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INTRODUCTION TO THE 1990 VOTERS PAMPHLET 

I am pleased to introduce you to the 1990 Washington State 
Voters Pamphlet, whichthis year celebrates 80 years of women's 
suffrage in our state. Suffrage (the right to vote) was won by the 
women of Washington in 191O-ten years before women in 
most other states achieved the same right with the adoption of 
the 19th amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 

The achievement of women's suffrage in Washington came 
after many years of struggle. In 1854, the first territorial legis
lature defeated a suffrage bill by one vote. Similar legislation 
was rejeded in 1871 (despite an address to lawmakers by 
national suffrage leaders Susan B. Anthony and Abigai l Soott 
Duniway), and again in 1881 . A suffrage bill was approved in 
1883, only to be voided by the territorial supreme court. The 
only bright spot in this struggle came in 1890, when women 
won the right to vote in school eledions. 

Washington's suffrage movement fi nally hit its stride in 191 0 
under the leadership of Emma Smith De Voe. De Voe, an astute 
pol itical organizer, qUietly and methodically built support for 
a campaign which emphasized justice and the need to '"clean 
house" in politics. Other prominent figures in the movement 
included Dr. Cora Smith Eaton, Sarah and Henry Yesler, Lizzie 
Ordway and flamboyant Spokane millionairess May Arkwright 
Hutton. 

Their efforts were rewarded on November 8,1'910, when the 
men of Washington (the only ones who could vote) over
whelmingly approved an amendment to the state constitution 
permitting women to vote. Washington thus became only the 
fifth state to adopt woman suffrage. 

This year, I hope you will help celebrate the 80th anniver
sary of this important achievement by casting your vote on 
November 6th. I can'tthink of a better way to honor those who 
fought SO hard for one of our most cherished rights--the right to 
vote. 

RAlPH MUNRO 
Secretary of State 

Co __ Pitolo: Three INOI7IEn hMIg posten during the successlul 1910 
cillTlfWlY' for women's suffrage in Wwington SWe. (Coutfesy, 
!\siIheI CUttis Collection, WWington State Histcxial Society.) 

.As we celebrate the BOth anniversary of women's suffrage 
in our state, it is important to remember the expanded oppor
tunities for all citizens to vote. 

Our nation has evolved from an electorate of only men of 
property to a nation that is truly by and for all the people. The 
suffrage movement in the United States won a long and hard 
fought battle for a precious right. The right to vote should never 
be taken for granted. It should be exercised at every opportu
nity. 

Washington State has been a leader in extending the right to 
vote and protecting citizen rights. 

On November 6, join your fellow Americans in exercising 
the most fundamental right of democracy - please vote. 

TIM HILL 
King County Executive 

From the TOICOfI'Ia Daily News, July 20, 7974 
(Courtesy, Wuhi'WfOtl Stile Archives) .--.. -------------. 
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VOTER PARTICIPATION IN ELECTION CAMPAIGNS 

Any person who wishes to participate in the election campaign process through financial contributions, volunteer work or other 
types of involvement may contact the candidate or party of his or her choice for more information. listed below are the address and 
telephone numbers of the major and minor political parties with candidates on the general election ballot. 

Wuhington §Ute Democratic Wuhington §Ute Republican SociMst Wonen 1990 Libertarian PlIIty of 
Centr~ Committee PlIIty Umpaip Committee Washington 

1701 Smith Tower 9 Lake Bellevue Drive 1405 bit Madison P.O. Box 23108 
Seattle WA 98104 Bellevue WA 98005 Seattle WA 98122 Seattle WA 98102 
(206) S83.{)664 (206) 451-1988 (206) 323-1755 (206) 329-5669 

New Alliance PlIIty 
1206 bit Pike #539 
Seattle WA 98122 
(206) 329-9540 

DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES 
AND POLITICAL PARTIES 

Contributions to candidates and political committees: State law does not limit the amount a person may contribute to .support 
or oppose a candidate, ballot measure, political party or political committee. However, duringthe 21 days before the general election, 
a person may contribute no more than S50,OOO to a candidate for statewide office or S5,OOO to any other candidate or political com
mittee. Contributions from corporations, unions, businesses, associations and similar organizations are permitted. 

Registration and reporting by candidates and political committees: Within two weeks after a person becomes a candidate 
or a political committee is organized, a campaign finance registration statement must be filed with the Public Disclosure Commission 
and the local county elections official. (If the committee organizes within three weeks of an election, it has three days to register.) The 
candidate or committee treasurer is then required to report period ically the source and amount of campaign contributions of $25 or 
more and to list campaign expenditures. 

These reports are open to the public. Copies are available at the Public D isclosure Commission in Olympia or at the county elec
tions office in the county where the candidate lives. In addition, the campaign financial books and records of a candidate or com
mittee are available for publ ic inspection the last eight days (Monday through Friday) before each election. The campaign registra
tion shows the time and place where the records may be inspected. 

Independent Campaign Expenditures: Any person who makes an expenditure in support of or opposition to a state or local 
candidate or ballot proposition (not including contributions made to a candidate or political committee) must make a report to the 
Public Disclosure Commission within five days if the expenditure is $ 100 or more. Reporting forms are available from the Commission 
or the county elections office. 

Contribution reporting by registered lobbyists and lobbyist employers: lobbyists in Washington State who make 
contributions to federal, state or local office candidates, political parties or other political committees report those contributions on 
their monthly lobbying report. lobbyist employers who make contributions exceeding $ 100 to publiC offiCials, candidates for state 
and local office, and political committees must file.a special report of those contributions unless they are reported by the employer's 
lobbyiSt. . 

Federal campaigns: Contributions to U.S. Senate and House of Representative candidates are regulated by federal law. An in
dividual may contribute a maximum of $ 1,000 in the primary election and $ 1,000 in the general election to each candidate for senator 
and representative. Corporations, businesses, unions and similar groups are generally prohibited from contributing to federal cam
paigns. Copies of federal campaign finance reports are available from the Public Disclosure Commission. 

For additional information contact: Public Disclosure Commission, 403 Evergreen Plaza, FJ-42, Olympia, WA 98504-3342, 
(206) 753-1111 , or, for federal campaign, Federal Election Commission, 1 -800-424-9530. 

FEDERAL INCOME TAX CREDITS AND DEDUCTIONS FOR CONTRIBUTIONS 
Political contributions tax credit: The Federal Tax Reform Act of 1986 eliminated the personal tax credit previously allowed 

for political contributions. 
As in the past, contributions or gifts made to political parties or candidates may not be deducted as a business expense. In ad

dition, expenses paid or incurred to take part in any political campaign on behalf of a candidate for public office are not deductible 
as a business expense. Finally, indirect political contributions, such as advertising for a pol itical party or admission to a program w ith 
proceeds going to a political party or candidate, may not be deducted as a business expense. 

Presidential Election Campaign Fund Checkoff: Individuals may check a box on their returns to designate 51 of the tax ($2 
on a joint return) go to the Presidential Election Campaign Fund. 
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THE OFFICE OF PRECINCT COMMITTEE OFFICER 

THE OFFICE OF PRECINCT COMMITTEE OFFICER 

In addition to the various state and county offices which 
w ill appear upon the general election ballot, most voters will 
have the opportunity to vote for the office of ·precinct commit
tee officer". 

WHO IS EUGIBLE 

State law (RCW 29.42.040) provides that any person who 
isa registered voter and a member of a major political party may 
become a candidate for the office of precinct committee officer 
by filing a declaration of candidacy and paying a S 1 filing fee to 
the county auditor. Since voters do not register by political 
party in Washington, a candidate declares himself or herself to 
be a Democrat or a Republican atthe time he or she files for the 
office. The filing period for the office of precinct committee 
officer begins at the same time as the filing period for other 
partisan offices (the fourth Monday in July in even-numbered 
years), and lasts for three weeks, ending on the third Friday 
follOWing that date. 

ELECT10N OF PRECINCT COMMITTEE OFFICER 

Candidates for precinct committee officer do not appear 
on the primary ballot but rather are placed d irectly on the 
general election ballot, and the candidate receiving the most 
votes in his or her precinct for each political party is declared 
elected. State law (RCW 29.42.050) does provide, however, 
that to be declared elected, a candidate must receive at least 
1O')b of the number of votes cast for the candidate of his or her 
party receiving the greatest number of votes in that precinct 

TERM OF OFFICE AND VACANCIES 

The term of office for anyone elected to the office of 
precinct committee officer is two years, and commences upon 
the official canvass of election returns by the county canvassing 
board. Should a vacancy occur in the office (caused by death, 
disqualification, resignation, or failure to elect), the usual proc
ess is for the chairman of the party central committee to fill the 
vacancy by appointment Appointments to fill vacancies can
not be made between the state general election and the 
organization meeting of the county central committee, which 
must be held prior to the second Saturday in January follOWing 
the election of precinct committee officer. 

DUTIES OF PRECINCT COMMITTEE OFFICER 
AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNTY AND STATE 

CENTRAL COMMITTEES 

1. Each precinct committee officer is a member of the county 
central committee. The county central committee has the 
authority to fill vacancies on the party ticket for partisan 
county offices and for legislative offices in districts entirely 
within that county when no candidate files for such a 

position or when a candidate of nominee dies or is dis
qualified leaVing no candidate of that party for such an 
office; they may also nominate persons for appointment to 
these offices if an incumbent of that party resigns; and 
finally, elect members to the state central committee. 

2. The state central committee has the authority under state 
law (RCW 29.42.020) to: 
-Call caucuses and conventions. 
-Provide for the election of delegates to national nominat-
ing conventions. 

-Fi ll vacancies on the party ticket for any federal, state or 
legislative office which encompasses more than one county. 

