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Dear Voter,
	 	 I express my heartfelt thanks to elementary school student Desirae Marion whose artwork is featured 

on the cover of this year’s Voters’ Pamphlet, and to high school student Amanda Murphy for her 
articulate essay on the opposite page. Both illustrate the power of a privilege that gives each of us our voice in 
government.
	 As Washington voters, we may appreciate that power better than most. After our historic election 
for Governor in 2004, the top two candidates stood 46 ten-thousandths of 1 percent apart — and the 
extraordinary circumstances had only begun.

	 	 I commend you for responding to the trials of that election in force and calling for changes that, above 
all else, guarantee your voice will be protected and secure.
	 With your help, we have thoughtfully implemented improvements to reinforce the integrity of every 
election. 

	 Starting next year, Washington will hold its Primary in August instead of September. Ballots will reach our military and overseas 
citizens in time to be voted and returned before Election Day. County elections departments will also have more time to prepare for 
the November General Election.
	 Washington continues to reduce the risk of voter fraud by ensuring that every person who casts a ballot is eligible to vote. With a 
new centralized voter registration database, we’ve cancelled 3,468 voter registration records of felons, 18,871 of the deceased, and 
24,180 duplicates. In addition, voters who turn out at the polls are required to show identification.
	 We’ve also simplified the voting process. Most counties will now only conduct elections by mail instead of holding two elections, 
one by mail and a second at the polls.
	 Finally, the Office of the Secretary of State has authority to review every county’s election procedures before, during, and after an 
election. 
	 We, as election administrators, must tirelessly strive for fair and accurate elections.
	 I encourage you, as a voter, to fulfill your civic duty. Engage in this democracy. Use the Voters’ Pamphlet and other resources to 
cast an informed vote. Find out if your county is using new voting equipment and follow the directions on your ballot carefully. 
	 At the very least, the contested gubernatorial election two years ago ought to leave all of us with newfound respect for democracy and the
power of a single vote.  

Introduction to the 2006 Voters’ Pamphlet

Secretary of State Voter Information Hotline 1.800.448.4881
(TDD/TTY Hotline for the hearing or speech impaired 1.800.422.8683)

Visit our online Voters’ Guide at www.vote.wa.gov

				    SAM REED
				    Secretary of State

Table of Contents
Voting in Washington State ......................................................................................................................................4
Public Disclosure and Federal Election Commission Information ..........................................................................5
Helpful Information for Voters ................................................................................................................................6
Ballot Measure Process ............................................................................................................................................7
Initiative Measure 920 .............................................................................................................................................8
Initiative Measure 933 ...........................................................................................................................................11
Initiative Measure 937 ...........................................................................................................................................16
House Joint Resolution 4223 .................................................................................................................................19
Address Confidentiality Program............................................................................................................................20
Complete Text of Measures ...................................................................................................................................21
Federal Offices........................................................................................................................................................28
State Legislative Offices.........................................................................................................................................33
State Judicial Offices...............................................................................................................................................39
County Elections Departments ..............................................................................................................................42
Absentee Ballot Applications .................................................................................................................................43

�



�

The State of Washington
Office of the Secretary of State

2006 Winner of the Voters’ Pamphlet Essay Contest
My Vote Gives Me Power

By Amanda Murphy
Senior at Decatur High School

The view of voting as a trivial matter has become an increasing trend among many 
people in our society today. In fact, less than sixty-one percent of those eligible 
voted in the last presidential election. This shocking trend is undoubtedly the result 
of a lack of understanding of the complete ideas behind and the implications of 
voting. As I reached the voting age, I too had fallen into these common misguided 
ideas regarding the value and affect of my vote, and it was not until I began to 
better understand voting that I was able to fully realize the blessing I have been 
given.

Voting has substantially wider effects than I had ever previously imagined. Our 
elected officials make laws that will affect our country as well as others for many 
years. To know that my vote has the potential to be a factor in helping people all 
around the world is something that I find amazing.

Additionally, unlike in other countries, our right to vote is among the inalienable 
rights guaranteed to us by our Constitution. Citizens of Afghanistan, for example, 
only just obtained this right as they voted in their first elections in years, which was 
secured only through much preceding violence. Knowing that, I feel tremendously 
grateful to have such a precious gift.

Without a full understanding of voting, many fail to recognize the great effect 
and power that their vote has. This right is a blessing that I believe we all should 
cherish.
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Voter Qualifications
To register to vote, you must be:

	•	 A citizen of the United States
	•	 A legal resident of Washington State
	•	 At least 18 years old by Election Day
	•	 If you have been convicted of a felony in Washington, 
		 another state, or in federal court, you lose your right to 
		 vote in Washington until your civil rights are restored.

In Washington State, you do not declare political party mem-
bership when you register to vote.

Registration Deadlines
	 While you may register to vote at any time, keep in mind 
that there are registration deadlines prior to each election. 
You must be registered at least 30 days before an election if 
you register by mail or through the Motor Voter program. You 
may register in person at the office of your county elections 
department up to 15 days before an election. However, you 
must vote by absentee ballot for that particular election. The 
phone number and address of your county elections department 
is located in the back of this pamphlet.

How to Register to Vote
	 Forms are available on the Internet at www.vote.wa.gov 
or at your county elections department, public librar-
ies, schools, and other government offices. You may also 
request a form through the State Voter Information Hotline. (See 
Services and Additional Assistance on this page.)

Keep Your Voter Registration Up-to-Date
If your voter registration record does not contain your 

current name or address, you may not be able to vote. You 
can use the mail-in voter registration form to let your county 
elections department know when you move or change your name. 
You must re-register or transfer your registration at least 30 days 
before the election to be eligible to vote in your new precinct.  

Request for Mail-in Voter Registration Form
	 (Please print)
	 Name:
	 Address:
	 City:						         		  ZIP:
	 Telephone:					         Number of forms requested:	

MAIL TO:  Office of the Secretary of State, Voter Registration, PO Box 40230, Olympia, WA 98504-0230

Absentee Ballots
Absentee ballot requests must be made to your county 

elections department (not the Secretary of State). No ab-
sentee ballots are issued on Election Day except to a 
registered voter who is a resident of a health care facility. A bal-
lot may be requested in person, by phone, mail, electronically 
or by a member of your immediate family as early as 90 days 
before an election. 

You may also apply in writing to automatically receive an 
absentee ballot before each election. An absentee ballot request  
form is on the back page of this pamphlet. If you have already 
requested an absentee ballot or have a permanent request for 
a ballot on file, please do not submit another application.

You will receive your absentee or mail-in ballot approximately 
14 days prior to the election. Upon receipt, vote your ballot. 
Please do not attempt to vote again at your polling location. 
Absentee and mail-in ballots must be signed and postmarked 
or delivered to your county elections department on or before 
Election Day. In order to assist processing, return your voted 
ballot early.

Election Dates and Poll Hours
The General Election is November 7, 2006. Polling place hours 

are 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Services and Additional Assistance
Contact your county elections department for help with voting 

your ballot or finding your polling location. The phone number 
and address of your county elections department is located in 
this pamphlet. 

Contact the Office of the Secretary of State for:

	 •	 Voters’ Pamphlets in other formats (Braille, audio 
		  cassette, large print) or languages (Spanish, Chinese);  	
	 •	 Lists of initiatives and referenda; and
	 •	 Voter registration, voting, and absentee ballot 
		  information.

	 This information is also available at www.vote.wa.gov or call 
the Voter Information Hotline, 1.800.448.4881 (TDD/TTY for 
the hearing- or speech-impaired only is 1.800.422.8683).

Voting in Washington State



Political Party Information

Public Access to Campaign Spending Reports

Contributions to Candidates and Political Committees
No person may make contributions to a state legislative 
candidate that exceeds $700 per Primary or election in which 
the candidate’s name is on the ballot. Contributions to state 
executive candidates may not exceed $1,400 in the Pri-
mary and $1,400 in the General Election. A person may give 
unlimited funds to the exempt activities account of a political 
party, to ballot issue committees, or to other political commit-
tees. During the 21 days before the General Election, however, a 
person may contribute no more than $5,000 to a local or judicial 
office candidate, political party or other political committee. 
Contributions from corporations, unions, businesses, associa-
tions and similar organizations are permitted, subject to limits 
and other restrictions.

Registration and Reporting by 
Candidates and Political Committees

No later than two weeks after an individual becomes a candi-
date or a political committee is organized, a campaign finance 
registration statement must be filed with the Public Disclosure 
Commission (PDC) and the county elections department. 
(Committees that form within three weeks of the election must 
register within three business days.) The candidate or committee 
treasurer is also required to report periodically the source and 
amount of campaign contributions over $25 and to list campaign 
expenditures. The occupation and employer of individuals giving 
more than $100 to a campaign must also be identified.

These reports may be inspected and copied at the PDC’s 
Olympia office, the county elections department in the county 
where the candidate lives, and on the Internet (www.pdc.wa.gov). 
Every candidate and political committee participating in the 

election must make their campaign books and records avail-
able for public inspection, by appointment, during the eight 
days before the election except Saturdays, Sundays and legal 
holidays. Use the contact information provided on the campaign 
registration to make an appointment.
 

Independent Campaign Expenditures
Anyone making expenditures totaling $100 or more in support 
of or opposition to a state or local candidate or ballot proposi-
tion (not including contributions made to a candidate or political 
committee) must file a report with the PDC and their county 
elections department within five days. Forms are avail-
able from the PDC and the county elections department, 
or can be downloaded from the PDC website. Finally, 
all political advertising must identify the person paying 
for the ad and may have to include other information. 
Expenditures for independently sponsored political advertise-
ments that cost $1,000 or more and appear during the last 
three weeks before an election must be reported to the PDC within 
24 hours of when the ad is first presented to the public.

Federal Campaigns
Contributions to U.S. Senate and House of Representative 
candidates are regulated by federal law. An individual may 
contribute a maximum of $2,000 in the Primary and $2,000 
in the General Election to each candidate for U.S. Sena-
tor and U.S. Representative. Corporations and unions are 
prohibited from contributing from their general treasury 
funds to federal campaigns. Contributions may be made from 
separate segregated funds (also called political action committees 
or PACs). Copies of the federal campaign finance reports are 
available from the Federal Election Commission (FEC).

Need More Information?
Contact the Public Disclosure Commission, 711 Capitol Way, Rm 206, PO Box 40908, Olympia, WA 98504-0908; Toll-free: 
1.877.601.2828; E-mail: pdc@pdc.wa.gov ; Website: www.pdc.wa.gov . For federal campaigns, contact the Federal Election Com-
mission, Toll-free: 1.800.424.9530; TDD/TTY: 202.219.3336; Website: www.fec.gov . �

Green Party (G)
	 Green Party of Washington State
	 PO Box 332
	 Aberdeen, WA 98520
	 360.532.0949
	 www.wagreens.us/home/	

Progressive Party (PR)	 	
	 Progressive Party of Washington
	 PO Box 1034
	 Puyallup, WA 98371
	 206.467.1370
	 www.waprogparty.org

Democratic Party (D) 	
	 Washington State Democratic Central Committee
	 PO Box 4027
	 Seattle, WA 98194	
	 206.583.0664
	 www.wa-democrats.org

Libertarian Party (L)
	 Libertarian Party of Washington State
	 10522 Lake City Way NE
	 Seattle, WA 98125
	 425.641.8247
	 www.lpwa.org

If you wish to participate in the election campaign process through financial contributions, volunteer work or other types of 
involvement, you may contact the candidate or party of your choice for more information. Listed below are the political parties 
with candidates appearing on the General Election ballot.

Republican Party (R)	 	
	 Washington State Republican Party
	 16400 Southcenter Pky, Ste 200	
	 Seattle, WA 98188	
	 206.575.2900	
	 www.wsrp.org



MARKING YOUR BALLOT.

Carefully follow the instructions provided with your ballot. 
Make sure you mark your ballot clearly so that each vote will 
be counted correctly.

It’s your voice. Your privilege. Your right. It is your chance to have your voice heard on matters that affect everyday life. Your help 
is needed to make sure your vote can be legally counted. 

It’s the job of your county elections offi cials to keep track of voter registration records, and to count—and account for—your vote. 
When your voter registration record is up-to-date, it means you’re helping to make elections as accurate as possible.

 BRING IDENTIFICATION TO THE POLLS.

 YOUR SIGNATURE MAKES YOUR VOTE COUNT.

Make sure to sign the outer envelope of your absentee/mail 
ballot before you return it. The only way your ballot can le-
gally be counted is by verifying and matching your signature 
to the one on your voter registration record. If your signature 
has changed you must update your records with your county 
elections department.

If you are a poll voter, be sure to bring “valid photo identifi cation, such as a driver’s license or state iden-
tifi cation card, student identifi cation card, or tribal identifi cation card, a voter’s voter identifi cation issued 
by a county elections offi cer, or a copy of a current utility bill, bank statement, paycheck, or government 
check or other government document. Any individual who desires to vote in person but cannot provide 
identifi cation as required by this section shall be issued a provisional ballot.” 
(Chapter 29A.44.205, Revised Code of Washington)

Helpful Information for Voters

What Happens if I Vote for More than One Candidate?
In most instances, you may only vote for one candidate 
per offi ce. If you vote for more than one candidate for 
an offi ce, or select more than one response for a ballot 
measure, the votes will be considered “overvotes” and 
no vote will be counted for that offi ce or ballot measure. 
In this case, the remainder of your ballot that is valid will 
be counted. In rare instances, you may vote for more than 
one candidate but the ballot will clearly indicate that.

How do I Correct My Ballot?
To make a correction on a ballot, you must cross out the in-
correct vote and mark the correct choice. If you are unable to 
correct your ballot, you may request a replacement ballot.

How do I Obtain a Replacement Ballot?
If you have destroyed, spoiled, lost, or not received your 
original absentee or mail ballot, you may obtain a replace-
ment ballot by contacting your county elections department.

THE 2007 PRIMARY DATE HAS MOVED.

AUGUST

If you are a poll voter, be sure to bring “valid photo identifi cation, such as a driver’s license or state iden-

Mark your calendar. Starting in 2007, 
the date of the Primary will be the third 
Tuesday in August (August 21, 2007), 
pushed back four weeks from the third 
Tuesday in September. Moving the Primary date not only 
allows county elections offi cials preparing and mailing ballots 
more time to conduct the election but also better protects the 
right to vote for military and overseas citizens. 

6

The Offi ce of the Secretary of State, in association with Washington’s 39 county elections departments, is working to ensure all voting 
age residents with disabilities have access to electronic voting machines that will allow them to vote as independently and secretly as 
the general population. Federal law requires the electronic voting machines, known as Disability Access Units (DAUs), to be available 
to voters 20 days before an election in at least one location in every county.

The DAUs feature large screens that enhance text size for the visually impaired. Each machine also includes headphones so that ballot 
proposals, instructions and candidate names can be heard by the voter, who then casts each vote by pushing a button. Other attached 
devices, such as a sip-and-puff, can assist voters who have severe hand and feet limitations. All machines are wheelchair accessible.

Voting on a DAU is secure. All voting equipment in Washington State is certifi ed by the Offi ce of the Secretary of State and has been tested 
at the federal, state, and county levels to ensure the equipment accurately records and reports the choices made by the voter. In addition, 
Washington State requires DAUs to provide a paper trail (similar to a paper ballot) that the voter can use to verify his or her vote. Addition-
ally, the paper trail is used in post election audits to compare the results of the voting machines with a hand count of the paper votes.

If you have questions about using a DAU or want to know where a DAU is located in your county, contact your county elections 
department. Contact information for your county can be found in the back of this pamphlet.

DISABILITY ACCESS UNITS.
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The Ballot Measure Process

The Initiative 

	 The initiative process is the direct power of the voters to 
enact new laws or change existing laws. It allows the elector-
ate to petition to place proposed legislation on the ballot. The 
initiative’s only limitation is that it cannot be used to amend the 
state constitution.

	 There are two types of initiatives:
 

Initiatives to the People - Initiatives to the people, if 
certified to have sufficient signatures, are submitted for 
a vote of the people at the next state General Election. 
		
Initiatives to the Legislature - Initiatives to the
Legislature, if certified, are submitted to the Legisla-
ture at its regular session each January. Once 
submitted, the Legislature must take one of the 
following three actions:

1) Adopt the initiative as proposed, in which case it 
becomes law without a vote of the people;

2) Reject or refuse to act on the proposed initiative, in 
which case the initiative must be placed on the ballot 
at the next state General Election; or 

3) Approve an amended version of the proposed initia-
tive, in which case both the amended version and the 
original version must be placed on the ballot at the next 
state General Election. 

	 Any registered voter, acting individually or on behalf of an 
organization, may propose an initiative to create a new state law 
or to amend or repeal an existing statute. 

	 To certify an initiative (to the people or to the Legislature), the 
sponsor must circulate the complete text of the proposal among 
voters and obtain a number of legal voter signatures equal to 
8 percent of the number of votes cast for the office of Governor 
at the last regular gubernatorial election. 

	 Initiative measures appearing on the ballot require a simple 
majority vote to become law (except for gambling or lottery 
measures which require 60 percent approval). 

 The Referendum 

	 Washington’s referendum process is intended to give vot-
ers an opportunity to have the final say regarding laws either 
proposed or approved by the Legislature. The only acts that are 
exempt from the power of referendum are emergency laws 
— those that are necessary for the immediate preservation of the 
public peace, health or safety, and the support of state government 
and its existing institutions. 
	
