink titled "General Provisions"). 

The people of Oklahoma have a constitutional right to propose constitutional 

amendments and legislation by initiative petition; the right of initiative is one 

the Court "zealously" safeguards. In re: State Question No. 813, Initiative 

Petition No. 429, 2020 OK 79, 1J 6, 476 P.3d 471, 473; In re Initiative Petition 

No. 382, State Question No. 729, 2006 OK 45, 1J1J 3-4, 142 P.3d 400, 403-

04. "[l]t is the duty of this Court to review the petition to ensure that it 

complies with the rights and restrictions established by the Oklahoma 

Constitution, legislative enactments, and this Court's jurisprudence." In re: 

State Question No. 807, Initiative Petition No. 423, 2020 OK 57, 1J 11, 468 

P.3d 383, 388. Mr. Green bears a heavy burden to establish constitutional 

insufficiency and any doubt "is resolved in favor of the initiative" petition. Id. 

1J 12, 468 P.3d at 388. 

~s Initiative petitions must comply with all requirements set out in the 

Constitution, including Article V, § 57, or the single subject rule, which 

applies to proposed legislation by initiative. In re Initiative Petition No. 382, 
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2006 OK 45, 1f 8, 142 P.2d at 405. If the provisions of State Question No. 

820 are "germane, relative and cognate" to its common theme, the proposed 

legislation embraces one subject. Id. 1f 9, 142 P.3d at 405. Mr. Green first 

contends that State Question No. 820 violates the single subject rule in that 

in concerns both adult-use marijuana and criminal justice reform, namely in 

section 15 which provides for retroactive application of the conduct State 

Question No. 820 seeks to legalize. 1 State Question No. 820 embraces only 

one subject, adult-use marijuana. It is hard to conceive how retroactive 

application of the legalization of certain uses of marijuana is not germane to 

the legalization of marijuana. In fact, it is not only germane but directly 

related to adult-use marijuana as section 15 merely changes the temporal 

application of the prosed legislation, from prospective to retroactive. 

1f6 Mr. Green next contends that State Question No. 820's gist is 

misleading.2 The gist of an initiative petition must be "free from the taint of 

1 Section 1 S(A) of State Question No. 820 provides: 

A person currently serving a sentence for a conviction, whether by trial or plea of 
guilty or nolo contendere, who would not have been guilty of an offense or who 
would have been guilty of a lesser offense under this Act had it been in effect at 
the time of the offense, may file a petition for resentencing, reversal of conviction 
and dismissal of case, or modification of judgment and sentence before the trial 
court that entered the judgment of conviction in the person's case to request 
resentencing, modification, or reversal in accordance with this Act. 

2 Mr. Green also challenges the gist as conflicting with the ballot title, but at the oral presentation 
before a Referee, Mr. Green conceded that he confused State Question No. 820's legislative title 
with the ballot title. At this stage of the proceeding, the Court only reviews the constitutionality and 
the gist of an initiative petition. See 34 O.S.2021, § 3; In re: Initiative Petition No. 426, State 
Question No. 810, 2020 OK 44, ~ 6. A challenge to the ballot title occurs only after the proponents 
of an initiative petition have collected signatures, submitted those signature to the Secretary of 
State, and the Supreme Court has confirmed the required number of signatures. 34 O.S.2021, § 
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misleading terms or deceitful language" and inform signers of the initiative 

petition of the "potential effects" so those signers understand the changes 

that would be made to Oklahoma's statutory code. In re Initiative Petition 

No. 409, State Question No. 785, 2016 OK 51, ~ 3, 376 P.3d 250, 252 

(cleaned up). "A gist must present an outline, or rough sketch, of what the 

initiative petition will accomplish to fully inform potential signatories." In re 

State Question No. 813, 2020 OK 79, ~ 8, 476 P.3d at 473. The gist of State 

Question 820 informs signers of what State Question No. 820 seeks to 

implement by statutory change. The gist of State Question No. 820 informs 

signers that it seeks to legalize, regulate, and tax adult-use marijuana. It 

alerts signers that the state question does not impact medical marijuana 

rights, allows personal use of marijuana, and sets limits on the legal use of 

marijuana. The gist outlines that employers and landowners can restrict 

marijuana use and the Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority would 

administer the proposed legislative act and regulate adult-use marijuana. 

The gist explains the power of local governments to regulate marijuana use 

and sale, and the gist sets out how marijuana taxation would fund the State. 

Finally, the gist notes the retroactive provision to apply to conduct no longer 

criminalized. Mr. Green does not point out any other provisions in the 

initiative petition that the gist fails to outline. Therefore, State Question No. 

8(H). 
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820's gist satisfactorily informs signers of the contours of State Question No. 

820.3 

~"•i••t•·~Qtte., • .,.~~:~;-t .• JillWici~1-!l-lltlQ; 
·--11.111!111 Petitioner Jed Green has failed to meet his burden in 

establishing that State Question No. 820 is clearly or manifestly 

unconstitutional and that the gist of State Question No. 820 is misleading. 

,nwwm .. ••••·•-~llnfd~· .. ' 
DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 

CONCUR: Darby, C.J., Kauger, Winchester, Edmondson, and Gurich, JJ. 
CONCUR IN PART, DISSENT IN PART: Combs, Rowe (by separate writing), 

and Kuehn, JJ. 
DISSENT: Kane, V.C.J., (by separate writing). 

3 Mr. Green raises a third argument against State Question No. 820, arguing that section 4, which 
requires the Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority to issue rules and regulations within 90 days, 
conflicts with the requirement in the Oklahoma Administrative Procedures Act, 75 O.S., § 303, to 
provide 30 days' notice when engaging in rulemaking. Mr. Green's third argument does not 
concern the constitutionality, legality, or the sufficiency of the initiative petition. 34 O.S.2021, § 
8(D); In re: State Question No. 80, 2020 OK 57, 1J 11, 468 P.3d at 387. Therefore, the Court need 
not address it here. 

6 



2022 OK 30 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

IN RE: STATE QUESTION No. 820, 
INITIATIVE PETITION No. 434, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

ST ATE OF OKLAHOMA 

JED GREEN, MAR 2 8 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

Petitioner, 

v. No. 120,170 

MICHELLE DIANE TILLEY NICHOLS 
and MICHELLE ANNE JONES, 

FOR OFFICIAL 
PUBLICATION 

Respondents. 

ROWE, J., concurring in part, dissenting in part: 

RECEIVED 
MAR 3 0 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

~1 I concur with the Court's decision to assume original jurisdiction. I 

must dissent, however, from the Court's holding that State Question No. 820, 

Initiative Petition No. 434 ("SQ 820") is constitutionally sufficient to submit to the 

people of Oklahoma. SQ 820 is preempted by federal law and, thus, conflicts with 

the Oklahoma Constitution. 

~2 The right to an initiative petition is the first power reserved for the 

people of Oklahoma under Article 5, § 2 of the Oklahoma Constitution. 1 Our prior 

1 Article V, § 2 of the Oklahoma Constitution states: 

The first power reserved by the people is the initiative, and eight per centum of the legal 
voters shall have the right to propose any legislative measure, and fifteen per centum of 
the legal voters shall have the right to propose amendments to the Constitution by 
petition, and every such petition shall include the full text of the measure so proposed. 
The second power is the referendum, and it may be ordered (except as to laws 
necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, or safety), either by 
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decisions make clear that the right of initiative is precious and warrants zealous 

protection. In re State Question No. 807, Initiative Petition 423, 2020 OK 57, 1J 10, 

468 P.3d 383, 388-89. The right of initiative, however, is not absolute; any citizen 

may protest the sufficiency or legality of an initiative petition. Id. 1J 11, 468 P .3d at 

389. When such a protest is made, this Court must review the petition to determine 

whether it complies with the Oklahoma Constitution, legislative enactments, and 

our own jurisprudence. Id. 

1J3 Article 1 , § 1 of the Oklahoma Constitution states, "The State of 

Oklahoma is an inseparable part of the Federal Union, and the Constitution of the 

United States is the supreme law of the land." Likewise, the federal Supremacy 

Clause set out in the second paragraph of Article VI of the United States 

Constitution states: 

This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be 
made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
Law of the Land; and the Judges in every State shall be bound 
thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or Laws of any state to the 
Contrary notwithstanding. 

Pursuant to these provisions, when a potential conflict between state and federal 

law arises, the state law is preempted. In re State Question 807, 2020 OK 57, 1J 

17, 468 P .3d at 390. Federal law has identified three forms of preemption that may 

petition signed by five per centum of the legal voters or by the Legislature as other bills 
are enacted. The ratio and per centum of legal voters hereinbefore stated shall be based 
upon the total number of votes cast at the last general election for the Office of Governor. 
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arise from federal action: express preemption, field preemption, and conflict 

preemption. /d.1117, 468 P.3d at 389. 

Express preemption occurs when a federal statute includes a 
provision stating that it displaces state law and defining the extent to 
which state law is preempted. Field preemption occurs when 
Congress expresses an intent to occupy an entire field, such that even 
complementary state regulation in the same area is foreclosed. 
Finally, conflict preemption occurs when there is an actual conflict 
between state and federal law. 

Id. (internal citations omitted). 

114 The Controlled Substances Act ("CSA"), 21 U.S.C. §§ 801-904, the 

federal law which governs the use and trafficking of controlled substances, 

including marijuana, explicitly addresses the issue of federal preemption of state 

law: 

No provision of this subchapter shall be construed as indicating an 
intent on the part of the Congress to occupy the field in which that 
provision operates, including criminal penalties, to the exclusion of 
any State law on the same subject matter which would otherwise be 
within the authority of the State, unless there is a positive conflict 
between that provision of this subchapter and that State law so that 
the two cannot consistently stand together. 

21 U.S.C. § 903. Section 903 makes clear that the CSA was not intended to 

occupy the field to exclusion of state law with respect to regulating the use and 

trafficking of controlled substances. However, Section 903 does provide that the 

CSA preempts state law in instances where a "positive conflict" arises. 

115 A "positive conflict" arises either when it is impossible to comply with 

both federal and state law, or where state law stands as an obstacle to the 

accomplishment and execution of Congress's full purposes and objectives. See 
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Hillsborough City, Fla. v. Automated Med Labs, Inc., 471 U.S. 707, 713 (1985). 

Even if the changes proposed in SQ 820 were to become law, it does not appear 

that compliance with state and federal law would be impossible. SQ 820 does not, 

for instance, contain any mandates that would require Oklahomans to violate the 

provisions of the CSA. 

1{6 The passage of SQ 820 would, however, clearly present an obstacle 

to the accomplishment and execution of Congress's full purposes and objections 

expressed in the CSA. The purpose of the CSA was "to conquer drug abuse and 

to control the legitimate and illegitimate traffic in controlled substances." Gonzalez 

v. Raich, 545 U.S. 1, 12 (2005). Marijuana is considered a Schedule I controlled 

substance under the CSA. 21 C.F.R. § 1308.11 (d)(23). It is illegal for any person 

to manufacture, distribute, or dispense marijuana and also illegal for any person to 

possess marijuana with the intent to manufacture, distribute, or dispense it. 21 

U.S.C. §§ 841 (a)(1 ), 844(a). 

1{7 If SQ 820's proposed amendments become law, there will 

unquestionably be a proliferation in the cultivation, manufacture, distribution, 

dispensation, and recreational use of marijuana in Oklahoma. These outcomes 

are hardly hypothetical. With these activities sanctioned and licensed by the State 

of Oklahoma, it would be virtually impossible for federal law enforcement to 

accomplish Congress's objective in the CSA to control the production, sale, and 

use of controlled substances. 
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1f8 When we confronted this issue in the past, it was asserted that the 

CSA could not be understood as preempting state laws which legalize trafficking 

in marijuana because that would mean the CSA violates the anti-commandeering 

doctrine. See In re State Question 807, 2020 OK 57, 468 P .3d 383. The anti­

commandeering doctrine operates as a limit on federal preemption. "We have 

always understood that even where Congress has the authority under the 

Constitution to pass laws requiring or prohibiting certain acts, it lacks the power to 

directly compel the States to require or prohibit those acts." Murphy v. Nat'/ 

Collegiate Athletic Ass'n, 138 S. Ct. 1461, 1477 (2018) (quotation omitted). 

1f9 The CSA does not violate the anti-commandeering doctrine by 

preempting state laws which undermine its purpose and objectives. The CSA 

contains no direct mandate for the states to adopt drug enforcement regulations 

which mirror its provisions; the CSA merely prohibits certain conduct on behalf of 

individuals. Congress anticipated that states would adopt regulatory schemes that 

are generally complementary to federal law, even if not perfectly consistent with 

the CSA. Sanctioning activity that is proscribed by federal law, however, is in no 

sense complementary. 

1f 10 SQ 820's proposed amendments clearly present a substantial 

obstacle to Congress's objectives expressed in the CSA to control the production, 

sale, and use of controlled substances. SQ 820 is preempted by federal law and, 

thus, fails to comply with the Oklahoma Constitution. Accordingly, I cannot find 

that it is fit for submission to the people of Oklahoma. 
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2022 OK 30 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

IN RE: STATE QUESTION No. 820, 
INITIATIVE PETITION No. 434, 

JED GREEN, 

Petitioner, 

v. 