-Nominate persons to fill vacancies caused by resignation 
or death of an incumbent of that party in state offices and 
legislative offices in districts which encompasses more 
than one county. 

-Provide for the nomination of presidential electors. 
-Perform other functions inherent in such an organization. 

NON-STATUTORY DUTIES AND RESPONSIBIUTIES 
OF PRECINCT COMMITTEE OFFICER 

SpecifiC duties and responsibilities of a precinct committee 
officer are usually determined by either the county or state 
central committees. The following duties are commonly as
Signed to precinct committee officers by their party organiza
tion : 

-Keep informed on current issues and candidates, study 
the party platform. 

-Attend meetings of county committees and actively par
ticipate in fund· raising activities. 

-Obtain lists of registered voters from the County Auditor's 
office. 

-Canvass the precinct and become acquainted with the 
voters residing therein. 

-Establish a record of el igible voters and party members 
within the precinct 

-Encourage voter registration within the precinct 
-Distribute party election materials during election cam-
paigns. 

-Recommend party members to work as precinct election 
officers. 

-Encourage voters to get out and vote on election day. 
-Encourage the use of absentee ballots. 
-Hold precinct caucuses at certain selected times for the 
purpose of adopting resolutions and selecting delegates to 
the county conventions. 

Individuals who are interested in serving as precinct com
mittee officer should contact the chairman of the county 
central committee of their party or the state committee office of 
that party. Their addresses appear at the top of the preceeding 
page. 
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INITIATIVE 
MEASURE 547 
TO THE PEOPLE 

Note: The ballot title and explanatory statement were written by the 
Attorney General as required by law. The complete text of Initiative 
Measure 547 begins on page 14. 
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Statement for 

INITIATIVE 547 KEEPS WASHINGTON UVABLE 

If we want to prevent Washington state from becoming 
another Los Angeles, we must act now to protect our environ
ment and manage growth. Either we plan for the future or we 
pay dearly for the consequences. Each year we lose 2,000 or 
more acres of wetla"ds and in the past decade alone we've 
lost 80,000 acres of forest lands. 

INITlA TlVE 547 PROTECTS OUR ENVIRONMENT 

Initiative 547 will: • restrict hazardous waste dumps , 
incinerators and oil ports; • protect lakes, streams, farms and 
forests from being destroyed by urban sprawl; • stop contin
ued wetlands loss due to development; • increase protection 
of Puget Sound; • keep open space and transportation funds 
passed by the legislature this year; • save endangered open 
space. 

INITIATIVE 547 MAKES DEVELOPERS PAY, 
NOT TAXPAYERS 

The costs of unmanaged growth are mounting everyday. 
Traffic congestion increases. We pave over our open space. 
Initiative 547 requires developers and large corporate real 
estate interests who are profiting from growth to pay their fair 
share. That is why they will spend hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to defeat it. 

Initiative 547: • requires developers to pay for roads and 
sewers .. .not the taxpayers; • requires roads, schools, fire and 
police protection be provided as development occurs so that 
taxpayers don't have to pay more for them later; • protects 
existing neighborhoods; • keeps hOUSing affordable. 

Official Ballot Title: 
Shall state growth and er)vironmental protec
tion goals be implemented by measures in
cluding local comprehensive land use plan
ning and development fees? 

The law as it now exists: 
The 62-page 1990 Growth Manageme~ Act. was enacted by the 

legislature shortly after the filing of Initiative 547. That Ad requires 
counties having a population of over 50,000 wkh at least a 10 percent 
population growth in the last 10 years, and any counties having had a 20 
percent growth in that period to develop comprehensive land use plans. 

THE BULLDOZERS AREN'T WAITING AND 
NEITHER SHOULD WE 

Initiative 547 is an action plan for our future. We need 
tougher laws to protect the environment and manage growth for 
our families today and our children tomorrow. Vote Yes on 
Initiative 547. Let's Keep Washington livable. Call 206-527-
7909 for more information and to help protect your environ
ment. 

Rebuttal of Statement against 
You've heard it all before. Scare tactics and misrepresenta

tions from real estate developers and corporations who do not 
want to pay their fair share of the costs of new roads, schools, 
parks, police and fire protectiQn. 

Vote yes and we can protect our wetlands, groundwater, 
countryside and our children'S future. This isn't Los Angeles ... 
yet. We can plan for growth instead of settling for traffic jams. 

Vote YES on Initiative 547. Let's keep Washington livable. 

Voters Pamphlet Statement Pre,-ed by: 

DEBBIE ABRAHAMSEN, Sensible Growth Alliance; DAVID 
BRICKLIN, Washington Environmental Council; MIKE KREIDLER, 
State Senator. 

Advisory Committee: HAZEL WOLf, National Audubon Soci
ety; JOHN ENDERS, President, Puget Sound Council of Senior 
Citizens; JEffERY HAHTO, President, Washington State Sports
men's Council; BRIAN DERDOWSKI, King County Council; 
REVEREND DAVID BLOOM, Church Council of Greater Seattle. 

Based upon preliminary population estimates the following counties now 
would be included: King, Pierce, Snohomish, aark, Kltsap, Thurston, 
Whatcom, Ska!tit.1sIand, Chelan, Yakima, Clallam, Sanjuan, Mason, and 
jefferson. The fast three have the option to opt oU: of the requirement by 
December 31,1990. Cities in counties required to have comprehensive 
plans are also required to develop comprehensive land use plans. 

The comprehensive plans are to address urban growth, reduce 
urban sprawl, consider multimodel transportation, a ordable housing 
and economic developmert, protection of ground waters, Puget Sound, 
neighborhoods and property rights, provide for open space, recreation, 
historic preservation and CitizenS'cipation, and many other factors. 
The stab.U OYides some man elemellt$ in such plans. Those 
courties a~ cities which are require to develop such plans must do so 
by july 1,1993. ay and county plans are to be coordinated and urban 
growth areas are to have greenbelts and open space. C~ annexations 
not permitted beyond urban growth areas. The State Depa~ of 
Community Developrne~ is to develop guidelines for the classifICation of 
agricultural lands, forest lands, mineral resource lands and critical areas 
which are to be conserved. 

Extensions of water and sewer services beyond urban growth areas 
is r~. The state is to provide local goyemment technical assistance 
and develop information on land uses in the state. 

Impact fees for development can be charged by localities for the 
c05ts of public facilities. IV. the option of local govemme~ a one quarter 

Statement against 

1·547 PROMOTES GOVERNMENT BUREAUCRACY, NOT 
GROWTH MANAGEMENT 

1-547 promotes government bureaucracy by giving non
elected state growth panels enormous authority to affect every 
local land-use decision. This new bureaucracy is given 
$160,000,000 off the top of the state budget over 8 years, 
reducing funds for education, transportation, crime and even 
environmental clean-up. 

1-547 is so poorly drafted and complex with 74 contrad ic
tory goals that it will create a legal nightmare, halting and 
delaying responSible transportation . and growth management 
projects. 

1-547 THREATENS THE ECONOMY BY INCREASING TAXES 
AND HOUSING PRICES 

Local governments will be given unprecedented authority 
to raise taxes. 1-547 will continue to push the cost of housing out 
of the reach of the average family by restricting housing supply 
and imposing new costs. Higher hOUSing costs also mean higher 
property taxes and rents. 1-547 means higher unemployment 
and may help to bring an end to our healthy economy. 

1-547 DELAYS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND 
TRAFFIC REUEF 

1-547 repeals the landmark 1990 growth management law. 
This will eliminate reqUirements that local governments protect 
wetlands, open space, and sensitive areas within one year. 
Recently commenced regional transportation planning will be 
stopped dead in its tracks. The 1990 growth law protects the 

of 1 percert local real estate tax can be imposed upon the sale of real 
estate. A state growth strategies commission is direded to be created by 
the Governor. There is to be regional transportation planning, encour
age~ of economic growth statewide and the role of state government 
in growth management is to be defined. 

Ouringthe currm biennium 9.2 million dollars was appropriated of 
which 7.4 million is for grants to local governments. 

The effect of Initiative Measure 547, 
if approved into law: 

Initiative 547, which is 53 pages in length, provides for repeal of the 
1990 legislative enactment and would require comprehensive land use 
planning by all counties. Two state regional management councils would 
be created, with two members from each congressional district appointed 
by the Governor subjed to Senate confirmation. Those state councils 
would adopt statewide rules for planning. require compliance by state 
agencies and approve, disapproye or grant provisional approval for local 
comprehensive land use plans. 

The purpose of the comprehensive land use plans would be to have 
efficie~ use of land, conservation of some lands, adequate housing. 
efficient transportation, prevent urban sprawl, provide for open space 
and recreation, proted national heritage lands, preve~ any net loss of 

(Continued on page 27) 

environment now and will help relieve traffic congestion. 1-
547 would have you wait years until a state bureaucracy 
decides. 

SUPPORT STRONG LOCAL CONTROl, 
VOTE NO ON 1-547 

Read the fine print and more than 16,000 words in this 
excessive and complex initiative. Are you will ing to risk our 
quality of life on an initiative drafted by a few individuals that 
threatens the economy, raises housing prices and taxes, 
delays real environmental protection, and promotes exces
sive state land use control? Please vote No on 1-547. 

Rebuttal of Statement for 
We all wantto protect the environment, but 1-547 delays 

real protection for years. 
1-547 is expensive--$40 million tax dollars a biennium 

and millions more in legal fees and court challenges. 
1-547 takes land use control from your local government 

and gives it to an unelected state bureaucracy. 
Traffic congestion wi ll worsen as regional transportation 

efforts are stopped. Housing prices will increase. 
Read this complex, lengthy and contradictory initiative. 

We can do better than 1-547. 

