





As Secretary of State, one of my most satis-
fying duties is to present to you this 1966
edition of the official voters’ pamphlet, con-
taining the official ballot titles, full explana-
tions and complete texts of the 14 state meas-
ures to be voted upon at the November 8, 1966
state general election.

Of these 14 measures, 3 are initiatives (ini-
tiated directly by the people), 3 are legislative
referendum bills (measures adopted by the
legislature but referred by it to the people
for decision) and 8 are proposed constitutional
amendments (also initiated by the legislature
and referred to the people).

The official ballot titles and the explana-
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tions have been prepared by the Attorney
General as required by law. The statements
for and against have been prepared by com-
mittees appointed under a procedure estab-
lished by law and are only arguments. I have
no authority to evaluate their truth or ae-
curacy.

A substantial effort has been made to make
this edition the most useful ever and in this
connection many changes have been made in
format, design, size and the like. Your com-
ments will be welcome. Extra copies can be
obtained at the offices of city clerks and
county auditors, at public libraries, or di-
rectly from my office.

‘%&kmf

A. LUDLOW KERAMER
Secretary of State
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INITIATIVE

MEASURE 22 6

Official ballot title:*

CITIES SHARING SALES,
USE TAXES

AN ACT relating to revenue and taxation
and providing for the allocation and distri-
bution of one-tenth of the state collected
retail sales tax and use tax revenues to
cities and towns to provide for public safety,
Iaw enforcement, fire protection, public
health, and for park and recreation services.

*Ballot Title as issued by the Attormey General

Statement FOR

Cities and towns face an emergency

Washington cities and towns are face-to-
face with a stark emergency. It eould become
a civic disaster unless prompt action is taken.

Tax revenues for vital services have not

kept up with expleding populations and-

greater demands. It costs more—as every-
thing does—to provide even present curtailed
services. Cities lack funds to pay for these
basic needs or to project future improvements
—there is no help in sight except 226!

More police and fire protection needed—
vote “for” Initiative 226!

Police protection is dangerously thin. Ta-
coma needs 36 more policemen; Seattle has
had many police resignations and diffieulty
replacing officers at wages the city can afford.
Everett needs six policemen, Yakima 14;
Richland’s police shortage is evident in erime
rates. Inadequate fire protection brings threat
of higher rates.

Spokane has so many vacant jobs as to jeop-
ardize efficient operations, Longview, Ed-
monds, Wenatchee, Bremerton, Kennewick,
Hoquiam, Walla Walla—the report is the
same almost everywhere, Public health is
under pressure of too little funds. Parks and
recreation are suffering. City employees’ sal-
aries are below standard; men are quitting
for better jobs.
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The need is now—vote “for" Initiative 226!

Initiative 226 provides the only relief which
can be obtained quickly enough to meet the
emergency. The crisis is now! A few solutions
have been suggested. Almost without ex-
ception they will come too late—four years
hence, six years, a decade. But 226 will help
now!

One solution offered is to increase the prop-
erty tax. If 226 fails there may be no alterna-
tive.

The total needs of children

Much has been said about the needs of chil-
dren—the increased funds required for edu-
cation. We are completely in accord—but
children need other things too. They need
proper police and fire protection, parks, play-
fields, public health, sanitation. We are in-
terested in the total needs of children!

We urge everyone to vote for Initiative 226,
Keep your home town a decent place to live.

Vote For Initiative 226!

Committee appointed to compose stotement FOR Initio-
tive 236

WAYNE C. BOOTH, SR., Chairman, Statewide Commitiee
for Community Betterment, Seattle; JOSEPH M. TE-
WINKEL, Pri:u:iljliil iret'd) North Central High Schoal
Spokane; JOHN H. ANDERSON, Member, Tacoma School
Board; former Mayor of Tacoma.

Advisory Committes: MAYOR NEAL R. FOSSEEN, Spo-
kane; MAYOR J. D. BRAMAN, Seattle; MAYOR JOHN M.
LARSON, Yakima; SENATOR H. E. "JERRY™ HANNA,
12ih District, Wenatches; DON V, ELLIS, President, Joint
Couneil of Teamsters Mo, 28, Seattle,



Explanatory comment issued by the
Attorney General as required law

The Law as it now exists:

Fresent state law provides for the exclusive levy
and collection by the state of an excise tax, com-
monly known as the sales tax, on each retail sale
in this state in an amount equal to four and two-
tenths percent of the selling price of the goods,
materials, or services sold—with certain expressly
stated exceptions,

Another existing law provides likewize for the
exclusive levy and collection by the state of a use
tax imposed for the privilege of using within this
state tangible personal properiy purchased at re-
tail or acquired by other specified means. This tax
is levied at a rate equivalent to the sales tax rate.
However, among several exemptions from the use
tax iz an exemption covering those articles in re-
gard to which a salez tax haz been paid.

Presently, all proceeds derived from both the
sales tax and the use tax may be expended for
such purposes as the state legislature may consti-
tutionally direct.

Effect of Initiative No. 226
if approved into Law:

This initiative would not change the exclusive
character of the state’s retail sales tax or use tax,
but would reguire that one-tenth of the revenue
derived from the sales and use taxes be allocated
and distributed to the cities and towns of this state
on a per capita basiz to be used by each city and
town for public safety, law enforcement, fire pro-
tection, public health, and park and recreation
purposes,

Note: Complete text of Inmitiotive Measure No. 226 appears
on Fape 34,

Statement AGAINST

Initiative 226 is special interest earmarking
of the state sales and use tax receipts which
will:

1. Siphon off $65 million from the
State's General Fund

(1967-69 biennium) and distribute it to all

cities regardless of individual need.

The State’s General Fund is now being dis-

tributed as follows:
62% to public education; 23% for assist-
ance to the blind, the aged, dependent
children, ete; 11% to Health, Hospitals
and Institutions (Mental Health, Men-
tally Retarded Children, Juvenile Reha-
bilitation, Adult Corrections, and also
100% financing of County Hospital oper-
ations); and 4% to General Government.
Your elected Legislators now make these
determinations.

2. Couse on increase in the State Soles Tox
The $65 million will have to be replaced.
The built in costs and the inflationary costs
which the 1967 Legislature must meet just
to continue present services is almost twice
the amount of the present temporary surplus
in the State’s General Fund. The state faces
serious financial problems for the 1967-69 bi-
ennium, the temporary surplus notwithstand-
ing. The financial needs of the cities along
with all other units of state and local govern-

ment should be carefully scrutinized as part
of the total needs of all the people and when
the Legislature is also examining all sources
of revenue.