MICHELLE DIANE TILLEY NICHOLS 
and MICHELLE ANNE JONES, 

Respondents. 

KANE, V.C.J., dissenting: 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 120,170 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

MAR 2 8 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATION 

RECEIVED 
MAR 3 0 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

1}1 If we confine our analysis to determining the sufficiency of the gist, then the 

Initiative Petition must fail because the voters are not being informed that they are 

approving acts which violate Federal law. However, since the issue of the 

recreational use of marijuana clearly invokes a question pertaining to our 

Constitutional power to act, I must dissent to approval of the Petition, even if the gist 

were sufficient. 

1}2 As I observed in In re State Question No. 807, 2020 OK 57, 468 P.3d 383 

(Kane, J., dissenting), the sale, possession, and use of marijuana is preempted by 

Federal law, specifically the Federal Controlled Substances Act (CSA).1 

1 Other Courts have come to the same conclusion. See, e.g., Musta v. E Mendota Heights 
Dental Ctr., 965 N.W.2d 312 (Minn. 2021), wherein the Minnesota Supreme Court held that as a 
matter offirst impression, the Controlled Substances Act (CSA) preempted the Minnesota Workers' 

(continued ... ) 



~3 I respectfully dissent. 

1 
( ... continued) 

Compensation Act, which had attempted to mandate reimbursement of employee's medical 
cannabis purchase. 
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J. Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

April 19, 2022 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 

Dear Proponent(s): 

Michelle Anne Jones 
405 N. Aster Ave. 
Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

Per Title 34, Section 8 of the Oklahoma Statutes, no appeals, or protests for rehearing have been filed and 
the period for such has expired, therefore notice is hereby given that the signature gathering period for 
State Question Number 820, Initiative Petition Number 434 is set to begin on May 3, 2022 and all 
signatures are due within ninety (90) days of the date set. Signatures will not be accepted for filing after 
5:00 p.m. on August 1, 2022. The current signature requirement for amendments or additions to the 
Oklahoma Statutes is 94,911. 

An exact copy of the petition and signature circulation sheet (termed petition pamphlet) will be provided 
to proponents in PDF format via email. The email will contain instructions for reproducing the petition 
pamphlet for signature circulation. IMPORTANT NOTE: Prior to your organization mass printing the 
pamphlet, please submit 5 samples of the signature sheet I circulator affidavit page, to the SOS office, for 
testing with the State's verification system. This will ensure that the copies reproduced by your 
organization for circulation, can be accurately scanned and read by the verification system during the 
official SOS signature count. 

Also, please find enclosed a copy of the current signature requirements for statewide petitions as certified 
by the Secretary of the Oklahoma State Election Board. 

If we may provide any further assistance or should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact our office (405-522-4565 or executivelegislative@sos.ok.gov). 

Thank you, 

~!~~ 
Secretary of State and 
Native American Affairs 

Cc: Crowe & Dunlevy 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD., SUITE 122, OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • (405) 522-4355 



FILED 
NOV 2 0 2018 *·· OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 

OF STATE 
! I 

OKLAHOMA STATE ELECTION BOARD 

November 19, 2018 

The Honorable James A. Williamson 
Secretary of State 
State Capitol Building, Room 122 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

Dear Secretary Williamson: 

Subsequent to the November 6, 2018, General Election, I am able to provide the following 
information. 

The total votes cast for the office of Governor at the General Election in 2018 were 1,186,385. 
Signature requirements for the types of petitions listed below are derived by applying the 
parenthetical percentages indicated and are valid from November 14, 2018, through November 
15, 2022. 

Referendum (5%) .................................... 59,320 

Initiative (8%) ....................................... 94,911 

Initiative for Constitutional Change (15%) ............... 177,958 

Rejected Initiative or Referendum Measures (25%) ........ 296,597 

Independent Presidential Electors (3%) ................... 35,592 

Unrecognized Party Presidential Electors (3%) ............. 35,592 

Formation of New Political Party (3%) ................... 35,592 

, I I 11 tr 
_..:_h_I= ,, 

Sinc~C /-,, • ....... ····· .,., ,,.... '~- . .. >1'-~;,: 

State Capitol Bldg, Room G28 I PO Box 53156, Oklahoma City, OK 73152-3156 
Phone: 405-521-2391 Fax: 405-521-6457 elections.ok.gov 



Melanie Wilson Rughani 
Direct Tel: (405) 235-n14 
Direct Fax: (405) 272-5284 

The Honorable Brian Bingman 
Oklahoma Secretary of State 
2300 N. Lincoln Boulevard, Ste. 122 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105-4897 

<D 
CROWE 
---&---

DUNLEVY 
ATTORNEYS AND 

COUNSELORS AT LAW 

July 5, 2022 

FILED 
JUL 0 5 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

melanie.rughani@crowedunlevy.com 

Re: State Question No. 820, Initiative Petition No. 434 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

On behalf of Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols and Michelle Anne Jones, the Proponents of 
State Question No. 820, Initiative Petition No. 434 ("the Petition"), please accept for filing the 
enclosed ul boxes of signature pamphlets in support of the Petition. 

Pursuant to 34 Okla.Stat.§ 8(0), the Proponents hereby certify that: 

1. All signed petitions have been filed with the Secretary of State; 

2. To our knowledge, no more petitions are in circulation; and 

3. The Proponents will not circulate any more petitions. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Melanie Wilson Rughani 

CROWE & DUNLEVY, P.C. 
Braniff Building 
324 N. Robinson Ave., Ste. 100 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102 

Counsel for the Proponents 



Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

July 5, 2022 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 

(Michelle Anne Jones 
405 N. Aster Ave. 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

FILED 
JUL 0 5 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

Dear Proponents: 

This letter acknowledges receipt of / / (' bqx;}! con~ng signed petition pamphlets, 
with the Secretary of State this July 5, 2022, at ) V · ~'(; ey· 'p.m., on behalf of State 
Question 820, Initiative Petition 434. 

This letter also serves as notification that proponents have, in accordance with Title 34 O.S. §8, 
official certified to our office the following: 

1. All signed petition pamphlets have been filed 
2. No more petition pamphlets are in circulation 
3. And proponents will not circulate any more petition pamphlets 

As required by law, the boxes containing petition pamphlets have been sealed and will remain so 
until the signature count begins. 

Sincerely, 

Amy Canton 
Director, Executive Legislative Services 
Oklahoma Secretary of State office 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD .. SUITE 122, OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • 405-522-4565 



Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

July 5, 2022 

~ichelle Diane Tilley Nichols 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 

Michelle Anne Jones 
405 N. Aster Ave. 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

FILED 
JUL 0 5 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

Dear Proponents: 

This letter acknowledges receipt of J J 1} boxes cont~ signed petition pamphlets, 
with the Secretary of State this July 5, 2022, at /O:'jg" ~ p.m., on behalf of State 
Question 820, Initiative Petition 434. 

This letter also serves as notification that proponents have, in accordance with Title 34 O.S. §8, 
official certified to our office the following: 

l. All signed petition pamphlets have been filed 
2. No more petition pamphlets are in circulation 
3. And proponents will not circulate any more petition pamphlets 

As required by law, the boxes containing petition pamphlets have been sealed and will remain so 
until the signature count begins. 

$o/ 
Amy Canton 
Director, Executive Legislative Services 
Oklahoma Secretary of State office 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD., SUITE 122, OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • 405-522-4565 















FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHoiJ'1 ATE OF OKLAHOMA 

IN RE: INITIATIVE PETITION 434 

STA TE QUESTION 820 

) 

) 

) 

AUG 2 2 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
'~ CLERK 

#120641 
) Sup. Ct. Case No.-----­

) 

) 

BRIAN BINGMAN, OKLAHOMA SECRETARY ) 

OF STATE, IN HIS OFFICIAL CAPACITY ) 

) 

SECRET ARY OF STATE'S CERTIFICATION TO THE SUPREME COURT OF OKLAHOMA 
OF THE SIGNATURE COUNT OF INITIATIVE PETITION 434, STATE QUESTION 820 

Pursuant to the provisions of Oklahoma Statutes, Title 34, Sections 6.1, 8, and 9, the Secretary of State 
certifies to the Court the following details for the signature verification and count of Initiative Petition 
434, State Question 820. 

I. One hundred eighteen ( 118) boxes of petition pamphlets were received by our office July 5, 2022, 
on behalf of Initiative Petition 434. 

2. The Secretary of State began the verification and count of signatures on July 6, 2022, at l :00 p.m. 
and concluded such on August 17, 2022, at 5:00 p.m. 

3. Individual signature sheets are page numbered l through 23,043 and bound in a total of 116 
volumes. Volumes 1through115 contain 200 signature sheets per volume and Volume 116 
contains a total of 43 signature sheets. 

4. Page numbers disqualified due to violations of 34 O.S. §§ 6 & 6.1; 

a. Page 20,696; All the signers that appear on this page had already signed once on 
page 20,965 

b. Pages 21, 189 - 21,945; incomplete circulator and/or notary public address 
c. Pages 22,621 - 23,041; incomplete circulator and/or notary public address 
d. Page 23,043; Two signature sheets attached to one petition pamphlet. The first 

signature sheet attached (pg. 22,619) has been included in the count. The second 
signature sheet (pg. 23,043) was disqualified from the signature count. 

5. The Secretary of State certifies the total number of signatures verified, with unique matches to the 
Oklahoma Voter Registration file for, Initiative Petition 434is117,257. 





CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was hand delivered on 
Bu.~f ~i').t>Q..~ to the following party; 

The Honorable John O'Connor 
Oklahoma Attorney General 
313 NE 21st Street 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

I also hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing was placed in USPS mail, 
regular first-class, on Au..~t ~3,~Zl to the following parties; 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 

Melanie Wilson Rughani 
CROWE & DUNLEVY 
324 North Robinson Ave., Ste. 100 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102 

Michelle Anne Jones 
405 N. Aster Ave. 
Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

BRIAN BINGMAN 
OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

Office of the Oklahoma Secretary of State 
State Capitol, Ste. 122 
2300 N. Lincoln Blvd. 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 
405-522-4565 I executivelegislative@sos.ok.gov 
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ORIGINAL RECEIVED 1~1~111111111111m1 
* 1 0 5 2 9 6 8 7 2 7 * August 26, 2022 

Secretary of State 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA State of Oklahoma 

IN RE: 

INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 434, 

STATE QUESTION NO. 820. 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, TO: 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 120,641 

FILED 

sr~'f'E~~otf~~~LA 
AUG 2 5 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

Rec'd (data)~~..-...-. 

Posted ____ ~_, 

BRIAN BINGMAN, SECRETARY OF STATE, STATE OF OKLAHOMA Mailed ___ _..~ltl 

GREETINGS: 

ORDER 

An initiative petition has been circulated in the State of Oklahoma seeking the 

approval by the electorate of State Question 820, a proposed new law to be codified in the 

Oklahoma Statutes, Title 63, §§ 431 -446, which would legalize, regulate, and tax adult-

use marijuana. 

In accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H), the Oklahoma Secretary of State has 

certified that the Petition contains 117,257 verified signatures. The Secretary of State also 

certified that 1, 186,385 votes were cast for the office of Governor in the last general 

election in November 2018. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H)(2). The Court recognizes the number of 

signatures necessary to place the measure before the electorate is 94,911, that being 8% 

of the votes cast for the office of Governor in the last general election in November 2018. 

Okla. Const. art. V, § 2. The signatures on the Petition are numerically sufficient. 34 O.S. 

2021, § 8(H)(2). 

Accordingly, the Secretary of State is directed to publish, in at least one newspaper 

of general circulation in this State, a public notice of the filing of Initiative Petition 434, State 



Question 820, and of the signed Petition's apparent sufficiency. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1). The 

Secretary of State shall also publish the text of the ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney 

General pursuant to 34 O.S. 2021, § 9(0). 

The notice shall also advise that any citizen of the State of Oklahoma may file an 

objection to the signature count or the rewritten ballot title by filing a written objection with 

the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and the Proponents of State Question 820, 

Initiative Petition 434, no later than ten (10) business days from the date of publication, and 

copies of the objection to the signature count or the rewritten ballot title must be filed with 

the Supreme Court, the Attorney General, and the Secretary of State. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1). 

The Secretary of State shall obtain verified proof of publication of the required notice 

and shall file same with the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court as a return to this order. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 25rH DAY 

OF AUGUST, 2022. 

Darby, C.J., Kauger, Edmondson, Combs, Gurich, JJ., concur; 

Rowe, J., concurs in part; dissents in part; 

Rowe, J., concurring part; dissenting in part: 
"I concur that the signatures on the Petition appear to be numerically sufficient. I nonetheless dissent because 
SQ 820 is preempted by federal law based on the reasons set forth in my dissent in In re State Question No. 
820, Initiative Petition 434, 2022 OK 30, 507 P.3d 1251. 