Voters Pamphlet Sbtement Prepared by: 

JOE KING, Speaker of the HouSe; JOEL PRITCHARD, lieu
tenant GcM!mor, JEANETTE HAYNER, Senate Majority Leader. 

AdviSOry Committee: BOOTH GARDNER, Governor; AL 
OGOON, President, Association of Washington Cities; VAN 
YOUNGQUIST, President, Washington State Association of 
Counties; RON SIMS, King County Councilman; HELEN 
SOMMERS, State Representative. 
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HOUSEJOINT 
RESOLUTION 4203 
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

Note: The ballot title and explanatory statement were written by the 
Attorney General as required by law. The complete text of House Joint 
Resolution 4203 begins on page 26. 

Vote cast by the 1990 Legislature on final ~: 
HOUSE: Yeas, 87; Nays, 1; Absent or not voting.. 9. 
SENATE: Yeas, 44; Nays, 3; Absent or not voting.. 2. 
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Statement for 

HJR 4203 IS GOOD, OPEN, AND 
EFFICIENT GOVERNMENT 

Although existing state law permits county boundaries to 
be changed when necessary, it does not provide a clear 
method for making these changes. In fact, existing law is so 
vague that some previously changed boundaries may be 
illegal. 

HJR 4203 provides clear and fair methods for changing 
county boundaries. Each change would require voter ap
proval before a county boundary could be altered. 

HJR 4203 REPAIRS STRUCTURAL FLAWS IN EXISTING 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 

1) Existing law does not provide a clear method to create a 
new county. HJR 4203 clarifies the law and provides fairness 
to all parties. 

2) Present law does not permit counties to be combined. 
HJR 4203 provides clear and fair methods to combine coun
ties. 

3) Current law does not permit territory to be transferred 
between counties. HJR 4203 provides clear and fair methods 
to transfer territory between counties. 

PROBABLE USE OF HJR 4203 

Minor boundary adjustments between counties probably 
w ill be the most common use of HJR 4203. Most county 
boundaries were drawn 100 years ago to reflect geographical 
differences, and while the state's geography has changed, 
county boundaries have not As a result, some county 
boundaries are illogical and cumbersome. 

Official Ballot Title: 
Shall constitutional provisions governing the 
creation of .new counties be amended to 
alter requirements for county formation, 
annexation, and consolidation? 

The law as it now exists: 
The State Constitution provides that no new county having a 

population less than 2,000 persons can be created and. its 
creation cannot reduce any existing county to a population of 
less than 4,000. The creation of a new county requires a majority 

Problems include the difficulties experienced by road crews 
in providing services to isolated parts of certain counties when an 
adjoining county could more efficiently provide the same serv
ices. Also, some county boundaries that were once defined as 
the middle of a river channel, for example, can no longer be 
located. 

HJR 4203 is in the publ ic interest. It will provide eqUitable 
methods to clarify and change county boundaries for the benefit 
of all citizens. 

Rebuttal of Statement against 
The opposition statement is in error. Do not be misled. 
HJR 4203 not only increases your constitutional rights, but 

decreases the power of government 
There is no process under the Constitution to change county 

boundaries, either for purposes of annexation or consolidation. 
The process for creating new counties is unclear. 

HJR 4203 permits rational, efficient, and accountable county 
boundary changes. 

let's give power to the people. The people know best. 

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by: 

BOB McCASLIN, State Senator; DAVID COOPER, State Repre
sentative; ROY FERGUSON, State Representative. 

of the voters living in the area to petition and all other conditions 
are prescribed by general law applicable to the whole state. 

The effect of HJR 4203, 
if approved into law: 

The State Constitution would be amended to provide that no 
new .county could be created with a population of less than 
10,000. The population minimum would not apply to the 
consolidation of two or more counties. The removal of any area 
(rom an existing county would not be permitted if it reduced that 
county to a population of less than 10,000. The creation of new 
counties, annexations, or consolidations would be pursuant to 
special laws enacted by the legislature. 

The creation of a new county would require (1 ) a petition by 
a majority of the voters residing in that ar~a, (2) a special 
legislative enactment, and (3) approval at an election by the 
voters in the area. The legislature could establish boundaries 
differing from those proposed by the petition. 

Annexation of territory to an adjOining county would require 

Statement against 

PROTECT YOUR RIGHTS; VOTE NO ON HJR 4203 

Watch out, the purpose of HJR 4203 is to reduce your con
stitutional rights while expanding the power of government 

Article XI, Section 3 of our Constitution provides that when 
the majority of voters living in an area wish to leave the county 
they live in and create a new county they may petition the 
legislature for such a change. 

HJR 4203 would allow the legislature to establish boundaries 
for the new county different than those proposed in the petition. 
Some persons who signed the citizens petition may be left out of 
the new county while others who were not within the area 
described by the petition could find themselves in a new county. 

GOVERNMENT TAKES THE POWER 

HJR 4203 creates a new process whereby county govern
ments, with the consent of the legislature, may propose a county 
annexation or consolidation to the voters for their approval. 

What is now a constitutional power for the people, will be 
changed by HJR 4203. County governments, eager to trade 
populations for their own purposes, will go directly to the 
legislature. The people will be last in line. 

THE SOLUTION IS WORSE THAN THE PROBLEM 

There is a need to update our constitutional provisions relat
ing to the establishment and adjustment of county lines, but not 
through HJR 4203. We should allow citizens more power to 
propose changes in county lines, but we do not need to condi
tion those changes on the acceptance of county governments as 
is the case In HJR 4203. 

(1) a petition by 25 percent of the voters residing in the area, (2) 
legislative approval by the county losing the area, (3) special 
enactment by the legislature, and (4) approval at an election by 
the voters in the area being annexed. Two or more counties 
could consolidate when proposed by the legislative bodies of the 
respective counties or by a petition of 25 percent of the voters in 
the county. It would also requ ire a special law enacted by the 
Legislature and approval by the voters in each county. 

Rebuttal of Statement for 

HJR 4203 is not just a vehicle to iron out ' minor bound
ary adjustments" between counties. 

It becomes a major roadblock to citizens desiring to 
express themselves on county boundaries. 

The measure eliminates voter initiation of boundary 
changes. Voters have only an "after the fact" chance to speak 
out 

This Constitutional Amendment encourages abuses by 
county authority and is heavily weighted toward those who 
wish to change boundaries or annex new territory for their 
own pu rposes. 

Voters P_phlet ~tement Prepared by: 

JEAN MARIE BROUGH, State Representative; A.l. (SLIM) 
RASMUSSEN, State Senator. 
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~ 
HOUSEJOINT 
RESOLUTION 4231 
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

Note: The ballot title and explanato!y statement were WThen by the 
Attorney General as required by law. The complete text of House Joint 
Resolution 4231 begins on page 26. 

Vote cast by the 1990 Legislature on final passage: 
HOUSE: Yeas, 80; Nays, 14; Absent or not voting. 4. 
SENATE: Yeas, 35; Nays, 11 ; Absent or not voting. 3. 

Statement for 

THIS PROVIDES FLEXIBIUTY 

State law permits local government voters to approve 
excess levies for one year. Voters of school districts may 
approve excess levies for either one year or two years. 

HJR 4231 alters the number of years of excess levies that 
voters may approve. Voters of local governments could 
approve excess levies for up to six years. This change provides 
flexibility for voters. 

Voters still could approve excess levies for one year, but 
also could approve excess levies for more years, but not 
exceeding six. 

WHAT IS THE NECESSARY VOTEt 

The vote that is necessary to approve excess levies re
mains a supermajority vote. A 60% yes vote still Is reqUired. 
The 40% validating requirement also remains unchanged. A 
minimum number of voters must vote at the election in which 
the excess levy is approved. 

Voters still are in charge. Our approval still must be given 
each time excess levies are requested. 

COST SA ViNeS 

The added flexibility will save money. Each election costs 
money. Many fire districts and school districts submit excess 
levy requests each year. Considerable cost savings result by 
allowing voters to approve excess levies for a longer period. 

Why not let these costs savings be used to finance educa
tion or fire protection, instead of added election costs? 
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Official Ballot Title: 
Shall a constitutional amendment permit vot
ers at an election to approve excess property 
taxes for up to six-year periods? 

The law as it now exists: 
The Washington State Constitution restricts the aggregate of 

property tax levies to one percent of the true and fair value of 
property. However, with voter approval, taxing districts can 
impose excess property tax levies. 

WHAT GOVERNMENTS WILL USE 
THIS FLEXIBIUTYt 

This flexible authority will be used mostly by school districts, 
fire protection districts, and library districts. Emergency medical 
service (EMS) levies could be authorized for up to six years. Vote 
yes on HJR 4231! 

Rebuttal of Statement against 
Don't be confused by sensational and misleading state

ments. Opposition statements are in error. 
HJR 4231 does not increase taxes. Voters must approve the 

levy rates. HJR 4231 permits cost savings on elections. 
HJR4231 allows voters to consider the number of years over 

which levies could be imposed. If voters don't want excess levies 
for more than one year, they can vote against the levies. 

Voters still hold total control. Vote yes on HJR 4231 . 

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by: 

MARY MAR<;;ARET HAUGEN, State Representative; E.G. "PAT" 
PATTERSON, State Senator; JUDITH BILLINGS, State Superin
tendent of Public Instruction. 

M.isory CommiUee: lARRY ERICKSON, Sheriff, Spokane County; 
O.T. "BUD" SEIFERT, President, Washington Fire Commission
ers Association; NORM RICE, Mayor, City of Seattle; MAE 
HAMILTON, Chair, North Central Regional library Board of 
Trustees. 