To replace the $65 million in Sales Tax
Receipts will require an increase in the Sales
Tax from 4.29% to 4.7%. Such an increase, of
course, means an additional $7 million to the
cities.

3. Double the amount of state funds
distributed to the cities

During the 1865-67 biennium the cities al-
ready are receiving more than $65 million
from the state, eg, 40% of liquor profits,
17% net proceeds of Motor Vehicle Excise
Tax, etc. In addition, cities on their own, can
raise about $50 million more over a two vear
period by fully utilizing existing local rev-
enue SouUrces.

4. Place a greater financial burden on
local school districts
by siphoning off $65 million of previously
available state funds.
Vote Against Initiative Measure 226

Committee appointed to compose statement AGAINST Initi-
alive Measure No, 226

MRS, ROBERTA MORICAL, President, Washi on Con-

Ev:.s of Farenis and Teachers; WORM SCHUT, Execulive
Ci'rﬂhclur, Washington Federation of State Employees, AFL-
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INITIATIVE

MEASURE 229

Official ballot title:*

REPEALING SUNDAY
ACTIVITIES BLUE LAW

AN ACT repealing an existing statute* which
declares it to be a crime (misdemeanor) for
any person, on the first day of the week (Sun-
day) to promote any noisy or boisterous
sport or amusement; conduct or carry on all
but certain designated trades or manufactur-
ing activities; or open any drinking saloon;
or sell or offer for sale any except certain
designated items of personal property.
*Section 242, chapter 249, Laws of 1909, codified as
RCW 8.76.010.

* Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General.

Statement FOR

Initiative 229 represents a bi-partisan effort
to repeal the outdated 1909 Sabbath Break-
ing Law “Blue Law" explained above. The
legislature has failed to revise or abolish the
Blue Law despite numerous efforts to do so.

The Blue Law is unrepresentative of life
and living in the 1960's

Labeled as an “anachronism"™ by Governor
Evans, it was based to fit the mood of the
state during “livery stables” almosphere early
in the century.

The Blue Law encourages disrespect and
blatant contempt for the law

It is violated every Sunday by otherwise
law-abiding citizens whose honest endeavors
are frustrated by its existence. It fosters the
belief, especially among our youth, that a
law may be disobeyed if the individual
chooses.

Every Sunday that YOU buy or sell un-
cocked meat, groceries, a car or coffee pot;
every time that YOU attend a baseball game
or hydroplane race; every Sunday that YOU
buy a book (even the Bible); or do countless
other proseribed things, YOU are committing
a crime or aiding in the commission of a crime.

Enforcement of the Blue Law is occasional
and discriminatory

Certain merchants have been singled out
and convicted while neighboring competitors
have done “business as usual” on Sunday.

page six

The Blue Law violates cherished principles
of religious liberty

In selecting Sunday as a day for closing,
with attendant eriminal sanction for those
who remain open, the law penalizes citizens
who worship on other days.

Initiative 229 does not change Washington's
prohibition of Sunday liquor sales, That ban is
in the Steele Act (Chapter 62, Laws of 1933),
and Liquor Control Board Regulation 20,

If our State Supreme Court agrees with
a pending appeal aimed at requiring prosecu-
tors to enforce the Blue Law, most Sunday
activities could be shut down,

Some organizations endorsing Initiative
229: Young Democrats of Washington, Young
Republicans of Washington, Washington
Prosecuting Attorneys' Association, Olympia
Ministerial Association, Christian Social Ac-
tion Committee, United Church of Christ for
Washington and Northern Idaho, Seventh
Day Adventist Church, various Chambers of
Commerce, Washington State Labor Council.

Abolish the “Blue Law"—Vote For 229,
ﬁgm;g?:ec oppointed to compose statement FOR Initintive
LEM HOWELL, Coordinator, Committee for Hepeal of the
Blue Law; CAMDEN M. HALL., Coordinator, Committee for

Repeal of the Blue Law; PETER LESOURD, Treasurer,
Commitiee for Hepeal of the Blue Law,

Advisory Commitee: BENJAMIN KIZER, Chairman, Com-
mittee for Hepeal of the Blue Law: JOHN FLUKE, former
Fresident, Seaitle Chamber of Commerce; JOE DRUM-
HELLER, Spokane industralist; DR. WM., SHEPHARD,
Fresident, Walla Walla College; JOE GANDY, former Presi-
dent, Seattle Waorld Fair.






INITIATIVE

MEASURE 2 33

Official ballot title:*

REPEALING FREIGHT
TRAIN CREW LAW

AN ACT regarding train crew requirements
in the railroad indusiry; repealing a statute
which prohibits operating freight trains hav-
ing twenty-five or more cars with a crew of
less than six, or light engines with a crew of
less than three, outside yvard limits and where
more than two trains per day operate over
the same line or part thereof; prohibiting the
state from preventing railroads from man-
ning freight trains in accordance with
collective bargaining agreements or any na-
tional or other settlement of train crew size;
and declaring that the size of passenger train
crews shall not be affiected thereby.

* Ballot Title as ksued by the Attorney General,

Statement FOR

Initiative 233 eliminates featherbedding
and allows collective bargaining

Washington’s obsolete law restricts mod-
ern railroad practices. It arbitrarily fixes
freight train crew size at more than is neces-
sary for safe and efficient operation. This re-
sults in excessive costs of more than %4
million per year.

Unnecessary firemen and brakemen will
no longer be required, enabling Washington
railroads to operate freight trains in accord-
ance with collective bargaining agreements.

Will not affect sofety of operations

Fact-finding boards of both Presidents Eis-
enhower and Kennedy found firemen are no
longer necessary and fewer brakemen will
not impair safety or efficiency.

Initiative 233 does not apply to passenger
trains, It applies only to freight trains. Two
men will ride in the cab, the same as on
passenger trains, providing one of the world's
safest modes of transportation.

Roilronds pledge job security

The railroads pledge that no fireman or
brakeman regularly employed on the date
of passage of this initiative will lose his em-
ployment status because of such passage.

Lets Washington compete with
other western states

No other western state now has such a law.
The cost of forced use of unneeded men is
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reflected in higher freight rates which must
be borne by consumers, shippers and industry.
Our state's industiries and the public are
placed at a competitive disadvantage as long
as this antiquated law remains on the books,

Your vote for 233 will help end Railroad
Featherbedding.

Initiative 233 is supported by more than
70 organizations concerned with Washing-
ton's economic growth.