Kane, V.C.J. dissents; 

Kane, V.C.J., dissenting: 
"I dissent to any ruling premised upon the proposition that the legalization of marijuana is within the purview 
of the State, for the reasons I have previously set forth in In re State Question No. 820, Initiative Petition No. 
434, 2022 OK 30, 507 P.3d 1251 (Kane, V.C.J., dissenting)." 

Winchester and Kuehn, JJ., not voting. 
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J. Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

August 26, 2022 

Ms. Cindy Shea 
Oklahoma Press Service 
3601 N. Lincoln 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

Dear Ms. Shea: 

Please find enclosed the following notices for publication. 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

• NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES AND THE APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY 
THEREOF AND THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT TITLE AS REWRITTEN BY THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR ST A TE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION 
NUMBER434 

Per Title 34 O.S. § 8, the publication must appear in at least one newspaper of general circulation 
in the State of Oklahoma. Please publish the enclosed notice in The Oklahoman, Tulsa World, 
and the Journal Record as soon as possible. 

Also, upon the completion of publication, please provide our office with the corresponding 
Affidavits of Publication. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our 
office. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Amy Canton 
Director, Executive Legislative Services 
Oklahoma Secretary of State Office 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD., SUITE 122. OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • (405) 522-4565 



NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES AND 
THE APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY THEREOF AND THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT 

TITLE AS REWRITTEN BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR 
STA TE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 434 

NOTICE is hereby given that on July 5, 2022, one hundred and eighteen (118) boxes of petition pamphlets were received by 
the office of the Secretary of State, from the proponents of record for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434. 

NOTICE is also hereby given that in accordance with Title 34 O.S., § 8 and by order of the Supreme Court of Oklahoma, the 
Court recognizes the certification of the Secretary of State that the petition contains 117,257 verified signatures. The Court further 
recognizes that the number of signatures necessary to place the measure before the electorate is 94,911, being 8% of the votes cast for 
the office of Governor at the General Election in November 2018, and the signatures on the Petition are numerically sufficient. 

NOTICE is likewise, hereby given that any citizen or citizens of the state may file an objection, relating only to the signature 
verification and count made by the Secretary of State or the ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney General, within ten (10) business 
days of the date of this publication, by a written notice to the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and a copy directed to the 
proponent(s) of the petition and the Attorney General. Also, a copy of any such objection shall be filed with the Secretary of State. 
Proceedings in the Supreme Court to resolve a protest or objection shall be in accordance with Title 34 O.S., §§ 8-11, and such other 
procedures as may be ordered by the Court. 

Proponent(s) of record for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434: 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 

Michelle Anne Jones 
405 N. Aster Ave. 
Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

BALLOT TITLE FOR SQ 820, IP434, as rewritten by the Attorney General 

This measure creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana for persons 21 or older. Marijuana use and possession 
remain crimes under federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law will have a fiscal impact 
on the State. The Oklahoma Tax Commission will collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above applicable sales 
taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law, with any surplus revenues going to public school programs 
to address substance abuse and improve student retention (30% ), the General Revenue Fund (30% ), drug addiction treatment 
programs (20%), courts (10%), and local governments (10%). The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and 
establishes quantity limits, safety standards, restriction, and penalties for violations. A local government may prohibit or 
restrict recreational marijuana use on the property of the local government and regulate the time, place, and manner of the 
operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. However, a local government may not limit the number of, or 
completely prohibit, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private property may prohibit or regulate 
marijuana-related conduct, except that a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing and consuming 
marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does not affect an employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. 
For the first two years, marijuana business licenses are available only to existing licensees in operation one year or more. 
The law does not affect the rights of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires resentencing, reversing, 
modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana-related judgements and sentences unless the State proves an unreasonable 
risk to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to administer and enforce the law. 

SHALL THE PROPOSAL BE APPROVED? 

FOR THE PROPOSAL - YES 
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO 

A "YES" vote is a vote in favor of this measure. A "NO" vote is a vote against this measure. 

DONE, BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT, THIS 26™ DAY OF AUGUST 2022. 

Brian Bingman 
Oklahoma Secretary of State 



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

FILED 

ST~~~1b~MbK~~~1A 
IN RE: INITIATIVE PETITION 434 

ST A TE QUESTION 820 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

SEP - 1 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

CASE NO. IP-120,641 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE'S PROOF OF PUBLICATION 

In accordance with the Supreme Court order filed August 25, 2022, please find attached the 

Secretary of State's request for publication submitted to Oklahoma Press Service on August 26, 

2022, and three (3) proofs of publication for the required "Notice of the Filing of Signatures and 

the Apparent Numerical Sufficiency thereof and the Text of the Preliminary Ballot Title as 

Rewritten by the Attorney General for State Question Number 820, Initiative Petition Number 

434". Such notice was published in The Oklahoman, Tulsa World and Journal Record on 

August 31, 2022. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Brian~!~~~ 
Oklahoma Secretary of State and 
Native American Affairs 

Office of the Oklahoma Secretary of State 
2300 N. Lincoln Blvd., Ste. 122 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 
Telephone: 405-522-4565 I Email: executivelegislative@sos.ok.gov 



J. Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

August 26, 2022 

Ms. Cindy Shea 
Oklahoma Press Service 
3601 N. Lincoln 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

Dear Ms. Shea: 

Please find enclosed the following notices for publication. 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

• NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES AND TH E APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY 
THEREOF AND THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT TITLE AS REWRJTTEN BY THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR STATE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION 
NUMBER434 

Per Title 34 O.S. § 8, the publication must appear in at least one newspaper of general circulation 
in the State of Oklahoma. Please publish the enclosed notice in The Oklahoman, Tulsa World, 
and the Journal Record as soon as possible. 

Also, upon the completion of publication, please provide our office with the corresponding 
Affidavits of Publication. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our 
office. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Amy Canton 
Director, Executive Legislative Services 
Oklahoma Secretary of State Office 

2300 N. U NCOLN BL VD., SUITE I22, OKLA HOMA C ITY 73 I05 -4897 • (405) 522-4565 



; Oklahoma Press Service 
3601 North Lincoln Blvd. 

Oklahoma City, OK 73105 
Voice: ( 405) 499-0020 Fax: ( 405) 499-0048 

Wednesday, August 31, 2022 07:23 AM Page 1of1 

Proof of Publication 
Order Number 22-08-59 

I, Landon Cobb, of lawful age, being duly sworn upon oath, 
deposes and says: That I am the Authorized Agent of OK­
TH E OKLAHOMAN, a Daily newspaper printed and published 
in the city of OKLAHOMA CITY, county of Oklahoma, and 
state of Oklahoma, and that the advertisement referred to, 
a true and printed copy of which is here unto attached, was 
published in said OK-THE OKLAHOMAN in consecutive 
issues on the following dates-to-wit: 

Insertion: 8/31/2022 

That said newspaper has been published continuously and 
uninterruptedly in said county during a period of one­
hundred and four consecutive weeks prior to the publication 
of the attached notice or advertisement; that it has been 
admitted to the United States mail as second-class mail 
matter; that it has a general paid circulation, and publishes 
news of general interest, and otherwise conforms with all of 
the statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal publications. 

PUBLICATION FEE $108.65 

(Editor, Publisher or Authorized Agent) 

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 

31 day of A~22. t/~~ 

~Nota Public) 

Ad-VantageT"' version 8.03 by Customware, Inc. Copyright 1999-2021 

NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES 
AND THE APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY THEREOF 

ANO THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT TITLE 
AS REWRITTEN BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR 

STATE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 434 
NOTICE is hereby given that on July 5, 2022, one hundred and eighteen 
(118) boxes of petition pamphlets were received by the office of the Secre­
tary of State, from the proponents of record for State Question 820, Initiative 
Petition 434. 
NOTICE is also hereby given that in accordance with Title 34 O.S., § 8 and 
by order of the Supreme Court of Oklahoma, the Court recognizes the cer­
tification of the Secretary of State that the petition contains 117,257 verified 
signatures. The Court further recognizes that the number of signatures 
necessary to place the measure before the electorate is 94,911 , being 8% 
of the votes cast for the office of Governor at the General Election in No­
vember 2018, and the signatures on the Petition are numerically sufficient. 
NOTICE is likewise, hereby given that any citizen or citizens of the state 
may file an objection, relating only to the signature verification and count 
made by the Secretary of State or the ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney 
General, within ten (10) business days of the date of this publication, by 
a written notice to the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and a copy 
directed to the proponent(s) of the petition and the Attorney General. Also, 
a copy of any such objection shall be filed with the Secretary of State. Pro­
ceedings in the Supreme Court to resolve a protest or objection shall be in 
accordance with Title 34 O.S., §§ 8-11 , and such other procedures as may 
be ordered by the Court. 
Proponent(s) of record for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434: 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols Michelle Anne Jones 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 405 N. Aster Ave. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

BALLOT TITLE FOR SQ 820, IP434, 
as rewritten by the Attorney General 

This measure creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana for 
persons 21 or older. Marijuana use and possession remain crimes under 
federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law 
will have a fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax Commission will 
collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above applicable sales 
taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law, with any 
surplus revenues going to public school programs to address substance 
abuse and improve student retention (30%). the General Revenue Fund 
(30%), drug addiction treatment programs (20%), courts (10%) , and local 
governments (10%). The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and 
establishes quantity limits, safety standards, restriction, and penalties for 
violations. A local government mar prohibit or restrict recreational marijua­
na use on the property of the local government and regulate the time, place, 
and manner of the operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. 
However, a local government may not limit the number of, or completely 
prohibit, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private 
property may prohibit or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that 
a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing and 
consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does not 
affect an employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. For the 
first two years, marijuana business licenses are available only to existing 
licensees in operation one year or more. The law does not affect the rights 
of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires resentenc­
ing, reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana-related 
judgements and sentences unless the State proves an unreasonable ri sk 
to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to 
administer and enforce the law. 
SHALLTHEPROPOSALBEAPPROVED? 

FOR THE PROPOSAL - YES 
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO 

A "YES" vote is a vote in favor of th is measure. 
A "NO" vote is a vote against this measure. 
DONE, BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT, 
THIS 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2022. 
Brian Bingman 
Oklahoma Secretary of State 

Registered to: Oklahoma Press Association 



.:' Oklahoma Press Service 
3601 North Lincoln Blvd. 

Oklahoma City, OK 73105 
Voice: (405) 499-0020 Fax: (405) 499-0048 

Wednesday, August 31, 2022 07:23 AM Page 1of1 

Proof of Publication 
Order Number 22-08-59 

I, Landon Cobb, of lawful age, being duly sworn upon oath, 
deposes and says: That I am the Authorized Agent of OK­
TULSA WORLD - Legal, a Daily newspaper printed and 
published in the city of TULSA, county of Tulsa, and state of 
Oklahoma, and that the advertisement referred to, a true 
and printed copy of which is here unto attached, was 
published in said OK-TULSA WORLD - Legal in consecutive 
issues on the following dates-to-wit: 

Insertion: 8/31/2022 

That said newspaper has been published continuously and 
uninterruptedly in said county during a period of one­
hundred and four consecutive weeks prior to the publication 
of the attached notice or advertisement; that it has been 
admitted to the United States mail as second-class mail 
n:iatter; that it has a general paid circulation, and publishes 
news of general interest, and otherwise conforms with all of 
the statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal publications. 

PUBLICATION FEE $108.65 

(Editor, Publisher or Authorized Agent) 

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 
31 day of August 2022. 

C-~ 

Ad-Vantage" ' version 8.03 by Customware, Inc. Copyright 1999-2021 

NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES 
AND THE APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY THEREOF 

AND THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT TITLE 
AS REWRITIEN BY THE ATIORNEY GENERAL FOR 

STATE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 434 
NOTICE is hereby given that on July 5, 2022, one hundred and eighteen 
(1 18) boxes of petition pamphlets were received by the office of the Secre­
tary of State. from the proponents of record for State Question 820, Initiative 
Petition 434. 
NOTICE is also hereby given that in accordance with Title 34 O.S., § 8 and 
by order of the Supreme Court of Oklahoma, the Court recognizes the cer­
tification of the Secretary of State that the petition contains 117,257 verified 
signatures. The Court further recognizes that the number of signatures 
necessary to place the measure before the electorate is 94,91 1, being 8% 
of the votes cast for the office of Governor at the General Election in No­
vember 2018, and the signatures on the Petition are numerically sufficient. 
NOTICE is likewise, hereby given that any citizen or citizens of the state 
may file an objection, relating only to the signature verification and count 
made by the Secretary of State or the ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney 
General, within ten (1 0) business days of the date of this publication, by 
a. written notice to the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and a copy 
directed to the proponent(s) of the petition and the Attorney General. Also, 
a copy of any such objection shall be fi led with the Secretary of State. Pro­
ceedings in the Supreme Court to resolve a protest or objection shall be in 
accordance with Title 34 0.S., §§ 8-11 , and such other procedures as may 
be ordered by the Court. 
Proponent(s) of record for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434: 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols Michelle Anne Jones 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 405 N. Aster Ave. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

BALLOT TITLE FOR SQ 820, IP434, 
as rewritten by the Attorney General 

This measure creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana for 
persons 21 or older. Marijuana use and possession remain crimes under 
federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law 
will have a fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax Commission will 
collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above applicable sales 
taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law, with any 
surplus revenues going to public school programs to address substance 
abuse and improve student retention (30%), the General Revenue Fund 
(30%). drug addiction treatment programs (20%), courts (10%), and local 
governments (10%) . The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and 
establishes quantity limits. safety standards, restriction. and penalties fo r 
violations. A local government may prohibit or restrict recreational marijua­
na use on the property of the local government and regulate the time, place, 
and manner of the operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. 
How~ver, a local ~overnment may not limit the number of, or completely 
proh1b1t, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private 
property may prohibit or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that 
a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing and 
consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does not 
affect an employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. For the 
f!rst two y~ars , ma~ijuana business licenses are available only to existing 
licensees 1n operation one year or more. The law does not affect the rights 
of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires resentenc­
ing, reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana-related 
Judgements and sentences unless the State proves an unreasonable risk 
to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to 
administer and enforce the law. 
SHALL THE PROPOSAL BE APPROVED? 