	 There are two referenda: 

		  	 Referendum Bills - Referendum bills are proposed
			   laws referred to the electorate by the Legislature. 

		  	 Referendum Measures - Referendum measures are
			   laws recently passed by the Legislature that are placed 
			   on the ballot because of petitions signed by voters. 

	 Any registered voter, acting individually or on behalf of an 
organization, may demand, by petition, that a law passed by 
the Legislature be referred to a vote of the electorate prior to its 
going into effect (emergency legislation is exempt from the 
referendum process — see above). 

	 To certify a referendum measure to the ballot, the sponsor 
must circulate among voters the text of the legislative act to be 
referred, and obtain a number of legal voter signatures equal to 
4 percent of the number of votes cast for the office of Governor 
at the last regular gubernatorial election. 

	 A referendum certified to the ballot must receive a simple 
majority vote to become law (except for gambling and lottery 
measures which require 60 percent approval).

Please Note: The preceding information is not intended as a 
substitute for the statutes governing the initiative and referendum 
processes, but rather should be read in conjunction with them. 
Relevant sections of law are found in Article 2, Section 1 of the 
Washington State Constitution and Chapter 29A.72 RCW. To 
access these sections online, visit the Code Reviser’s website at 
http://www1.leg.wa.gov/CodeReviser .

The Washington State Constitution affords voters two basic methods of direct legislative power — the initiative and the referendum. 
While differing in process, both initiatives and referenda have the same effect of leaving the ultimate authority to legislate in the hands 
of the people. 
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Official Ballot Title:

Fiscal Impact Statement

➡

Note: The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were written by the Attorney General as required by law. 
The Fiscal Impact Statement was written by the Office of Financial Management. For more in-depth fiscal analysis, 
visit www.ofm.wa.gov/initiatives/default.htm . The complete text of Initiative Measure 920 begins on page 21.�

INITIATIVE MEASURE 920

							       Yes   [  ]    No   [  ]

Initiative Measure No. 920 concerns estate tax.
This measure would repeal Washington’s state laws imposing tax, currently dedicated for the 
education legacy trust fund, on transfers of estates of persons dying on or after the effective date 
of this measure. 
Should this measure be enacted into law? 

Fiscal Impact Statement for Initiative 920 
Beginning July 1, 2007, Initiative 920 would eliminate $184.5 million in revenue over the next two fiscal years by repealing 
the state estate tax. The state estate tax is dedicated to funding public schools (kindergarten through 12th grade) and higher 
education. The repeal would not affect revenue for this fiscal year, which began July 1, 2006 and ends June 30, 2007. 

Assumptions for Fiscal Analysis of Initiative 920
• The initiative would repeal the estate tax for taxable estates of people who die on or after the effective date of the initiative, 

which is 30 days after November 7, 2006.  

• Estates in Washington valued at more than $2 million currently pay a graduated rate ranging from 10 percent to 19 percent 
on the estate assets above the $2 million threshold. The value of property used primarily for farming can be deducted from 
the taxable estate.

• Taxable estates are not required to pay any estate tax until nine months from the date of death of the estate owner. Because 
of this delay, a repeal of the estate tax would not lower state revenues until the 2007-09 budget period. The revenues for 
public schools and higher education in the Education Legacy Trust Account would be reduced by a projected $184.5 million 
in the 2007-2009 budget period.

• The estate tax is deposited into the Education Legacy Trust Account. Funds in the Education Legacy Trust Account can be 
used only for class size reductions, extended learning opportunities and other public school improvement efforts adopted 
in Initiative 728; and for expanding access to higher education through new enrollments and financial aid; and other 
educational improvement efforts.  

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
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The law as it presently exists:

The Office of the Secretary of State is not authorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.

Explanatory Statement 

➥

The effect of the proposed measure, if it becomes law:

INITIATIVE MEASURE 920

	 Washington law currently imposes a tax on the transfer of an estate of a deceased person if the taxable value of the estate is at 
least 2 million dollars. The gross value of a deceased person’s estate includes the value at the time of death of all of the deceased 
person’s property, real or personal, tangible or intangible, wherever it is located. The taxable estate is determined by subtracting 
two million dollars, and various deduction amounts allowed under state law, from the gross value of the estate. The value of 
certain qualified property, as described in the law, such as farmland and timberland, may be deducted from the taxable value of 
the estate if the property is passed to a family member of the deceased person and certain other requirements are satisfied. Thus, 
such farmland and timberland generally are not subject to Washington’s estate tax.
	 The Washington estate tax is computed according to a table in the law. The tax rates and tax amounts specified in the table 
are graduated to increase with the value of the taxable estate. The minimum tax rate is ten percent for taxable estates of up to 
one million dollars, and the tax rate increases to a maximum of 19 percent on the portion of the taxable estate over nine million 
dollars.
	 The revenues from this estate tax, including penalties, interest, and fees, are deposited in the education legacy trust account. 
Money in the education legacy trust account may be used only for deposit into the student achievement fund, for expanding ac-
cess to higher education, and other educational improvement efforts. The education legacy trust account is funded by the estate 
tax, a portion of the cigarette tax, and certain interest earnings on the account.
	 Washington’s estate tax is independent of any federal estate tax obligations, and is not affected by the payment of federal 
estate taxes.

	 This measure would repeal Washington’s estate tax. The repeal would apply to the estates of persons dying on or after the 
effective date of the measure. The repeal would affect only the Washington estate tax. A deceased person’s estate would still be 
subject to federal laws imposing federal estate tax. Repeal of the Washington estate tax would discontinue that source of revenue 
for the education legacy trust account.
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Statement Against Initiative Measure 920Statement For Initiative Measure 920
YOUNG PEOPLE HARDEST HIT BY A DEATH TAX 

ON THE FAMILY’S HARD-EARNED ASSETS
	 Young people look forward to an economically successful 
life. They don’t need another tax on their family’s hard-earned 
assets. Young people may think they will never face death taxes, 
but when a family member dies and a business or property must 
be sold in order for the government to take its cut, they realize 
what an unfair tax it is. The Death Tax reduces entrepreneurial 
endeavors that create jobs and expand capital formation. Death 
should not be a taxable event.

JOBS AND BUSINESS ARE ERODED BY ESTATE TAX 
(DEATH TAX) AND ALL CITIZENS AFFECTED

	 Entrepreneurship and jobs in the free enterprise system produce 
successful citizens and wealth. Small business owners create 
97% of the jobs in Washington. Death taxes penalize savings, 
investment capital, business development and unjustly force the 
breakup of thousands of businesses and properties. Businesses 
and jobs disappear. Employers, employees, retirees and heirs all 
lose when death taxes force liquidation of assets.

SENIORS THRIVE ON SUCCESS OF THEIR 
CHILDREN (SUCCESS SHOULD BE REWARDED 

NOT PENALIZED)
	 Whether helping finance a car, home, real estate, or business, 
seniors thrive on helping their children and grandchildren. They 
want them to economically succeed. Individual entrepreneurial 
success should be rewarded and their hard-earned money should 
stay theirs to dispose of as they wish. Past revenue appraisers 
even appraised wedding rings. A grandparent’s or parent’s death 
should not trigger a tax and penalize heirs.

DEATH SHOULD NOT BE A TAXABLE EVENT—
VOTE “YES” ON I-920

	 Washington voters abolished inheritance taxes in 1981, with 
Yes - 610,507 (67.24%), No - 297,445 (32.76%). This “new” 
Washington Estate Tax is separate from the federal estate tax 
resulting in survivors possibly paying nearly 70% in taxes. Death 
should not be a taxable event. Vote “Yes.”
	 For more information, visit www.NoEstateTax.org or call 
253.565.1776.

DENNIS FALK, Chairman, Committee to Abolish Washington State 
Estate Tax; GENE E. LYNN, owner, Careage; CLAYTON R. JONES, 
Executive, Red Shield Insurance Company; LEE KEARNEY, retired; 
MARCIA ATKINSON, writer; LINDA G. HANNA, retired.

DON’T REPEAL FUNDS FOR PUBLIC EDUCATION
	 I-920 would gut a vital source of dedicated funding for educa-
tion by repealing Washington’s estate tax. No one who’s not a 
multimillionaire pays the tax.

ONLY THE WEALTHIEST ESTATES PAY; 
FAMILY FARMS EXEMPT

	 The estate tax affects less than 1% of Washington’s families, 
applying only to estates worth more than $2 million for individu-
als and $4 million for couples. In fact, taxes are only charged 
on amounts above those thresholds. If a couple’s estate is worth 
$4,050,000, taxes are only 10% of $50,000.
	 Family farms are totally exempted, so farmers can freely pass 
their property on to their children.

A FAIR AND REASONABLE WAY TO GIVE BACK TO 
THE COMMUNITY

	 As it is, Washington’s working- and middle-class families 
already pay too much of the tax burden. The estate tax is a fair 
and reasonable way for the fortunate few to give something back. 
Repealing it will take $100 million away from public schools 
and penalize thousands of kids.

IT’S A MATTER OF PRIORITIES:
MORE EDUCATION NOT MORE TAX BREAKS 

FOR MULTIMILLIONAIRES
	 Estate taxes by law go into the Education Legacy Trust Fund. 
The Fund is instrumental in the voter-mandated effort to help 
reduce K-12 class sizes, giving students more individual atten-
tion from teachers. Washington’s classes are among the nation’s 
largest and I-920 would frustrate efforts to reduce class sizes.
	 The Trust Fund also supports efforts to make higher education 
more affordable for students from working families.
	 It is far more important to support public education than to 
allow a few wealthy heirs to avoid paying their fair share. It’s a 
one-time payment from the very few and it means so much to 
thousands of kids. Vote no on I-920.
	 For more information, call 206.621.1042.

CHARLES HASSE, fourth-grade teacher, Washington Education 
Association President; WILLIAM H. GATES, author of Wealth and Our 
Commonwealth; KAREN GUZAK, Snohomish entrepreneur and small 
business owner; JOHN SENSENEY, third generation apple grower; 
PAMELA J. STEINBURG, middle school math teacher in Wenatchee; 
JAMES RUSHING, small business owner in Thurston County.

Rebuttal of Statement For
Rebuttal of Statement Against
	 Repealing the estate tax will not reduce general funds for 
education. The estate tax burdens working family businesses 
that invest capital to create jobs in Washington. Traditionally, 
education funding comes from the general fund, is accountable 
to performance audits and legislative review. Funding, using 
government, to tax at death is a burden on the American fam-
ily dream of prosperity, accumulating property and giving to 
your children and grandchildren. Death should not be a taxable 
event.

	 The few heirs affected by the estate tax are the wealthiest 
among us. Only estates over $2 million for individuals ($4 mil-
lion for couples) pay any tax.
	 The most fortunate should give back something to the society 
that made their wealth possible.
	 99.5% of estates, including all family farms and most small 
businesses, pay no tax.
	 Enacting this measure would take $100 million from public 
education.
	 Vote no – no more tax breaks for multimillionaires!
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INITIATIVE MEASURE 933

Note: The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were written by the Attorney General as required by law. The 
Fiscal Impact Statement was written by the Office of Financial Management. For more in-depth fiscal analysis, visit 
www.ofm.wa.gov/initiatives/default.htm . The complete text of Initiative Measure 933 begins on page 22.

Yes [  ]    No  [  ]

Summary of Fiscal Impact
Initiative 933 is estimated to cost state agencies $2 billion to $2.18 billion over the next six years for compensation to property 
owners and administration of the measure. In the same time period, the Initiative is estimated to cost cities $3.8 billion to $5.3 
billion, based upon number of land-use actions since 1996, and is estimated to cost counties $1.49 billion to $1.51 billion. Costs 
are derived from the requirement that, with specific exceptions, state agencies and local governments must pay compensation 
when taking actions that prohibit or restrict the use of real and certain personal property. 

Assumptions Supporting Fiscal Impact Statement
•	 State and local governments would be required to document the impact of new rules or ordinances that may affect the use 

or value of private property prior to its adoption and evaluate less restrictive alternatives. State agencies estimate additional 
costs to the rule-making process of $24 million over six years. Based upon population it is estimated to cost cities between 
$80 and $103 million and counties between $28 and $36 million over six years. 

•	 Claims for payments asserting that state or local rules and ordinances result in damage to use or value to property would 
be triggered when state and local governments deny or restrict private property owners who file permit applications with 
state or local governments to develop, harvest or otherwise make use of their property. Claims would also be triggered 
when a state or local government took an action to enforce an existing rule, ordinance or permit. 

•	 According to state agencies, approximately 5,920 claims per year is estimated to be filed, and would likely be made for 
restrictions placed upon timber harvest, surface mining, activities occurring in rivers and streams to protect fish life, ac-
tivities to preserve clean water, and activities involving the state’s shorelines. Claims processing is estimated to cost state 
agencies approximately $1.86 million over the next six years. 

•	 Claims-processing costs for local governments from claims in local-land use, local-shoreline management plans and 
critical-area designations programs are assumed in the estimates for the additional analysis required for rule or ordinance 
adoption. 

•	 State agencies would need to complete appraisals to verify compensation claims, resulting in a cost to state agencies of 
approximately $115 million over six years. The estimate is based on costs of $7,500 per appraisal for real property and 
$2,600 per timber cruise. Using similar appraisal costs, but assuming they would occur when there are appeals of deci-
sions, the estimated cost to cities is between $130 and $556 million and to counties between $13 million and $66 million 
over six years.

Initiative Measure No. 933 concerns government regulation of private property. 
This measure would require compensation when government regulation damages the use or value 
of private property, would forbid regulations that prohibit existing legal uses of private property, 
and would provide exceptions or payments. 
Should this measure be enacted into law? 

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
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•	 Under existing laws, appeals related to compensation levels would be filed in Superior Court. Between 5 percent to 20 percent 
of all claims (275-1,100) for state agencies is estimated to be appealed annually, increasing state agency litigation costs between 
$29.8 million and $98.8 million over the next six years. Using a standard cost per city based upon population, it is estimated 
to cost cities between $126 million and $161 million over six years and counties between $35 and $45 million over six years 
for litigation costs. 

•	 Superior Courts and the Courts of Appeal will have additional costs resulting from claim decisions made by state agencies. 
The Office of the Administrator for the Courts estimates that these costs will be divided as follows: costs to the counties will 
be between $495,000 and $830,000 and the cost to the state will be between $82,000 and $328,000. Assuming a total of 5,000 
appeals from state and local government action, there would be an additional $3.9 million in first year costs and $2.7 million 
in subsequent years. 

•	 Assuming there are 5,920 claims per year, state agencies have estimated a range of compensation between $344 million and 
$352 million annually or $1.89 billion to $1.9 billion over six years. This estimate does not include compensation that may be 
required for restrictions placed upon 900 Hydraulic permits annually issued by the Department of Fish and Wildlife, which 
cannot be determined due to the highly site-specific requirements for these permits. Also not included are compensation 
estimates for timber-harvest restrictions occurring on unstable slopes or to protect marbled murrelet habitat; restrictions for 
Bald Eagle Site Management Plans occurring on nonresidential permits; and for setbacks to protect drinking water systems 
or setback and lot size requirements for onsite sewage systems required by the Department of Health. 

•	 It is estimated to cost cities between $3.5 billion and $4.5 billion to pay compensation for actions that have occurred since 
1996. The estimate is based upon a survey of cities on possible impacts, population growth rates, and assessed value. 

•	 County governments planning under the Growth Management Act could see potential claim for compensation of approximately 
$1.4 billion over six years. This is based upon the potential compensation request for loss in value for acreage equivalent to that 
contained in the counties urban growth areas. No estimate is included for a loss in value for counties not planning under the 
Growth Management Act because of the inability to determine the number of acres in each county designated as critical areas 
such as geologic hazards, critical fish and wildlife habitats, wetlands, aquifer recharge areas or frequently flooded areas. 

•	 These compensation estimates assume that state agencies and local governments will be unable to waive any current restric-
tions that may reduce the use or value of private property. It is also assumed that the state will not delegate back to the federal 
government federally delegated programs (i.e., Clean Water Act, Clean Air Act, etc.). No estimate has been made for any 
future actions taken by governments that may require compensation or for actions that attempt to reduce liability caused by 
the Initiative. 

•	 The compensation estimates are also based primarily upon potential loss in value to real property.  No estimate has been made 
for any potential loss to personal property. 

•	 State law does not allow for the estimation of private costs or benefits from this or any other initiative.