Committer appointed to compose stotement POR Initiotive
233

FRED H. TOLAN, Btate Chairman, Committee for Transpor-
tation Economy; ERNEST FA Manager, Northwest Hor-
ticultural Council; WILLIAM L. BELL, First Vice President,
Washington Association of Wheat Growers; Director, North
Facific Grain Growers, Inc,

Adwigory Committee: WILLIAM M. BLACK, Director, West-
ern Wood Products Assoviation; T, B, MONSON, Vice Presi-
dent, Pacific Car & Foundry Cbrnpaﬂg: DALE SMITH,
General Manager, Western Farmers esociation; DALE
GREENWOOD, Executive Director, Washington Railroad
Association: JOHN FLUKE, President, Seattle Chamber of
Commerce,
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Chapter 158, Laws Extraordinary
Session, 1965

Official Ballot Title:*

BONDS FOR PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES

AN ACT Authorizing the issuance and sale of
state general obligation bonds in the sum
of 516,500,000; providing for payment of the
bonds from unpledged retail sales tax rev-
enues or other means authorized by the leg-
islature; approprialing proceeds therefrom
for state matching funds for constructing
public school plant facilities; and authorizing
the State Board of Education to make certain
contingent allocations of funds for public
school construction,

Vate Cost by membars of the 1965 Legislature on finol possoge:

SEMATE: |49 membert) Yeos, 46; Nays, O; Absent or net weling, 3.
HOUSE: |99 members) Yeos, 90; Noys, 0, Absent er mel woling, 9.

“Ballot Title as issuwed by the Attorney General.

Statement FOR

Ref. 14 is one of the three “building blocks™
for a business-like program of school
construction financing:

One of the three companion SPACE meas-
ures (see pages 20 and 22 for the other parts
of this program) is Referendum 14 which
provides immediate funds for local school
construction. This emergency measure, along
with the long-range solutions provided by
SJR 22 (Parts 1 & 2), can assure a sound
school construction financing program for the
children of Washington State.

Today, no more funds are available from
the state to assist already overburdened local
school districts in financing the construction
they must have. Otherwise, local property
taxesz will have to be increased . . . even
doubled in some areas.

Build the schools we must have—
and Mo New Taxes!
Referendum 14 is a $16% million bond issue
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which will be retired from an existing source
of money freed by retirement of another
bond issue. No new taxes whatever are re-
guired. This money plus another $11 million
(from SJR 22) will generate over $55 million
in school construction in all parts of the state.

SPACE is urgently required to meet the
immediate needs of our enrollment explosion.
Frovide the educational facilities we must
have and protect your property from crip-
pling taxes . . . vote FOR Referendum 14

. support SPACE for children!

VOTE “VES”

Committee appointed to compose argument FOR Refer-
endum 14:

GORDON HERR, State Senator; RICHARD KING, State
Representative; FRANCIS E, HOLMAN, Chairman, SPACE.
Advigory Commiliee: Statewide Parents And Citizens for
Education, (SFACE) Area #5 Chalrman ( kane), James
Winton; Area #4 Chairman, (Pasco) Mrs. Huth Sheppard;
Area 2 Chairman (Tacoma), Wally Hager.
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Chapter 172, Laws Extroordinary
Session, 1965

Official Ballot Title:*

BONDS FOR PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

AN ACT Authorizing the issuance and sale
of state general obligation bonds in the sum
of $40,575,000; appropriating proceeds there-
from to finance certain specified capital im-
provements for the state institutions of
higher education, the department of institu-
tions, the department of natural resources,
and other state agencies; and providing for
payment of the bonds from unpledged retail
sales tax revenue or other means authorized
by the legislature.

Vele Cost by mambers of the 1985 Legisloture on final poiioge:
SEMATE: (49 members) Yeaos, 41; Meys, 1; Absent or nel veling, 7.
HOUSE: [99 members] Yeos, 94; Moys, 0; Absent or nol voling, 5.
*Ballot Title as lssued by the Attorney General.

Statement FOR

Let's do the decent thing by our kids:

Referendum 15 will give us classrooms, lab-
oratories, etc., so :Hmmuzu., needed at our state
universities and colleges. Our five state col-
leges and universities are being flooded by
young people. By 1975 they must find room
for 66,000 students. In this decade, the Uni-
versity of Washington must build a new plant
that will take care of added enrcllment equal
to all the students now attending Stanford
University. Washington State University has
a similar problem. State colleges at Ellens-
burg, Bellingham and Cheney are over-
crowded and more and more youngsters are
being turned away by some departments. If
we want every deserving student to have a
chance for a college education, then we must
act now.

Will help the unfortunate youngsters:

Referendum 15 will provide facilities and
hope for thousands of unfortunate youngsters
who are being cared for in schools for the
retarded, reformatories, correctional centers
and forest camps. These are the “voiceless
ones”. They have no one to plead their case.
We need 270 new beds at the Yakima Valley
School for severely retarded children. The
Rainier School at Buckley needs a new laun-
dry for 1,700 children. These are only two
of many critical needs.
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How will Referendum 15 be paoid for?

It will be paid out of sales taxes over a 20-
year period. It will have absolutely no effect
upon wuﬂcﬁa_,q taxes. These are long-range
capital improvements and will be paid for by
a rapidly growing number of taxpayers (in-
cluding the students themselves).

Who's supporting Referendum 157

Nearly everybody. It has virtually the
united support of business, labor, professional
and citizens groups. Here are a few: Wash-
ington State Labor Council, Washington State
PTA Congress, Washington State Medical
Association, Washington State Dental As-
sociation, Washington State Hospital Associ-
ation, Washington State Federation of
Women's Clubs, Washington State Grange,
Association of Washington Cities, Washington
Education Association, Washington Associa-
tion for Retarded Children, Washington State
Association of Nurses.

Committee appointed to compose statement FOR Refer-
endum 15;

NAT WASHINGTON, State Senator; JOHN RYDER, State
Senator; W. 0. E. w._rUﬁHH—...-.lM. State Representative,

Advizory Committee: EDWARD E, CARLSON, State Chair-

man, Citizens for Hef, 15; MES. GEORGE FRINCE, Vice

Chairman, Citizens for Ref. 15; MRS, NOEL MORICA

Fresident, thm:uhmqﬂn.._ State Congress of FParents an

Teachers; JOE DAVIE, President, Washi n State Labor

Mn_e:._a:“ A. LARS NELSON, Master, ashinglon State
range.









Explanatory comment issued by the
Attorney General as required by law

The Law as it now exists:

This state iz presently divided into seven districts
for the purpose of election of seven members of the
United ]éiaies House of Representatives, one from
each district. On the basizs of 1960 federal census
data, the respective populations of these seven con-
gressional districts range from approximately 342,-
500 persons in the third district to approximately
510,500 persons in the seventh district.