FOR THE PROPOSAL-YES 
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO 

A "YES" vote is a vote in favor of this measure. 
A "NO" vote is a vote against this measure. 
DONE, BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT 
THIS 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2022. . 
Brian Bingman 
Oklahoma Secretary of State 

Registered to: Oklahoma Press Association 



Oklahoma Press Service 
3601 North Lincoln Blvd. 

Oklahoma City, OK 73105 
Voice: (405) 499-0020 Fax: (405) 499-0048 

Wednesday, August 31, 2022 07:23 AM Page 1of1 

Proof of Publication 
Order Number 22-08-59 

I, Landon Cobb, of lawful age, being duly sworn upon oath, 
deposes and says: That I am the Authorized Agent of OK­
JOURNAL RECORD, a Daily newspaper printed and 
published in the city of OKLAHOMA CITY, county of 
Oklahoma, and state of Oklahoma, and that the 
advertisement referred to, a true and printed copy of which 
is here unto attached, was published in said OK-JOURNAL 
RECORD in consecutive issues on the following dates-to­
wit: 

Insertion: 8/31/2022 

That said newspaper has been published continuously and 
uninterruptedly in said county during a period of one­
hundred and four consecutive weeks prior to the publication 
of the attached notice or advertisement; that it has been 
admitted to the United States mail as second-class mail 
matter; that it has a general paid circulation, and publishes 
news of general interest, and otherwise conforms with all of 
the statutes of the Oklahoma governing legal publications. 

PUBLICATION FEE $108.65 

(Editor, Publisher or Authorized Agent) 

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to me this 
31 day of August 2022. 

c~~ 

Ad-VantageT" version 8.03 by Customware, Inc. Copyright 1999-2021 

NOTICE OF THE FILING OF SIGNATURES 
ANO THE APPEARENT NUMERICAL SUFFICIENCY THEREOF 

AND THE TEXT OF THE PRELIMINARY BALLOT TITLE 
AS REWRITIEN BY THE ATIORNEY GENERAL FOR 

STATE QUESTION NUMBER 820, INITIATIVE PETITION NUMBER 434 
NOTICE is hereby given that on July 5, 2022, one hundred and eighteen 
(118) boxes of petition pamphlets were received by the office of the Secre· 
tary of State, from the proponents of record for State Question 820, Initiative 
Petition 434. 
NOTICE is also hereby given that in accordance with Ti~e 34 O.S., § 8 and 
by order of the Supreme Court of Oklahoma, the Court recognizes the cer­
tification of the Secretary of State that the petition contains 117,257 verified 
signatures. The Court further recognizes that the number of signatures 
necessary to place the measure before the electorate is 94,911 , being 8% 
of the votes cast for the office of Governor at the General Election in No­
vember 2018, and the signatures on the Petition are numerically sufficient. 
NOTICE is likewise, hereby given that any citizen or citizens of the state 
may file an objection, relating only to the signature verification and count 
made by the Secretary of State or the ballot title as rewritten by the Attorney 
General, within ten (10) business days of the date of this publication, by 
a written notice to the Clerk of the Oklahoma Supreme Court and a copy 
directed to the proponent(s) of the petition and the Attorney General. Also, 
a copy of any such objection shall be filed with the Secretary of State. Pro­
ceedings in the Supreme Court to resolve a protest or objection shall be in 
accordance with Title 34 0.S., §§ 8-11 , and such other procedures as may 
be ordered by the Court. 
Proponent(s) of record for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434: 

Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols Michelle Anne Jones 
3216 NW 188 Ter. 405 N. Aster Ave. 
Edmond, Oklahoma 73012 Broken Arrow, Oklahoma 74012 

BALLOT TITLE FOR SQ 820, IP434, 
as rewritten by the Attorney General 

This measure creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana for 
persons 21 or older. Marijuana use and possession remain crimes under 
federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law 
will have a fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax Commission will 
collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above applicable sales 
taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law, with any 
surplus revenues going to public school programs to address substance 
abuse and improve student retention (30%), the General Revenue Fund 
(30%), drug addiction treatment programs (20%) , courts (10%), and local 
governments (1 0%). The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and 
establishes quantity limits, safety standards, restriction, and penalties for 
violations. A local government mar prohibit or restrict recreational marijua­
na use on the property of the local government and regulate the time, place, 
and manner of the operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. 
However, a local government may not limit the number of, or completely 
prohibit, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private 
property may prohibit or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that 
a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing and 
consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does not 
affect an employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. For the 
first two years, marijuana business licenses are available only to existing 
licensees in operation one year or more. The law does not affect the rights 
of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires resentenc­
ing, reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana-related 
judgements and sentences unless the State proves an unreasonable ri sk 
to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to 
administer and enforce the law. 
SHALL THE PROPOSAL BE APPROVED? 

FOR THE PROPOSAL - YES 
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO 

A "YES" vote is a vote in favor of this measure. 
A "NO" vote is a vote against this measure. 
DONE, BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT, 
THIS 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2022. 
Brian Bingman 
Oklahoma Secretary of State 

Registered to: Oklahoma Press Association 



ORIGINAL 

IN THE SUPREME COURT 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

11111111111111 
* 1 0 5 2 9 6 6 9 1 2 * 

FILED 

ST~~R~~a~3.~~1A 
AUG 2 9 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
\.,,Lt:r-.1'\. 

Paul Tay 
Petitioner, 

v. 
Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols, 
Michelle Jones 1#12065 7 

Respondents/ 
Proponents 

APPLICATION TO ASSUME ORIGINAL JURISDICTION CHALLENGING THE 
VALIDITY OF SIGNATURES COLLECTED IN SUPPORT OF INITIATIVE 

PETITION 434 ON INDIAN TREATY LAND 

COMES NOW, the Petitioner, Paul Tay, files the above-cause 

on grounds the Respondents imp:coperly collected signatures on 

Indian treaty land. 

STATEMENTS OF FACTS 

The Petitioner is a citizen of the State of Oklahoma and 

responsible cannabis activist. 

The Respondents are proponents of Initiative Petition 434. 

The Respondents collected signatures in support of IP 434 

on treaty land ceded by the United States to the Muscogee 

(Creek) Nation and other Indian tribes. 

CASELAW, FEDERAL LAW, AND TREATY INVOLVED 

Worcester v. Georgia, 31 U.S. (6 Pet) 515 (1832), Antoine v. 

Washington, 420 U.S. 194 (1975): Treaties and law must be 

liberally construed in light most favorable to Indians . 

...... -&fttliN1'L----···· 

~----
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25 U.S. C. § 71: "No obligation of any treaty lawfully made and 

ratified with any Indian tribe or Nation, prior to March 3, 1871 

shall be hereby invalidated or impaired. 

Article 4, 1856 Treaty with Creeks and Seminoles: "No portion" 

of the Creek Reservation "shall ever be embraced, included 

within, or annexed to any Territory or State." 

ANALYSIS 

In Oklahoma v. Castro-Huerta, 597 U.S. (2022), the 

Supreme Court majority announced a novel approach to substantive 

federal Indian law: "State jurisdiction may be preempted by 

federal law under ordinary principles of federal preemption." 

By implicating Indian treaty, 25 U.S.C. § 71 presents such 

federal preemption. Respondents collected signatures in support 

of IP 434 on Indian treaty land which excludes the State from 

engaging in any political activities to include collecting 

signatures in support of ballot initiatives. Article 4, 1856 

Treaty acts to preclude State jurisdiction, VOID AB INITIO. 

The State is want of authority or jurisdiction to exercise 

governmental interests on treaty land. Indian tribes and 

Nations executed treaties with the United States, precluding any 

State proprietary rights or governmental interests on treaty 

land. Because the State was not a party, the State is want of 

any claims to construe treaties in light most favorable to the 

State. The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that the United 



States and all other parties must liberally construe in light 

most favorable to Indians. 

CONCLUSION 

Signatures collected on treaty land are void. Where 

Congress excluded State jurisdiction, all persons on treaty land 

are subject to tribal law, pursuant to treaties, and ineligible 

to participate in Oklahoma electoral process. If the rule of 

law of the Federal Union still prevails, the Court should grant 

the Application as stated. 

Resp(B;:]Y ;;::;:ted, 
Paul Tay 

Pro se Petitioner 
Day Center for the Homeless 

415 W. Archer 
Tulsa, OK 74103 

(918) 324-3115 
bettercallpaultay@gmail.com 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The Petitioner mailed true and correct copies to counsel for 
Respondents/Proponents Melanie Wilson Rughani, Crowe & Dunlevy, 
Braniff Building, 324 N. Robinson Ste. 100, Oklahoma City, OK 
7 3102; John O'Connor, Office of the Attorney General, 313 N. E. 
21st, Oklahoma City, OK 73105; Brian Bingman, Office of the 
Secretary of State, 2300 N. Lincoln Ste. 122, Oklahoma City, OK 
73105; Muscogee (Creek) Nation Attorney General Geri Wisner, 
P.O. Box 580, Okmulgee, OK 74447; Cherokee Nation Attorney 
General Sara Hill, P.O. Box 1533, Tahlequah, OK 74465; Chickasaw 
Nation Governor Bill Anoatubby, P.O. Box 1548, Ada, OK 74821; 
Chief of the Seminole Nation Lewis Johnson, 36645 US 270, 
Wewoka, OK 74884; Choctaw Nation Principal Chief Gary Batton, 
P.O. Box 1210, Durant, OK 74702-1210 on or about ~AUG2022. 

Paui Tay 
Pro se Petitioner 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

PAUL TAY, 

Petitioner, 

v. 

MICHELLE DIANE TILLEY 
NICHOLS and MICHELLE JONES, 

Respondents. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 120,657 

FILED 

ST~~~RJ~c§K1_~~~rM 
SEP 16 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDING TO DETERMINE CHALLENGE TO THE VALIDITY OF THE 
SIGNATURES FOR INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 434, STATE QUESTION 820 

Petitioner filed an original proceeding to challenge the validity of the signatures to 

Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 on grounds that signatures collected on 

Tribal lands are void. Original jurisdiction is assumed. See Rule 1.194, Oklahoma 

Supreme Court Rules, Tit. 12, ch. 15, App. 1. Petitioner's challenge is hereby denied. 34 

O.S. 2021, § 8(K). 

APPLICATION TO ASSUME ORIGINAL JURISDICTION IS GRANTED; THE 
CHALLENGE IS DENIED 

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

On January 4, 2022, Respondents/Proponents Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols and 

Michelle Jones filed Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 seeking to add new 

provisions to Title 63 that would legalize, regulate, and tax adult-use marijuana. 

A timely protest was filed on January 24, 2022, challenging the gist and the 

constitutionality of the proposed measure. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(C). On March 28, 2022, this 

Court assumed original jurisdiction and issued a written opinion holding that State Question 

820 embraces only one subject in conformance with Okla. Const. art. V, § 57, the gist was 

not misleading, and State Question 820 was legally sufficient for submission to the people 



of Oklahoma. See In Re: State Question No. 820 Initiative Petition No. 434, 2022 OK 30, 

1J1J 5-7, 507 P.3d 1251. 

Proponents began gathering signatures for Initiative Petition No. 434, State 

Question 820 on May 3, 2022, and completed the signature-gathering process within the 

confines of the 90-day deadline set forth in 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(E). 

On July 5, 2022, proponents of Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 

820submitted to the Secretary of State 118 boxes of petition pamphlets. 

In accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H), the Secretary of State counted 23,043 

signature sheets bound in 116 volumes. Volumes 1 through 115 each contained 200 

signature sheets and Volume 116 contained 43 signature sheets. 