INITIATIVE MEASURE 933
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	 The state and local governments enact and enforce laws that affect the use of real property, including laws that impose restrictions 
on use or development of real property. These laws are subject to constitutional and statutory requirements that provide certain 
protections to private property owners. 
	 Washington’s constitution requires state and local government to pay an owner of private property just compensation before 
taking or damaging private property for a public use, and in general prohibits government from taking private property for private 
use. The federal constitution provides similar protections. A common example of the requirement for just compensation occurs 
when government acquires private property to build a public road. The constitution requires government to pay fair market value 
for private property taken to build the road and for damages to private property used for the road building but not taken. 
	 The constitutional requirement to pay just compensation also applies under limited circumstances to laws that restrict the use of 
private property. If the restriction completely eliminates the owner’s economic use of real property, or if the restriction involves 
a physical intrusion onto the private property, then just compensation is generally required. Whether regulations or restrictions 
on use of real property otherwise amount to a taking or damaging of private property under the constitution (and thus require 
payment of just compensation) depends on the particular effects on property. A restriction on real property may require just 
compensation depending on the economic impact of the restriction on the property, how the restriction affects legitimate property 
uses and the property owner’s reasonable investment-backed expectations, and whether the restriction reflects a reasonable means 
for achieving an important public objective. 
	 Under the state and federal constitutions, a property owner may bring an action for just compensation to obtain the fair market 
value of property taken or damaged by the government, if the government has not paid compensation. Under the Washington 
Constitution, the property owner may also bring an action to invalidate government action that is taking or damaging private 
property and there is no public use, only a private use. 
	 Under current state law, a property owner who has applied for a permit to use property may recover damages, attorney fees, 
and other costs where a state or local agency action on the permit application is arbitrary or capricious, or if the state or local 
agency does not act within time limits established by law. RCW 64.40. Under a variety of laws, a property owner may challenge 
state or local government restrictions on the use of property and obtain an agency review or judicial remedy if a restriction is 
not allowed under state or local laws. These statutory protections for property owners are in addition to the constitutional right 
to just compensation described above. 
	 Under current state law, state agencies and local governments are required to follow an orderly and consistent process using 
advice and education from the Attorney General’s Office to evaluate proposed actions affecting the use of property and to avoid 
taking or damaging private property without just compensation. RCW 36.70A.370. The process applies to all state agencies and 
to those local governments that plan and regulate land uses under the Growth Management Act. 

The effect of the proposed measure, if it becomes law: 
	 As described below, Initiative Measure 933 would require a government to consider and document certain factors prior 
to enacting laws regulating private property. The Measure would also require a government to pay compensation to private 
property owners to enforce restrictions “damaging the use or value” of private property as defined by the Measure, which would 
require compensation in circumstances in addition to those where the state or federal constitutions would require compensation. 
Development regulations could not prohibit legal uses existing on a parcel of property. 
	 Initiative Measure 933 would require state and local government agencies to consider and document certain matters prior to 
enacting an ordinance, regulation, or rule that may “damage the use or value” of private property. “Private property” is defined 
to include all real and personal property interests protected by the state and federal constitutions, including and not limited to 
interests in land, buildings, crops, livestock, mineral and water rights. In general, “real property” refers to land, interests in land, 
and things attached to the land; “personal property” includes all other property. Government would be required to consider and 
document several factors, including: (1) identifying the private property to be affected by a proposed action; (2) the purpose(s) 
to be served by the action and the connection between the action and its purpose(s); (3) the extent to which the action deprives 
property owners of uses of property, or interferes with a property owner’s right to exclude others, to possess property, to enjoy 
property, or to dispose of property; (4) estimated compensation that would be required under the Measure for “damaging the use 

INITIATIVE MEASURE 933
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or value of property”; and (5) alternative less restrictive means of accomplishing the governmental purposes, including voluntary 
cooperation. 
	 The Measure defines “damaging the use or value of property” as meaning “to prohibit or restrict the use of private property to 
obtain benefit to the public the cost of which in all fairness and justice should be borne by the public as a whole,” and includes 
examples of restrictions that would and would not result in “damaging the use or value” of private property, triggering the 
requirement for compensation. 
	 Under Initiative Measure 933, examples of government action “damaging the use or value” of property and requiring 
compensation would include enforcement of any ordinance, regulation, or rule to private property: 

•	 Prohibiting or restricting the use or size, scope, or intensity of any use legally existing or permitted as of January 1, 
1996; 

•	 Regulating the use of tidegates, bulkheads, or structures reasonably necessary to protect private property, the operation and 
maintenance of irrigation structures, or how a private property owner responds to flooding, erosion, or fire conditions; 

•	 Requiring a portion of real property to be left in a natural state or with no beneficial use to the owner, unless necessary 
to prevent immediate harm to human health and safety; or 

•	 Prohibiting maintenance or removal of trees or vegetation. 
	 Initiative Measure 933 provides that enforcement of restrictions that apply equally to all property subject to a state or local 
agency’s jurisdiction would not “damage the use or value” of private property, and so would not require compensation. Under 
the Measure, examples include: 

•	 Restricting the use of property to prevent immediate threat to human health or safety;
•	 Requiring compliance with structural standards like building or fire codes to prevent harm from natural disasters like 

fire, flood, or earthquake;
•	 Limiting location of sex offender housing or adult entertainment;
•	 Requiring compliance with federal laws restricting chemical uses, with worker health and safety laws, and with worker 

wage and hour laws; 
•	 Requiring compliance with ordinances establishing setbacks from neighboring property lines, but only if the setbacks 

were set before January 1, 1996.
	 Under Initiative Measure 933, if a local or state agency decided to enforce or apply an ordinance, regulation, or rule “damaging 
the use or value” of property, the agency must first pay the property owner compensation, and an agency that chooses not to take 
such an action is not liable for paying the property owner. Compensation would be the amount by which the fair market value 
of affected property is decreased by application or enforcement of the ordinance, regulation, or rule, and the fair market value 
of any portion of the property required to be left in a natural state or without beneficial use. Compensation also would include 
the property owner’s reasonable attorney fees to enforce compensation under the Measure. 
	 Initiative Measure 933 would not limit existing state or local government authority to waive or vary the requirements of 
existing laws. The Measure would prohibit an agency from charging a fee to consider whether to waive or vary a law to avoid 
paying compensation that would be required under the Measure. 
	 Initiative Measure 933 would amend current law to provide that “development regulations” could not prohibit uses legally 
existing on any parcel prior to their adoption. The term “development regulations” refers to controls placed on development or 
land use activities by a county or city such as zoning ordinances, critical areas ordinances, shoreline master programs, planned 
unit development ordinances, and subdivision ordinances. 
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Statement Against Initiative Measure 933Statement For Initiative Measure 933
	 Initiative 933, the Property Fairness Act, will restore balance 
between government’s power to regulate and the people’s con-
stitutional right to own and use private property.

IT’S FAIR: PROTECTING THE USE OF PRIVATE 
PROPERTY PROTECTS OUR JOBS, RETIREMENTS 

AND PUBLIC SERVICES
	 In the past 10 years, excessive government regulations have 
violated our rights and made it difficult for farmers and other 
property owners to use their property in reasonable ways.
	 For most of us, our homes are our greatest investment. Govern-
ment should not be able to change the rules and strip us of the 
use or value of our private property. I-933 protects our jobs, our 
economy and our retirement plans that depend on reasonable use 
of private property.

IT’S FAIR: I-933 REQUIRES GOVERNMENT TO CONSIDER 
COSTS AND RESPECT PROPERTY OWNERS’ RIGHTS

	 Too often, government adopts regulations without fully under-
standing the impact on the people it represents. I-933 will require 
government to identify the likely impact on property owners and 
pursue voluntary, cooperative efforts to achieve environmental 
goals before adopting new regulations.

IT’S FAIR: I-933 RETURNS RESPONSIBILITY FOR LAND-
USE PLANNING TO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS
	 Instead of accepting top-down mandates from unelected state 
officials, local government will be required to assess the impact 
of its actions on local property owners, thus giving citizens 
more say in local land-use decisions, and holding local officials 
accountable for their actions. Agencies can choose whether to 
compensate property owners or avoid damaging the use and 
value of private property. But the main point of I-933 is to have 
government avoid damaging property in the first place.

IT’S FAIR: I-933 REQUIRES GOVERNMENT TO RESPECT 
OUR RIGHTS AND FOLLOW THE CONSTITUTION

	 Washington’s state constitution says, “No private property shall 
be taken or damaged…without just compensation.” I-933 will force 
government to respect our rights and follow the constitution.
	 For more information, visit www.propertyfairness.com or call 
360.528.2909.

STEVE APPEL, Endicott, wheat farmer, President of Washington Farm 
Bureau; SCOTTIE MARABLE, Bellevue, NFIB State Chair and small 
business owner; HEATHER HANSEN, Executive Director, Washington 
Friends of Farms and Forests; CLYDE BALLARD, Wenatchee, former 
Republican Speaker, House of Representatives; DAN WOOD, Monte-
sano, former County Commissioner and Democratic Party Chair; DAVID 
TAYLOR, Yakima, land use consultant, former County Planning Director.

A POORLY WRITTEN, LOOPHOLE-RIDDEN 
INITIATIVE THAT LEAVES HUNDREDS OF 

QUESTIONS UNANSWERED
	 Initiative 933 is deceptive and misleading. It provides no 
protection from eminent domain abuses. Instead, the special 
interests behind I-933 crafted loopholes that force Washington 
taxpayers to pay billions to a small group of property owners, 
or force communities to waive safeguards against irresponsible 
development.

WHO BENEFITS FROM I-933’S LOOPHOLES?
	 Here is an example of how the loopholes work. If laws prevent 
a property owner from expanding a strip mall in a neighborhood 
or building a subdivision on farmland, I-933 would force the 
community into a no-win choice—either waive the law or have 
taxpayers pay the property owner for not being able to build.
	 How will governments decide which laws to waive and who 
taxpayers pay? One thing is certain: I-933 is so poorly written 
it will generate endless lawsuits. Special interests will hire the 
best lawyers and win out over communities. The lawyers’ fees 
and administration alone will cost taxpayers millions.
	 Don’t be fooled – irresponsible development hurts farming. 
Hundreds of family farmers oppose I-933.

WHY WILL I-933 COST TAXPAYERS SO MUCH? AND 
WHERE WILL THE MONEY COME FROM?

	 In Oregon, a similar law generated almost $4 billion in claims 
against taxpayers. I-933 could cost each Washington taxpayer 
thousands yearly in additional taxes or lost services.

HOW WILL I-933 HARM SAFEGAURDS FOR OUR 
COMMUNITIES?

	 Communities have worked hard to protect their quality of 
life, but I-933 applies retroactively to laws going back at least 
10 years! This would force communities to waive hundreds of 
existing safeguards we have depended on to protect neighbor-
hoods and farmland, prevent water pollution, traffic and over-
development.
	 I-933 is a costly assortment of loopholes, lawsuits, and special 
deals. Please vote no!
	 For more information, call 206.323.0520.

JOHN ROSE, Board Chair, The Nature Conservancy of Washington; 
KELLY FOX, President, Washington State Council of Fire Fight-
ers; BARBARA SEITLE, President, League of Women Voters of 
Washington; LINDELL HAGGIN, Director, Neighborhood Alliance 
of Spokane County; ALAN MESMAN, President, Skagitonians to 
Preserve Farmland; ERIK NICHOLSON, Pacific Northwest Regional 
Director, United Farm Workers.

Rebuttal of Statement For
Rebuttal of Statement Against
	 I-933’s opponents will say anything to maintain big govern-
ment control of private property.
	 Their claims simply aren’t true. If local regulations prohibited 
development or activities 10 years ago, it will still be prohibited 
after I-933 passes.
	 However, if you prove government action damaged use or 
value of your property, government would compensate you or 
avoid causing damage.
	 I-933 forces government to consider costs and follow our state 
constitution by paying if regulations damage your property.

	 What’s fair about irresponsible development? Worse traffic? 
More taxes? Ask yourself who stands to gain from I-933’s loop-
holes.
	 Far from restoring balance, I-933’s loopholes allow irrespon-
sible development to damage farmlands. That’s why farmers and 
farm-workers oppose it – including Western Washington Agri-
cultural Association, Whatcom County Agricultural Preservation 
Committee, and United Farm Workers.
	 There’s nothing fair about thousands of dollars in new taxes 
each year, damaging our neighborhoods, and jeopardizing our 
quality of life. Vote no.
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Note: The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were written by the Attorney General as required by law. 
The Fiscal Impact Statement was written by the Office of Financial Management. For more in-depth fiscal analysis, 
visit www.ofm.wa.gov/initiatives/default.htm . The complete text of Initiative Measure 937 begins on page 23.

INITIATIVE MEASURE 937

Initiative Measure No. 937 concerns energy resource use by certain electric utilities.
This measure would require certain electric utilities with 25,000 or more customers to meet 
certain targets for energy conservation and use of renewable energy resources, as defined, 
including energy credits, or pay penalties. 
Should this measure be enacted into law? 

							       Yes   [  ]    No   [  ]

Fiscal Impact Statement for Initiative 937 
Initiative 937 would cost state government $2.34 million in administrative costs over 14 years or an average of $167,000 per 
year.  The offices of the Attorney General, Auditor, Utilities and Transportation Commission, and the departments of Community 
Trade and Economic Development, and Labor and Industries each would have a role in monitoring or assisting compliance.  
The initiative’s fiscal impact on Washington’s local governments cannot be determined due to variables ranging from future fuel 
costs to changes in demand for electricity. For the same reason, the impact of electricity costs for state and local governments 
cannot be determined.

Assumptions for Fiscal Analysis of Initiative 937
•	 The initiative requires the 17 largest electric utilities, which includes both public and private entities, in Washington to 

have 15 percent of their power supply generated from renewable resources by 2020; interim targets are also established.  
The utilities must also set and meet energy conservation targets starting in 2010.

•	 The Attorney General, State Auditor, Utilities and Transportation Commission, and the departments of Community Trade 
and Economic Development, and Labor and Industries each would require additional funds to implement the initiative.  
These funds would pay for: enforcement activity by state agencies to ensure resource targets were being met; rule making; 
legal advice; additional audits; and development of required apprenticeship programs for the renewable energy field. 

•	 Local utility cost and revenue impacts are a function of fuel mix, load growth, and future fuel costs and cannot be estimated 
at this time.

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITION
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	 Electricity is supplied in Washington by both privately-owned companies (investor-owned utilities) and by publicly-owned 
utilities (utilities owned by cities, public utility districts, and certain other local government units). Some of these utilities operate 
their own facilities for generating electricity (typically hydroelectric dams or coal- or gas-fired generators). Some of these utilities 
purchase some or all of their electrical power from other utilities, from private producers or sellers of power, or from regional 
governmental entities such as the Bonneville Power Administration. 
	 The state Utilities and Transportation Commission (UTC) regulates the rates and practices of investor-owned electric utilities 
serving customers in this state. Under existing law, the UTC is required to adopt and implement policies to provide financial 
incentives for energy efficiency programs, and may authorize utilities to issue conservation bonds for the construction, acquisi-
tion, and operation of conservation assets. Each investor-owned electric utility has conservation service tariffs that charge rates 
sufficient to recover from its customers the utility’s cost of conservation investment. 
		 The UTC does not regulate publicly-owned electric utilities that serve customers in this state. These utilities are directly re-
sponsible to the voters in their service territories for their rates, services, and policies. Under existing law, cities operating electric 
utilities may issue bonds or otherwise borrow money for energy conservation purposes, and are required to develop conserva-
tion plans to assist the public in conserving energy. Public utility districts are subject to similar energy conservation planning 
requirements, and are also authorized to assist citizens by financing the acquisition and installation of materials and equipment 
for energy conservation purposes.

The effect of the proposed measure, if it becomes law:  
	 Under existing law, electric utilities in this state are not obligated to meet any specific numeric targets for either energy con-
servation or use of renewable resources to produce power. The proposed measure would impose targets for energy conservation 
and use of eligible renewable resources on all electric utilities that serve more than 25,000 customers in this state. 
	 Energy conservation. By January 1, 2010, each such electric utility would be required to identify its “achievable cost-effective 
conservation potential” through 2019, and to update this assessment at least every two years. “Conservation” would mean “reduc-
tion in electric power consumption resulting from increases in the efficiency of energy use, production or distribution.”  Each utility 
would be required to set an annual target consisting of a certain share of this achievable cost-effective conservation potential, and to 
meet that share of conservation. In determining whether a utility meets its annual conservation target, the utility could include the 
reduction in electric energy sold to retail customers which own and use a high-efficiency cogeneration facility to meet some of their 
own power needs. 
	 Renewable resources. Each utility would also be required to meet specific targets for using eligible renewable resources to produce 
electricity, stated as a percentage of the utility’s load. “Load” refers to the total amount of electricity the utility sold that year to its 
retail customers. Examples of eligible renewable resources include wind farms, solar panels, and geothermal plants. With limited 
exceptions, use of fresh water by hydroelectric dams and plants is not included as an eligible renewable resource. 
	 Each utility would have to use renewable resources to serve at least three percent (3%) of its load by 2012 through 2015; nine 
percent (9%) of load by 2016 through 2019, and fifteen percent (15%) of load by 2020 and thereafter. A utility could comply with 
its annual renewable resource target by using the requisite amount of eligible renewable resources, by purchasing enough eligible 
renewable resource credits (or a combination of each), or by investing at least four percent (4%) of its total annual retail revenue 
requirement in renewable resources.  
	 Cost recovery, penalties, reporting and enforcement. An investor-owned utility would be entitled to recover from its custom-
ers all costs the utility prudently incurred to comply with the measure. Similarly, each publicly-owned utility would be expected to 
recover its cost of compliance from its customers.
	 If a utility fails to comply with either the energy conservation or the renewable energy targets, it would have to pay a penalty in the 
amount of $50 for each megawatt-hour of shortfall. This penalty amount would be adjusted annually for inflation. Penalty payments 
would go into a special account, and could only be used for the purchase of renewable energy credits or for energy conservation 
projects at state and local government facilities or publicly-owned educational institutions. 
	 In each year beginning in June 2012, each utility would be required to report to the state Department of Community, Trade, and 
Economic Development (CTED) on the utility’s progress in the preceding year in meeting the targets. The investor-owned utilities 
would supply the same information to the UTC. Each utility would be required to make these reports available to its customers.
	 The UTC would be authorized to implement and enforce the measure as to investor-owned utilities, and to adopt rules accord-
ingly. For publicly-owned utilities, CTED would be authorized to adopt procedural rules and documentation requirements; the state 
auditor would be responsible for auditing compliance with the measure; and the Attorney General’s Office would be responsible for 
enforcement. 