Effect of Referendum Bill No. 16

if approved into Law:

Under this referendum bill the total number of
congressional districts (7) and the total number of
representatives (7) would be unchanged. The hill
would change the boundaries of six districts (the

first, second, third, fourth, sixth and seventh) and
would leave the boundaries of one district (the
fifth) unchanged. On the basis, again, of 1960 fed-
eral census data these changes, if approved by the
wvoters, will result in somewhat more equal popula-
tions among districts than exist under present law.
If approved, thiz referendum bill will become oper-
ative with the 1968 congressional elections.

Note: Complete text of Referendum Bill No, 16 starts on
FPage 35,

Statement AGAINST

Vole against gerrymandering

Vote against Referendum Bill 16

In vetoing an almost identical Congres-
sional Redistricting proposal in 1965, Gover-
nor Evans said:

“T stated that such a redistricting hbill
should: ‘Obey the mandates of the state and
federal constitutions, provide equitable
representation for all areas of the state, and
insure that the party which wins a majority
of the votes will win a majority of the
seats . . . the apportionment plan contained
in this Bill totally fails to meet this funda-
mental goal of the two party system. [ am
also disappointed that the boundary lines
of some of the districts have been estab-
lished without any logic whatsoever, and
that counties with small population have
been divided unnecessarily. Moreover, the
populations contained in the largest and
smallest congressional districts are more
disproportionate than necessary. 1 believe
many of these problems could have been
avoided had the bill resulted from bi-parti-
san discussions and compromise.”

Referendum Bill 16 was consciously de-
signed by its sponsors not to meet the stand-
ards of fairness set forth by the Governor. In

order to circumvent another veto, a bill al-
most identical to the vetoed measure was
passed by the Legislature as Referendum
BEill 16 and placed on the 1966 ballot. It was
supported only by members of the majority
party in the Legislature, and not by all of
them.

The proposal is a pure gerrymander, de-
signed solely to preserve in office present
congressmen, in spite of the votes of the
majority of the voters of the state as a whole.
Naturally most of the incumbent congress-
men favor it.

The passage of this Bill would strike at
the foundations of our representative form
of government and the “one man-one vote"
which means government of the people and
by the people,

Your vote is important—vote against RHef-
erendum Bill No, 16.

Commities :tpRniﬂ.fﬂd to compose statement AGAINST Hef-
erendum Bill No. 16:

JOHN M. RYDER. State Senator; NEWMAN H. CLARK,
State Representative; DR. ALFRED 0. ADAMS, State Rep-
resentative.
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SUBSTITUTE

SENATE JOINT
RESOLUTION

Proposed Constitutional Amendment

Official Ballot Title:*

ELECTION OF SUPERIOR
COURT JUDGES

Shall Article IV of the state constitution be
amended to provide that where only one can-
didate has filed for a superior court judge po-
sition in a county of 100,000 or more inhabi-
tants, or where after a contested primary in
any county only one such candidate is entitled
to appear on the general election ballot, cer-
tification of election shall issue to such candi-
date without a further election, unless a
write-in campaign is to be conducted?

Vote cost by members of the 1965 Legisl on final p ]

SEMATE: [49 mamberi] Yeas, 43; Nays, 1; Absenl er mel veling, 5.
HOUSE: [99 memboers) Yeas, 91; Nays, 4; Absent or mot voling, 4.

*Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General,

Statement FOR

Simplify and reduce election costs by elim-
inating the names of unopposed Superior
Court judges from the General Election
ballot.

This proposed constitutional amendment
is patterned after a California amendment
approved by their voters in 1962

76 Superior Court positions were voted
upon in the Primary and General Elections
in 1964. 66 candidates were unopposed in
both the Primary and the General elections.
Since this proposal will affect only the largest
counties in the state—King, Pierce, Spokane,
Snohomish and Yakima, 38 of these positions
would have been removed from the ballot
had this proposal been in effect. The tax-
payers would have saved a minimum of
Seventy-five Thousand ($75,000.00) Dollars
in each election as a result,

In King County alone, 19 of the 21 Superior
Court positions had only one candidate in
both the Primary and General elections in
1964. Almost half of the capacity of the
voting machines in that county was devoted
to the pointless task of presenting to the vot-
ers a long list of non-partisan judicial ean-
didates who had no opposition.

The elimination of their names from the
ballot would concentrate the attention of
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the voters on contested races and give each
voter more time to make his choices in those
races.

Adequate safeguard for a write-in cam-
paign is provided for by inclusion of petition
notice signed by one hundred registered
voters. This would require such an unop-
posed Superior Court position io appear on
the ballot.

Removing the names of these unopposed
candidates for a non-partisan judicial office
from an already crowded partisan ballot will
save the taxpayers money and permit the
voters more meaningful consideration of the
serious races and questions on the ballot.

Committee nted to cnmposg statement FOR Substitute
Senate Joint Kesolution No. 6

JOHN T. McCUTCHEON, State Senator; WES C. UHLMAN,
?l-al.! Representative; SLADE GORTON, Stale Representa-
ive.

Advisory Commiltee: I.IA)YD L. WIEHL, Superior
Court, Yakima County; RALPH ARMSTRUNG .I"udg!
gu'lur Cowurt, Cowlitz County; GEORGE R. STI.I' Aﬂt

rior r:uun, King County; WILLIAM WILLIAMS,
Judge, Superior Court, Spokane Cm.mnr ‘EDWARD J.
LOGAN, Supt. of Elections, King County.






Proposed Constitutional Amendment

Official Ballot Title:*

REMOVING LIMITATION
ON LAND OWNERSHIP

Shall the limitation on the ownership of land
in the State of Washington by certain non-
citizens be removed by repealing section 33,
Article I, as amended by Amendments 24 and
29 of the state constitution?

Vol cost by members of the 1945 Legliloture en Anal potsoge:
SEMATE: [49 mambars] Yeas, 42; Heys 1: Absenl or not wvoling, &.
HOUSE: [¥9 mamben) Yeos, 94; Woys, 0; Absenl or nol veling, 5.

*Hallot Title as issued by the Attorney General,

Statement FOR

S.J.R. No. 20 is a resolution passed (136-1)
by the 1965 State Legislature to repeal in-
consistent and unreasonable features of our
state land laws. Public approval of S.J.R. 20
will permit Washington to become the final
state to repeal these obsclete land laws.

Vote “Yes" Becouse:

1. People from other nations who come to
the State of Washington to work at im-
portant jobs in our thriving economy, at
the invitation of Washington companies,
are resiricted by a 77-year-old law from
owning their own homes and other prop-
erty.