Under current provisions of the State Constitution voters 
can be permitted to authorize at a single election specffic excess 
levies for the following time periods: (1) for taxing districts one 
year, (2) for school districts either a one or two-year period, (3) 
for school districts' levies for capital projects fOJ up to a six
year period, and (4) for taxing districts issuing bonds for the 
financing of capital projects an excess tax levy for the number of 
years needed to retire the bonds. 

The effect of HJR 4231, 
if approved into law: 

The Washington State Constitution would continue to re
strict the aggregate of property tax levies to one percent of the 
true and fair value of property. There would be no change In the 
voter approval required for taxing districts to impose excess 
property tax levies. 

HJR 4231 would make it permissible under the Washington 
Constitution for voters of a taxing district at a Single election to 
approve a ballot proposition authorizing for stated purpose or 

Statement against 

HJR 4231 WILL RAISE YOUR PROPERlY TAXES 

The purpose of HJR 4231 is to make it easier and more 
convenient for local governments to tax your property. AllOWing 
six-year special property tax levies makes them more like the 
regular property tax levies that are supposed to help fund local 
government Special levies are for special or one-time expendi
tures. AllOWing six-year special excess property tax levies will 
make government less accountable to you. There are over 26 
different local taxing districts that could raise your property taxes 
for up to six years. 

A NEW WAY TO RAISE YOUR PROPERlY TAXES 

A second serious flaw in HJR 4231 Is that the law passed to 
Implement It will allow special property taxes with no dollar 
limitation. Special levies today must be based on a dollar 
amount. HJR 4231 brings back the levy rate option where your 
property taxes go up as your assessed evaluation goes up. There 
Is no dollar limitation or cap on the special levy. 

HJR 4231 DOES NOT MAKE SENSE 

Property values and taxes are soaring in Washington. What 
Is needed is a constitutional amendment to protect homeowners 
from lOSing their homes. HJR 4231 will raise your property taxes. 
Vote "No" on HJR 4231 and ask your legislators to do it right 

purposes an excess tax levy for each of six or fewer consecutive 
years. 

The current constitutional provisions relating to school dis
tricts for the two year and six year levies would be removed as the 
new six year provision would be available for school districts. 
The current provisions of the Constitution permitting at a Single 
election the imposition of excess property taxes for the number 
of years needed to retire bonds financing capital purposeswould 
not be changed. 

Rebuttal of Statement for 

Flexibility means higher property taxes. 
Flexibility means convenience for local governments, 

higher property taxes for you. Over 26 local taxing districts 
would have the "flexibility" to raise your property taxes up to 
six years, and the option not to tell you how many tax dollars 
would actually be collected. 

Minor election cost savings will be far outweighted by in
creases in your property taxes. 

Vote "NO" on HJR 4231. Send It back to the Legislature. 

For more information, call (206) 881-0143. 

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by: 

MIKE PATRICK, State Senator; JOHN BETROZOFF, State 
Representative. 

11 



~ 
SENATE JOINT 
RESOLUTION 8212 
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

Note: The ballot taJe and explanatoly statement were written by the 
Attorney General as required by law. The complete text of Senate Joirt 
ResoILtion 8212 begins on page 27. 

Vote call by the 1990 LezisIab- on final ~e: 
HOUSE: Yeas, 92; Nays, 2; Absert or not votlng, 4. 
SENATE: Yeas, 46; Nays, 0; Absent or not votlng, 3. 

Statement for 
WHAT IS ' CURRENT USE VALUATION' FOR LOW

INCOME HOUSING! 

In 1967, the voters of the State of Washington passed a 
constitutional amendment to protect certain open space, 
farmlands and natural habitat by taxing it at its "current use'. 
Under this proposed constitutional amendment, as with the 
open space program, certain privately-owned low-income 
housing would be eligible for a lower tax rate if the owners 
dedicated the property for continued low-income housing for 
a period of ten years. The lower rate is determined by taxing 
the land at its "current use" (actual low-income housing) 
rather than its "highest and best use" (potential office tower or 
shoppin,g mall). 

This constitutional amendment would help protect our 
rapidly dwindling supply of low-income housing and low-in
come mobile home parks. Dislocation and relocation of low
income families, usually from urban areas, drives people to 
living on the streets or in shelters, increases need for density 
in suburban areas and strains the budgets of local govern
ments, housing authorities and non-profit agencies to prOVide 
decent and safe hOUSing. 

WHO SUPPORTS 'CURRENT USE VALUATION' FOR 
LOW-INCOME HOUSING! 

The Association of Washington Cities, labor, business 
leaders, church groups and a large bi-partisan demonstration 
of support helped pass this proposal, almost unanimously, 
through the legislature. Preservation of existing low-income 
housing is far less expensive and disruptive than building 
replacement hOUSing. We have already lost far too many 
units due to land speculation and the pressures of high 
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Official Ballot Title: 
Shall a constitutional amendment permit bas
ing the tax value of low-income housing of five 
or more units upon current use? 

The law as it now exists: 
The Washington State Constitution provides that all taxes 

shall be uniform on the same class of property and that all real 
estate shall constitute one class of property. Property is directed 
to be valued for tax purposes on the basis of its true and fair value 

taxation. "Current use' helps protect low-Income housing, 
preserves neighborhoods and reduces the cost to taxpayers to 
provide replacement hOUSing. 

Rebuttal of Statement agaiost 
The argument against SJR 8212 by Representative Holland 

asserts that this act is flawed because it doesn't solve all property 
tax problems or all issues relating to low-income hOUSing. To 
follow that logic would be to say that ' no low-income housing 
should be built until we provide housing for all low-income 
families." 147 of the 149 Washington State legislators rejected 
that line of reasoning and voted for this measure; we hope you 
will also! 

For further information you may call: (206) 5'48-8369 

Voters Pamphlet SUtement Prepued by: 

ELEANOR lEE, State Senator; CLYDE BALLARD, State Repre
sentative; BUSSE NUTLEY, State Representative. 

AdviSOry Committee: WANDA HAAS, President, league of 
Women Voters of Washington; CLYDE HUPP, Secretary/Treas
urer, Pierce County Central labor Council, AFl-CIO; EVAN 
IVERSON, President, Washington State Senior Citizens' lobby; 
NORM RICE, Mayor, City of Seattle; DAVID SABEY, Chief 
Executive Officer, Sabey Corporation. 

which value is not limited to current use. In 1967 the State 
Constitution was amended to per~it the legislature to authorize 

. farms, agricultural lands, standing timber, timber lands, and 
open space u~ for recreational or scenic purposes to be 
valued, for tax purposes, on the basis of current use rather than 
true and fair value. 

The effect of SJR 8212, 
if approved into law: 

This measure would amend the State Constitution to 
expand the list of lands which can qualify, under the 1967 
constitutional amendment, to be valued for tax purposes 
based upon current use. This amendment would permit the 
legislature to provide on such conditions that it may enact 
that property devoted to low-income housing, consisting of 
fIVe or more dwelling units which comply with health and 
safety standards, could be valued for property tax purposes 
based on the current use of the property. 

Statement against 
An increasing need for low-income housing is being caused 

by various trends. These inc;lude smaller households, an in
crease in both low-income households and residents ith spe
cial needs, and reductions in Federal housing funds. Perhaps 
most importantly, incomes in many parts of Washington have 
not kept pace with hOUSing prices. 

SJR 8212 addresses only a small part of the problem, rental 
units in buildings of five housing units or more. It addresses 
neither rental units in smaller bUildings or single family homes. 
Therefore, SJR 8212 is incomplete and should not be supported 
until a comprehensive approach is developed. 

Such an approach should include improved land use plan
ning, better designs to reduce housing development costs, and 
an on-going revenue source for low-income housing needs. 
Further, the legislature and many local governments do budget 
monies for low-income hOUSing. This "budget" approach is 
superior to the proposed tax exemption because budgets re
ceive periodic review. 

Part of the solution may be to change Washington's prop
erty tax assessment process. The current system of valUing 
property at its highest and best use forces property to be con
verted from low-income housing to other uses. In Seattle, 
14,000 low-income housing units have been lost in the past 25 
years. A change could assess property at its last sales price plus 
inflation and accomplish the same purpose as SJR 8212 and 
more, much more. 

I urge you to reject SJR 8212, not because we don't need 
more assistance for low-income housing, but because it is not 
part of a more comprehensive solution. 

Rebuttal of Statement for 
It is unfortunate that the supporters of this resolution 

are willing to settle for such a narrow approach to such a 
large problem. Your no vote will assure the development 
of a more comprehensive solution. 

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by: 

BRUCE HOLLAND, State Representative. 
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COMPLETE TEXT OF 
Initiative 547 

AN ACT Relating to managing growth and economic developmert; 
amendirt! RCW 82.02.020,35.43.110,35.91 .020,36.93.150,36.93.180, 
58.17.0.30,58.17.040,58.17.090, and 76.09.060; addnKa newchaJXerto 
nIe 36 RCW; adcfng a new sedionto chapter 70.105 RON; adcIinga new 
sedion to chaf:ter 76.09 RCW; adcing a new section to chapter 80.50 RCW; 
creating new sections; repealing RCW 58.17.033, 58.17.060, 58.17.065, 
58.17.095, 58.17.1 55,and 19.27.095; prescribing penalties; making an 
appropri<mon; and declaring an emergenty. 
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPlE Of THE STA IT OF WASHINGTON: 

ARnClE I: INTENT AND GOALS 
NEW SECTION.Sec. 1. FINDINGS AND INTENT. The state of 

WashintJon 's nabxaI erMrorrnert is ~ by a beatLy, richness, and 
d~ whidl is the foI.I'ldation cJ its econonTf, b (J.Iaity cJ life, and b spirt. 
Ou' neighbomoods and COIllITUlOes prcMde support for a stable, just, and 
erjC1«llE q.Jaly cJ life. These endoMnerts n threaIened by the ~ 
cJ unplanned growth, which resub in the disappearance of its productive 
farm and forest lands, the loss of valuable wetlands, the decline of fISh 
production, the fouling of its air and w.ers, the threat to Puget Sotxld, the 
deltruction of ecological d;"ersty, the wasteful and uncoordinated proWion 
of roads, sewers, waer, and other services to sprawling developmert, the 
destabilizaion of established neighborhoods and comrmriies, and dMsive 
rorIIicts (Her the proper use cJ land and the fl.cJJe of OU' COIT'fT'Lriies. These 
conflicts have revealed the lack of common goals tha express the public's 
irterest in the wise consetViltion and planned" developrnert of our lands. It 
is the irtert of the people to remedy these problems by adopting state land 
use planning goals expressing our common policies, and creating a fair and 
open pIaming process tha will allow ctizens and local gcwernrnero to fnd 
the means best adapted to their circumstances for achieving these state 
policies in local land use plans and implementing regulations. 