INITIATIVE MEASURE 937
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Statement Against Initiative Measure 937Statement For Initiative Measure 937
INITIATIVE 937 PROVIDES A CLEANER, MORE 

AFFORDABLE ENERGY FUTURE
	 As Washington’s demand for energy grows, we can choose 
where we get our electricity.
	 We can either burn more fossil fuels like coal that pollute the 
air. Or we can use more clean, affordable renewable energy like 
wind and solar power – produced here in the Northwest.
	 I-937 is the cleaner, more affordable energy choice:

• 15% renewable energy. It requires the largest electric 
utilities to get 15% of their electricity from new renewable 
energy by 2020.
• Energy conservation. It requires utilities to help consumers 
and businesses save money through energy conservation.

INITIATIVE 937 SAVES ENERGY AND SAVES US MONEY
	 I-937 gives us cheaper, renewable alternatives like wind and 
solar. According to Puget Sound Energy, just two Washington 
wind farms are projected to save consumers $170 million. Renew-
able energy strengthens family farms by paying up to $5,000/year 
per wind turbine.
	 I-937 also saves money by requiring utilities to offer energy 
efficiency programs, like cash rebates for energy efficient appli-
ances, home weatherization, and lighting, heating and cooling 
systems for businesses.

INITIATIVE 937 IS A COMMON SENSE,
PROVEN APPROACH

	 I-937 is an approach that’s already working in 20 states. I-937 
lets us take hold of our energy future and reduce our dependence 
on fossil fuels.

INITIATIVE 937 WILL GIVE US CLEANER AIR
	 Pollution from fossil fuels contributes to thousands of cases 
of lung disease and asthma each year. Renewable energy helps 
protect our families’ health by keeping our air clean.
	 Join the broad coalition including Union of Concerned Scien-
tists, Washington Public Utility District Association, and Physi-
cians for Social Responsibility choosing a clean energy future. 
Vote yes! on I-937. 
	 For more information, visit www.yeson937.org or call 
206.283.3335.

I-937 WILL INCREASE ELECTRIC RATES AND 
UTILITY TAXES FOR HOMES AND BUSINESSES.

	 Alternative energy projects are being built now, but when 
required by law energy will be more costly for everyone. The 
non-partisan Washington Research Council estimates that I-937 
will cost at least $185 million per year and could cost twice that 
much. Vote no on higher energy costs.
	 Alternative energy projects are heavily subsidized by a federal 
tax cut that ends next year. If it is not renewed by Congress, the 
cost for alternative energy could increase an extra 40%.
	 Higher energy costs put family-wage manufacturing and 
high-tech jobs at risk and hurt hospitals, family farms and small 
businesses.
	 Lower-income households and senior citizens on fixed incomes 
will be disproportionately impacted by higher energy bills.

I-937 DOES NOT TREAT LOW-COST HYDROPOWER AS 
“RENEWABLE ENERGY” WHILE OTHER STATES DO.

	 I-937 will cause low-cost hydropower to be sold to California 
while local utilities buy higher cost alternative energy for our 
homes and businesses.

FINES ON UTILITIES FOR NOT HAVING ENOUGH 
“RENEWABLE ENERGY” WILL BE PAID BY HOMES 

AND BUSINESSES.
	 Mandates and fines proposed by I-937 are not the way to pro-
mote alternative energy. We are paying too much for our energy 
bills now.

ALTERNATIVE ENERGY PROJECTS ONLY OPERATE 
SPORADICALLY AND MANY COMMUNITIES WON’T 

ALLOW THEM.
	 Wind and sunshine are irregular energy sources. Hydropower 
or thermal plants are needed to supply steady power for homes 
and businesses. But hydropower resources are being cut to protect 
fish and may not be available to supplement alternative energy.
	 I-937 does not require utilities to build alternative energy proj-
ects in Washington. Kittitas and Benton counties have rejected 
wind power proposals due to public opposition. Other states may 
financially benefit from these mandated projects, while we pay 
the cost.
	 Vote No and visit www.NOonI-937.com .

Rebuttal of Statement For
Rebuttal of Statement Against

DON BRUNELL, President, Association of Washington Business; 
KRISTINE M. MIKKELSEN, CEO, Inland Power and Light Com-
pany; LINDA LANHAM, Aerospace Futures Alliance of Washington; 
ROBERT HEMSLEY, former G.A. representative, Western Pulp/Paper 
Workers Association; DARRYLL OLSEN, Ph.D., board representative, 
Columbia Snake River Irrigators Association; JUDY COOVERT, small 
business co-owner, Printcom, Inc.

NINA CARTER, Executive Director, Audubon Washington; GREGORY 
REDDING, M.D., President-elect, American Lung Association of Wash-
ington and Idaho; BARBARA SEITLE, President, League of Women 
Voters of Washington; BOB POWERS, family farmers, Bickleton, 
Washington (Klickitat County); MICHAEL O’SULLIVAN, Government 
Relations, American Cancer Society, Great West Division; ART BOUL-
TON, President, Washington State Alliance of Retired Americans.

	 Don’t be misled by corporate polluters. I-937 opponents run 
the Washington Research Council; don’t trust its study.
	 I-937 will save us energy and money – through conservation 
and cheaper, cleaner energy.
	 Twenty states have adopted this approach, with proven cost 
savings – in just two years, Colorado consumers have saved 
$14 million.
	 I-937 protects consumers and reduces dependence on fossil 
fuels.
	 Yes on I-937! For cleaner air and more affordable energy.

	 Puget Sound Energy and other utilities are already building 
wind projects, but only when they make economic sense. I-937 
will make non-hydropower renewable energy even more expen-
sive. The Northwest Power and Conservation Council reports the 
cost of new wind projects has “risen substantially,” because of 
mandates in other states.
	 There is nothing affordable about I-937. $185 to $370 million 
per year in additional energy costs to our households and busi-
nesses is too much. Vote no.	
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Official Ballot Title:

Explanatory Statement

➥

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 4223
PROPOSED TO THE PEOPLE BY THE LEGISLATURE

Votes cast by the 2006 Legislature on final passage:
Senate: Yeas, 46; Nays, 0.	
House: Yeas, 96; Nays, 0.

Note: The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were 
written by the Attorney General as required by law. The complete 
text of House Joint Resolution 4223 begins on page 27.

	 The state constitution and state statutes provide for a property tax based on the value of property. Property taxes apply to 
both real property (land, buildings, and permanent fixtures) and personal property (all other property that is not real estate). 
The amount of the tax is determined based upon the assessed valuation of the property. Certain personal property is exempt 
from tax, including household goods, furnishings and personal effects used by the owner, and most business merchandise. 
Personal property subject to property tax consists mainly of office furniture and business equipment, fixtures, and machin-
ery.
	 The state constitution authorizes the legislature to enact an additional statutory exemption for taxable personal property 
worth up to $3,000 owned by each individual who is a “head of a family” and the legislature has done so. An individual 
who is a “head of a family,” as defined by statute, and by rule of the Department of Revenue, qualifies for the exemption. 
A “head of a family” is defined to include a husband or wife, or a surviving spouse not remarried; any person receiving an 
old age pension under state laws; any citizen of the United States, over the age of sixty-five who has resided in Washington 
continuously for ten years; and other individuals who reside with and provide care and maintenance for family members, as 
defined. Corporations, limited liability companies, and partnerships do not qualify for the exemption.
	 When an individual who qualifies as a “head of a family” owns taxable personal property, the individual is entitled to an 
exemption of up to $3,000.

	 The proposed constitutional amendment would authorize the legislature to increase the maximum personal property tax 
exemption for taxable personal property owned by each “head of a family” from $3,000 to $15,000.

The constitutional provision as it presently exists:

The effect of the proposed amendment, if it is approved:

							       Approved   [  ]    Rejected   [  ]

The legislature has proposed a constitutional amendment on increasing an exemption from the 
personal property tax.
This amendment would authorize the legislature to increase the personal property tax exemption 
for taxable personal property owned by each “head of a family” from three thousand ($3,000) to 
fifteen thousand ($15,000) dollars.
Should this constitutional amendment be:

AMENDMENT TO THE STATE CONSTITUTION
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Voters’ Pamphlet Argument Prepared by:

Address Confidentiality Program

Need More Information?
For more information about the ACP and the phone number of victim resources in your community, call 
the ACP toll-free at 1.800.822.1065, TDD/TTY at 1.800.664.9677 or visit www.secstate.wa.gov/acp .

If you are a victim of domestic violence, sexual assault or stalking who has chosen not to register to vote because 
you are afraid your perpetrator will track you down through voter registration records, the Office of the Secretary of 
State has a program that might be able to help you. The Address Confidentiality Program (ACP) works together with 
community domestic violence and sexual assault programs in an effort to keep crime victims safer. The ACP provides 
crime victims with a substitute mailing address that can be used when the victim conducts business with state or local 
government agencies. The ACP also provides participants with the option of confidential voter registration. All ACP 
participants must be referred to the program by a local domestic violence or sexual assault advocate who can help the 
victim develop a comprehensive safety plan. 

Statement Against HJR 4223Statement For HJR 4223
	 Small businesses are the heart of Washington’s economy. Yet, 
the local businesses that provide good jobs for our families and 
communities often struggle to stay afloat.
	 This proposed constitutional amendment – HJR 4223 – will 
help local businesses grow and succeed.
	 Currently, businesses must pay a personal property tax on their 
assets. The first $3,000 of their assets are exempt from the tax. 
HJR 4223 would raise the exemption allowed under the State 
Constitution to $15,000.
	 Increasing the exemption will help businesses throughout 
Washington. Start up businesses, in-home businesses and 
businesses updating old equipment – such as computers or 
machinery – will benefit from this change.
	 This amendment will:

•	Save money for Washington’s employers, enabling 
them to invest more in their workers and in improving 
competitiveness;
•	Enable small businesses to upgrade their technologies without 
substantially increasing their tax burden;
•	Reduce paperwork.

	 This reform is long overdue. While the cost of everyday items 
has increased significantly, this exemption has not been raised 
since 1988.
	 HJR 4223 was prime-sponsored by State Representative 
Derek Kilmer, who works with small businesses every day as 
a manager with the Economic Development Board in Pierce 
County. The proposal passed unanimously out of the State House 
and Senate.
	 It received the support of the Association of Washington 
Business, the National Federation of Independent Business, 
the Independent Business Association and local businesses 
throughout our state.
	 As citizens, we have the ability to pass this constitutional 
amendment and help our small businesses compete. Please vote 
“yes.”

	 State law requires that the argument and rebuttal state-
ment against a constitutional amendment be written by one or 
more members of the state Legislature who voted against that 
proposed measure on final passage or, in the event that no such 
member of the Legislature consents to prepare the statement, by 
any other responsible individual or individuals to be appointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the President 
of the State Senate, and the Secretary of State. No legislator 
who voted against House Joint Resolution 4223 or other 
individual opposing the measure consented to write an 
argument against the measure for publication in this pamphlet.

DEREK KILMER, State Representative, 26th Legislative District, 
(prime sponsor); MARK ERICKS, State Representative, 1st Legislative 
District; DON BRUNELL, President, Association of Washington 
Business; CAROLYN LOGUE, State Director, National Federation 
of Independent Business; KLAUS GOLOMBEK, retired banker and 
Kitsap County business owner; GARY SMITH, Executive Director, 
Independent Business Association.



The above text is an exact reproduction as submitted by the Sponsor. The Office of the Secretary of State has no editorial authority. 21

Complete Text of 

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 920

	 AN ACT Relating to taxation; creating new sections; and repealing 
RCW 83.100.010, 83.100.020, 83.100.040, 83.100.046, 83.100.047, 
83.100.050, 83.100.060, 83.100.070, 83.100.080, 83.100.090, 
83.100.095, 83.100.110, 83.100.120, 83.100.130, 83.100.140, 
83.100.150, 83.100.160, 83.100.170, 83.100.180, 83.100.190, 
83.100.200, 83.100.210, 83.100.220, 83.100.900, 83.100.901, 
83.100.902, 83.100.903, 83.100.904, and 83.100.905.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON:

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The intent of this act is to prohibit taxes 
triggered by death. All death, estate, gift, and inheritance taxes are 
prohibited in the state of Washington.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. The following acts or parts of acts are 
each repealed:
	 (1) RCW 83.100.010 (Short title) and 2005 c 516 s 19, 1988 c 
64 s 1, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.010;
	 (2) RCW 83.100.020 (Definitions) and 2005 c 516 s 2, 2001 
c 320 s 15, 1999 c 358 s 19, 1998 c 292 s 401, 1994 c 221 s 70, 
1993 c 73 s 9, 1990 c 224 s 1, 1988 c 64 s 2, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 
s 83.100.020;
	 (3) RCW 83.100.040 (Estate tax imposed--Amount of tax) and 
2005 c 516 s 3, 1988 c 64 s 4, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.040;
	 (4) RCW 83.100.046 (Deduction--Property used for farming--
Requirements, conditions) and 2005 c 514 s 1201 & 2005 c 516 s 4;
	 (5) RCW 83.100.047 (Marital deduction, qualified domestic 
trust--Election--Other deductions taken for income tax purposes 
disallowed) and 2005 c 516 s 13;
	 (6) RCW 83.100.050 (Tax returns--Filing dates--Extensions) and 
2005 c 516 s 5, 1988 c 64 s 6, 1986 c 44 s 1, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 
s 83.100.050;
	 (7) RCW 83.100.060 (Date payment due--Extensions) and 2005 
c 516 s 6, 1988 c 64 s 7, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.060;
	 (8) RCW 83.100.070 (Interest on amount due--Penalty for late 
filing--Exceptions--Rules) and 2005 c 516 s 7, 2000 c 105 s 1, 1997 
c 136 s 1, 1996 c 149 s 13, 1988 c 64 s 8, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 
83.100.070;
	 (9) RCW 83.100.080 (Department to issue release) and 1988 c 
64 s 9, 1986 c 44 s 2, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.080;
	 (10) RCW 83.100.090 (Amended returns--Adjustments or final 
determinations) and 2005 c 516 s 8, 1988 c 64 s 10, & 1981 2nd 
ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.090;
	 (11) RCW 83.100.095 (Examination by department of returns, 
other information--Assessment of additional tax, interest) and 2005 
c 516 s 14;
	 (12) RCW 83.100.110 (Tax lien) and 2005 c 516 s 9, 1988 c 64 
s 11, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.110;
	 (13) RCW 83.100.120 (Liability for failure to pay tax before 
distribution or delivery) and 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.120;
	 (14) RCW 83.100.130 (Refund for overpayment--Requirements) 
and 2005 c 516 s 10, 1997 c 157 s 6, 1996 c 149 s 14, 1988 c 64 s 
12, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.130;
	 (15) RCW 83.100.140 (Criminal acts relating to tax returns) 
and 2005 c 516 s 11, 1988 c 64 s 13, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 

83.100.140;
	 (16) RCW 83.100.150 (Collection of tax--Findings filed in 
court) and 2005 c 516 s 12, 1988 c 64 s 14, & 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 
s 83.100.150;
	 (17) RCW 83.100.160 (Clerk to give notice of filings) and 1993 
c 413 s 1 & 1988 c 64 s 15;
	 (18) RCW 83.100.170 (Court order) and 1988 c 64 s 16;
	 (19) RCW 83.100.180 (Objections) and 1999 c 42 s 636 & 1988 
c 64 s 17;
	 (20) RCW 83.100.190 (Hearing by court) and 1988 c 64 s 18;
	 (21) RCW 83.100.200 (Administration--Rules) and 1988 c 64 s 
19;
	 (22) RCW 83.100.210 (Application of chapter 82.32 RCW--Clos-
ing agreements authorized) and 2005 c 516 s 15 & 1996 c 149 s 
18;
	 (23) RCW 83.100.220 (Deposit of funds into education legacy 
trust account) and 2005 c 516 s 16;
	 (24) RCW 83.100.900 (Repeals and saving) and 1981 2nd ex.s. 
c 7 s 83.100.160;
	 (25) RCW 83.100.901 (Section captions not part of law) and 
1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.170;
	 (26) RCW 83.100.902 (New chapter) and 1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 
83.100.180;
	 (27) RCW 83.100.903 (Effective date--1981 2nd ex.s. c 7) and 
1981 2nd ex.s. c 7 s 83.100.190;
	 (28) RCW 83.100.904 (Captions--1988 c 64) and 1988 c 64 s 
30; and
	 (29) RCW 83.100.905 (Severability--1988 c 64) and 1988 c 64 
s 31.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. This act applies to the estates of people 
who die on or after the effective date of this act.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. The provisions of this act are to be 
liberally construed to effectuate the intent and purpose of this act 
in favor of Washington state residents.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. If any provision of this act or its appli-
cation to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder 
of the act or the application of the provision to other persons or 
circumstances is not affected.