Washington, as one of the key states of
the great “Pacific Rim" trading area, must
suffer the embarrassment of explaining
why it maintains an obsolete and unfair
law restricting property ewnership.
Oregon, Idaho and California — states
which compete for trade and skilled
workers with Washington—have already
repealed obsolete property laws and per-
mit people from other nations to own
property.

We currently permit foreign corporations
to own property in Washington, but not
people from other nations who move with
their families into the state,

L

)

-
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5. A “Yes” vote on S.1.R. No. 20 will correct
the inequities of our land law, let us
compete with Oregon, Idaho, California
and other states on equal terms, improve
our economic future and maintain Wash-
ington's reputation as a state where the
people of other nations are welcome.

Siate Citizens Coordinating Commitiee for
Senate Joint Resolution No. 20: William M.
Allen, President, The Boeing Company; Joe
Davis, President, Washington State Labor
Council, AFL-CI0O; Henry Kruse, Department
Commander, American Legion, Dept. of
Washington; Very Reverend John A. Fitterer,
S.., President, Seattle University; Louis J.
Burkey, President, Washington Land Title
Association; Lawrence Mabry, President,
Washington Association of Realtors; A. Lars
Nelson, Master, Washington State Grange;
Jim Martin, President, Home Builders of
Washington State; Reno K. Odlin, President,
Puget Sound National Bank; Dr. Charles E.
Odegaard, President, University of Washing-
ton; Dr. C. Clement French, former President,
Washington State University; Max Benitz,
President, Washington State Farm Bureau.

Commitiee appointed tn compose argument F enate
Joint Resolution No. 20 o ” OR 8

WILLIAM (BILL) CI-[&T.AL.-'\E State lh-grﬁ:nl.luw. Se~
attle; WALTER B. WILLIAMS, State Senator, Seattle
JOSEPH DRUMHELLER. Businessman, Spokane.






SENATE JOINT 22
RESOLUTION

PART 1

Propesed Constitutional Amendment

Official Ballot Title:*

ESTABLISHING COMMON SCHOOL
CONSTRUCTION FUND

Shall Article IX, section 3, of the state consti-
tution be amended to establish a common
school construction fund to be used to finance
common School construction, with funds to be
derived from (1) certain proceeds from tim-
ber and other crops from school and siate
lands, (2) certain inierest, rentals and reve-
nues from the permanent common school fund
and from lands devoted to the permanent
common school fund, and (3) such other
sources as the legislature may provide?

Vots cast by membars of the 1945 Legisloturs on Anol posoge:

SEMATE: |49 mamben) Yem, #4, Noys, 1) Absent or mel vefing, 4.
HOUSE: [#9 mambers] Yeos, Bd; Mays, §; Absent or nol veling, T.

*Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General.

Statement FOR

SJR 22, Part 1 is one of the building blocks
for a business-like program of school
construction financing:

Another of the three companion SPACE
measures, (see pages 10 and 22 for the other
parts of this plan), SJR 22 PART 1 creates
the Common School Construction Fund. This
Fund will provide a continuing source of in-
come for future school construction. The
money made available over the years will
be distributed around the state to local school
districts for needed building projects, help-
ing to ease the tax burden of local property
OWTErs.

Creates a fund for future schoel construction:

This new Fund will be created with the in-
terest from funds which have been flowing
from the Washington State School lands since
the framing of the Constitution in 1889. This
income, invested in the Permanent School
Fund now stands at more than $100 million.
The interest from this fund will establish
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the Common School Construction Fund, mak-
ing over $5 million each biennium available
to retire future school construction bond is-
sues (like REF, 14). Other incomes from the
School Lands will be made available every
biennium for direct contributions to local
school distriet building programs. These in-
clude such income as money from crop and
timber sales, and rentals,

Build the schools we must have—
and No New Taxes!

All these moneys are made available with-
out reducing the reserves of the Permanent
School Fund—which will continue to grow.
And, the Common School Construction Fund
can be established without raising any new
taxes! Vote FOR SJR 22, PART 1. .. sup-
port SPACE for children,

VOTE “VES”

Ezampmt:rwls appointed to compose the argument FOR SJR
. T :

FRED DORE, State Senator; FRANK BUSTER BROUIL-
LET, State Representative; FRANCISE E. HOLMAMN, Chailr-
man, SPACE.

Advisory Committee: Statewide Parents And Citizens for
Education (SPACE); Area #2 Chalrman, John Rutter
{Lynnwood), Area #5 Co-chairman, Bob Gibbs (We-
naichee); Area 3 Chairman, William E. Young (Olympia).

Pl B e






SENATE JOINT 22
RESOLUTION

PART 2

Proposed Constitutional Amendment

Official Ballot Title:*

INVESTMENT OF PERMANENT
SCHOOL FUND

Shall Article XVI, section 5, (Amendment 1)
of the state conmstitution, restricting invest-
ment of the state’s permanent school fund to
national, state, county, municipal or school
district bonds, be amended by removing this
restriction and thereby permitting the per-
manent school fund to be invested in such
manner as may be authorized by act of the
legislature?

Vole cost by mambers of the 1985 Legislolurs on fAnal possoge:

SEMATE: (4% memberi] Yeos, #4; Mays, 1; Abwent or not voling, 4.
HOUSE: [99 members] Yeor, B4, Moy, B; Absent or nol voling, 7.

*Ballot Title as issued by the Attormey General.

Statement FOR

SJR 22, Part 2 is one of the "building blocks™
for o business-like program of school
construction financing:

The last of the three companion SPACE
measures, SJR 22 Part 2 will permit the Leg-
islature to expand the investment opportuni-
ties of the Permanent School Fund. This will
create up to 50% more revenue from interest
on this $100 million-plus school resource.
This increased income can amount to as much
as $56 million per biennium to be used to
retire needed school construction bond issues
in the future. With a sure source of retire-
ment funds, precarious and expensive elec-
tions every two years (like REF 14) will be
reduced.

Permits greater returns from school
fund investments:

Now investments are confined to low-yield
municipal issues producing as little as 2%
interest! SJR 22 Part 2 permits expanding
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these investments to include governmental
revenue bonds, class “AA" corporate bonds,
insured bank and savings and loan accounts
. .. realizing 4% % interest and more.

Build the schools we must have—
and Ne New Taxes!

This extra income is one more way of hel
ing to keep local property taxes lower. SJR 22
Part 2 and the other twe SPACE *building
block” measures have received wide support
from education, labor, business and the lead-
ers of both political parties. Each deserves
your support. All three must pass to provide
a businesslike basis for school construction
financing—to benefit the children of our state.