The people find that thre.7ts to Puget Scx.nd are caused, in part, by a lade 
of coordinaed ~ in tha region and that there is a need fa coad'1lited 
planning for Puget Sound by an independert state agency. 

The people find that many of Washington's urban and suburban 
neighborhoods and communities are characterized by aiforclable housing 
5IDck which are ~ v.til available municipal seMres and transport.aion 
systems. These neighborhoods are threatened by redevelopment which 
YIOUId substiue greater densties cJ less a/faclable housing and whidl wruld 
overtax existing municipal services and transportation systems, u~maely 
restAing in OIerO'o.vded conditions and a redJction in value as wei as q.Jaky 
cJ life. It is the nent cJ the people to foster stabity in sudl ~ and 
cmnuiiesby~~chddeYekfmert. indxi-g~ 
~in the state. 

It is the intent of the people to deal ~ land use on a state-wide policy 
basis by intially f • on the impacts of 
disproportionae ~ and employmert pressure; the prever'OOn of 
urban sprawl; the preservation of agricukurallands, faest lands, wetlands, 
environmentally sensmve lands, aquatic resource lands, and ~ valuable 
re5OU'te lands; the restoration of lands which have slifered uncLe damage; 
the promoIion of economic growth in regions ~ adequae growth. and 
the preservaIion cJ the character cJ ~ commlriies. It is futher the nert 
cJ the people to mairtain an ac\equae renewable re5OU'te base wtlIe a the 
same time to protect the natural resources and environment of this state 
i'lducftng renewed efforts to prttea Puget Scx.nd and to facitte orderly and 
wei pIamed development. 

This ad estabt!Shes a cooperative program between local goo.-emment 
and the state. local govemment shall have the primary responsibility for 
initiating and administering the comprehensive planning and regulatory 
programs cJ this act. The regional growth management review panels and 
department cJ ecoIogf shall ad primarily in a SLppOItive and I'e\1ew capacly 
~ primary emphasis on insuring ~ w.n the policy and proo.1sions 
of this act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. DECLARATION OF STATE LAND USE 
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PLANNING COALS. In order to assure the highest quality of life in 
Washilgton, Iand-use decisions and regUation by state asenaes, COlDies, 
dies, mEtropoIbn corpor.mons, ~ dstrids, and other local j..ndiaions 
shall conform ~ the foIowing goals and policies: 

(1) Stae-wide planning goals: 
<a> land use: To prtMde fa the efficiert UIe cJ OU' GIie's land base and 

for coorcinaed land use planning and development; 
(b) Economic development: To promcte benefICial economic grcmth 

and development ~in the capadies of the state's naIl.r'aI resources and b 
public seMces and facil&s; 

(c) Conse!vaIion: To prevert further loss and, in the Iongtenn, restore 
wetlands and agricukural, forest, environmentally sensitive, and wildlife 
habitat lands; and to protect and improve WJUf and air quality; 

(d) local community protection: To preserve and protect existing 
residential and business commlXlOes from incompid:lIe uses and densly cJ 
development; 

(e) Transportation : To promote effICient transportation that relieves 
consesOOn and is consistent ~ state Iand-use goals; 

(I) HousIng: To prcMde fa adequate ~ a reasonable COlt in all 
cities and COlrties· 

(gl PI.bIic~: To prtMde adequate services at reasonable costs; 
(h) Historic preservation: To preserve and enhanre hi!tcric,. cuhnI, and 

an:haeoIogicaI sles and distrids; 
(i) Recreation and open space: To preserve and enhance the public's 

access to both public and privae recreation and open space lands; and 
0) Planning process: To require that all local jUrisdictions enact 
~ plans, that the plans have regUatory effect, and that the plans 
be adopted and implemented ~ fuR public~. 

(2) The state land use plaming goals set forth in subsection 
(1) of this section are further refined as follows: 
(a) Land-use goals: 
(i) Prevent sprawt by defining urban growth areas and pr<MdIng open 

space ana Iow-densly nxaI deveIopmert a the perimeter cJ urban areas; 
(i0 Protect natJxaI herKage lands of state-wide signiflcance; 
(ii) Retain the remaining large, contiguous tracts cJ faest lands oWide 

of urban and urbanizing areas in perpetuity by public acquistion when 
possible and otherwise by continued commercial fiber production at a level 
that can be sustained within the capacity of the land; and encourage 
protection of forested lands elsewhere to the maximum emnt possible; 

(M Protect productive agricukural and grazing lands; 
(v) Phase cU uses tha do net conform ~ applicable comprehensi've 

plans; • 
(vI) Asslre tha maja pub&c fdOes are Ioc&ed to reduce impacts on 

existi ~ and environmentaly senstive lands and are spread 
~ througtlcU convnunlies and the state; 

(vi) Protect property from unconsthAional ~ 
(vi) Asslre a balance between Ioc:aI empIoymert and housing mOe and 

capady; 
(ix) locae and clesign employment and housing in a manner that 

supports transit and reduces re~ance on singIe-oc:cupan vehides; and 
(x) Use phasing rnechanisrnsto encouragecompactgrowthpattems 

CHer the rte of the comprehensive plan. 
(b) Economic development goals: 
(i) Permit only development that is consistent with and promotes the 

land- use goals of this chapter, and will not create a need for unplanned 
u~ing or increase in public service a transportation systems; 

(iO Designate in each comprehensive plan lands that are ready for 
development; 

(iiO Provide fOf reuse of existing commercial and industrial areas in 
preference to abandonnent of such areas a estabIistmert cJ atemate areas; 

(iv) Provide for a predictable and effICient deveIopmert appr(Hai 
proa!S$; 

(v) Prohibl development tha requires or enc:xuages urbanization cJ 
lands not de5igrlated fa urban use in the ~ plan; 

(vO To the extent consistent wkh thel"'otedion of open space and 
environmertaltt senstive lands, require irHiing of exi!ting ...banized areas 
with available public service and fdky capacity prior to developing lands 
iderdied fa fuure urban growth; 

!vi) Enc:olnge development in areas of the Gte that are not 6ded by 
exc:esWe growth; 



(viii) Nurture an economy that is sustainable and not dependert on 
converting our remaining natural re50UfCe lands and open space to u!ban 
uses· 

, (be) Encourage the use d produdIIIe forests and fanns by albNing the 
UiWtion d prudert siMcubJre and ~ 
practices wttlOl.t irteIference by cdler uses; by prdeding such lands from 
irtrusion by others; and by assuing that aqacert uses are ~ wth 
~ forestry and ~ practices; and 

(x) Encourage industries that add value to forest products instead of 
exporting r<IH logs; and 

(xi) Enc:olnge deYeIopmert ... those areas where public seMces and 
transportaion systems are lA,denAifized. 

(c) Conserv3tion goals: 
<V Use w.er resouces ... an ef'1Ciert mamer consI!tert wth the pubic 

irtemt, and wth the land use goals d this chapter; 
(ii) PnMde for the c:onservaIion and wise use d energy, minerals, and 

cdler naIuraI resources; 
(ij) Protect and irnproo.oe ar and w<b!f quality; 
(Iv) ConseIYe, protect. and use ernironmertally sensmve 1ands wisely; 
M Consefve and restore fISh and wi1cIfe habtar,. incixIilg riparian and 

migradon corridors, to prevert loss d native fauna and f\ora, and to as5lR 

bolniful and diverse wildlfe for generations to come; 
Ml Manage surface waIefs to pra:ect ltream channek and w.er q.Ja1ty 

from akered runoff patterns and from storms; 
(vii) Prevert overburdening the optimal carrying capacly d the local 

erMronmertal resot..rCe systems, such as soil, biological produdion, dWersly, 
fresh and sat W<ters, ar qually, food, and power supplies; and 

(viii) In the short term, achieve no overall net loss of the remaining 
wetland base, defined by acreage and ftndion, and, in the long term, restore 
and cre.e wetlands to r.crease the quartity and qually d the wetlands base. 