PLEASE NOTE

In the text of the measures, any language in double 
parentheses with a line through it is existing state 
law and will be taken out of the law if the measure is 
approved by voters. Any underlined language does 
not appear in current state law but will be added to the 
law if the measure is approved by voters.
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Complete Text of 
INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 933

	 AN ACT Relating to providing fairness in government regulation 
of property; adding new sections to chapter 64.40 RCW; adding a 
new section to chapter 36.70A RCW; and creating new sections.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF WASH-
INGTON:

INTENT TO REQUIRE FAIRNESS WHEN 
GOVERNMENT REGULATES PRIVATE PROPERTY

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. This act is intended to protect the use 
and value of private property while providing for a healthy environ-
ment and ensuring that government agencies do not damage the use 
or value of private property, except if necessary to prevent threats 
to human health and safety. The people also intend to recognize 
and promote the unique interests, knowledge, and abilities private 
property owners have to protect the environment and land. To 
this end, government agencies must consider whether voluntary 
cooperation of property owners will meet the legitimate interests 
of the government instead of inflexible regulation of property.
	 The people find that over the last decade governmental restric-
tions on the use of property have increased substantially, creating 
hardships for many, and destroying reasonable expectations of 
being able to make reasonable beneficial use of property. Article 
I, section 16 of the state Constitution requires that government not 
take or damage property without first paying just compensation to 
the property owner. The people find that government entities should 
provide compensation for damage to property as provided in this 
act, but should also first evaluate whether the government’s deci-
sion that causes damage is necessary and in the public interest.
	 The people find that eminent domain is an extraordinary power 
in the hands of government and potentially subject to misuse. 
When government threatens to take or takes private property under 
eminent domain, it should not take property which is unnecessary 
for public use or is primarily for private use, nor should it take 
property for a longer period of time than is necessary.
	 Responsible fiscal management and fundamental principles of 
good government require that government decision makers evaluate 
carefully the effect of their administrative, regulatory, and legisla-
tive actions on constitutionally protected rights in property. Agen-
cies should review their actions carefully to prevent unnecessary 
taking or damaging of private property. The purpose of this act is 
to assist governmental agencies in undertaking such reviews and 
in proposing, planning, and implementing actions with due regard 
for the constitutional protections of property and to reduce the risk 
of inadvertent burdens on the public in creating liability for the 
government or undue burdens on private parties.

FAIRNESS WHEN GOVERNMENT REGULATES 
PRIVATE PROPERTY BY REQUIRING 

CONSIDERATION
OF IMPACTS BEFORE TAKING ACTION

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. A new section is added to chapter 64.40 
RCW to read as follows:

	 (1) To avoid damaging the use or value of private property, prior 
to enacting or adopting any ordinance, regulation, or rule which 
may damage the use or value of private property, an agency must 
consider and document:
	 (a) The private property that will be affected by the action;
	 (b) The existence and extent of any legitimate governmental 
purpose for the action;
	 (c) The existence and extent of any nexus or link between any 
legitimate government interest and the action;
	 (d) The extent to which the regulation’s restrictions are pro-
portional to any impact of a particular property on any legitimate 
government interest, in light of the impact of other properties on 
the same governmental interests;
	 (e) The extent to which the action deprives property owners of 
economically viable uses of the property;
	 (f) The extent to which the action derogates or takes away a 
fundamental attribute of property ownership, including, but not 
limited to, the right to exclude others, to possess, to beneficial use, 
to enjoyment, or to dispose of property;
	 (g) The extent to which the action enhances or creates a publicly 
owned right in property;
	 (h) Estimated compensation that may need to be paid under this 
act; and
	 (i) Alternative means which are less restrictive on private property 
and which may accomplish the legitimate governmental purpose for 
the regulation, including, but not limited to, voluntary conservation 
or cooperative programs with willing property owners, or other 
nonregulatory actions.
	 (2) For purposes of this act, the following definitions apply:
	 (a) “Private property” includes all real and personal property 
interests protected by the fifth amendment to the United States 
Constitution or Article I, section 16 of the state Constitution owned 
by a nongovernmental entity, including, but not limited to, any 
interest in land, buildings, crops, livestock, and mineral and water 
rights.
	 (b) “Damaging the use or value” means to prohibit or restrict the 
use of private property to obtain benefit to the public the cost of 
which in all fairness and justice should be borne by the public as 
a whole, and includes, but is not limited to:
	 (i) Prohibiting or restricting any use or size, scope, or intensity 
of any use legally existing or permitted as of January 1, 1996;
	 (ii) Prohibiting the continued operation, maintenance, replace-
ment, or repair of existing tidegates, bulkheads, revetments, or other 
infrastructure reasonably necessary for the protection of the use or 
value of private property;
	 (iii) Prohibiting or restricting operations and maintenance of 
structures necessary for the operation of irrigation facilities, in-
cluding, but not limited to, diversions, operation structures, canals, 
drainage ditches, flumes, or delivery systems;
	 (iv) Prohibiting actions by a private property owner reasonably 
necessary to prevent or mitigate harm from fire, flooding, erosion, 
or other natural disasters or conditions that would impair the use 
or value of private property;
	 (v) Requiring a portion of property to be left in its natural state 
or without beneficial use to its owner, unless necessary to prevent 
immediate harm to human health and safety; or
	 (vi) Prohibiting maintenance or removal of trees or vegetation.
	 (c) “Damaging the use or value” does not include restrictions that 
apply equally to all property subject to the agency’s jurisdiction, 
including:
	 (i) Restricting the use of property when necessary to prevent an 
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Complete Text of 

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 933

immediate threat to human health and safety;
	 (ii) Requiring compliance with structural standards for buildings 
in building or fire codes to prevent harm from earthquakes, flood-
ing, fire, or other natural disasters;
	 (iii) Limiting the location or operation of sex offender housing 
or adult entertainment;
	 (iv) Requiring adherence to chemical use restrictions that have 
been adopted by the United States environmental protection 
agency;
	 (v) Requiring compliance with worker health and safety laws or 
regulations;
	 (vi) Requiring compliance with wage and hour laws;
	 (vii) Requiring compliance with dairy nutrient management 
restrictions or regulations in chapter 90.64 RCW; or
	 (viii) Requiring compliance with local ordinances establishing 
setbacks from property lines, provided the setbacks were estab-
lished prior to January 1, 1996.
	 This subsection (2)(c) shall be construed narrowly to effectuate 
the purposes of this act.
	 (d) “Compensation” means remuneration equal to the amount 
the fair market value of the affected property has been decreased 
by the application or enforcement of the ordinance, regulation, or 
rule. To the extent any action requires any portion of property to 
be left in its natural state or without beneficial use by its owner, 
“compensation” means the fair market value of that portion of 
property required to be left in its natural state or without beneficial 
use. “Compensation” also includes any costs and attorneys’ fees 
reasonably incurred by the property owner in seeking to enforce 
this act.

FAIRNESS WHEN GOVERNMENT DIRECTLY
REGULATES PRIVATE PROPERTY

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. A new section is added to chapter 64.40 
RCW to read as follows:
	 An agency that decides to enforce or apply any ordinance, regula-
tion, or rule to private property that would result in damaging the 
use or value of private property shall first pay the property owner 
compensation as defined in section 2 of this act. This section shall 
not be construed to limit agencies’ ability to waive, or issue vari-
ances from, other legal requirements. An agency that chooses not to 
take action which will damage the use or value of private property 
is not liable for paying remuneration under this section.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. A new section is added to chapter 64.40 
RCW to read as follows:
	 An agency may not charge any fee for considering whether to 
waive or grant a variance from an ordinance, regulation, or rule in 
order to avoid responsibility for paying compensation as provided 
in section 3 of this act.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. A new section is added to chapter 
36.70A RCW to read as follows:
	 Development regulations adopted under this chapter shall not 
prohibit uses legally existing on any parcel prior to their adoption. 

Complete Text of 

INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 937

	 AN ACT Relating to requirements for new energy resources; add-
ing a new chapter to Title 19 RCW; and prescribing penalties.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF WASH-
INGTON:

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. INTENT. This chapter concerns require-
ments for new energy resources. This chapter requires large utilities 
to obtain fifteen percent of their electricity from new renewable 
resources such as solar and wind by 2020 and undertake cost-
effective energy conservation.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. DECLARATION OF POLICY. Increas-
ing energy conservation and the use of appropriately sited renew-
able energy facilities builds on the strong foundation of low-cost 
renewable hydroelectric generation in Washington state and will 
promote energy independence in the state and the Pacific Northwest 
region. Making the most of our plentiful local resources will stabi-
lize electricity prices for Washington residents, provide economic 
benefits for Washington counties and farmers, create high-quality 
jobs in Washington, provide opportunities for training apprentice 
workers in the renewable energy field, protect clean air and water, 
and position Washington state as a national leader in clean energy 
technologies.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. DEFINITIONS. The definitions in this 
section apply throughout this chapter unless the context clearly 
requires otherwise.

Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to authorize an interfer-
ence with the duties in chapter 64.40 RCW.

MISCELLANEOUS

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. The provisions of this act are to be 
liberally construed to effectuate the intent, policies, and purpose 
of this act to protect private property owners.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. Nothing in this act shall diminish any 
other remedy provided under the United States Constitution or state 
Constitution, or federal or state law, and this act is not intended to 
modify or replace any such remedy.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 8. Subheadings used in this act are not 
any part of the law.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. If any provision of this act or its appli-
cation to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder 
of the act or the application of the provision to other persons or 
circumstances is not affected.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. This act shall be known as the property 
fairness act.

(continued)
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Complete Text of 
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	 (1) “Attorney general” means the Washington state office of the 
attorney general.
	 (2) “Auditor” means: (a) The Washington state auditor’s office 
or its designee for qualifying utilities under its jurisdiction that are 
not investor-owned utilities; or (b) an independent auditor selected 
by a qualifying utility that is not under the jurisdiction of the state 
auditor and is not an investor-owned utility.
	 (3) “Commission” means the Washington state utilities and 
transportation commission.
	 (4) “Conservation” means any reduction in electric power con-
sumption resulting from increases in the efficiency of energy use, 
production, or distribution.
	 (5) “Cost-effective” has the same meaning as defined in RCW 
80.52.030.
	 (6) “Council” means the Washington state apprenticeship and 
training council within the department of labor and industries.
	 (7) “Customer” means a person or entity that purchases electricity 
for ultimate consumption and not for resale. 
	 (8) “Department” means the department of community, trade, 
and economic development or its successor.
	 (9) “Distributed generation” means an eligible renewable re-
source where the generation facility or any integrated cluster of 
such facilities has a generating capacity of not more than five 
megawatts.
	 (10) “Eligible renewable resource” means:
	 (a) Electricity from a generation facility powered by a renewable 
resource other than fresh water that commences operation after 
March 31, 1999, where: (i) The facility is located in the Pacific 
Northwest; or (ii) the electricity from the facility is delivered into 
Washington state on a real-time basis without shaping, storage, or 
integration services; or
	 (b) Incremental electricity produced as a result of efficiency 
improvements completed after March 31, 1999, to hydroelectric 
generation projects owned by a qualifying utility and located in the 
Pacific Northwest or to hydroelectric generation in irrigation pipes 
and canals located in the Pacific Northwest, where the additional 
generation in either case does not result in new water diversions 
or impoundments.
	 (11) “Investor owned utility” has the same meaning as defined 
in RCW 19.29A.010.
	 (12) “Load” means the amount of kilowatt-hours of electricity 
delivered in the most recently completed year by a qualifying utility 
to its Washington retail customers.
	 (13) “Nonpower attributes” means all environmentally related 
characteristics, exclusive of energy, capacity reliability, and other 
electrical power service attributes, that are associated with the 
generation of electricity from a renewable resource, including but 
not limited to the facility’s fuel type, geographic location, vintage, 
qualification as an eligible renewable resource, and avoided emis-
sions of pollutants to the air, soil, or water, and avoided emissions 
of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases.
	 (14) “Pacific Northwest” has the same meaning as defined for 
the Bonneville power administration in section 3 of the Pacific 
Northwest electric power planning and conservation act (94 Stat. 
2698; 16 U.S.C. Sec. 839a).

	 (15) “Public facility” has the same meaning as defined in RCW 
39.35C.010.
	 (16) “Qualifying utility” means an electric utility, as the term 
“electric utility” is defined in RCW 19.29A.010, that serves more 
than twenty-five thousand customers in the state of Washington. 
The number of customers served may be based on data reported 
by a utility in form 861, “annual electric utility report,” filed with 
the energy information administration, United States department 
of energy.
   (17) “Renewable energy credit” means a tradable certificate of 
proof of at least one megawatt-hour of an eligible renewable re-
source where the generation facility is not powered by fresh water, 
the certificate includes all of the nonpower attributes associated 
with that one megawatt-hour of electricity, and the certificate is 
verified by a renewable energy credit tracking system selected by 
the department.
	 (18) “Renewable resource” means: (a) Water; (b) wind; (c) solar 
energy; (d) geothermal energy; (e) landfill gas; (f) wave, ocean, or 
tidal power; (g) gas from sewage treatment facilities; (h) biodiesel 
fuel as defined in RCW 82.29A.135 that is not derived from crops 
raised on land cleared from old growth or first-growth forests where 
the clearing occurred after the effective date of this section; and (i) 
biomass energy based on animal waste or solid organic fuels from 
wood, forest, or field residues, or dedicated energy crops that do 
not include (i) wood pieces that have been treated with chemical 
preservatives such as creosote, pentachlorophenol, or copper-
chrome-arsenic; (ii) black liquor byproduct from paper production; 
(iii) wood from old growth forests; or (iv) municipal solid waste.
	 (19) “Rule” means rules adopted by an agency or other entity of 
Washington state government to carry out the intent and purposes 
of this chapter.
	 (20) “Year” means the twelve-month period commencing January 
1st and ending December 31st.
 
	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. ENERGY CONSERVATION AND 
RENEWABLE ENERGY TARGETS. (1) Each qualifying utility 
shall pursue all available conservation that is cost-effective, reli-
able, and feasible.
	 (a) By January 1, 2010, using methodologies consistent with 
those used by the Pacific Northwest electric power and conserva-
tion planning council in its most recently published regional power 
plan, each qualifying utility shall identify its achievable cost-
effective conservation potential through 2019. At least every two 
years thereafter, the qualifying utility shall review and update this 
assessment for the subsequent ten-year period.
	 (b) Beginning January 2010, each qualifying utility shall estab-
lish and make publicly available a biennial acquisition target for 
cost-effective conservation consistent with its identification of 
achievable opportunities in (a) of this subsection, and meet that 
target during the subsequent two-year period. At a minimum, each 
biennial target must be no lower than the qualifying utility’s pro 
rata share for that two-year period of its cost-effective conservation 
potential for the subsequent ten-year period.
	 (c) In meeting its conservation targets, a qualifying utility may 
count high-efficiency cogeneration owned and used by a retail 
electric customer to meet its own needs. High-efficiency cogenera-
tion is the sequential production of electricity and useful thermal 
energy from a common fuel source, where, under normal operating 
conditions, the facility has a useful thermal energy output of no less 
than thirty-three percent of the total energy output. The reduction in 
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cofiring commenced after March 31, 1999, the unit shall be consid-
ered to produce eligible renewable resources in direct proportion to 
the percentage of the total heat value represented by the heat value 
of the renewable resources.
	 (h)(i) A qualifying utility that acquires an eligible renewable 
resource or renewable energy credit may count that acquisition at 
one and two-tenths times its base value:
	 (A) Where the eligible renewable resource comes from a facility 
that commenced operation after December 31, 2005; and
	 (B) Where the developer of the facility used apprenticeship 
programs approved by the council during facility construction.
	 (ii) The council shall establish minimum levels of labor hours to 
be met through apprenticeship programs to qualify for this extra 
credit.
	 (i) A qualifying utility shall be considered in compliance with 
an annual target in (a) of this subsection if events beyond the rea-
sonable control of the utility that could not have been reasonably 
anticipated or ameliorated prevented it from meeting the renew-
able energy target. Such events include weather-related damage, 
mechanical failure, strikes, lockouts, and actions of a governmental 
authority that adversely affect the generation, transmission, or 
distribution of an eligible renewable resource under contract to a 
qualifying utility.
	 (3) Utilities that become qualifying utilities after December 31, 
2006, shall meet the requirements in this section on a time frame 
comparable in length to that provided for qualifying utilities as of 
the effective date of this section.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. RESOURCE COSTS. (1)(a) A qualify-
ing utility shall be considered in compliance with an annual target 
created in section 4(2) of this act for a given year if the utility 
invested four percent of its total annual retail revenue requirement 
on the incremental costs of eligible renewable resources, the cost 
of renewable energy credits, or a combination of both, but a utility 
may elect to invest more than this amount.
	 (b) The incremental cost of an eligible renewable resource is 
calculated as the difference between the levelized delivered cost of 
the eligible renewable resource, regardless of ownership, compared 
to the levelized delivered cost of an equivalent amount of reason-
ably available substitute resources that do not qualify as eligible 
renewable resources, where the resources being compared have 
the same contract length or facility life.
	 (2) An investor-owned utility is entitled to recover all prudently 
incurred costs associated with compliance with this chapter. The 
commission shall address cost recovery issues of qualifying utilities 
that are investor-owned utilities that serve both in Washington and 
in other states in complying with this chapter.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. ACCOUNTABILITY AND ENFORCE-
MENT. (1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section, 
a qualifying utility that fails to comply with the energy conserva-
tion or renewable energy targets established in section 4 of this 
act shall pay an administrative penalty to the state of Washington 
in the amount of fifty dollars for each megawatt-hour of shortfall. 
Beginning in 2007, this penalty shall be adjusted annually accord-
ing to the rate of change of the inflation indicator, gross domestic 
product-implicit price deflator, as published by the bureau of 
economic analysis of the United States department of commerce 
or its successor.
	 (2) A qualifying utility that does not meet an annual renewable 
energy target established in section 4(2) of this act is exempt from 