Vote FOR SJR 22 PART 2 . . . for SPACE
for children. P

VOTE “VES”

Ernn}}m:_:‘te; appointed to compose the argument FOR 5JR
. Pu 5

FRED DORE State Senstor; FRANK BUSTER BROUIL-
LET, Stale Representative; FRANCIS E. HOLMAN, Chair-
man, SPACE.

Adwvisory Commities: Slatewide Parents And Citizens for
Education (SPACE): Area 21 Chairman, Lloyd P. Cooney
(Seattle); Yakima County Chairman, Charles J. O'Connor
(Yakima); Clark County Chairman, Alberi L, Hoons [(Van=
couver).







A Word About The Candidates Pamphlet . ..

When the Legislature in 1959 provided by
law for the official Voters Pamphlet, it also
directed the Secretary of State to publish a
Candidates Pamphlet. At the outset, however,
it appeared that such a publication would
face some formidable hurdles. Writing, de-
signing, setting type for and printing any
new book present problems enough, even
with ample time available. Add the fact that
no one can foresee which candidates will
survive the primary elections and be entitled
to space in such a book and the fact that
preparation, printing and distribution all
must be completed after the primary but well
in advance of the general election—a period
that the 1965 Legislature compressed even
further—and the scope of the problem be-
comes obvious.

Many persons concerned with voter educa-
tion have long felt that such a pamphlet was
needed to give the voters of our state more
balanced and useful elections information.

Therefore, shortly after I came to office I
decided to assign priority to a study of the
obstacles involved. I am very pleased that we
were able to find solutions to these problems
and, for the first time, are able to present to
you this 1966 Candidates Pamphlet. Not only
were we able to publish this pamphlet at
minimum expense but in fact were able to
cover the cost entirely by savings achieved
through careful control of other expenses in
our elections programs.

This Candidates Pamphlet, which has been
published in nine editions to minimize over-
lapping, contains the pictures and statements
submitted by candidates for whom you will
be voting in the 1966 general election on No-
vember 8, so you will know what they look
like and hear directly from them on their
qualifications and the issues. As in the Voters
Pamphlet, I have no authority to comment
on such statements.

S S N

A. LUDLOW KRAMER
Secretary of State

NOTE: The Candidates Pamphlet is included in the mail edition only.
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HOUSE JOINT
RESOLUTION

Proposed Constitutional Amendment

Official Ballot Title:*

RETIRED PERSONS PROPERTY TAX
EXEMPTION

Shall Article VII of the state constitution be
amended to authorize the legislature to grant
relief from property taxes on real property
owned and occupied as a residence by retired
persons, subject to such restrictions and con-
ditions as the legislature may establish, in-
cluding but not limited to level of income and
length of residence?

Veale cost by members ol the lmw“hlmg
SEMATE: (49 membar] Yeos, 34; Noys, 10; Absent or nel woting, 5.
HOUSE: (99 membar] Yeos, 83; Nays, 15; Abwent or nol veting, 1.

*Ballot Title as Issued by the Attorney General

Statement FOR

Articles of the state constitution should be
amended only for grave reasons. Such a
reason exists now, At present, Article VII
requires “that all taxes shall be uniform
upon the same class of property within the
state or other taxing body.” This requirement
is very unfair to retired persons who are
property owners with a fixed income threat-
ened by inflation,

Aside from creating hardships for our sen-
ior eitizens, Article VII penalizes many com-
munities whenever local agencies must rely
on levy elections for special revenues. Real
need on the part of many retired propert
owners compels them to oppose levies whicl)-:
increase their property tax. Some tax relief
would enable many of these persons to cast
more positive votes,

To help these retired persons and their com-
munities, all voters are urged to approve
House Joint Resolution No. 7 which passed
both the House and Senate by much better
than the two-thirds majority required by the
constitution. The Resolution is in favor of
amending the present Article VII of the state
constitution to the effect that it would grant
relief from “taxes on real property owned
and occupied as a residence by retired per-
sons.”
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Many states and political subdivisions im-
posing taxation upon real property have
granted substantial exemptions and rebates
to senior citizens on the ground that their
generally limited income makes it difficult
for them to maintain themselves in their own
homes. The 1965 session of the Legislature
passed a bill granting such relief which could
not be made effective until such time as HIR
7 was adopted.

The practical advantages of amending the
present Article VII of the state constitution
are readily apparent. However, there is an-
other, more humane, reason for voting for
House Joint Resolution No. 7. Our senior
citizens have labored hard to make our state
grow. For this we owe them a debt. We can
pay it best by helping our retired neighbors
to continue and share with us the work they
have begun. Voting for House Joint Resolu-
tion No. 7 would do just that.

Committee inted to compose statemeni FOR House
Joint Re.anlum No. 7:

ERIC 0. ANDERSON, State Re tative: FRANK CON-
NOR, State Senator; Dr. l'llmﬂ SCHNEIDER., Assoc,
Provessor, Gonzaga University, Spokane,

A Committee; MICHAEL WOLFSTONE, Chalrman
Wash. te Councill Senlor Citizens; ROBERT (BOB) Mce-
DOUGALL, State Representative; A. LARS NELSON, Mas-
ter Washington State Grange; ROBERT (BOB) KULL, State
Representetive; JOHN R. RTELL, State President, Fra-

ternal Order of Kelso.












COMFLETE TEXT OF

INITIATIVE

MEASURE 22 6

Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

CITIES SHARING SALES,
USE TAXES

AN ACT relating to revenue and taxation
and providing for the allocation and distri-
bution of one-tenth of the state collected
retail sales tax and use tax revenues to cities
and towns to provide for public safety, law
enforcement, fire protection, public health,
and for park and recreation services.

Be it enacted by the people
of the State of Washington:

SECTION 1. Washington's cities and towns con-
tain a majority of our people, and continue to grow
explosively. Essential police, fire, and health pro-
tection, parks and recreation facilities are being
strained to the danger point. Ugliness, congestion
and crime threaten to destroy safe and decent
living.

Municipal tax revenues lag far behind needs,
The property tax cannot be stretched to cover these
mounting cosis. Cities should receive a fairer por-
tion of the overall tax revenues like other functions.

The solution to many of the problems requires
that one-tenth of the sales and use tax revenues
be distributed to cities and towns to help meet the
financial crisis now being faced. It is intended
that funds thus derived shall supplement and be in
addition to any revenue source now available to
cities and towns.