(eI) Neighborhood community prdedion goals: 
(i) Protect eximg residertiaI neighbomoods from deveIopmert that is 

not ~ c:onsistert wth the heigtt, bulk, and scale d ~ residemal 
and business uses or wth the irtert d communly plans; 

(Ii) Promote stability of existing neighborhoods and limit the rate and 
nature d change in established neighborhoods unless a dear showing of 
public need has been made; 

00 Promote the preservation and rehabiltaion of existing housing !tock 
... preference to its demdltion and redeve1opmert; 

(IV) Promote economic vitality and diversity of existing community 
business cisIrias· and 

M Create, ~, and prOO!d local pedestrian ernironrnerts. 
(e) Transportation goals: 
(i) Provide only transportation systems that are consistent with and 

promote the land use plans d this chafXer; 
(Ii) Promote conservation and effiCiency to minimize demand for 

motorized transportaion; 
(ii) DeYeIop transpatation systems that relieve traIIic ~ prornae 

mobIly d people and goods, minimize noise, W<U!r, and dher poruion, and 
do not cause further degfadation d air quality in UIban areas; 

(!0Preted and ooordnaIe eximg and fuure rWts d --t and corridoo 
for mass transt, carpools, pedestrians, and 
nonmotorized transportation; 

M PrtMde sound fiscal poides to fund the deveIopmert d transportful 
systems in a timely and ef'1Ciert manner; 

(vi) Assure thatfl.ture development bears a reasonable and, in most 
cases, ~sharedtheemd~~necesGIed 
by the deYeIopmert to mairtain the level d seIvice standards established by 
comprehensive plans; 

(vii) Pn:Mde for regiona1 review and apprM dregional transportaIion 
faa1ties such as airports and rail systems; and 

(viii) Assure that transportation facilties are available concurrently wIh 
the impacts d land use ~ 

(I) Housi1g goals: 
<0 PnMde adequate and a/fordable ~ for the exismg popUaOon, 
~ popuI;&n pt.'th. and households wth special housing needs; 

(i) PnMde for rehabiItation d substandard ~ to create addtional 
a/fordable housing 

(iI) PnMde for a fair-ihare distnbl.tion d affordable housing inc1udng 
low and rnoder.!Ie r.come housr.g. lTlltiamly housr.g. and mantladlIed 

housing 
(!0 Pn:Mde for retertion or repIacemert d existing stodcs d a/fordable 

I1ousi1t. ~ Iow-lncome housing. and housing i1 stable r.e:W tol oods, 
In preference to their demolition and replacement with other uses and 
housing types; and 

M Minimize cisIocaIion due to deltrudion d Iow-income housing by 
providing tenart reIocalon assistance. 

(g) Public service goals: 
(i) PrcMde ptbIic service by !tate and local ~ i1 a mamerthat 

is consistert wIIh and promotes the Iand-use goals d this ~ 
(ii) Utize conservation and eflkiency to minimize demand for sewer, 

w.m, eIedridy, sold and hazardous waste cispaIaI. fire and poice ~ 
schools, and other publ"1C services; 

(ii) GNe prioIty to ~ lromet plbic facily and service needs arising 
from past deveIopmert adivties; 

(iv) Provide adequate funding for public services by assuring that 
proposed developmero bear a reasonable and proportionate share d the 
em d ~ plbic services necessbted by the deYeIopmert 10 mairtain IeYeIs 
d service standards established wlhin comprehensive plans; 

M Assln that publk services and facilties are available concurrently 
wth the impads d land use ~ whJe avoicing adverse fiscal and 
environmertal impacts from the construction of such facities through the 
coordiMion d pIarorors the cxnisI:enty d need foreca!ls wth ~ 
plans, and the promaion d means to manage demand; and 

('10 Provide for equitable distrilxAion cA public services. 
(h) Historic, archaeological, and cubJraI ~ goals: Iderdy and 
~ preserv;mn and, f appropri;te, ~ reuse d 1ands, strudJ.res, 
and sb5 1hZ have historic, aesthetic, att:haeoIogicaI ancVor a.tuaI sigrWIcan:e 
in preference to demoItion, redeYeIopmert, and inappropriate reuse. 

(i) Recreation and open space goals: 
(i) Ensure that both pubic and prWate open space is prcMded to preserve 

wicJife habbt and "..aion corridors, to prOO!d plbic ~ and safety, to 
separ.ce lAban areas fran each dher, and 10 erilance the qualy d the lAban 
environmert; 

(Ii) Ensure public access to areas traditionally open for public use, 
including recreaion sles, public viewpoirts, and the walErs and shorernes 
including. blot not Iimted to, lakes, rivers, streams, and marine waIefs; and 

(ii) Ensure 1M paOO and reae.aion fadlies 11:> ao:xmmodate ~ 
groMh and demand are prcMded prospedM!tf or ~ wth appro.-aI 
d deveIopmertthatwil increase demand. 

(j) Planning process and goals: 
(i) Assure that all agencies of the state and local govemments !pn in 

acoordance wth the goals d this ~ 
[10 PnMde for adequate fundng d local planning processes; 
(Ii) Establish procedLres for dizen participalion ~the ~ 

process, including ealtt and adequate oppom.rlity for review d irMnories, 
plans, and proposals, and establish a proadre that wtI ~ 1M citizen 
commero are made part of the record and given substaotivewelght In all 
planning processes; 

(M DeYeIop a sinpIe planning process, and re<f-*e plans and ~ 
studies to be~ i1 plain language, to abv maxmum dIizen ~ 
wth minimum need for attorneys and experts, and make the ~ 
behind the planning available to the public; 