load due to high-efficiency cogeneration shall be: (i) Calculated as 
the ratio of the fuel chargeable to power heat rate of the cogenera-
tion facility compared to the heat rate on a new and clean basis of 
a best-commercially available technology combined-cycle natural 
gas-fired combustion turbine; and (ii) counted towards meeting the 
biennial conservation target in the same manner as other conserva-
tion savings.
   (d) The commission may determine if a conservation program 
implemented by an investor-owned utility is cost-effective based 
on the commission’s policies and practice.
   (e) The commission may rely on its standard practice for review 
and approval of investor-owned utility conservation targets.
	 (2)(a) Each qualifying utility shall use eligible renewable 
resources or acquire equivalent renewable energy credits, or a 
combination of both, to meet the following annual targets:
	 (i) At least three percent of its load by January 1, 2012, and each 
year thereafter through December 31, 2015;
	 (ii) At least nine percent of its load by January 1, 2016, and each 
year thereafter through December 31, 2019; and
	 (iii) At least fifteen percent of its load by January 1, 2020, and 
each year thereafter.
	 (b) A qualifying utility may count distributed generation at 
double the facility’s electrical output if the utility: (i) Owns or has 
contracted for the distributed generation and the associated renew-
able energy credits; or (ii) has contracted to purchase the associated 
renewable energy credits.
	 (c) In meeting the annual targets in (a) of this subsection, a quali-
fying utility shall calculate its annual load based on the average of 
the utility’s load for the previous two years.
	 (d) A qualifying utility shall be considered in compliance with an 
annual target in (a) of this subsection if: (i) The utility’s weather-
adjusted load for the previous three years on average did not 
increase over that time period; (ii) after the effective date of this 
section, the utility did not commence or renew ownership or incre-
mental purchases of electricity from resources other than renewable 
resources other than on a daily spot price basis and the electricity 
is not offset by equivalent renewable energy credits; and (iii) the 
utility invested at least one percent of its total annual retail revenue 
requirement that year on eligible renewable resources, renewable 
energy credits, or a combination of both.
	 (e) The requirements of this section may be met for any given 
year with renewable energy credits produced during that year, the 
preceding year, or the subsequent year. Each renewable energy 
credit may be used only once to meet the requirements of this sec-
tion.
	 (f) In complying with the targets established in (a) of this subsec-
tion, a qualifying utility may not count:
	 (i) Eligible renewable resources or distributed generation where 
the associated renewable energy credits are owned by a separate 
entity; or
	 (ii) Eligible renewable resources or renewable energy credits 
obtained for and used in an optional pricing program such as the 
program established in RCW 19.29A.090.
	 (g) Where fossil and combustible renewable resources are cofired 
in one generating unit located in the Pacific Northwest where the 
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the administrative penalty in subsection (1) of this section for that 
year if the commission for investor-owned utilities or the auditor 
for all other qualifying utilities determines that the utility complied 
with section 4(2) (d) or (i) or 5(1) of this act.
	 (3) A qualifying utility must notify its retail electric customers in 
published form within three months of incurring a penalty regarding 
the size of the penalty and the reason it was incurred.
	 (4) The commission shall determine if an investor-owned utility 
may recover the cost of this administrative penalty in electric rates, 
and may consider providing positive incentives for an investor-
owned utility to exceed the targets established in section 4 of this 
act.
	 (5) Administrative penalties collected under this chapter shall 
be deposited into the energy independence act special account 
which is hereby created. All receipts from administrative penalties 
collected under this chapter must be deposited into the account. 
Expenditures from the account may be used only for the purchase 
of renewable energy credits or for energy conservation projects at 
public facilities, local government facilities, community colleges, 
or state universities. The state shall own and retire any renewable 
energy credits purchased using moneys from the account. Only the 
director of general administration or the director’s designee may 
authorize expenditures from the account. The account is subject to 
allotment procedures under chapter 43.88 RCW, but an appropria-
tion is not required for expenditures.
	 (6) For a qualifying utility that is an investor-owned utility, the 
commission shall determine compliance with the provisions of 
this chapter and assess penalties for noncompliance as provided 
in subsection (1) of this section.
	 (7) For qualifying utilities that are not investor-owned utilities, 
the auditor is responsible for auditing compliance with this chapter 
and rules adopted under this chapter that apply to those utilities and 
the attorney general is responsible for enforcing that compliance.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. REPORTING AND PUBLIC DISCLO-
SURE. (1) On or before June 1, 2012, and annually thereafter, each 
qualifying utility shall report to the department on its progress in 
the preceding year in meeting the targets established in section 4 
of this act, including expected electricity savings from the biennial 
conservation target, expenditures on conservation, actual electricity 
savings results, the utility’s annual load for the prior two years, the 
amount of megawatt-hours needed to meet the annual renewable 
energy target, the amount of megawatt-hours of each type of eligible 
renewable resource acquired, the type and amount of renewable 
energy credits acquired, and the percent of its total annual retail 
revenue requirement invested in the incremental cost of eligible 
renewable resources and the cost of renewable energy credits. For 
each year that a qualifying utility elects to demonstrate alternative 
compliance under section 4(2) (d) or (i) or 5(1) of this act, it must 
include in its annual report relevant data to demonstrate that it 
met the criteria in that section. A qualifying utility may submit its 
report to the department in conjunction with its annual obligations 
in chapter 19.29A RCW.
	 (2) A qualifying utility that is an investor-owned utility shall also 
report all information required in subsection (1) of this section to 

the commission, and all other qualifying utilities shall also make 
all information required in subsection (1) of this section available 
to the auditor.
	 (3) A qualifying utility shall also make reports required in this 
section available to its customers.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 8. RULE MAKING. (1) The commission 
may adopt rules to ensure the proper implementation and enforce-
ment of this chapter as it applies to investor-owned utilities.
	 (2) The department shall adopt rules concerning only process, 
timelines, and documentation to ensure the proper implementa-
tion of this chapter as it applies to qualifying utilities that are not 
investor-owned utilities. Those rules include, but are not limited 
to, rules associated with a qualifying utility’s development of 
conservation targets under section 4(1) of this act; a qualifying 
utility’s decision to pursue alternative compliance in section 4(2) 
(d) or (i) or 5(1) of this act; and the format and content of reports 
required in section 7 of this act. Nothing in this subsection may be 
construed to restrict the rate-making authority of the commission 
or a qualifying utility as otherwise provided by law.
	 (3) The commission and department may coordinate in develop-
ing rules related to process, timelines, and documentation that are 
necessary for implementation of this chapter.
	 (4) Pursuant to the administrative procedure act, chapter 34.05 
RCW, rules needed for the implementation of this chapter must 
be adopted by December 31, 2007. These rules may be revised as 
needed to carry out the intent and purposes of this chapter.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. CONSTRUCTION. The provisions of 
this chapter are to be liberally construed to effectuate the intent, 
policies, and purposes of this chapter.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. SEVERABILITY. If any provision 
of this act or its application to any person or circumstance is held 
invalid, the remainder of the act or the application of the provision 
to other persons or circumstances is not affected.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 11. SHORT TITLE. This chapter may be 
known and cited as the energy independence act.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 12. CAPTIONS NOT LAW. Captions 
used in this chapter are not any part of the law.

	 NEW SECTION. Sec. 13. Sections 1 through 12 of this act 
constitute a new chapter in Title 19 RCW.
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	 BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, IN 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION ASSEMBLED:
	 THAT, At the next general election to be held in this state the 
secretary of state shall submit to the qualified voters of the state 
for their approval and ratification, or rejection, an amendment to 
Article VII, section 1 of the Constitution of the state of Washington 
to read as follows:
	 Article VII, section 1. The power of taxation shall never be sus-
pended, surrendered or contracted away. All taxes shall be uniform 
upon the same class of property within the territorial limits of the 
authority levying the tax and shall be levied and collected for public 
purposes only. The word “property” as used herein shall mean and 
include everything, whether tangible or intangible, subject to own-
ership. All real estate shall constitute one class: Provided, That the 
legislature may tax mines and mineral resources and lands devoted 
to reforestation by either a yield tax or an ad valorem tax at such 
rate as it may fix, or by both. Such property as the legislature may 
by general laws provide shall be exempt from taxation. Property of 
the United States and of the state, counties, school districts and other 
municipal corporations, and credits secured by property actually 
taxed in this state, not exceeding in value the value of such property, 
shall be exempt from taxation. The legislature shall have power, by 
appropriate legislation, to exempt personal property to the amount 
of ((three)) fifteen thousand ((($3,000.00))) ($15,000.00) dollars 
for each head of a family liable to assessment and taxation under 
the provisions of the laws of this state of which the individual is 
the actual bona fide owner.
	 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall 
cause notice of this constitutional amendment to be published at 
least four times during the four weeks next preceding the election 
in every legal newspaper in the state.
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Maria Cantwell	 Democrat

(Page 1 of 3)

Cantwell 2006	 Telephone: 206.217.2006
PO Box 12740	 E-mail: info@cantwell.com
Seattle, WA 98111	 Website: www.cantwell.com

	 Every day I’m working hard to put Washington first — keeping costs down for energy, health care, and 
education. I succeeded in toughening our privacy laws.
	 America needs a strong foreign policy, but it’s time for other countries, like Iraq, to provide their own security. 
U.S. troops should start coming home this year.

	 I helped build a Washington company and I know good-paying jobs require investments in education, job training, and new technologies. 
I have worked to open up more markets to our agricultural products.
	 With the help of federal financial aid, I was the first in my family to graduate from college. I know many families need help paying for 
the dream of a college education.
	 I stood up to Republicans and big oil companies to stop increased supertanker traffic in Puget Sound, fought and beat Enron when 
they tried to charge Washingtonians millions for energy they never delivered, and when President Bush tried to increase our energy rates 
almost forty percent, I joined with others and blocked the increase.
	 I’m fighting for our seniors by working to require drug companies to sell drugs at lower costs for Americans, stopping efforts to 
privatize Social Security and working for a better Medicare benefit that delivers real, affordable prescription drug coverage.
	 I passed a law to reduce our dependence on foreign oil by increasing our use of domestic biofuels. Just as with the aerospace and 
software industries, Washington can lead the way and get America off of fossil fuels, relying on our farmers and our domestic refiners.
	 I’m working to preserve our quality of life and stand up for our Northwest values. For me, the people of Washington state come first. 
To learn more, please visit www.cantwell.com . I hope I can count on your vote.
	

Mike McGavick	 Republican
Friends for Mike McGavick	 Telephone: 206.838.7479
PO Box 9247	 E-mail: info@mikemcgavick.com
Seattle, WA 98109	 Website: www.mikemcgavick.com

	 	 “The U.S. Senate is broken. They spend their time bickering, pointing fingers and fighting about who deserves 
credit for what little they accomplish. Their focus is on getting re-elected, not on solving the real problems 
facing our families and communities. Nothing will change if we just send the same people back to Washington, 
D.C. The Senate needs new leaders who will actually solve problems.” – Mike McGavick

	 Mike McGavick is exactly the proven problem solver we need. Born and raised in Washington, Mike is a father, husband and business 
leader. Mike worked in the Senate at a time when it actually produced results. As the CEO of Safeco, Mike brought people together 
and through hard work and personal responsibility, led Safeco back from the brink of bankruptcy, saving thousands of Northwest jobs. 
Mike’s decisive leadership will produce results.
	 Deficit Spending. Out of control federal spending hurts every American. A consistent vote for higher taxes, the incumbent voted for 
more spending than any other Senator in the 108th Congress. Mike has a record of delivering better services more efficiently. He will 
make the hard choices to stop deficit spending.
	 Terrorism. America is still vulnerable to terrorist attack and the Senate has not done enough to protect us. Mike will vote to adopt the 
full set of 9/11 Commission recommendations for a safer America.
	 Border Security. Unsecured borders threaten our communities but the Senate doesn’t act. We must secure our borders while providing 
for an adequate workforce.
	 While the Senate is gridlocked by partisanship, our problems get worse. They have closed their minds and hearts. But it hasn’t always 
been this way. It’s time to send back a voice of Northwest common sense and civility, Mike McGavick, to focus again on solving the real 
problems facing our families and communities.
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Bruce Guthrie	 Libertarian
Guthrie for Senate	 Telephone: 206.902.7735
PMB 2263, 10002 Aurora Avenue N. #36	 E-mail: campaign@bruceguthrie.com
Seattle, WA 98133	 Website: www.BruceGuthrie.com

	 A Vision for America. I have a vision of a free and peaceful America that respects the rights of everyone. For 
years, the bi-partisan leadership in DC has taken us farther away from that vision. It’s time for new leadership 
and a fresh approach to politics. I’m committed to restoring the great American promise for this generation 
– and those to come.

	 A Policy of Peace. Americans are peace-loving people. Yet American military policy has jeopardized our peaceful relations with 
the rest of the world. We must begin the immediate, safe withdrawal of our troops from Iraq. We must reduce permanent US troop 
deployment around the globe. We must ensure that we have the best defensive military in the world by keeping it all-volunteer and 
treating our service members with dignity and respect.
	 A Culture of Freedom. America was founded on the understanding that society flourishes when individuals are free. Yet the current 
administration demonstrates a complete disregard for this basic principle. We must stop treating innocent Americans like criminals and 
end domestic spying programs. We must legally recognize an individual right to medical freedom. We must ensure that all individuals 
are given equal protection under the law.
	 A Legacy of Hope. I want to create a better world for our children and grandchildren while honoring those who sacrificed so much 
for our sake. We must protect future generations from runaway spending and reduce the deficit. We must reallocate resources to honor 
our obligations to seniors and veterans. We must restore faith in our democracy by ensuring fair and open elections, investigating and 
prosecuting corruption, and restoring the Constitutional checks and balances to our system.
	 Vote Your Values. If you share my vision of a free and peaceful America, I would be grateful for your support and your vote.

Robin Adair	 Independent Candidate
Committee for Robin Adair U.S. Senate	 Fax: 206.527.5233
PO Box 55698	 E-mail: publius102@msn.com
Seattle, WA 98155	 Website: robinadairsenate.com

	 What is happening in Washington, DC is frightening. Party candidates will “follow” Parties which don’t 
know what is wrong. I am an independent: I have 40 years of community work, a family raised, and a degree 
in Political Philosophy and Economics at Claremont under Milton Friedman’s Chicago Group friend, Martin 
Diamond.