Of the 23,043 signature sheets submitted, 1, 178 signature sheets were disqualified 

as one sheet contained duplicate signatures, one sheet was attached with another to the 

same petition pamphlet, and 1, 176 sheets contained incomplete signature circulator 

information and/or notary public addresses. See Secretary of State's Certification in Case 

No. 120,641, filed August 22, 2022. 
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Okla. Const. art. V, § 2 requires that a legislative measure proposed by citizens 

have the signatures of 8 percent of legal voters based upon the last general election for 

the office of Governor. The Legislature derives the number of "legal voters" from the "total 

number of votes cast for the state office receiving the highest number of votes cast at the 

last general election." 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H)(2). 

The Secretary of State certified that 117 ,257 signatures were verified and matched 

to the Oklahoma Voter Registration files for Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 

and affirmed the State Election Board's certification that 1, 186,385 votes were cast in the 

November 2018 general election for Governor and 8% of the total number of votes cast is 

94,911. See Secretary of State's Certification, p. 2. 

Proponents' suggested ballot title was submitted to the Attorney General on July 5, 

2022. On July 12, 2022, the Attorney General notified the Secretary of State that the 

proposed ballot title did not comply with the law and filed a rewritten ballot title in 

accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 9(0). This Court issued an order on August 25, 2022, 

finding the signatures on the Petition numerically sufficient. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1). 

In accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1), this Court directed the Secretary of State 

to publish notice of the filing of the signed petitions and their apparent sufficiency along 

with the text of the rewritten ballot title and the right of any citizen to object to the 

sufficiency of signatures or the ballot title within 10 business days. 

According to the Secretary of State's Proof of Publication filed September 1, 2022, 

the required notice was published in three newspapers of statewide circulation on 

VVednesday,August31,2022. 
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STANDARD OF REVIEW 

When an initiative petition is challenged, the signatures on the petition are 

presumed to be valid, and the challenger has the burden of overcoming that presumption. 

In re: Initiative Petition No. 317, State Question No. 556, 1982 OK 78, ~ 28, 648 P.2d 1207. 

"The law presumes the validity and regularity of the official acts of public officers within the 

line of their official duties." In Re Initiative Petition No. 23, State Question No. 38, 1912 OK 

611, ~ 3, 127 P. 862. 

ANALYSIS 

Petitioner challenges the validity of signatures to Initiative Petition No. 434, State 

Question 820 on grounds that signatures collected on Tribal lands are void. 

Petitioner premises his challenge on an 1856 Treaty between the United States and 

the Creek Nation and Seminole Nation which, according to Petitioner, prohibits the 

government from engaging in political activities on treaty land. Petitioner also cites 

Oklahoma v. Castro-Huerta, _ U.S. _ , 142 S.Ct. 2486 (June 29, 2022), for his 

proposition that federal law preempts state jurisdiction and signatures to Initiative Petition 

No. 434, State Question 820 collected in Indian Country are invalid. 

Petitioner raised similar arguments in Tay v. Green, 2022 OK 37, 508 P.3d 431, 

where Petitioner challenged the legal sufficiency of Initiative Petition No. 432, State 

Question 818. That measure sought to create a new Article in the Oklahoma Constitution 

to legalize, regulate, and tax adult-use marijuana and expand the regulatory framework for 

medical marijuana. 

The Court rejected Petitioner's arguments, and we held that signatures collected 

and elections in Indian Country are valid: 
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McGirt does not disenfranchise Oklahoma citizens residing in 
Indian country from the right to participate in state elections, 
which includes the right to sign an initiative petition. 

Id. at 1f 9. Here too, Petitioner states that all persons located on treaty land are subject to 

Tribal law and "ineligible to participate in [the] Oklahoma electoral process." Application, 

at 3. 

Neither the 1856 Treaty between the United States and the Creek Nation and 

Seminole Nation nor the U.S. Supreme Court's decision in Oklahoma v. Castro-Huerta, 

U.S. _ , 142 S.Ct. 2486 (June 29, 2022), affect our previous analysis. Well-settled 

principles of claim preclusion bar Petitioner's present challenge. See State ex rel. Tai v. 

City of Oklahoma City, 2002 OK 97, 1f 20, 61 P.3d 234. 

Because the same arguments were raised in Tay v. Green, 2022 OK 37, 508 P.3d 

431, considered by the Court, and rejected, we find Petitioner's challenge to the validity of 

the signatures to Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 is without merit and should 

be denied. 

The Court further finds the challenge is frivolous and warrants the imposition of 

sanctions under 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(L). 

Petitioner has a history of filing original proceedings in this Court, many of which had 

no legitimate legal basis. A pauper's affidavit accompanied all of Petitioner's filings. 

Petitioner was admonished that future filings lacking in merit would result in the revocation 

of Petitioner's pauperis status or other sanctions. See Tay v. Honorable Mayor George 

Theron (G. T.) Bynum, eta/., Case No. 119,411 (order dated May 17, 2021). Yet, Petitioner 

continues to file matters in this Court lacking in merit or without a good faith legal basis, 

including this proceeding. 
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Pursuant to 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(L) and the Court's inherent authority, Petitioner's 

pauperis status is hereby revoked. Winters v. City of Oklahoma City, 1987 OK 63, 740 P.2d 

724 (affirming imposition of sanctions for party's oppressive litigation conduct). Unless 

Petitioner establishes that he is in immediate danger of serious physical injury, Petitioner 

shall be required to pay the cost deposit under 20 O.S. 2021, § 15 before filing any other 

matter in this Court. 

34 O.S. 2021, § 8(K) requires this Court to resolve objections to the signature count 

or ballot title "with dispatch." Due to the exigencies related to the element of time affecting 

this matter, the ordinary 20-day period to file a petition for rehearing is shortened. See, 

e.g., In Re: Initiative Petition No. 426, State Question No. 810, 2020OK43,1J31, 465 P.3d 

1244; Steele v. Pruitt, 2016 OK 87, 1J 19, 378 P.3d 47. 

Any petition for rehearing under Rule 1.13, Oklahoma Supreme Court Rules, Tit. 12, 

ch. 15, App. 1, must be filed no later than 10:00 a.m., September 20, 2022. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 16TH 

DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2022. 

Darby, C.J., Winchester, Edmondson, Combs and Gurich, JJ., concur; 
Kane, V.C.J., Kauger, Rowe (by separate writing) and Kuehn, JJ., concur in part; dissent 
in part. 

Kane, V.C.J., with whom Kauger, J., joins, concurring in part; dissenting in part 
I dissent to the imposition of sanctions against the challenger 
under 34 O.S. 2021 § S(L). 
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OllGINA1 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 

STA TE OF OKLAHOMA 

'· 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

SEP - 7 2022 
MICHAEL D REYNOLDS as resident taxpayer 

and voter of the State of Oklahoma, Petitioner 1120680 JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

) 

vs. ) Case No.120657 

BRIAN BINGMAN, OKLAHOMA SECRETARY ) 

OF STATE, IN HIS OFFICIAL CAPACITY 

APPLICATION FOR ORIGINAL JURISDICTION AND PROTEST TO 

OF SIGNATURE VERIFICATION FOR INIATIVE PETITION 434 

COMES NOW, the Petitioner, MICHAEL D REYNOLDS, as resident taxpayer and voter 

of the State of Oklahoma, and for the benefit of all other resident taxpayers and voters of the State 

of Oklahoma, and hereby notifies you that he protests the certification of the signature count of 

Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question No. 820 was filed in the Office of the Secretary of 

State of Oklahoma ("Secretary of State") 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

1. The Petitioner files this application in the Supreme Court of the State of Oklahoma or 

reason of the "exclusive original jurisdiction" of this proceeding pursuant to 73 O.S. 1991 § 160 and 

said statute requires the court "to give such applications precedence over the other business of the 

court and to consider and pass upon such applications and any protests which may be filed thereto 

as speedily as possible". 

2 The Petitioner further has the right to file this application in this court pursuant to: 

a. Constitution of Oklahoma, Art. 2, Sec. 6 (courts of justice of the State 

shall be open to every person) 



b. Constitution of Oklahoma, Art. 2, Sec. 7 (due process of law) 

c. Constitution of Oklahoma, Art. 1, Sec. 1 (Constitution of the U.S. is 

the supreme law of the land Oklahoma) 

d. Constitution of the United States, Amendment V (due process of law) 

e. Constitution of the United States, Amendment XIV (due process of law 

and equal protection of laws) 

f. Statutes of Oklahoma Title 34 Sec 8 (I, J) 

I. Upon order of the Supreme Court it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to forthwith 
cause to be published, in at least one newspaper of general circulation in the state, a notice of 
the filing of the signed petitions and the apparent sufficiency or insufficiency thereof, and shall 
also publish the text of the ballot title as reviewed and approved or, if applicable, as rewritten by 
the Attorney General pursuant to the provisions of subsection D of Section 9 of this title and 
notice that any citizen or citizens of the state may file an objection to the count made by the 
Secretary of State, by a written notice to the Supreme Court and to the proponent or proponents 
filing the petition. Any such objection must be filed within ten (10) business days after 
publication and must relate only to the validity or number of the signatures or a challenge to the 
ballot title. A copy of the objection to the count or ballot title shall be filed with the Supreme 
Court, the Attorney General and the Secretary of State. 

J. Upon appeal and if ordered or directed by the Supreme Court, the Secretary of State shall 
deliver the bound volumes of signatures to the Supreme Court. 

FACTS 

1. On August 22"d, 2022 the Secretary of State's Office transmitted its report to the 

Court, having reviewed the petitions with a new process for verification. 

2. Oklahoma Title 34 Sec 8 I reads in part 

"Upon order of the Supreme Court it shall be the duty" ................... " notice that any citizen or 
citizens of the state may file an objection to the count made by the Secretary of State, by a 
written notice to the Supreme Court and to the proponent or proponents filing the petition. Any 
such objection must be filed within ten (10) business days after publication and must relate only 
to the validity or number of the signatures or a challenge to the ballot title. A copy of the 
objection to the count or ballot title shall be filed with the Supreme Court, the Attorney General 
and the Secretary of State." 

3. During the Legislative Session in 2020 HB3826 was passed. It amended Title 34 Sec 8 

J. with the following language: "Upon appeal and if ordered or directed by the Supreme Court, 

the Secretary of State shall deliver the bound volumes of signatures to the Supreme Court." 



• 

This absurd language made it a practical impossibility to challenge signature, because 

you had to challenge the signatures in order to see them! 

4. As of Sept 5th Petitioner, and presumably no other individual or group has been 

allowed to see the petitions or other information regarding the accuracy of the review. 

VIOLATION 

3. It is impossible to examine the bound volumes" or data entered by the Secretary's 

office or its agents without appealing the process. 

CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE the Petitioners pray that 

a. A response to this petition be filed by respondent and a hearing upon the merits of the application 

'INith the Petitioner arguing disapproval of all the signatures 

b. The Court order the immediate release of the bound volumes and all digitized information regarding 

the certification of signatures 

c. The Court order at least 10 days is allowed for examination by petitioner and any other interested 

parties after the requested information is released in order to detennine the accuracy of the certification. 

d. Any other relief such as costs and attorney's fees as allowed by law 

DATED this 9th day of September. 2022. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Michael D Reynolds , Pro Se 
2609 SW 1 oih St 
Oklahoma City, Ok 73170 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the ih day of September, 2022, I served a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing by mailing a copy thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to: 

1. Brian Bingman, Oklahoma Secretary of State 

421 NW 13th St 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73103 

Michael D Reynolds , Pro Se 

2609 SW 1 Oih St 

Oklahoma City, Ok 73170 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

MICHAEL D. REYNOLDS, as ) 
resident taxpayer and voter of the ) 
State of Oklahoma, ) 

) 
Petitioner, ) 

) 
v. ) No. 120,680 

) 
BRIAN BINGMAN, Oklahoma ) 
Secretary of State, in his official ) 
capacity, ) 

) 
Respondent. ) 

ORDER 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

ST ATE OF OKLAHOMA 

SEP 1 6 2022 

JOHN 0. HADDEN 
CLERK 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDING TO DETERMINE CHALLENGE TO THE 
SIGNATURE VERIFICATION FOR INITIATIVE PETITION NO. 434, STATE 

QUESTION 820 

Petitioner filed an original proceeding to challenge the validity of the 

signatures to Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 on grounds that the 

current statutory provisions for bringing such a challenge do not adequately allow a 

citizen to bring such a challenge. Original jurisdiction is assumed. See Rule 1.194, 

Oklahoma Supreme Court Rules, Tit. 12, ch. 15, App. 1. Petitioner's challenge is 

hereby denied. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(K). 

APPLICATION TO ASSUME ORIGINAL JURISDICTION IS GRANTED; THE 
CHALLENGE IS DENIED 

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

On January 4, 2022, Respondents/Proponents Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols 



and Michelle Jones filed Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 seeking to 

add new provisions to Title 63 that would legalize, regulate, and tax adult-use 

marijuana. 

A timely protest was filed on January 24, 2022, challenging the gist and the 

constitutionalit-y of the proposed measure. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(C). On March 28, 

2022, this Court assumed original jurisdiction and issued a written opinion holding 

that State Question 820 embraces only one subject in conformance with Okla. 

Const. art. V, § 57, the gist was not misleading, and State Question 820 was legally 

sufficient for submission to the people of Oklahoma. See In Re: State Question No. 