M Base the comprehensive plans on supportable and speciIic ra-«
~~~runerica1Ieveki~~and~ 
popuJation..to.ieMc need ratios; 

(vi) Develop, through cooperative means, regional, ndicolx1ty, and 
coordn;ed plans between 10caI goverrrnem and Incian trbes 1M ackftss 
the~ for, ~ and ~ cl m;or~f~~ as airports and 
expansKlOS, sewage treatmert plarts, correctional inIthAions, and 1ancIiIs; 
and 

(vii) Assure 1M decisions are made by penons who do not haYe and 
who do not presert the appearance d having an economic c:onItt d ~ 
or bias. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. DEFINITIONS. Theterrnsdefllled In this 
section shall haYe the meaningl indICated when used i1 this ~, unless 
the cortert .~. 

(1) .= Ianct means ~ (a) land that cxrtains sols dassified as 
prime and unique farm 1ands by the Unted Stas sols ~ service, 
or (b) land that has been (i) devded primanly to the produdion d IiYestodc 
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or agricukural commodities for commercial purposes, or (ii) enrolled in the 
federal conservation resefVe program or its successor administered by the 
Unled SIaes department of agricukure. land satisfying this definition shall 
exilt n a cortiguous parcel of at least eigt-ty acres, bl.t not ~rily under 
single ownership. lands not satisfying this definlion but cortiguous to and 
under the same ownership as lands that do satisfy this definition shall be 
considered agricukurallands for an purposes. 

(2) 'Forest lands' means land in public or private ownership 
having natural features, including soils, topography, and climate, that are 
suited to commercial forest prodooion in areas where the predominant land 
use is forest production or forested ptbIic land. land ITUSt ie n a cor1iguous 
parcel of at least eigt-ty acres, bl.t nc:t necessarily under si~ ownership, to 
be considered forest land under this defintion. lands not satisfying eCher this 
definOOn or the defintion ci ~hJralland that .. e cortiguous to and l.flder 
the same ownership as lands that do satisfy this defntion, shall be considered 
forest lands for all purposes. 

(3) 'local governmert' means any cty, toINn, or county. 
(4) 'Indian tribe' means an Indian tribe recognized by the federal 

ga.'eITYTleI1tas ~ bbaI ~I al.thorty over a federaUy recow1iZed 
Indian reservation. 

(5) 'Comprehensive plan' means a generalized coordinated statement 
of a local government adopted pursuant to this chafXer. 

(6) 'DeYeIopmert regulations' means any local govemmer( or regional 
controls placed on development or land use activities including, but not 
limited to, zoning ordinances, planned un' development ordinances, and 
subcflVision ordinances. 

(7) 'land' means the land, air, and water wthin the jurisdiaion of the 
state ci Washington or its <:lies or courties. 

(8) 'Special district' means a local unt of government auhorized and 
regulated by statute to perform a single function or a limited number of 
functions, and inducles, bl.t is not limled to, water disoicts, irrigaion disoicts, 
port districts, fire protection districts, school districts, community college 
ci:sIricts, pubic ~ disbicts, sewer cftstrids, p.bIic L.dly disbicts, transport<fu1 
disbicts, metropoIhIn parl< cistricls, pubic transt beneft: .. eas, and rreropollan 
rrunicipal corpor.iions organized l.flder chaf:ter 35.58 RON. Oies, cour1ies, 
and regional organizations are not indueled within the definition of 'special 
district'. 

(9) 'Urban use' refers to the use of land for mamJaauring and assembly, 
w..ehruses, o{fkes, wholesale and retail sales and residential at greater than 
one dwelilg tri per two and ~ acres, and residential uses dependent 
upon municipal sewage treatment. Residential, o{fke, wholesale and retail 
sales, and product preparation solely incidental to the use of land for 
agricultural, forestry, mineral production, recreational, and fish and shellfISh 
preparations shall not be considered as urban uses. 

(10) 'Urban gro'Mh' refers to gro'Mh that makes intensive use ci the land 
for the location of buildings, stnxnJres, impermeable surfaces, or population 
densities to such a degree as to be incompatible wth (a) the primary use ci 
such land for pubic recreaion; (b) the prodxtion of foods, fibers, or mineral 
resources; (e) the prctection and retention of lands that have irTflOltance for 
fish habitat and propagation, threatened or endangered species, wildlife 
corridors; or(d) the protection of environmentally sensitive lands. When 
allowed to spread CNer wide areas, urban growth typicalfy requires urban 
governmental services. 

(11) 'Characterized by urban growth' refers to land that has urban 
grcw.1:h located thereon, or to land that is so Iocaed in relimonship to an area 
with urban growth as to be appropriate for urban growth. 

(12) 'Urban governmental services' ndude thctse go.'errmentaI services 
historically and typically delivered by cities. The services include sewer 
services, water services, street cleaning services, fire and police protection 
services, public transportation services, street lighting services, and other 
public utillies associated wth urban areas and normally not associated wth 
nonurban areas. 

(13) 'Community plans' means comprehensive localized plans for 
Slbareas ci a county or cly that have a naIlJaI or artifkial geographic icIently 
as a neigI-borhood or comrrunty. The community plan shall meet the state 
planning goals and may be required to meet other municipal or county 
objecWes. The specific content ci the plans, ndudilg the map ci land uses 
and future uses must be developed with substantial public involvement, 
review, and comment. There is no presUlTlftion ci strict representation in a 
communty plan process, though a demonstration ci broad public support 
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from the ~bahood or commtriy may be req.Jied before sudl plans are 
approved by the municipal or courty government. 

(14) 'Natural carrying capacity' means the amount 0( population or 
development beyond which the resource systems such as potabieWatl!f, 
watershecls, forests, air, perkable soils, and waste management systems, 
among cXhers, are unable to sustain and recharge thernset.-es wthol.t artifidaI 
assi.Itance. 

(15) Wetlands' means those lands transtional between tem!striaI and 
aq.JaIic: systems where the W<t6 table is usualy at or ne .. the SUlfate or the 
land is cCNered by shallow water. Wetlands generally include ponds, 
swamps. marshes, bogs, and similar..eas. For the purposes 0( this definiIion, 
wetlands must have one or more of the folowing ~: 

(a) IV. least periodically, the land supports hydrc:lJ*rytes predominantly; 
(b) The substrate is predornilantly undrailed hydric soil; 
(e) The substrate is nonsoil and is saturated withwaterorcCNered by 

shallow water at some time during the growing season ci each ye... 
(16) Wedand adMies' nducles the following adMies, e<cept b- minor 

acI:Mies defined by rule by the department ci ecology to haYe minimal or 
adverse impacts on wetlands: 

(a) The rem<l'\lal, excavation, grading or dredging 0( soil, sand, gravel, 
minerals, organic matter, or material of any kind; 

(b) The dumping discharging or f~ling wth any material; 
(0 The draining, flooding, or dilturbing ci the water IeYeI or water table; 
(d) The driving of pilings; 
(e) The placing of obstructions; 
(f) The construction, reconstruction, demolition, or expansion of any 

stnxnJre' 
(gl The destrudion or alteration ci wetlands vegEtatioo through ~ 

harvesting, shadng intentional buming or planting of vegetation that would 
alter the character ci a wetland so long as these adMies are not part ci a fOle5t 
practice regulated in accordance with chafXer 76,09 RCW. 

(17) 'Environmentally sensi:ive lands' includes wedands, one hundred 
ye .. ~ slopes in excess ci forty percent, landslide and seisnic hazard 
lands, wildlife habitat, fish habitat, special plant community lands, public 
recreaion lands, lands important for watersheds, ground water recharge, 
coasts, dunes, shorelands and lands ci archaeological, historic, or re'sious 
vaiJe. 

ARnClE II : REGIONAl GROWTH MANAGEMENT REVIEW PANELS 
NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. REGIONAL GROWTH MANAGEMENT 

REVIEW PANELS. (1) Regional growth managemert review panels are 
established within the office of the govemor. One panel shall consist of 
~ resking west ci the crest ci the Cascade ~ The cXher p;n!I 
shall consiIt ci members residing east of the crest ci the Cascade 1llOlrtains. 
Each panel shall review the comprehensive plans, plan amendments, and 
resoUions submitted from the local go.'emmert5 ~ the geowaphic area 
represented on the panel. The gCNemor shaI appoint two panel members 
from each CXlIWessional disbic:t, sul:ject to senate corfrmation. No more than 
three members may come from any county. Each appointee shall have 
demonstrated a commitmentto protecting the environmental heritage of 
Washington. InDai appointments shall be made wthin eight weeks ci the 
effecWe date ci this act. 

(2) Except for the rot members appointed to the panels, each member 
shall sef\Ie a term of four years. Initial terms shal be staggered to pn:Mde b
an equal member of vacancies on the panel each year. No member may 
sef\Ie more than eigt-t years. The ga.'emor may ~ a member only for 
cause. The gc:wernor shal appoint a person. subject to senate confirmation, 
to f~1 a vacancy and such appoi-ted person shall se!Ve for the remainder ci 
the predeces.sor's unexpinid term. 

(3) (a) Members 0( the panel shall have a ~ c:ornmbnentto 
preserving and enhancing Washington's environlTMrtal herbge, the fair, 
promJX and impartial execution of this chapter, and upholding the public 
interest. 

(b) No member may have a fnancial conflict d irteresl that interferes, 
or that might reasonably be expected to interfere, wi:h execl.tion 0( their 
lIaIl.tory responsNIies. Ant member v.th a conIb d irmet il an iIIIue shaI 
exruse himself or hersef from aI participation on that issue. 

(c) No more than two members may receive any SI.btantiaI ~ ci his 
or her regular income from the sale or development ci real property, ~ 
this income is in the form ci salaries or retJ.m on irt.<estmert, and ~!he . 



ilcome is deferred to Of accrued at a latertime. The inoome from spouses, 
children, or parents used to pay for the living expenses of the member is 
considered the members income for the purposes of this sedion. 

(e!) The courU shall eorulrue (b) and (e) of this subsection to assure the 
public's confidence in the irnpartiaky of the panels. 

(e) PI.bIic elected officials, aher than precinct committee persons, may 
not serle as panel membeB. 

(4) Members shall be subject to recal as proYided in this subsection: 
(a) Recal of panel members may be initiated by any legal voter of the 

state either individually or on behalf of an organization on the basis of any 
cause by fi~ a recall petiion req.Je!t wth the secretary of state. The secretary 
of state shaI poWJe the sponsor wth a petiion c:ettifK:aion. The sponsor shaI 
have a maximum of two hundred seventy days in which to obtain and file 
supporting signatures from the date of certifICation. 

(b) The petiion shaI be in the fOfm specified in RCW 29.82.030 excq::t 
that no statemert of cause or particular charges shal be included. 

(c) The number of signatu"es required for placing the recall petition on 
the ~ shall be eq.JaI to ten percert of the tctaI number of vaes cast for all 
candidates for position 1 of the supreme court in the most recent election. 
VerflCation and carr.lassing of the petn>ns shal be in the manner established 
in RCW 29.82.090 . . If, at the con::lusion of the verifICation and canvassing. it 
is found that the petition bears the required number of signatures, the 
secretary of state shal prornJXly certify the petition as suftkient and place the 
recal measure on the bal/a of the next general eIedion. The bab shaU be 
in the foby~ foon: RECALl. BAllOT FOR the recal of (here insert the name 
of panel member). AGAI NST the recall of (here insert the name of panel 
member). 

If a majoriy of all votes cast at the election is for the recall of the member, 
the member shall be recalled and discharged. 

(d) The provisions of RCW 29.82 .170 relating to crimes by petition 
signers shall apply to signers of recal petOOns alAhorized by this sedion. 

(e) Every person is guilty of a gross ~anor who: 
(i) For any consideration signs or declines to sign any recall pettion; or 
(i) By any ~ practice or by threats or intimidation irterferes wth or 

altemfXS to i"terfere wth the rigtt of any legal voter to sign or not to sign any 
recall petition or to vc(e for or against any recan. 