SECTION 2. From and after the first day of July,
1867, notwithstanding any provisions of the law
to the contrary, one-tenth of the revenue derived
from the retail sales tax and one-tenth of the reve-
nue derived from the use tax imposed under the
provisions of RCW 82.08.010 through 82.08.140 and
Chapter B2.12 RCW, respectively, as now or here-
after amended, shall be credited by the State Treas-
urer to an account hereby established, to be known
as the Cities and Towns Exeise Tax Account. On
the first day of the months of January, April, July,
and October of each year, the State Treasurer shall
apportion all moneys in the Cities and Towns Excise
Tax Account among the cities and towns in the
state ratably on the basis of population as deter-
mined by the State Census Board under RCW 43-
£2.020. The amount apportioned shall be distrib-
uted to the cities and towns, and shall be used by
each city and town for the purposes of public safety,
law enforcement, fire protection, public health, and
for park and recreation purposes,

Initiative Measure No. 226 filed in the office of the
Secretary of Stale as of January 10, 1966.

Sponsors filed 180,806 supporting signatures as of
July B, 1966,

Canvass of signatures completed as of September
18, 1966 and petitions found sufficient. Measure
then certified to the November 8, 1966 stale gen-
eral election ballot for approval or rejection by
the voters.

A, LUDLOW KERAMER, Secretary of State.
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COMFLETE TEXT OF

INITIATIVE
MEASURE

229

Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

REPEALING SUNDAY
ACTIVITIES BLUE LAW

AN ACT repealing an existing statute* which
declares it to be a crime (misdemeanor) for
any person, on the first day of the week (Sun-
day) toe promoie any noisy or boisterous
sport or amusement; conduct or carry on
all but certain designated trades or manufac-
turing activities; or open any drinking saloon;
or sell or offer for sale any except certain
designated items of personal property.

*Section 242, chapter 249, Laws of 1008, codified as
RCW 9.76.010.

Be it enacted by the people
of the State of Washington:

SECTION 1. That RCW 8.76.010 (Session Laws
1908, Ch, 240 Sec. 242 p. 063) which provides that
“Every person who, on the first day of the week,
shall promote any noisy or boisterous sport or
amusement, disturbing the peace of the day; or
who shall conduct or carry on, or perform or em-
ploy any labor about any trade or manufacture,
except livery stables, garages and works of neces-
sity or charity conducted in an orderly manner so
as nol to interfere with the repose and religious
liberty of the community; or who shall open any
drinking saloon, or sell, offer or expose for sale,
any personal property, shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor: Provided, That meals, without intoxicating
liguors, may be served on the premises or else-
where by caterers, and prepared tobacco, milk,
fruit, confectionery, newspapers, magazines, medi-
cal and surgical appliances may be sold in a quiet
and orderly manner. In works of necessily or
charity is included whatever is needful during the
day for the good order or health or comfort of a
community; but keeping open a barber shop, shav-
ing or cutting hair shall not be deemed a work of
necessity or charity, and nothing in this section
shall be construed to permit the sale of uncooked
meats, groceries, clothing, boots or shoes" be re-
pealed.

SECTION 2. The effective date of this Act
ghall be December 9, 1966,

Initiative Measure No. 220 filed in the office of the
Secretary of State as of February 17, 1966,

Sponsors filed 187,882 supporting signatures as of
July 8, 1966,

Canvass of signatures completed as of September 1,
1966 and petitions found sufficient. Measure then
certified to the November B, 1966 state general
election ballot for approval or rejection by the
voters.

A. LUDLOW KRAMER, Secretary of State.



. COMFLETE TEXT OF

INITIATIVE
MEASURE

233

Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

REPEALING FREIGHT

TRAIN CREW LAW

AN ACT regarding train crew requirements
in the railroad indusiry; repealing a statute
which prohibits operating freight trains hav-
ing twenty-five or more cars with a crew of
less than six, or light engines with a crew of
less than three, outside yard limits and where
more than two irains per day operate over
the same line or part thereof; prohibiting
the state from prevenling railroads from
manning freight trains in accordance with
collective bargaining agreements or any na-
tional or other settlement of train crew
size; and declaring that the size of passenger
train crews shall not be affected thereby.

Be it enacted by the people
of the State of Washington:

SECTION 1: RCW section B1.40.020 iz hereby
repealed.

SECTION 2: Ne law or order of any regulatory
agency of this state ghall prevent a common carrier
by railroad from manning its freight trains in ac-
cordance with collective bargaining agreements or
any national or other settlement of train crew size,
The size of passenger train ecrews shall not be
affected by this act.

SECTION 3: All acts or parts of acts in conflict
with or in dercgation of this act are hereby re-
pealed insofar as the same are in conflict with, or
in derogation of, this act or any part thereof

Initiative Measure No. 233 filed in the office of the
Secretary of State as of March 22, 1966.

Sponsors filed 166,866 supporting sipnatures as of
July 6, 1966.

Canvass of signatures completed as of September
7, 1866 and petitions found sufficient. Measure
then certified to the November B, 1966 state gen-
eral election ballot for approval or rejection by
the voters.

A, LUDLOW KRAMER, Secretary of State.

COMFLETE TEXT OF

st nomeee 14

(CHAPTER 158, LAWS 1965, EX. SESSION)

Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

BONDS FOR PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITIES

AN ACT Authorizing the issuance and sale of
state general obligation bonds in the sum
of $16,500,000; providing for payment of the
bonds from unpledged retail sales tax rev-
enues or other means authorized by the leg-
islature; appropriating proceeds therefrom
for state matching funds for constructing
public school plant facilities; and authorizing
the state board of education to make certain
contingent allocations of funds for public
school construction,

LEGISLATIVE TITLE
{Senate Bill No. 40)

PUBLIC SCHOOL PLANT FACILITIES—
FINANCING

AN ACT Relating to the public schools and the
support thereof; authorizing the issuance and
zale of state general obligation bonds to provide
for needed public school plant facilities; pro-
viding ways and means to pay said bonds; mak-
ing appropriations; and providing for submis-
sion of this act to a vote of the people.

EE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:

NEW SECTION. Section 1. For the purpose of
furnishing funds for state assistance in providing
public school plant facilities, there shall be issued
and sold, at any time prior to April 1, 1970, general
obligation bonds of the state of Washington in the
sum of sixteen million Ave hundred thousand del-
lars to be paid and discharged not more than twenty
years after the date of issuance. The issuance, sale
and retirement of said bonds shall be under the
general supervision and control of the state finance
committee.

The state flinance committee iz authorized to
prescribe the forms of such bonds; the provisions
of sale of all or any portion or portions of such
bonds; the terms, provisions, and covenants of said
bonds, and the sale, issuance, and redemption
thereof. None of the bonds herein authorized shall
be =old for less than the par value thereof,

The bonds shall pledge the full faith and credit
of the state of Washington and contain an uncon-
ditional promise to pay the principal and interest
when due.