820 Initiative Petition No. 434, 2022 OK 30, 11115-7, 507 P.3d 1251. 

Proponents began gathering signatures for Initiative Petition No. 434, State 

Question 820 on May 3, 2022, and completed the signature-gathering process within 

the confines of the 90-day deadline set forth in 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(E). 

On July 5, 2022, proponents of Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 

submitted to the Secretary of State 118 boxes of petition pamphlets. 

In 2020, the Legislature enacted and the Governor signed House Bill 3826 into 

law making changes to the Secretary of State's duties relating to the signature count 

and verification process. For instance, 34 O.S. 2021, § 2(8) now requires the 

Secretary of State to match at least three out of six data points on a signature sheet 

with the signatory's Oklahoma voter registration file in order for the signature to be 

approved. See Okla. Sess. Laws 2020, c. 125, § 2, eff. Nov. 1, 2020. The Secretary 
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of State must also make or cause to be made "a verification and count of the number 

of signatures on the petitions," whereas prior to the new law only a count was 

required. 34 O.S. 2021, § 6.1. Laws 2020, c. 125, § 7, eff. Nov. 1, 2020. 

In accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H), the Secretary of State counted 

23,043 signature sheets bound in 116 volumes. Volumes 1 through 115 each 

contained 200 signature sheets and Volume 116 contained 43 signature sheets. 

Of the 23,043 signature sheets submitted, 1, 178 signature sheets were 

disqualified as one sheet contained duplicate signatures, one sheet was attached 

with another to the same petition pamphlet, and 1, 176 sheets contained incomplete 

signature circulator information and/or notary public address. See Secretary of 

State's Certification in Case No. 120,641, filed August 22, 2022. 

Okla. Const. art. V, § 2 requires that a legislative measure proposed by 

citizens have the signatures of 8 percent of legal voters based upon the last general 

election for the office of Governor. The Legislature derives the number of "legal 

voters" from the "total number of votes cast for the state office receiving the highest 

number of votes cast at the last general election." 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(H)(2). 

The Secretary of State certified that 117,257 signatures were verified and 

matched to the Oklahoma Voter Registration files for Initiative Petition No. 434, State 

Question 820 and affirmed the State Election Board's certification that 1, 186,385 

votes were cast in the November 2018 general election for Governor and 8% of the 

total number of votes cast is 94,911. See Secretary of State's Certification, p. 2. 
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Proponents' suggested ballot title was submitted to the Attorney General on 

July 5, 2022. On July 12, 2022, the Attorney General notified the Secretary of State 

that the proposed ballot title did not comply with the law and filed a rewritten ballot 

title in accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 9(D). 

This Court issued an order on August 25, 2022, finding the signatures on the 

Petition numerically sufficient. In accordance with 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1), the Court 

directed the Secretary of State to publish notice of the filing of the signed petitions 

and their apparent sufficiency along with the text of the rewritten ballot title and 

notice that any citizen could object to the sufficiency of signatures or the ballot title 

within ten (10) business days. 

Notice was published in three (3) newspapers of statewide circulation on 

August 31, 2022, beginning the ten-business-day period in which any citizen could 

challenge either the validity or number of the signatures or the rewritten ballot title. 

Petitioner filed this challenge on September 7, 2022. 1 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

When an initiative petition is challenged, the signatures on the petition are 

presumed to be valid, and the challenger has the burden of overcoming that 

presumption. In re: Initiative Petition No. 317, State Question No. 556, 1982 OK 

The Court directed Petitioner to submit a required cost deposit, a Notice, and 
serve the parties in conformance with Oklahoma Supreme Court Rule 1.191, Tit. 12, ch. 15. 
App.1 and 34 O.S. 2021, § 8 by September 9, 2022. Petitioner complied on September 12, 
2022, and filed a motion requesting that he be deemed to be in compliance. Petitioner's 
motion to file out of time is granted. 

-4-



78, ,-i 28, 648 P .2d 1207. "The law presumes the validity and regularity of the official 

acts of public officers within the line of their official duties." In Re Initiative Petition 

No. 23, State Question No. 38, 1912 OK 611, ,-r 3, 127 P. 862. 

ANALYSIS 

Petitioner is not challenging the sufficiency or validity of the signatures for 

Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820 per se, but instead takes issue with 

the ten-business-day statutory period to bring a challenge. Petitioner claims this time 

period does not allow sufficient time for a citizen to examine the signatures. 

Petit~oner asks the Court to order the Secretary of State to deliver to this Court 

all the bound volumes of the signatures as well as all digitized information, and then 

allow a period of at least ten additional days for Petitioner to examine the signature 

sheets to determine the accuracy of the certification. 

Petitioner also disagrees with legislative amendments made to 34 O.S. Supp. 

2015, § 8(J) which no longer require the delivery of all the bound volumes of 

signature sheets to this Court, but instead grants this Court discretion whether to 

order the bound volumes of signature sheets when an appeal is filed. This change 

does not prevent any citizen, including Petitioner, from inspecting the signatures on 

file with the Secretary of State. 

Okla. Const. art. V, § 3 provides that all elections on measures referred to the 

people "shall be had at the next election held throughout the state, except when the 

Legislature or the Governor shall order a special election for the express purpose of 
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making such reference." Article V, § 3 authorizes the Legislature to enact "suitable" 

statutory means for carrying out the provisions of Article V. The Legislature has done 

so by enacting Title 34, a statutory framework that sets forth the requirements and 

time frames for the initiative process. 

34 O.S. 2021, § 8(1) requires the Secretary of State to publish notice that any 

citizen "may file an objection to the count made by the Secretary of State." The 

statute further reiterates that any such objection "must relate only to the validity or 

number of the signatures or a challenge to the ballot title." 

In OCPA Impact, Inc. v. Sheehan, 2016 OK 84, 1f 8, 377 P.3d 138, the Court 

addressed a similar improper challenge. In Sheehan, petitioners attempted to 

challenge the gist of the measure in the post-circulation stage. This Court rejected 

the challenge, noting: 

The only objections authorized at this stage are found in 
34 O.S. Supp. 2015, § 8(1). In 2009, the Legislature 
amended this subsection, which at the time was 
subsection (H), to restrict the content of post-circulation 
objections. 2009 Okla. Sess. Laws c. 318, § 1. Following 
the 2015 amendments, post-circulation objections must 
now "relate only to the validity or number of the signatures 
or a challenge to the ballot title." 2015 Okla. Sess. Laws c. 
193, § 4. 

As this Court held, "The validity of the signatures concerns only the genuineness of 

the signatures." Id. Petitioner does not object to the validity or the number of the 

signatures per se. Petitioner admits that he is not concerned with whether the 

signatures are sufficient, but rather objects to the process and the period of time in 

-6-



which a challenge may be brought. Petitioner's objection is improper. 34 O.S. 2021, 

§ 8(1). 

Aside from the fact that Petitioner's challenge is not valid pursuant to 34 O.S. 

2021, § 8(1), Petitioner provides no legal authority demonstrating that the 

Legislature's ten-business-day protest period is unconstitutional, or even 

insufficient.2 

Petitioner cites to 34 O.S. Supp. 2015, § 8(J) which formerly read: "The 

Secretary of State shall deliver the bound volumes of signatures to the Supreme 

Court." The Legislature passed HB 3826 in 2020 amending this provision to its 

current form. See Laws 2020, c. 125, § 8, eff. Nov. 1, 2020. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8(J) 

now provides that "upon appeal and if ordered or directed by the Supreme Court," 

the Secretary of State shall deliver the bound volumes of signatures to the Supreme 

Court. Therefore, the statute no longer requires the Secretary of State to deliver the 

bound volumes of signature pages to the Court. 

Petitioner admits that there is a procedure for requesting public records on file 

with the Secretary of State, that he employed that procedure, and that he was 

"delivered a digitized version of the Petitions" hours after Petitioner filed this 

Application. 

Okla. Const. art. V, § 3 authorizes the Legislature to make suitable statutory 

2 Insofar as Petitioner takes issue with the 2020 legislative amendments to 34 
O.S. § 8(J), he has had almost two years to challenge the constitutionality of the statute. 
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means for carrying out the provisions of Article V. The Legislature has done so. 

Petitioner has not established the provisions in Title 34 violate art. V, § 3. 

Finally, Petitioner appears to be seeking an additional ten (10) days beyond 

the ten-business-day protest period to review the signatures so that Petitioner can 

then determine the accuracy of the certification. 34 O.S. 2021, § 8 does not allow 

for "extensions" of the 10-business-day protest period. Any such extension would 

violate both legislative intent and the plain language of the statute. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the Court denies Petitioner's challenge to the 

validity of the signatures to Initiative Petition No. 434, State Question 820. 34 O.S. 

2021, § 8(K) requires this Court to resolve objections to the signature count or ballot 

title "with dispatch." Due to the exigencies related to the element of time affecting 

this matter, the ordinary 20-day period to file a petition for rehearing is shortened. 

See, e.g., In Re: Initiative Petition No. 426, State Question No. 810, 2020 OK 43, ~ 

31, 465 P.3d 1244; Steele v. Pruitt, 2016 OK 87, ~ 19, 378 P.3d 47. Any petition for 

rehearing under Rule 1.13, Oklahoma Supreme Court Rules, Tit. 12, ch. 15, App. 1, 

must be filed no later than 10:00 a.m., September 20, 2022. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 

16TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2022. 

Darby, C.J., Kauger, Winchester, Edmondson, Combs and Gurich, concur; 
Kane (by separate writing) V.C.J., Rowe and Kuehn (by separate writing), JJ. concur in result. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

MICHAEL D. REYNOLDS, as resident ) 
taxpayer and voter of the State of ) 
Oklahoma, ) 

) 
Petitioner, ) 

) 
v. ) 

) 
BRIAN BINGMAN, Oklahoma ) 
Secretary of State, in his official ) 
capacity, ) 

) 
Respondent. ) 

FILED 
SUPREME COURT 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

No. 120,680 

SEP 2 0 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

CORRECTION ORDER 

Vice-Chief Justice Kane's Concurring in Result filed September 16, 2022 is 

hereby corrected to change "September 30, 2022" to "September 20, 2022" in 

sentence 5. 

In all other respects the Concur in Result shall remain unchanged. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT THIS....20 DAY OF 

~ ,2022. 
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OF STATE QUESTION 820, INITIATIVE PETITION 434 

September xx, 2022 
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GABLEGOTWALS, P.C. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners John Stotts, Karma Robinson, and Mary Chris Barth (collectively 

"Petitioners") request that the Court assume original jurisdiction to review the ballot title of 

Initiative Petition 434, State Question 820 ("SQ 820"). 34 O.S. § 1 O(A). As is shown in the 

brief supporting this application, the ballot title of SQ 820 is legally flawed and must be 

redrafted. 34 Okla. Stat. § 1 O(A). 

Although the ballot title states that SQ 820 would be a law "legalizing recreational 

use marijuana for persons 21 or older," it does far more than that, and the ballot title should 

disclose the significant additional provisions to Oklahoma voters. For example, 

What does S 820 actuall contain? 

1. Several laws protecting children from 
marijuana would be removed. SQ 820 § 
3(E), 5(A), 5(B), 6(B) and 6(C). 

2. Possession of a firearm while under the 
influence of marijuana would be 
legalized. SQ 820 § 5(G). 

3. "Distributing" and "cultivating" 
marijuana would be legalized in some 
instances. SQ 820 § 5(A)(l) and (2). 

4. In addition to legalizing use and 
possession of up to one ounce, a number 
of other, more serious marijuana crimes 
would be legalized or decriminalized. 
SQ 820 § 5 and 6. 

5. There will be a positive fiscal impact on 
the state. SQ 820 § 12 and 13. 

I 

What does the ballot reflect? 

1. No disclosure to voters. 

2. No disclosure to voters. 

3. No disclosure to voters. 

4. No disclosure to voters. 

5. Discusses the positive fiscal impact in 
detail, but omits any mention of the 
negative fiscal impact. 
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II. PARTIES 

1. Petitioner John Stotts is a citizen of Oklahoma, a resident of Pottawatomie 

County and a registered voter in Pottawatomie County. He has been registered to vote in 

Pottawatomie county for over 25 years. 

2. Petitioner Karma Robinson is a resident of Oklahoma County and a registered 

voter in Oklahoma County. She has been registered to vote in Oklahoma county for over 25 

years. 

3. Petitioner Mary Chris Barth is a resident of Beaver County and a registered 

voter in Beaver County. She has been registered to vote in that Beaver for over 25 years. 

4. The Petitioners are natural persons, citizens of this State, and qualified to 

protest this Petition. 34 O.S. § 10. 

5. Respondent Michelle Diane Tilley Nichols signed the Initiative Petition as a 

Proponent. 

6. Respondent Michelle Anne Jones signed the Initiative Petition as a Proponent. 

III. THE COURT'S JURISDICTION 

7. SQ 820 was filed with the Oklahoma Secretary of State on January 4, 2022. 

(Initiative Petition 434, App. at Tab A.). The proponents also filed a ballot title. 

("Proponents' Ballot Title", App. at Tab B.) 