	 The economy is the most critical election issue!!
	 • The Economy: a hidden river of money: The Sub-Economy. Moving more money than Economy itself. Not measured. Paying 
few taxes. Unrecognized, totally man made (no plagues, asteroids…). Created by “bad” laws passed in Congress + Power to Tax = 
“imbalances.” [“imbalances” = “monopoly profits”; 2/3 government] Money in Circulation is money belonging to people and businesses: 
the “sucking noise” of money (Perot) is impoverishing Americans regressively. So much money removed that it has halted economic 
growth and created a “flat” economy. Money moves into less and less use = terrible inflation. More money is pumped from Circulation 
than goes in threatening implosion (“crash”). Much is dumped into Investments “glutting” markets, driving down earnings. And driving 
American investors “global,” with trade deficits and America “abandoned.” I have begun to write law to reverse the Sub-Economy: 
(1) Endowment Fund – making Social Security Profitable in seventeen years; using committed money (2) “People’s Insurance” (chartered 
stock companies) creating alternative parallel insurance offering cheap and full coverage; requiring “new” tools: spread risk, actuarial 
tables, assigned risk, and premium funds. Good Law!
	 • Iraq: strategic positioning. Congress: “mismanaged money.” Military Benefits: Priority.
	 • Privacy: Neither government nor business belong in our private lives.
	 • The Constitution it will take decades to restore.
	 • Global Weather earth into Ice Age 8000 years ago: didn’t get cold; no Ice Sheets. (Sci. Am. magazine 3.05). Aquifers didn’t fill: 
Drought Is Our Big Problem, and earth’s inability to “sweat” and cool itself.
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Aaron Dixon	 Green

(Page 3 of 3)

Aaron Dixon for U.S. Senate	 Telephone: 206.214.5178
PO Box 30046	 E-mail: candidate@dixon4senate.com
Seattle, WA 98113-0046	 Website: www.dixon4senate.com

	 We’ve had enough of the politics of failure.
	 We need to end the catastrophic wars in Iraq and around the world. Our continued military occupation 
provokes more violence and instability, costing lives and bringing grief to families here and in Iraq. This war 
costs $100,000 per minute—money that should be going to our health care, schools, neighborhoods, renewable 

energy and deteriorating infrastructure. I say bring the troops home now.
	 Trade agreements like NAFTA undermine industries and farms here, and decimate economies abroad. I will only support trade 
agreements that protect workers and the environment, and end welfare for wealthy corporations. I will fight for the rights of working 
people, native-born and immigrant alike.
	 Democrats and Republicans have surrendered to the politics of fear, twice passing a Patriot Act that has trampled our civil liberties. 
I will fight to repeal such legislation, and defend our Bill of Rights.
	 I’ll work for universal health care, affordable housing, living wage jobs, and comprehensive educational reform in our schools. I’ll be 
a leader on solving disastrous climate change. I’ll work to build the movements supporting a woman’s right to choose, marriage equality, 
and racial justice.
	 At 13, I marched with Martin Luther King, and later co-founded the Seattle Black Panther Party, which pioneered free breakfast 
programs, food banks, health and legal clinics. I’ve spent years working for nonprofits in our communities and, in 2002, founded Central 
House to work with disadvantaged youth. It is this legacy that I will bring to the U.S. Senate as the candidate of the Green Party of 
Washington State—a positive alternative to the corporate two-party system.
	 Out of War…and Into Our Communities.
	 Endorsed by Seattle School Board Directors Brita Butler-Wall and Sally Soriano, Olympia City Councilman T.J. Johnson and Garfield 
High School PTSA President Amy Hagopian.
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United States Representative
Fourth Congressional District 4

Richard Wright	 Democrat
Committee to Elect Richard Wright	 Telephone: 509.735.2490
2634 W. Bruneau Place	 E-mail: richard@wright06.com
Kennewick, WA 99336	 Website: www.wright06.com

	 I’m running for Congress because I am committed to serving the people of this district and building a stronger, 
brighter future for America. The values that guide me are honesty, hard work, and faith.
	 Born and raised in Pasco, I have lived in Central Washington all my life. Growing up I worked on the railroad, 
in potato sheds and orchards. My wife, Marilyn, and I have been married thirty years; we have six wonderful 

children. I believe in the sanctity of life and family.
	 My physical therapy practice started with one clinic in Moses Lake and has grown to twelve clinics in three states. I will bring a much 
needed twenty four years of small business and healthcare experience to Congress.
	 My top priority is to fight for affordable healthcare for all Americans, including fair Medicare drug coverage for our seniors and 
healthcare for our veterans to whom we owe so much.
	 Too many representatives in Congress cater only to lobbyists and big corporations; our elected officials forget who they represent. 
Special interest money will never buy my vote. I will always put the families and farmers of the 4th District first.
	 Economic security, family-wage jobs, and excellence in education must become realities. Through fiscal responsibility we can build a 
stronger economy.
	 The challenges our nation faces demand that we work together. Corruption and extreme partisanship keep our government in gridlock. 
I will work everyday to restore cooperation, commonsense, ethics, and moral leadership to DC. I will reach across party lines to find 
common ground and will make decisions that serve you.
	 I am committed to these principles: True national security, including a clear strategy for Iraq; A stronger U.S. economy; Affordable 
healthcare for all.
	 It’s time for change. Stand with me. I ask for your vote!

Doc Hastings	 Republican
Friends of Doc Hastings	 Telephone: 509.736.1510
PO Box 2926	 E-mail: doc@dochastings.com	
Pasco, WA 99302	 Website: www.dochastings.com

	 It has been my honor and privilege to serve as your voice and advocate in the other Washington, working to 
restore common sense to policies that impact our lives and communities.
	 I’m proud of my record and of what we — working together — have been able to accomplish for Central 
Washington.

	 From working to protect agriculture, our natural resources and our way of life, to improving the quality of our schools and increasing 
access to affordable health care, there is no question our hard work is paying off. But there is still much to do.
	 We must protect our nation from terrorist threats, secure our borders and stop illegal immigration.
	 We must open new markets abroad, level the playing field for our farmers, and continue the research and other programs that give 
Central Washington farmers the tools they need to succeed.
	 We must continue policies that are creating jobs and growing our economy — which includes lowering the heavy tax burden on 
workers, families, and job-creating businesses.
	 We must ensure those who call Central Washington home have a meaningful role in managing our natural resources and low-cost 
power supply — so judges aren’t controlling our rivers and threatening our dams.
	 We must ensure our hospitals, doctors and health centers have the resources they need to provide hometown health care.
	 We must protect the future of Social Security and Medicare so today’s seniors and tomorrow’s retirees will have access to the health 
care and prescription drugs they need.
	 Your support has given me the opportunity to take the common sense values you and I share back to our Nation’s Capital. I’m asking 
for your vote so we can build upon the work we’ve started to ensure our children and grandchildren have the opportunity to enjoy a 
secure and prosperous future.
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5
Peter J. Goldmark	 Democrat
Goldmark for Congress	 Telephone: 509.838.4888
PO Box 1512	 E-mail: info@votepetergoldmark.com
Spokane, WA 99210	 Website: www.votepetergoldmark.com
	 Peter Goldmark is a second-generation Okanogan rancher and small businessman. He is a father of five who 
has served as a WSU regent, school board member and Director of Agriculture.
	 Peter is running for Congress because politicians in Washington, DC don’t share our values. Peter will fight 
the special interests and deliver results for our families.

	 Peter will Take Care of our Armed Forces
	 Congress cut $1.8 billion in health care and veterans benefits—while giving themselves a raise. Peter supports our troops and honors 
those who sacrifice for our country. He will fight to restore benefits, increase military pay, and demand full body armor for our troops.
	 Peter will Protect Social Security
	 President Bush’s risky Social Security plan grabs 2 trillion dollars from Social Security, jeopardizing critical help for seniors. Peter 
knows we can’t afford to replace a guaranteed benefit with a guaranteed gamble.
	 Peter will Expand Affordable Health Care
	 As a rancher and businessman Peter works hard to provide healthcare for his employees and family. Peter will fight for families 
struggling to pay skyrocketing health care bills. Peter will take on the big drug and insurance companies to negotiate lower costs.
	 Peter will Secure Our Borders and Our Workforce
	 Peter supports Senator McCain’s comprehensive immigration reform. He’ll secure our borders and deal realistically with immigrants 
already working here.
	 Peter will Boost Our Economy
	 Peter will create jobs through growth in high tech, alternative energy, and biomedical research. He’ll increase farm program support 
and give farmers an energy credit.
	 Peter will Take on Big Oil to Lower Our Gas Prices
	 Congress has given billions to oil companies making record profits—while we pay record gas prices. Peter will stop unfair giveaways 
and impose stiff penalties for price gouging. He supports alternative energy production.
	 Peter Goldmark: Real Experience…Real Change.

Cathy McMorris	 Republican
Cathy McMorris for Congress	 Telephone: 509.624.1199
PO Box 137	 E-mail: cathy@cathyforcongress.com
Spokane, WA 99210	 Website: cathyforcongress.com

	 Cathy McMorris understands that Eastern Washington is a special place. Her ancestors came to this region by 
wagon train and for five generations worked the land.
	 Since being elected to Congress in 2004, Cathy has worked in a bi-partisan fashion on issues important to 
Eastern Washington: creating jobs and growing our economy; improving access to quality, affordable health 

care; and keeping our communities and nation safe.
	 She has promoted economic growth by supporting lower taxes and less regulation and by funding key transportation projects and 
broadband to connect Eastern Washington. Recognizing the need for a well-trained workforce, Cathy sponsored and passed a bipartisan 
amendment to enhance American competitiveness in math and science education. To address our region’s health care needs, she 
introduced bi-partisan Health IT legislation and sponsored legislation to increase health care access in rural areas. And she has worked 
to save the dams and ensure an affordable, domestic energy supply.
	 Cathy serves on the Armed Services Committee where she focuses on protecting and expanding the mission at Fairchild AFB and 
protecting the veterans’ hospitals in Spokane and Walla Walla.
	 Cathy grew up working on the family farm and she understands what it takes to keep Eastern Washington’s billion dollar agriculture 
economy growing. In her first term in Congress, she co-sponsored emergency disaster assistance legislation, held Farm Forums to seek 
input for the 2007 Farm Bill, and voted to update and reform the Endangered Species Act.
	 Prior to coming to Congress, McMorris spent a decade in the Washington State House of Representatives. She served as Republican 
Leader and Chair of the Commerce and Labor Committee where she focused on competitiveness issues.
	 Cathy is married to Brian Rodgers. She earned a B.A. in Pre-Law from Pensacola Christian College and an executive MBA from the 
University of Washington.
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Jerome Delvin	 Republican
Committee to Elect Jerome Delvin	 Telephone: 509.943.0515
PO Box 1113	 E-mail: Jerome@owt.com
Richland, WA 99352	 Website: www.jeromedelvin.com
	 Senator Jerome Delvin uses his experience and proven leadership abilities to best serve our community. 
Jerome represented our district as a State Representative for ten years. During that time he served as Assistant 
Republican Floor Leader, Assistant Majority Floor Leader, Chairperson on the Juvenile Justice committee 
and Vice-chair on Law and Justice. Other committee assignments included Higher Education, Agriculture and 
Ecology, and Telecommunications, Technology and Energy.

	 Jerome was appointed to his current senate seat in May 2004, winning the senate election later that year. His Senate committees have 
included Agriculture and Rural Economic Development, Early Learning K-12 and Higher Education, Water Energy Environment, and 
special committees that include the Gambling Commission and Life Science Board.
	 Jerome has been recognized for his accomplishments as both a Representative and a Senator. His priorities over the next legislative 
session will be to continue working on expansion of WSU Tri-Cities, promote cooperation between the state, WSU and PNNL through 
the Life Science Discovery Fund and balance a sustainable state budget.
	 As a lifelong resident of Benton County, Jerome knows the issues important to our area. Working with you, Jerome Delvin will 
continue to make a difference in Olympia.
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Larry Haler	 Republican
Committee to Re-elect Larry Haler	 Telephone: 509.308.1957
PO Box 1319	 Website: www.larryhaler.com
Richland, WA 99352	

	 Working closely with 8th District citizens and other elected officials, we made WSU-Tri-Cities a 4-year 
university, provided infrastructure funding at PNNL to keep their laboratories local, funded the Walter Clore 
Viticulture Center, built the WSU-TC Bioproducts building, funded the CBC/Richland Health Sciences 
Nursing Center, and provided low interest loans for city water and other infrastructure projects. These 
successes are a result of leadership, dedication and teamwork.
	 Thank you for the opportunity to serve as your state representative for two years. I will continue to work 
hard with the 8th District team to effectively represent your interests.

Shirley Hankins	 Republican

	 In my 20 years serving the people of Benton County, my vision has always been focused on helping bring 
the highest quality education, building the finest transportation system, and encouraging strong economic 
development.
	 We are seeing the completion of a massive transportation improvement, which is leading to major economic 
growth. Our education system took a huge leap forward with our regional university – our children can go 
from K to Ph.D. locally.
	 Our growth and quality of life is dependent on all of us working together in united support. I’m proud to 
be part of this team.
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Caitlin Ross	 Democrat
Committee to Elect Caitlin Ross	 Telephone: 509.844.6859
10211 E. Connor Road	 E-mail: Rossforthe9th@gmail.com
Valleyford, WA 99036	

	 Caitlin Ross is an energetic woman who values the well being of the people in her district and across 
the state. She understands that the growth of wheat and other crops remains the backbone of Eastern 
Washington’s economy and plays a key role in its growth. Caitlin believes in providing a health care system 
where people in need are not turned away for any reason. Miss Ross also knows the importance of the role 
played by the region’s colleges, in both education and in agricultural research and will work to ensure that 
their programs and students are well represented.

Steve Hailey	 Republican
Committee to Elect Steve Hailey	 Telephone: 509.265.4282
PO Box 283	 E-mail: haileyco@bossig.com
Mesa, WA 99343	

	 Steve Hailey - Proven Leadership for Eastern Washington. Steve will take local, state, and national 
leadership experience to Olympia. As a farmer, businessman, and decorated Viet Nam Veteran, Steve has 
worked for thirty years to protect the citizens of Eastern Washington on issues such as property rights, water 
rights, and land use. He will work for a better business environment; health insurance reform; better rail, 
river, and road systems; educational opportunities; and rural economic development to bring jobs to the 
9th District. A fiscal conservative, Steve believes in giving 110% effort to represent you in Olympia. Vote 
for Steve Hailey.

David W. Buri	 Republican

	 It has been an honor to serve as your representative, reflecting on my first term there are several 
accomplishments I am most proud of: • 5 of my prime-sponsored bills became law. These bills helped small 
school districts and counties, got tougher on sex offenders, and eased burdensome licensing requirements 
for step-families; • Assisted family farms by co-sponsoring a bill eliminating tax on farm diesel; • Secured 
10 million for WSU construction; • Selected to Leadership Deputy Whip; • 100% voting record from House 
floor.
	 I am optimistic about continuing to make positive changes for the future of our state.

No
Photo

Submitted

Unopposed
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Tomás A. Villanueva	 Democrat
Committee to Elect Tomás A. Villanueva	 Telephone: 509.728.5488
PO Box 1250		  E-mail: tav@earthlink.net
Toppenish, WA 98948		  Website: www.TomasForSenate.org

	 Tomás Villanueva has had a life-long commitment advocating for the well-being of our communities. His 
efforts helped create the first and largest medical clinic in the Northwest, currently known as the Yakima Valley 
Farm Workers Clinic. As President of the United Farm Workers of Washington State, Tomás put together a 
coalition that won coverage for farm workers under the state’s minimum wage, unemployment insurance, labor 

standards and child labor laws. As a member of the Washington State Farm Worker Housing Trust, Tomás has lobbied for millions of 
dollars for the construction of community based farm worker housing.
	 His top legislative priorities are ensuring affordable and accessible health care for individuals, their families and for small businesses; 
lowering the price of prescription drugs; investing in our children by adequately funding our schools; protecting our seniors from 
escalating heating and energy costs; and training our workforce and strengthening our community infrastructure to grow and attract more 
livable wage jobs.
	 Tomás has lived in the Yakima Valley for 48 years. He and his family live in Toppenish, Washington.
	 A vote for Tomás Villanueva as our next Senator is a vote for a positive change to strengthen our families and our communities.

Jim Honeyford	 Republican
Committee to Elect Jim Honeyford	 Telephone: 509.839.3527
PO Box 844	 E-mail: senatorhoneyford@yahoo.com
Sunnyside, WA 98944	 Website: senatorhoneyford.com

	 Jim Honeyford asks to be returned to the State Senate. His experience on Ways and Means, Water, Energy 
and Environment, and Labor and Commerce Committees is vital to the people of the 15th District. In addition 
he serves as Caucus Chair and on many interim committees.
	 Jim Honeyford works hard for the people of his district. His personal and community focus has always been 

to plan ahead for positive growth. He promotes economic development so that jobs are available and cities and counties have the needed 
tax base. He works against waste in government and against regulations that dominate our lives. He believes State spending must be 
reined in so that budget deficits don’t become a burden on each family’s budget. He continues to work on resolving water issues for 
agricultural, industrial, municipal, and habitat uses with additional storage for a reliable, stable water supply. He pushes for a solution to 
the health care crisis and for improvements to our educational system to benefit our children. He believes our most vulnerable citizens—
the elderly, the handicapped, and children—need special help. He enjoys helping and hearing from all his constituents.
	 Jim and his wife, Jerri, live north of Sunnyside.
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State Representative
Fifteenth Legislative District  15
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Glen Howard Pinkham	 Democrat
Friends for Glen Pinkham	 Telephone: 509.985.0122
PO Box 269	
Wapato, WA 98951-0269	

	 My name is Glen Pinkham, a 1979 Toppenish High School graduate, 1985 graduate of Yakima Valley 
Community College, married 21 years with three children. My wife and son attend the University of 
Washington with my two youngest attending Roosevelt High School. I’m currently on Wapato City Council, 
former Yakama Nation Tribal Council. As community resource coordinator, I ran my own sports camps 
highlighting the Yakama Sunkings, YVCC, CWU, and Gonzaga. My platform is “to build strong families.” 
I believe in creating a robust economy, livable wage, adequate housing, increasing dollars for education, 
fair/accessible health care emphasizing lowering pharmaceutical costs.

Bruce Chandler	 Republican
Bruce Chandler Campaign	
PO Box 1108	
Zillah, WA 98953	

	 Representing the people of the 15th District, I have fought to restrain the costs of state government and 
make it more accountable. I have worked to ease regulations so agriculture and small businesses can succeed 
and provide jobs in our communities. I have worked to keep our neighborhoods safe and hold criminals fully 
accountable for their actions.
	 Government actions dramatically shape our lives. A strong economy, good jobs and healthy communities 
require common sense government. It’s essential voters elect legislators committed to protecting our quality 
of life and allowing Washington’s families a better future. Please vote for Bruce Chandler.

William J. Yallup	 Democrat
Elect William J. Yallup	
PO Box 1036	
Toppenish, WA 98948	

	 Greetings to you the voters of the fifteenth legislative district. I want to begin with thanking you for your 
nomination to be your candidate in this election.
	 Why did I accept this nomination? For several reasons, my respect for the sacrifices made so we can 
build on the future, the generation of wealth for all citizens and the care for our senior citizens. I believe 
that a nation is judged on its ability to care for the youth and the elderly. Thank you, my name is William J. 
Yallup.