The ecommittee may provide that the bonds, or
any of them, may be called prior to the maturity
date thereof under such terms, conditions, and pro-
visions as it may determine and may authorize
the use of facsimile signature in the issuance of
such bonds and upon any coupons attached thereto.
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COMPLETE TEXT OF

Proposed
Constitutional Amendment

SENATE JOINT 20

RESOLUTION
Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

REMOVING LIMITATION
ON LAND OWNERSHIP

Shall the limitation on the ownership of land
in the State of Washington by certain non-
citizens be removed by repealing section 33,
Article 11, as amended by Amendments 24
and 29 of the state constitution?

EE IT RESOLVED, By the Senate and House of
Representatives of the State of Washington, in
Legislative Seszion Assembled:

THAT, At the general election to be held in this
state on the Tuesday next succeeding the first Mon-
day in November, 1966, there shall be submitted
to the gualified volers of this state, for their adop-
tion or rejection, the following proposed amend-
ment to the Constitution of the State of Washington:

Eection 33, Article IT and Amendments 24 and 29
amendatory thereof, of the Constitution of the State
of Washington are each hereby repealed.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the
secretary of state shall cause notice of the foregoing
constitutional amendment to be published at least
four times during the four weeks next preceding
the election in every legal newspaper in the state,
Passed the Senote Maorch 8, 1985, Possed the House Masch 10, 1965

JOHM A, CHERBERG, bert M. Schoater,
Fresident of the Senals Specker of the House.

EXFLAMATORY COMMENT 5.J.R. MO, T0:

All wordy printed belew and lined through ore in aur State Con-
stilatien al rhe present time ond are being token out by this omend.
mant,

A, LUDLOW KRAMER, Secretary ol Siate

Seec 33, Article H-{ns—amended s Allen Cowner-
ship, The swnership of lands by -aliens oiher than
fhesewhe—in good (aiththave deelared their inten-
thon to become eitizens of the United Slates, is pro-
hibited—in this-—state, except where - acguired by
inheritanee, under mortgape or i good faith-in the
erdinary—eaurse of justice—in the-eallection-of debis;
afd-all-ronvervances-oilands hereafier made do-any
alicn—direetly —6r iR frust for sueh—alien, shall be
vodd:  Provided, Thai the previsiens of this section
shall nol appiv-io tands eontaining veluable deposits
ef minerals, metals, iron—eoalk-er-fre—olay,and-the
recessary—tand for-mills and machinery to-be -used
ir—the—develspmenrt—thereol—andthe—meanafacture
ef—the praducts therelroms And provided further,
Thatl-the previcions of this section—shall notapply
to-the—eitizens-of such-of the Provinees-of the Do-
minion of Cansda—as—denet expressiy-or-by—impli-
et prohibit ﬁwnﬁf‘-h!p of proviocial lands by
pilizens—oi thic siate

COMPLETE TEXT OF

Proposed
Constitutional Amendment

SENATE JOINT
RESOLUTION

PART 1

22

Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

ESTABLISHING COMMON SCHOOL
CONSTRUCTION FUND

Shall Article IX, section 3, of the state con-
stitution be amended to establish a common
school construction fund to be used to finance
common school construction, with funds to
be derived from (1) certain proceeds from
timber and other erops from school and state
lands, (2) certain interest, rentals and reve-
nues from the permanent school fund and
from lands devoted to the permanent common
school fund, and (3) such other sources as the
legislature may provide?

PART 2
Ballot Title as issued by the Attorney General:

INVESTMENT OF PERMANENT
SCHOOL FUND

Shall Article XVI, section 5, (Amendment 1)
of the state constitution, restricting invest-
ment of the state’s permanent school fund
to national, state, county, municipal or school
district bnnrls be amended by removing this
restriction and thereby permitting the per-
manent school fund to be invested in such
manner as may be authorized by act of the
legislature?

EBE 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
thiz state, there shall be submitted to the qualified
electors of the state, for their approval and ratifi-
cation, or rejection, an amendment to Article IX,
section 3, and an amendment to Article XVI, section
5 of the Constitulion of the state of Washington,
to read as follows:

Article I, section 3. The principal of the com-
mon school fund as the same existed on June 30,
1965, shall remain permanent and irreducible. The
said fund shall consist of the principal amount
therenf existing on June 30, 1965, and such addi-
tions therelo as may be derived after June 30, 1965,
from the following named sources, to wit: Appro-
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Voting by Absentee Ballot

Any voter who will be away from home on
the day of the election—or is so physically
handicapped that he (or she) cannot vote in
person should apply now for an absentee
ballot. Any signed request containing the

necessary information will be honored. For
your convenience, a model application is re-

produced below.

Our absentee voting procedure has been
greatly simplified in that it is no longer nec-
essary to mark your ballot in the presence of
a notary public. All that is required is for the
absentee voter to sign the affidavit which is
printed upon the envelope used to mail back
the marked ballot.

In order to be certain that the voter's ap-
plication is authentie, our laws require that
the signature upon the application be verified
by comparison with the signature on the
voter’s permanent registration record. For
this reason, a voter who resides within a city
precinct must send his application to his city
clerk even though the request is for a state
general election absentee ballot. The city
clerk, after approving the application, will
then forward it to the appropriate county
auditor who, as the election officer, actually
issues and receives absentee ballots for all
elections.

Apply Now for an Absentee Ballot If You Cannot Vote in Person.
i e CLIP OUT FORM ALONG THIS LINE - - e e e e e

{City or town)

APPLICATION FOR STATE GENERAL ELECTION ABSENTEE BALLOT

Send this application to your cily clerk if your voling precinet is within city limits or to your
county auditor if yvour voting precinct is outside the city limits.

I hereby declare that I am a qualified elector in ... . ey State of

Washington, and that I am registered for voting at the following address:

. MY VOtING precinet 15 oo

This application is being made for an absentee ballot for the approaching:

(DELEY e

(Mame of county)

(1l possible ﬂ.u“l;l:l:“p‘rE‘ﬂ‘Il::"l; n.nme |:rr numberj.

| November 8, 1966 State General Election

My reason for requesting an absentee ballot is:
{Check appropriate square)

[ I expect to be absent from my precinct during the polling hours on the day of said
election.

[ 1 am so incapacitated that I cannot attend at the polls and vote in the usual way at
said election, my incapacity being in the manner as follows: ..

SIGN HERE #

iPrint name here for positive identification) {Signature of voter)

Fill in address where you wish absentee IBtrect)

ballot to be sent *
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