8. On July 5, 2022, the Secretary of State filed and submitted a copy of the 

proponent's proposed ballot title to the Attorney General for review as to legal correctness. 

(Ltr. from Sec. of State to A.G. re: Ballot Title, App. at Tab C.) On July 12, 2022, the 

Attorney General found that the proponent's proposed ballot title did not comply with the 

law. (Ltr. from A.G. to Sec. of State re: Ballot Title, App. at Tab D.) Accordingly, the 

2 
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Attorney General submitted an alternate ballot title on July 26, 2022. ("A.G. 's Ballot Title", 

App. at Tab E.) 

9. On August 25, 2022, this Court made the determination of the numerical 

sufficiency of signatures for State Question 820. In re Initiative Petition No. 434. (Order re 

Sufficiency of Signatures, App. at Tab F.) The Secretary of State published notice of the text 

of the A.G. 's Office ballot title and the numerical sufficiency of the initiative petition on 

August 31, 2022. (Notice re: State Question Number 820, App. at Tab G.) Pursuant to state 

law, the notice provided that any citizen may file an objection to the ballot title "within ten 

(10) business days of the date of this publication." (Id.). 

10. The deadline for filing a protest is September 15, 2022. This Petition is timely 

filed. 34 O.S. § 1 O(A). 

11. This Court's jurisdiction to review a challenge to the ballot title is set forth in 

34 o.s. § 10. 

IV. THE DEFECTS IN THE BALLOT TITLE 

12. This Court should find the ballot title defective for a number of reasons, any 

one of which is sufficient to require that a new ballot title be drafted. 

13. SQ 820 goes beyond "legalizing recreational use marijuana for persons 21 or 

older." It also includes: (a) protecting marijuana users' rights to possess a firearm while 

under the influence of marijuana, (b) providing marijuana users rights to use the drug near an 

elementary school or in the presence of a child less than 12, (c) making it more difficult to 

restrict parental rights of marijuana users, ( d) decriminalizing use and distribution of 

marijuana by people under the age of 21, and (e) protecting marijuana users from criminal 

sanctions even if they exceed the one ounce personal use amount. These material changes to 

the law should be disclosed to Oklahoma voters in the ballot title. 

3 
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14. Also, the effect of SQ 820 is to provide marijuana users with a bundle of new 

rights on various marijuana related issues. The ballot title should give Oklahoma voters 

notice of this effect of SQ 820 and disclose more than just some of the details about personal 

use by adults. 

A. FAIL URE TO DISCLOSE TO REMOVAL OF PROVISIONS PROTECTING CHILDREN 

15. The ballot title is deficient in failing to disclose to voters that in addition to 

legalizing use and possession by adults, SQ 820 would also negate multiple protections for 

people under the age of 21 years old existing in the law. 

16. Under SQ 820: 

a. Possession of marijuana within 1,000 feet of an elementary school would 

no longer be a crime unless it occurred actually on the school grounds. SQ 

820, § 5(A)(l) and 3(E) 

b. Use and possession of marijuana in the presence of a child under 12 years 

of age would no longer be a crime. SQ 820 § 5(A)(l ). 

c. Possession and use of marijuana by a person under the age of 21 years old 

would no longer be a crime. SQ 820 § 6(C). 

d. Distribution of personal use amounts of marijuana by a person under the 

age of 21 years old would no longer be a crime, SQ 820 § 6(C), thereby 

increasing the chance that one person less than 21 would receive 

marijuana from another person less than 21. 

e. It would become materially more difficult for a court to deny custody, 

visitation, or parenting time with a child of a marijuana user. SQ 820 § 

5(B). 

4 
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17. These changes are the effects of§ 5(A)(l ), § 3(E), and § 6(C) of SQ 820, and 

voters are entitled to notice of these provisions. 

18. Voters reading the ballot title would have no way to anticipate that hand to 

hand distribution from one 20 year old to another would be decriminalized or that use in the 

presence of a child less than 12 would become legal. Voters would have no way to anticipate 

that child custody/visitation hearings would be affected. 

19. The omission of the provisions relating to minors results in a ballot title which 

does not reflect the effect of the petition in violation of 34 O.S. § 9(8)(2) and which reflects 

partiality in violation of 34 O.S. § 9(B)(4). 

8. FAILURE TO MENTION THAT POSSESSION OF A FIREARM WHILE UNDER THE 

INFLUENCE WOULD BECOME LEGAL 

20. The ballot should also disclose that SQ 820 would make it legal to possess a 

firearm while in possession of or under the influence of marijuana. 

21. Possession of a firearm while under the influence of marijuana is currently a 

crime. 21 O.S. 1289.9. Under SQ 820 it would be legal. § 5(A)(l). Further, § 5(G) 

specifically provides that a person cannot be denied the right to possess a firearm based on 

conduct permitted by SQ 820, to wit: use and possession of marijuana. 

22. A voter reading the ballot title's recitation that use and possession of 

marijuana for personal use will be legalized would have no way to anticipate that SQ 820 

would also give marijuana users rights to possess firearms greater than the rights possess by 

users of other drugs or alcohol. 

23. This is a significant change. The ballot title's omission that possession of a 

firearm while under the influence of marijuana would become legal results in a ballot title 

that does not reflect the effect of SQ 820 as required by 34 O.S. § 9(B}(2). 

5 
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24. The ballot title's mention of only use and possession while omitting mention 

of the more serious crime concerning fireanns which would also be legalized, reflects 

partiality in violation of 34 O.S. § 9(B)(4). 

C. FAILURE TO DISCLOSE THAT DISTRIBUTION AND CULTIVATION WOULD BE 

LEGALIZED 

25. Although the ballot title discloses multiple times that "use" and "possession" 

of marijuana would become legal under SQ 820, the ballot title fails to disclose to voters that 

"distribution" and "cultivation" would also become legal. 

26. It is materially misleading for the ballot title to mention only that ''use" and 

"possession" would be legalized since "distribution" and "cultivation" are different crimes, 

and more serious crimes. Voters should receive notice of the more serious criminal conduct 

that would become legal under SQ 820. 

27. Furthermore, the ballot title states "Marijuana use and possession remain 

crimes under federal law." While technically true, the statement is materially misleading 

because it fails to disclose the multiple more serious conflicts with federal law that would be 

created by SQ 820 including that (a) possession of a firearm while under the influence, (b) 

distribution, ( c) cultivation, and ( d) distribution by a person less than 21 years old would all 

be legalized or decriminalized under the state law. 

28. The ballot title's disclosure concerning only use and possession of marijuana 

does not reflect ''the effect" of SQ 820 as required by 34 O.S. § 9(B)(2). 

29. The ballot title's discussion of only use and possession of marijuana while 

conspicuously omitting any mention of the more serious conduct which would also be 

legalized or decriminalized, reflects partiality in violation of 34 O.S. § 9(8)(4). 

6 
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D. FAILURE TO MENTION DECRIMINALIZATION PROVISIONS 

30. The ballot title is further deficient in failing to disclose that in addition to 

legalizing personal use and possession, it will decriminalize a number of crimes involving an 

amount of marijuana exceeding the personal use amount. 

31. SQ 820, § S(A)(l) legalizes for personal use "one (1) ounce or less of 

marijuana, eight (8) grams or less of marijuana in a concentrated form, and/or eight grams or 

less of marijuana in a concentrated form contained within marijuana products or marijuana -

infused products." This quantity limit is abbreviated in the petitioners' pleadings as "one 

ounce." 

32. SQ 820 would decriminalize conduct that is currently a crime including 

possession and distribution of more than one ounce and less than two ounces. (One ounce or 

less would be legal.) It would also decriminalize use and distribution by a minor. 

33. The omission of decriminalization results in a ballot title which does not 

reflect the effect of the petition in violation of 34 O.S. §9(B)(2) and reflects partiality in 

violation of 34 O.S. § 9(B)( 4). 

34. This Court has repeatedly acted to protect voters from a ballot title or gist 

which handpicks certain items to emphasize while omitting mention of other material items. 

(A chart analyzing relevant cases is included in the Appendix at Tab J.) This ballot title is 

improper in mentioning legalization of ''use" and "possession" of marijuana while omitting 

to mention "distribution," "cultivation" and "firearm possession" on the list of conduct that 

will be legalized. 

E. OMISSION OF NEGATIVE FISCAL IMPACT 

35. The ballot title correctly states ''the law will have a fiscal impact on the State." 

The ballot title, however, then goes on to explain only the positive fiscal impacts on the state. 

7 
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It describes in detail how taxes will be collected and spent for the benefit of our state. The 

ballot title is materially deficient in omitting any mention that there will be negative fiscal 

impacts for our state as well. 

36. As detailed in the Brief in Support, when a state legalizes recreational 

marijuana, that state will incur many material costs including an increase in health costs, an 

increase in crime, an increase in traffic accidents caused by impaired driving, a loss of 

productivity, and other costs. 

37. 34 O.S. § 9(B)(7) requires that if a measure will have a fiscal impact the 

potential source of funding must be identified. However, nothing in § 9(B)(7) states that it is 

the only thing which can be disclosed. Indeed, this ballot title goes beyond the requirements 

of § 9(B)(7) to inform voters that surplus tax revenue will be used to improve student 

retention, address substance abuse, support drug addiction programs, and support courts and 

local governments. In the course of this detailed discussion, there should be at least one 

mention that SQ 820 would have a negative fiscal impact as well. 

38. The ballot title's disclosure of only the positive fiscal impacts does not reflect 

the effect of SQ 820 as required by 34 O.S. § 9(B)(2) and reflects partiality in violation of 34 

O.S. § 9(B)(4). 

F. OVERALL EFFECT OF SQ 820 

39. Each of the deficiencies discussed above is, by itself, sufficient to require 

redrafting the ballot title. 

40. Furthermore, the issues discussed show that the overall effect of SQ 820 is to 

do more than merely "legalize recreational use of marijuana for persons 21 and older." 

41. As discussed in the Brief in Support, voters should receive notice of the true 

nature, the underlying purpose, and the design of an initiative petition. 

8 
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42. SQ 820 creates a bundle of rights beneficial to marijuana users which includes 

rights which are not necessary to or logically connected with allowing recreational use by 

persons 21 or older. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

For example, SQ 820: 

• Legalizes use and possession of marijuana in the presence of children. 

• Creates a right for users of marijuana (but not drugs or alcohol) to possess 
a firearm while under the influence. 

• Makes it materially more difficult for courts to address parental rights of 
manJuana users. 

• Decriminalizes offenses involving marijuana above the personal use 
amount. 

• Decriminalizes use and distribution of marijuana by persons less than 21 
years old. 

The ballot title does not meet the requirements of 34 O.S. § 9(B)(2) and (4). 

v. PETITIONERS PROPOSED BALLOT TITLE 

In accordance with 34 O.S. § lO(A), Petitioners submit a substitute ballot title, 

which is attached to this Petition as required by Okla. Sup. Ct. R. 1.161(e) and complies with 

34 O.S. § 9(B). A redline comparison between the Attorney General's Preliminary Ballot 

Title and Petitioners' Substitute Ballot Title is also included in the Appendix at Tab H. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

46. A ballot title must reflect the "character and purpose" of the proposition to 

give voters "an opportunity to fairly express their will." OCPA Impact v. Sheehan, 2016 OK 

84, ~ 9. The ballot title fails to meet the standard and should be redrafted. 

47. Importantly, the Petitioners are not asking the Court to accept any policy 

arguments opposing SQ 820. The Petitioners' request in this case is that the ballot title should 
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disclose to Oklahoma voters what is in the actual language of SQ 820 so the voters can 

decide the policy issues. 

48. This Court should (1) assume original jurisdiction of this matter (2) strike the 

current ballot title, and (3) adopt the ballot title proposed by Petitioners or redraft the ballot 

title as permitted by 34 O.S. § 1 O(A). 

GableGotwals, P .C. 
499 W. Sheridan Ave., Suite 2200 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102 
Telephone: (405) 235-5500 
RMcCampbell@Gablelaw.com 

Counsel for the Petitioners 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that on this 14th day of September, 2022, a true and correct copy of 

the forgoing Application and Petition was served as follows: 

8615689 

BY EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL POSTAGE PREPAID: 

Melanie Wilson Rughani 
Counsel for Respondents 
Crowe & Dunlevy, P .C. 
324 N. Robinson, Suite 100 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102 

Michelle Tilley Nichols 
c/o her attorney 
Melanie Wilson Rughani 

Secretary of State's Office 
State of Oklahoma 
101 State Capitol 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 

11 

Attorney General's Office 
c/o Lori S. Carter, First Assistant, 
313 N .E. 2 l5t Street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 

Michelle Anne Jones 
c/o her attorney 
Melanie Wilson Rughani 
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PETITIONERS' PROPOSED 
BALLOT TITLE FOR STATE QUESTION NO. 820 

This measure changes laws relating to marijuana including legalizing 
recreational use by persons 21 and older, legalizing distribution and cultivation 
in some instances, legalizing possession of a firearm while under the influence 
of marijuana, decriminalizing some other marijuana crimes and removing 
certain provisions designed to protect people under the age of 21 from 
marijuana. The legalized or decriminalized offenses would remain crimes under 
federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law will 
have both positive and negative fiscal impacts on the State. The Oklahoma Tax 
Commission will collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above 
applicable sales taxes. The law provides for regulation of certain marijuana­
related conduct, commercial standards, and penalties for violations. A local 
government may prohibit or restrict recreational marijuana use on the property 
of the local government and regulate the time, place, and manner of the 
operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. However, a local 
government may not limit the number of, or completely prohibit, such 
businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private property may prohibit 
or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that a lease agreement may not 
prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing and consuming marijuana by means 
other than smoking. The law does not affect an employer's ability to restrict 
employee marijuana use. For the first two years, marijuana business licenses are 
available only to existing licensees in operation one year or more. The law does 
not affect the rights of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires 
resentencing, reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana­
related judgments and sentences unless the State proves an unreasonable risk to 
a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to 
administer and enforce the law. 