Dan Newhouse	 Republican
Dan Newhouse Campaign	 Telephone: 509.837.3807
PO Box 1214	 E-mail: dnewhous@bentonrea.com
Sunnyside, WA 98944	  

	 Dan Newhouse was born in the Yakima Valley, graduated from WSU, is past president of Yakima County 
Farm Bureau and Hop Growers of America. He and his family live on their farm near Sunnyside. His 
agriculture and business knowledge, his ability to listen, work with people, and his integrity have served our 
district well.
	 Dan believes government must be efficient with your tax dollars. He supports issues that will provide safe 
neighborhoods, job opportunities, and protect property rights. With your vote, Dan will continue to promote 
education, business, agriculture, timber, and an adequate water supply for all. Thank you.
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Kevin Young	 Republican
Supporters of Kevin Young	 Telephone: 509.526.5062
139 Nibler Road	 E-mail: vote@kevinyoung2006.com
Walla Walla, WA 99362	 Website: www.kevinyoung2006.com

	 I am running for office because I think it is time for a change. I have the knowledge, energy and 
determination to make that change.
	 You and I deserve a fiscally responsible government. Simply put, government spending is out of control. 
I will work hard to promote a healthy business climate by reducing regulation and heavy tax burdens. This 
will clear the way for private investment in energy research, healthcare, new construction, job growth and 
general economic growth.
	 Send me to Olympia and see what we can accomplish! Thank you for your support.

Bill Grant	 Democrat
Committee to Re-elect Bill Grant	 Telephone: 509.529.4929
527 Boyer Avenue	 Website: www.votebillgrant.com
Walla Walla, WA 99362	
	 Our Voice for Eastern Washington
	 A fourth generation wheat farmer and lifelong district resident, Bill Grant has a unique understanding of 
the issues central to our community. Our Representative for 20 years, Bill’s hard work and fiscal conservatism 
has delivered for Washington farmers.
	 Bill led the effort to remove sales taxes from farm diesel, ensure water is readily available for crops, and 
increase economic opportunities through downtown revitalization.
	 As Majority Caucus Chair, Bill is committed to making government work for us using a bipartisan, 
commonsense approach. Bill and Nancy Grant, both Whitman College graduates, have four children and 
eleven grandchildren.

Maureen Walsh	 Republican
Committee to Re-elect Maureen Walsh	 Telephone: 509.200.1232
PO Box 461	 E-mail: maureen@walshforstaterep.com
Walla Walla, WA 99362	 Website: www.walshforstaterep.com

	 As our district’s legislative assistant for 12 years and now your state representative, I know our area’s 
issues of concern and have already worked closely with many of you.
	 It’s a tremendous honor in my first term to have been appointed to chair the Children and Family Services 
Committee for the Republican Caucus and to serve on the House Appropriations Committee. Relationships 
are key to being successful in the legislature and I am proud to work with my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to pass legislation beneficial to Eastern Washington.
	 I will continue to work hard for you.

George Fearing	 Democrat
George Fearing Campaign	 Telephone: 206.251.0683
2415 West Falls Avenue	 E-mail: crosbr@u.washington.edu
Kennewick, WA 99336	 Website: www.georgefearing.com

	 I was raised in College Place as the son of a local minister, and for the last 25 years I have represented 
families in the Tri-Cities. Friends, I know the values and concerns of our community. We still need better 
schools, greater job protection for workers, and more affordable health care—especially for families with 
special needs. We also need leaders with integrity. That is why, unlike other candidates, I will not accept 
contributions from special interest groups. I pledge to protect the values and meet the needs of Eastern 
Washington families, and I will stay honest doing it.
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Justice of the Supreme Court

Susan Owens	 Nonpartisan
People for Justice Owens	 Telephone: 206.841.9715
6963 Littlerock Road S.W.	 E-mail: info@justicesusanowens.com
Tumwater, WA 98512	 Website: www.JusticeSusanOwens.com

Stephen Johnson	 Nonpartisan
Stephen Johnson for Justice	 Telephone: 206.877.2101
PO Box 6576	 E-mail: Steve@StephenJohnsonForJustice.com
Olympia, WA 98507		  Website: www.Stephen.JohnsonForJustice.com	

“Stephen Johnson has a fine legal mind and will be a great addition to the Supreme Court.” – James 
Andersen, former Chief Justice, Washington Supreme Court.
	 An Independent Voice For Property Rights, Open Government & Judicial Restraint. Steve will uphold 
the Washington Constitution’s strong Property Rights provisions; protect against illegal government 

takings; ensure your right to view public documents and secure your constitutional rights of initiative and referendum.
	 Experienced, Effective Leadership. In the State Senate from 1995-2007, Steve served on the Senate Judiciary Committee and 
the Legislative Ethics Board. He was Washington State Bar Association’s “2005 Outstanding Elected Official” and Washington 
Council of Police & Sheriffs’ “Legislator of the Year” 2001 and 2003.
	 Statewide Bipartisan Support. Lieutenant Governor Brad Owen, Congresswoman Cathy McMorris, Dino Rossi, State Auditor 
Brian Sonntag, Former Secretary of State Ralph Munro, King County Prosecutor Norm Maleng, Former Congresswoman Jennifer 
Dunn, Former Senator Slade Gorton, Washington Farm Bureau, and the Washington Realtors Association.
	 A Lifetime Of Service. A resident of Kent and former School Board member, Steve earned his B.A. from Whitman College 
and his law degree from UW. He’s practiced law in Yakima, Kent and Seattle. Steve and Lynn have two grown children and five 
grandchildren.

	 “I bring a different perspective to the Supreme Court. I’m a rural judge, mother and independent voice 
for common sense rulings that respect our rights, our privacy—and our Constitution.”
	 Integrity, Independence, and Individual Rights
	 A judge for 25 years, Supreme Court Justice Susan Owens has served with integrity, independence and 
a strong commitment to your Constitutional rights.
	 For 19 years, Justice Owens served on the Clallam County District Court. A rural judge known for balanced, 

common sense rulings, she earned a national reputation teaching judges how to enforce tough new domestic violence laws.
	 Elected to the Supreme Court in 2000, Justice Owens has served with honor, writing opinions that reflect the law and respect your 
rights and privacy.
	 Leadership, Not Partisanship
	 Justice Owens has never held partisan office. A seasoned judge when she joined the court, she has earned the respect and 
recognition of her colleagues and legal groups.
	 With special interests spending big money to elect activist politicians to our court, we must retain strong, independent voices like 
Justice Susan Owens.
	 Select endorsements: current and former justices, judges; police and firefighters; prosecutors; Washington Education Association, 
Washington Conservation Voters and many more.
	 Re-elect Justice Susan Owens.
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Tom Chambers	 Nonpartisan
Committee to Re-elect Justice Tom Chambers	 Telephone: 360.705.1679
PO Box 21954	 E-mail: joinus@tomchambers.com
Seattle, WA 98111-3954	 Website: www.tomchambers.com

	 Raised behind his parent’s gas station in Eastern Washington, Tom learned his work ethic and core 
values. In six years on the Supreme Court he has built a powerful record protecting the rights of working 
people, property owners, and crime victims. Justice Chambers defends the constitution, our individual 
liberties, and our property rights.

	 Committed to serving others, one of the most respected judges in the state, he was awarded the 2006 Outstanding Judge of 
the Year Award by King County Washington Women Lawyers for his dedication, understanding, and fairness. A past president 
of the Washington State Bar Association, he has earned the King County Bar Association’s highest rating, “Exceptionally Well 
Qualified.”
	 Justice Chambers is an honest, principled, and independent voice on our Supreme Court.
	 The Washington State Troopers Association wrote, “The citizens of Washington State are fortunate to have an individual of your 
caliber in such an important and critical position. Be assured that our members stand solidly in support of your reelection.” Widely 
endorsed by law enforcement, fire fighters, Republicans, Democrats, Libertarians, prosecutors, business groups (Building Industry 
Assoc. of Washington), labor unions (State Labor Council), Conservation Voters, and more than 150 current and former judges. 
Visit www.tomchambers.com .

Gerry L. Alexander	 Nonpartisan
Committee to Re-elect Justice Gerry Alexander	 Telephone: 360.943.5056
525 Columbia Street N.W., #202	 E-mail: christinealexander_2000@yahoo.com
Olympia, WA 98501-1098	 Website: www.justicealexander.com

	 Elected to the Supreme Court in 1994, Chief Justice Gerry Alexander’s judicial experience is unequalled. 
The only current justice to serve at three court levels, his service includes 10 years on the Court of Appeals 
and 11 years on the Superior Court of Thurston and Mason Counties. His opponent has no service on the 
bench.

	 Rated “exceptionally well qualified” by the King County Bar Association, Chief Justice Alexander is a judicial leader. His 
accomplishments include opening all Supreme Court sessions to television, holding court sessions in locations around the state for 
greater public visibility, opening access to court records, working for an increase in the fee paid to jurors, and advocating for limits 
on campaign contributions to judicial candidates.
	 He is endorsed by a wide range of groups interested in a competent and impartial Supreme Court, including: Washington 
Democratic Party; Mainstream Republicans; Association of Washington Business; Washington Conservation Voters; Washington 
State Labor Council; Washington Education Association; and former Governors Dan Evans, Booth Gardner, John Spellman.
	 Before his election to the bench, Chief Justice Alexander practiced law in Olympia. He earned his law and undergraduate degrees 
at the University of Washington and served as an infantry lieutenant in the U.S. Army.

Justice of the Supreme Court 
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Teresa C. Kulik	 Nonpartisan

Legal judicial experience:
Judge Kulik came to the Court of Appeals with 27 years experience as a lawyer primarily in Yakima, 
Kittitas, and Chelan counties. Beginning her career with Evergreen Legal Services, she then served as an 
Assistant Attorney General in Yakima and Wenatchee under Attorneys General Ken Eikenberry, Christine 
Gregoire, and Rob McKenna. She supervised seven regional offices, litigated cases in nine eastern 
Washington counties, and was counsel to Central Washington University for 21 years. She received the 

Outstanding Leader and Steward of Justice awards. In 1994, she was elected President of the Yakima County Bar Association.
Candidate statement – 
	 I pledge to be fair and impartial and to honor the trust placed in me as a judge. I will steadfastly adhere to our nation’s promise 
of equal justice under the law.
	 Former Attorney General Ken Eikenberry and Attorney General Rob McKenna supported my appointment as judge by Governor 
Gregoire. Mr. McKenna stated that I am an “excellent lawyer with great integrity and a tremendous work ethic.” I bring those 
qualities to the court.
	 I was born and raised in Yakima and reside in Wenatchee. I was married to the late Peter G. Young, and have one adult son.

Court of Appeals Judge - Division 3, District 3
Chelan, Douglas, Kittitas, Klickitat and Yakima Counties



42

County 
Elections 

Department City ZIP
mailing

 address

These numbers require 
special telephone  

equipment to operate.  
tdd/TTY service 

onLY 
for the speech or 

hearing impaired.
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telephone 

number

Adams	 210 W Broadway, Ste 200	 Ritzville	 99169	 509.659.3249	 509.659.1122
Asotin	 PO Box 129	 Asotin	 99402	 509.243.2084	 1.800.855.1155
Benton	 PO Box 470	 Prosser	 99350	 509.736.3085	 1.800.833.6388
Chelan	 PO Box 400	 Wenatchee	 98807	 509.667.6808	 1.800.833.6388
Clallam	 223 E 4th St, Ste 1	 Port Angeles	 98362	 360.417.2221	 1.800.833.6388
Clark	 PO Box 8815	 Vancouver	 98666-8815	 360.397.2345	 1.800.223.3131
Columbia	 341 E Main St	 Dayton	 99328-1361	 509.382.4541	 1.800.833.6388
Cowlitz	 207 4th Ave N	 Kelso	 98626	 360.577.3005	 360.577.3061
Douglas	 PO Box 456/213 S Rainier St	 Waterville	 98858	 509.745.8527              	 509.745.8527, Ext 297
Ferry	 350 E Delaware Ave #2	 Republic	 99166	 509.775.5200	 1.800.833.6388
Franklin	 PO Box 1451	 Pasco	 99301	 509.545.3538	 1.800.833.6388
Garfield	 PO Box 278	 Pomeroy	 99347	 509.843.1411	 1.800.833.6388
Grant	 PO Box 37	 Ephrata	 98823	 509.754.2011 Ext 343	 1.800.833.6388
Grays Harbor	 100 W Broadway, Ste 2	 Montesano	 98563	 360.249.4232	 360.249.6575
Island	 PO Box 5000	 Coupeville	 98239	 360.679.7366	 360.679.7305
Jefferson	 PO Box 563	 Port Townsend	 98368	 360.385.9119	 1.800.833.6388
King	 500 4th Ave, Rm 553	 Seattle	 98104	 206.296.8683	 206.296.0109
Kitsap	 614 Division St	 Port Orchard	 98366	 360.337.7128	 1.800.833.6388
Kittitas	 205 W 5th Ave, Ste 105	 Ellensburg	 98926	 509.962.7503	 1.800.833.6388
Klickitat	 205 S Columbus MSCH 2	 Goldendale	 98620	 509.773.4001	 1.800.833.6388
Lewis	 PO Box 29	 Chehalis	 98532-0029	 360.740.1278	 360.740.1480
Lincoln	 PO Box 28	 Davenport	 99122	 509.725.4971	 1.800.833.6388
Mason	 PO Box 400	 Shelton	 98584	 360.427.9670 Ext 469	 1.800.833.6388
Okanogan	 PO Box 1010	 Okanogan	 98840	 509.422.7240	 1.800.833.6388
Pacific	 PO Box 97	 South Bend	 98586-0097	 360.875.9317	 360.875.9400
Pend Oreille	 PO Box 5015	 Newport	 99156	 509.447.3185 Option 3	 509.447.3186
Pierce	 2401 S 35th St, Rm 200	 Tacoma  	 98409              	253.798.7430	 1.800.833.6388
				    1.800.446.4979	
San Juan	 PO Box 638	 Friday Harbor	 98250	 360.378.3357	 360.378.4151
Skagit	 PO Box 1306	 Mount Vernon	 98273	 360.336.9305	 360.336.9332
Skamania	 PO Box 790	 Stevenson	 98648	 509.427.3730	 1.800.833.6388
Snohomish	 3000 Rockefeller Ave	 Everett	 98201	 425.388.3444	 425.388.3700
	 MS 505			    	
Spokane	 1033 W Gardner	 Spokane	 99260	 509.477.2320	 509.477.2333
Stevens	 215 S Oak St, Rm 106	 Colville	 99114	 509.684.7514	 1.800.833.6384
				    1.866.307.9060			 
Thurston	 2000 Lakeridge Dr SW	 Olympia	 98502	 360.786.5408	 360.754.2933
Wahkiakum	 PO Box 543	 Cathlamet	 98612	 360.795.3219	 1.800.833.6388
Walla Walla	 PO Box 1856/315 W Main St	 Walla Walla	 99362	 509.524.2530	 1.800.833.6388
Whatcom	 311 Grand Ave, Ste 103	 Bellingham	 98225	 360.676.6742	 360.738.4555
Whitman	 PO Box 350 	 Colfax	 99111	 509.397.6270	 1.800.833.6388
Yakima	 128 N 2nd St, Rm 117	 Yakima	 98901	 509.574.1340	 1.800.833.6388

County Elections Department Information

       Printed on recycled paper.
Please recycle this Voters’ Pamphlet!
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Absentee Ballot Application
If you have requested an absentee ballot or have a permanent request for an absentee ballot on file, please do not submit another application.

To be filled out by applicant. Please print in ink.

Registered Name: 

Street Address:

City:						      ZIP:

Telephone: (Day)					    (Evening)

For identification purposes only (optional):   Voter registration number, if known:

Birth Date:		        Have you recently registered to vote?    Yes  ❐     No  ❐
I hereby declare that I am a registered voter.

Send my ballot to the following address (if different from above):

Mailing Address:

City:						      State:

ZIP:						      Country:

Signature  ✍
To be valid, your signature must be included.

Date

✁

-  Mail this
absentee ballot

request form to your
county elections department.

See previous page for
your county’s mailing

address.

This application is for:

General Election only
November 7, 2006	 r

Permanent Request
All future elections	 r

For office use only

Precinct Code:
Levy Code:
Ballot Code:
Ballot Mailed:

Absentee Ballot Application
If you have requested an absentee ballot or have a permanent request for an absentee ballot on file, please do not submit another application.

To be filled out by applicant. Please print in ink.

Registered Name: 

Street Address:

City:						      ZIP:

Telephone: (Day)					    (Evening)

For identification purposes only (optional):   Voter registration number, if known:

I hereby declare that I am a registered voter.

Send my ballot to the following address (if different from above):

Mailing Address:

City:						      State:

ZIP:						      Country:

Signature  ✍
To be valid, your signature must be included.

Date

-  Mail this
absentee ballot

request form to your
county elections department.

See previous page for
your county’s mailing

address.

This application is for:

General Election only
November 7, 2006	 r

Permanent Request
All future elections	 r

For office use only

Precinct Code:
Levy Code:
Ballot Code:
Ballot Mailed:

Birth Date:		        Have you recently registered to vote?    Yes  ❐     No  ❐
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