SHALL THE PROPOSAL BE APPROVED? 
FOR THE PROPOSAL YES 
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL - NO 

2 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAH~~~~fgoURT 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

JOHN STOTTS, KARMA ROBINSON, ) 
SEP 21 2022 and MARY CHRIS BARTH, ) 

Petitioners, 

v. 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

MICHELLE DIANE TILLEY NICHOLS, 
and MICHELLE ANNE JONES, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FOR OFFICIAL Posted----=­

Respondents. 
PUBLICATION Mailed -----:-

Distrib ___ ~-

ORDER .Publish ~ yes__._ no 

On September 14, 2022, the Petitioners filed an Application to Assume 

Original Jurisdiction and Petition to Review the sufficiency of the re-written ballot 

title for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434. 34 O.S. 2021, § 1 O(A). We 

find the following ballot title as re-written by the Attorney General and submitted 

on July 26, 2022 is sufficient: 

This measure creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana 
for persons 21 or older. Marijuana use and possession remain crimes 
under federal law. The export of marijuana from Oklahoma is prohibited. 
The law will have a fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax 
Commission will collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, 
above applicable sales taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund 
implementation of the law, with any surplus revenues going to public 
school programs to address substance abuse and improve student 
retention (30% ), the General Revenue Fund (30% ), drug addiction 
treatment programs (20%), courts (10%), and local governments (10%). 
The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and establishes quantity 
limits, safety standards, restrictions, and penalties for violations. A local 
government may prohibit or restrict recreational marijuana use on the 
property of the local government and regulate the time, place, and 
manner of the operation of marijuana businesses within its boundaries. 
However, a local government may not limit the number of, or completely 
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prohibit, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private 
property may prohibit or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that 
a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully possessing 
and consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does 
not affect an employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. For 
the first two years, marijuana business licenses are available only to 
existing licensees in operation one year or more. The law does not affect 
the rights of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires 
resentencing, reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior 
marijuana-related judgments and sentences unless the State proves an 
unreasonable risk to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana 
Authority is authorized to administer and enforce the law. 

Shall the proposal be approved? 

For the proposal - YES 

Against the proposal - NO 

Original jurisdiction is assumed. Okla. Const. Art. 7, § 4. All other relief is 

denied. Any rehearing on this matter must be filed with this Court by 12:00 p.m., 

noon, on Monday, September 26, 2022. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 

21ST DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2022. 

Darby, C.J., Kauger, Winchester, Edmondson, Combs, Gurich and Rowe, JJ., 
concur; 

Kane, V.C.J. (by separate writing), dissents; 

Kuehn, J. (by separate writing), concurs in part; dissents in part. 
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Jed Green, Oklahomans for 
Responsible Cannabis Action, 

Petitioner, 
v. 
The Honorable John O'Connor, 
Attorney General of Oklahoma, 

Respondents. 

OllSlllAL 

IN THE SUPREME COURT 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

) 
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* 1 o s 3 4 1 s 3 1 4 * t=IL 

SUPR eo 
STATE cf~S,filOUaT 

AHO MA 
SEP 15 2022 

JOHN D. HADDEN 
CLERK 

: 1120702 
) Case No._' _______ _ 

) 
) 

) 

·~~ 
Comes now the Petitioner in challenge to Respondents proposed ballot title for Initiative Pe · · 434, 
State Question 820. Petitioner respectfully requests The Court hear and consider the proposed substitute 
ballot title contained herein for IP 434, St.ate Question 820. and render a decision determining the 
appropriateness for gathering signatures by the Respondents and submission as a ballot measure before 
the People of Oklahoma. 

Statements of the Case 

With respect and appreciation of the effort evidenced in the ballot title proposed by the Attorney General, 
the ballot title, as submitted, does not describe the following provisions contained within SQ 820. These 
provisions are fundamental to the law and may be included, in an objective manner, as required of a ballot 
title, without compromising the integrity of the ballot title proposed by the Attorney General: These 
provisions are: 

State Question 820 may be amended by the Legislature. 
State Question 820 limits fines for smoking marijuana in a public place to $25 
St.ate Question 820 requires medical marijuana businesses to carry a separate recreational 
marijuana business license, and comply with separate rules for each license 

The subsequent proposed substitute ballot title incorporates these additional provisions into the ballot title 
provided by the Attorney General, and does so within the 300 word limit as prescribed in Title 74 for 
ballot titles that describe measures which have a fiscal impact. 



Prqposed Substitute Ballot Title 

This measure legalizes recreational marijuana use for persons 21 and over, and may be amended by the 
Legislature. Marijuana possession, use and export remain crimes under federal law. The law will have a 
fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax Commission will collect a 15% excise tax on recreational 
use sales above applicable sales taxes. Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law., with any 
surplus revenues going to fund public school programs (30%), the General Revenue Fund (30%), drug 
addiction treatment programs (20%), courts (10%), and local governments (10%). The law limits certain 
marijuana-related conduct, and establishes quantity limits, safety standards, restrictions, and penalties for 
violations. A local government may prohibit or restrict recreational marijuana use on the property of the 
local government, with a fine not to exceed twenty-five ($25), and regulate the time, and manner of 
recreational marijuana businesses within its boundaries.However a local government may not limit the 
number of, or completely prohibit, such businesses. Persons who occupy, own or control private property 
may prohibit or regulate marijuana-related conduct, except that a lease agreement may not prohibit a 
tenant from lawfully possessing and consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does 
not prohibit employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. Requires medical marijuana businesses 
to carry a separate recreational marijuana business license, and comply with separate rules for each 
license. For the first two years,marijuana business licenses are available only to existing licensees in 
operation one year or more. The law does not affect the rights of medical marijuana patients or licensees. 
The law requires resentencing, reversing,, modifying,and expunging certain prior marijuana-related 
judgements and sentences unless the state proves an unreasonable risk to a person. The Oklahoma 
Medical Marijuana Authority is authorized to administer and enforce the law. 

Shall the proposal be approved? 

For the proposal - Yes 

Against the proposal- No 

A "YES" vote is a vote in favor of this measure. A "NO" vote is a vote against this measure. 

Respectfully submitted for consideration, 

x ~cC~f!S 
Jed Green 
2900 Venice Blvd. 
OKC, OK 73107 
405-208-9449 
director@orcaok.com 



llllllllllllll ORIGIN• 
* 1 0 5 3 4 7 9 8 5 7 * 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHONEo 
SUPREME COURT 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 
JED GREEN, OKLAHOMANS FOR, 
RESPONSIBLE CANNABIS ACTION, 

Petitioners, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

THE HONORABLE JOHN O'CONNOR, ) 
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF OKLAHOMA, ) 

Respondent. 
) 
) 

ORDER 

SEP 2 1 2022 
JOHN D. HADDEN 

CLERK 

Case No. 120,70~2:___----::i 
aec'd (date)g·..:;;,\-ck) 

Posted ___ __...'01-

Mailed---~,...,,. 

On September 15, 2022, the Petitioners filed an Application to Assume 

Original Jurisdiction to challenge the sufficiency of the re-written ballot title for 

State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434. 34 O.S. 2021, § 1 O(A). 

Original jurisdiction is assumed. Okla. Const. Art. 7, § 4. All relief is 

denied. Any rehearing on this matter must be filed with this Court by 12:00 p.m, 

noon, on Monday, September 26, 2022. 

DONE BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT IN CONFERENCE THIS 

21ST DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2022. 

Darby, C.J., Kauger, Winchester, Edmondson, Combs, Gurich and Rowe, and 
Kuehn, JJ., concur; 

Kane, V.C.J. (by separate writing), dissents. 
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J. Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

September 27, 2022 

HAND DELIVERED 

The Honorable Paul Ziriax 
Secretary, State Election Board 
State Capitol, Room G-28 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

Re: State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434 - Certification of Ballot Title 

Dear Secretary Ziriax: 

In accordance with the provisions of Title 34 O.S. §9, I hereby certify that all requirements of 
said section of law have been met for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434, and therefore, I 
herewith transmit to you, true and exact copies of the following records on file with this office. 

• SQ820, IP434 Ballot Title (as reviewed and rewritten by the Attorney General) 
• Initiative Petition 434 full text of the measure 

If we may be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office. 

Sincerely, 

~ii,..~ 
Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State RECEIVED 

SEP 2 7 2022 
STATE ELECTION 

BOARD 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD., SUITE 122, OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • 405-522-4565 



J. Brian Bingman 
Secretary of State and 

Native American Affairs 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY OF STATE 

September 27, 2022 

HAND DELIVERED 

The Honorable Kevin Stitt 
Governor, State of Oklahoma 
State Capitol, Ste. 212 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

J. Kevin Stitt 
Governor 

RECEIVED 
SEP 2 7 2022 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 
LEGAL DEPT 

Re: State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434 - Certification of Ballot Title 

Dear Governor Stitt: 

In accordance with the provisions of Title 34 O.S. §9, I hereby certify that all requirements of 
said section of law have been met for State Question 820, Initiative Petition 434, and therefore, I 
herewith transmit to you, true and exact copies of the following records on file with this office. 

• SQ820, IP434 Ballot Title (as reviewed and rewritten by the Attorney General) 
• Initiative Petition 434 full text of the measure 
• Secretary of State's Certification of SQ820, IP434's Ballot Title to the State Election Board 

If we may be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office. 

Sincerely, 

Bri~I!:~~ 
Secretary of State 

2300 N. LINCOLN BLVD., SUITE 122, OKLAHOMA CITY 73105-4897 • 405-522-4565 



J. Kevin Stitt 
Office of the Governor 

State of Oklahoma 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT 
EXECUTIVE PROCLAMATION 

FILED 
October 18, 2022 

OKLAHOMA SECRETARY 
OF STATE 

I, J. Kevin Stitt, Governor of the State of Oklahoma, pursuant to the provisions of Section 3 of Article 
V of the Oklahoma Constitution, Sections 12 and 25 of Title 34 of the Oklahoma Statutes, and the referral by 
the Secretary of State, do hereby declare that State Question Number 820, Initiative Petition 434, be submitted 
to qualified electors of the State of Oklahoma for their approval or rejection at a special election to be held 
statewide on Tuesday, March 7, 2023. 

The substance of the measure is as follows: 

State Question 820 creates a state law legalizing recreational use marijuana for persons 21 or 
older. Marijuana use and possession remain crimes under federal law. The export of marijuana 
from Oklahoma is prohibited. The law will have a fiscal impact on the State. The Oklahoma Tax 
Commission will collect a 15% excise tax on recreational use sales, above applicable sales taxes. 
Excise tax revenues will fund implementation of the law, with any surplus revenues going to 
public school programs to address substance abuse and improve student retention (30% ), the 
General Revenue Fund (30% ), drug addiction treatment programs (20% ), courts ( 10% ), and local 
governments (10%). The law limits certain marijuana-related conduct and establishes quantity 
limits, safety standards, restrictions, and penalties for violations. A local government may 
prohibit or restrict recreational marijuana use on the property of the local government and 
regulate the time, place, and manner of the operation of marijuana businesses within its 
boundaries. However, a local government may not limit the number of, or completely prohibit, 
such businesses. Persons who occupy, own, or control private property may prohibit or regulate 
marijuana-related conduct, except that a lease agreement may not prohibit a tenant from lawfully 
possessing and consuming marijuana by means other than smoking. The law does not affect an 
employer's ability to restrict employee marijuana use. For the first two years, marijuana business 
licenses are available only to existing licensees in operation one year or more. The law does not 
affect the rights of medical marijuana patients or licensees. The law requires resentencing, 
reversing, modifying, and expunging certain prior marijuana-related judgments and sentences 
unless the State proves an unreasonable risk to a person. The Oklahoma Medical Marijuana 
Authority is authorized to administer and enforce the law. 

Copies of this Executive Proclamation shall be distributed to the Secretary of State, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, the President Pro Tempore of the Senate, and the Secretary of the State Election 
Board, who shall cause this proclamation to be implemented as appropriate. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Great Seal of the State of 
Oklahoma to be affixed at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma this 18th day of October, 2022. 

BY THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

J. KEVIN STITT 

ATTEST: 