NEWSECTION. Sec. S. PANELCOMPENSAnONANDSTAFF. The 
compensation of members of the review panels shal be established by the 
governor, subject tel RCW 43.03.040. The traYeI expense provisions of RCW 
43.03.050 and 43.03.060 shaa apply tx.. the term 'designated posts of duty' 
or 'designated post of duty' as used in such provisions shall mean, when 
applied to members, the place in which they regularly reside. 

The panels shall hire staff suflkient to allo.v the panels to carry Ol.t their 
responsibilities in a timely and professional manner. In addition, each 
member may hire an incividuaI stat person using funds aIocated to the panels 
by this cha!Xer. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. PANEL AUTHORITY AND DUTIES. (1) The 
panels ~ joi"dy may exercise the follo.ving fXlY"I!I"S in addition to any other 
powers granted by law or this chapter: 

(a) Examine the effectiveness and adequacy of the planning process 
established by this chapter; 

(b) swot and report to the legislature on the need for new IegisIaIion to 
carry Ol.t the purposes of this chapter; 

(C)Adopt a standarcized 9y'SteIl1 for the scale and ~ of ~ 
/and use maps such that members of the panels, !her staff, and ciizens from 
different jurisdictions around the state can understand their local plans; 

(e!) Determine -whedler actions and programs of state agencies confOfm 
wth the state-wide plaming goals and are compatible with city and county 
comprehensive plans; 

(e) Accept, receive, disbt.rse, and administer gram or other funds or gifts 
from any source, including private individuals or agencies, the federal 
govemment, and aher public agencies for the purposes-of carrying Ol.t the 
provisions of this chapter; and 

(0 Contract for the seMces of professional persons or organizations, or 
contract with any public agency, for the performance of services or the 
exchange of ~ees Of seMces. 

(2) The panels sitting jointly shall: 
(a) Collect and inventory data describing land uses, demographics, 

infraslrudlxe, envWonmertaIy senstive areas, transportliion c:orridors, physical 
featLres, ~ and other irtOlTTlillion useful in managinggrO'Mh ~ 

the state· 
(b) 'Provide technical and financial assistance, a resource center with 

model plans and implementation strategies, and other support, including 
grants, to local governments in the development and implementation of 
~ mel use plans, ~ i-Iormaion on innov;Aj,oe iTfAemerting 
regulations such as transferable development rights. Local governments 
~ in joirt or regional planning among ~es or with Indian tribes 
shal receive priorly consideration of their grant applications; 

(c) PrcMde technical assWnce to state agencies in developing functional 
plans and planning processes which conform to the legislatively adopted 
policy goals; 

(d) ProW:le for the creaion of a coomon data base thit records the dae, 
type, and location of land use decisions made by local governments in order 
to assist in the periodic evaluation of the effectiveness of the state's 
planning program; 

(e) Establish disf:xie resolution systems for use by state agencies, local 
govemrnern, special cistricts, and citizens; 

(f) Adopt rules necessary to implement the state-wide planning goals 
iderdied in sedion 2 of this act wilin eigtt months of the effectNe date of this 
act These rules shall cortain numeric standards to prcMde dear and oqediYe 
direction to local governments and state agencies as to how they should 
implement the stat.e-wide planning goals. 

(gl Adopt rules thit establish proarl..res and ~ for the prepRion. 
review, adoption, and implemerUion of comprehensive plans within eigtt 
morths of the effective date of this act; 

(h) Represent this state before any agency of this state, all)' other state, 
or the United States with respect to land conservation and development 
within this state; 

(i) Appoint advisory committees to assist in carrying Ol.t the panels' 
dLties, inducing a state cOzen advisory committee broadly representative of 
the geographic areas of the state; 

(j) Ensure widespread ciizen involvement and ~ in all phases of the 
exercise of the panels' al.Chorly by holding heari~ in the klcales affected 
by its decisions, by cIeveIof>il: models for iriorrnaion and plam~ processes 
by which neighboIhood, local government, regional, and state plans can be 
substnialty deri.oed from ciizen ~ and by ~ gram to public: i"teIest 
organizations to assure public participation in the implementation and 
enforcemert of this chapter; 

(k) A.cMe dher state agencies ~ adXlns necessary for i i,.e i lei tdh i 
of and compliance with this chapter. 

(3) Prior to the end of each even-numbered year, the panels shall 
prepare and submit a written report to the legislaure desaibi~ actMies and 
ac:compisImero of the panels, state agencies, local gwemrnents, and special 
dstricts in carrying Ol.t the provisions of this chapter. A cr<ft of the report shaI 
be submitted to the appropnae standing legislative cornmttees for review 
and comment at least sixty days prior to submission of the report to the 
Iegislabse. Trnetr conmerts and recorrmencIa:io of the lta~ Iegis/aiYe 
com.mJ:ees shall be addressed in the final report 

. NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT. (1) 
The growth management account is hereby estabished in the state treasuy. 
IV. the begiming of each bierrium;iter June 30, 1991, the state treaslRr shaI 
transfer from the general fund to the grO'Mh managernert account an amout 
of money which, when combined with money remaining in the account from 
the previous biemium, will equal forty million doIars. Moneys in the grt7Mh 
management account may be spent only after appropriation for purposes 
specified under this chapter. All eami~ of investments of balances in the 
growth management account shall be credited to the general fund. 

(2) All fees, moneys, and other revenue rece~ed by the panels shall be 
deposied in the grov.th management account. 

(3) IV.ieast one percert of an appropriations from this accOlrt shal be 
for purposes of funding grants lJ1der sedion 6(2lQ) of this act 

(4) This sedion shall expire on June 30, 1999. 
NEW SECfION. Sec. 8. PANU MEMBERS <X>NSIDERfD EXECUTM 

STATE OFACERS. For the purposes of RON 42.17.240, the term 'exec.uive 
state offICer' includes members of the regional grov.th managemert review 
panels in addition to those persons identified in RCW 42.17.2401 . 

ARTICLE III : COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 
NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. PLANNING RESPONSIBILITIES OF LOCAL 

GOVERNMENTS. (1) Wthin six months of the effective date of this act, each 
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oouty shaI dellebpten and l'Mrty-year popUaIia\ ~ and ~ 
goals for all lands wihin the county. 

(2) Each local govemmert in this stae shal: 
(3) Prepare. ~ anenct. and revise ~ p.n in ~ 

witt the goals estabished by this chaf:ter; 
(b) Make land use and capbI budget decisions in canpliance wth the 

goals established by this chapter in the evert th;t its ~e plan and 
land use regulations have nOC been apprwed; 

(c) Make land use and caplaI budget decisions in COf1lJIiance witt the 
apprcNed plan and land use reguIaions l the ~ plan has been 
approved; 

(d) If probable funding falls short for transportation or other public 
seMces or faciIies, elt.abish additional funding sources or revise the /arl.use 
map to ensu-e the level of 5eIVice standards will be met; 

(e) Collect and provide to the panels data specified in the panels' 
rules' and 

'(0 Develop a weiland activlies pe!1llt program at least as prctediYe as 
the wetlands and sensIiYe lands goals of sediln 2 of this ad and the adofted 
canprehensive plan wetlands consetVi6:ln program eIemert. The permit 
program shall apply to ac:Wlies in wetlands, bUfers, and associated streams. 
The departmert of ~ shaI by rUe defne bUfers and associated lIreams 
so that the functions and values of wetlands are protected from adverse 
impacts. The departmert shal also establish a general permtprogram th;t 
requires best management practices for existing and ongoing agricultural 
practices. w.ur use elrlciency in~, mairtenance and reconstrudion 
o( structures related to agriculture, other activities with limited impact on 
wetlands, and emeJgeOCy operations. The local programs shall be submlted 
to the department for review and approval. local governments that have 
wediwlds fl">lV"ITlS or equivalent programs in effect before the effective date 
d this act, th;t SlbtartiaIy ~ wih the spirt and Rent of this dlafter and 
th;t are at least as stfngent in wedands pr<tection as this chafUr, are deemed 
to be in compliance with this chapter and shall be so approved by the 
department. 

(3) No ely or town may annex term>Iy ~ an UIban growth area. 
NEWSECTlON. Sec. 10. INTERIM FOREST lAND PROTECTlON. (1) 

01 or before December 31, 1991, each c:t:1.Rf shaI adofX i"tetYn design<tions 
d lands th;t wi! probably be designied as (orest lands under section 21 (2)(e) 
dthisad. 

(2) To protect the heath d the environment and the econonTt and the 
general heath, saf~, and welfare of the OOzenl)', on or before December 
31,1991, each countyshaU adopt interim development regulations for the 
desiped (orest lands that preclude use or development that: 

(a) Consthes urban growth; 
(b) Probably would lead to urban growth; or 
(e) Would be incompatible wth the use d or cortirued importance of 

the land for the production of timber. 
NEW SECTION. Sec. 11 . COMPREHENSIVE PLANS-PUBLIC 

PARTICIPATION. (1 ) Each local government shall establish procedures 
~ for eMf and cortinuous pWIic participation in the development of 
irMrtories, COITlfX"ehensNe land use plans, general ordinances impIemerting 
the plans. and omencinerts to Sl.ICh pIa1s or on:linances. The proced.r'es shaI 
pr<Mde (or public notice, broad dissernini6:ln of proposals and akematives, 
~b-Wltlenc:aTnlel11,p.dc~qlE!I1~~ 
programs, inforrni6:ln 5eIVices, and consideration of and response to public 
cornmerCs. Each local pemment shal estabtllh acMsory cOl1'llTltlees to assist 
in carrying <U its responsiJillies under this chapter. 

(2) Cities with a population greater than one hundred thousand and 
counties with a population greater than one hundred fifty thousand shall 
deIIebp <XlITV'T1lJ"ty pIins cx:NeITlg Slbareas d the juisdidion, the boU1daries 
of which shall be determined by the legislative authority after a thorough 
public process, indJdng open p..bk heamgs wih adequate advana! pubic 
notice. The community plans shall be integrated and reconciled ~ one 
anaher so th;t the jurisdiction's COIT'f>/"ehensNe plan meets the reqlirements 
of this chapter. local ordinances and resoILCions implementing this chapter 
shaM ensu-e th;t neWborhoods are fuly aware of the jurisddion's goals and 
objectives prior to compIeti their plans. 

0) AI special cistrids ~ perform adMies th;t aifect land U'Ie, ind~ 
capital budget decisions, in conformity with the state policy goals and the 
canprehensive land use plan d the county or dy having j urisdidion in the 
area where the activlies occur. 
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(4) W.oo two years of the adoption d a comprehensive plan by a dy, 
to.vn, or CClUI1y Lnder sediln 9 d this ad, each special <imict that is kx:ated 
..whin the dy, to.vn, or c:t:1.Rf and prcMdes one or more d the fJlbic faciIies 
or public services listed in this subsection shall adopt or amend a capital 
facities plan for ts faciiies. The capital faa1ties plan shaI be consistert wth 
the comprehensive plan and indicate the existing and projected capital 
facilities that are necessary to serve the projected growth for the area seIVed 
by the special distrid. For the purposes d this subsedion plbIic facities or 
puI:»c seMces are: (3) Sriary sewers; (b) pctabIe w.ur faciIies; (e) pMc arlCI 
recreation facilities; (d) fire suppression; (e) Ubraries; (t) schools; and (g) 
transportation, including mass transit and rnarOne shipping facilities. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 12. CO'v\PREHENSIVE PlAN-
INTERGOVERNMENTAl COORDINATION. (1) local goyemmerts and 
port cistrids may cieYeIop jon or rqpIaI plans, and may ~ for fulCk fran 
the land pamng accxxrt ancVor estIbiish rqponaI pIavq agencies for th;t 
purpose. joint and regional plans shaD meet al substaniYe and procedtxaI 
requirements established by this chapter. If joint or regional plans are nOC 
developed, local goyernrnerts and port distrids ..-e encou-aged to lAize the 
panels' disptte resoItAion procedures to develop consi!tency between and 
among their COITlfX"ehensive plans. 

(2) local gCM!lTllllents and special districts th;t lie aqac:ert to or prome 
services adjacentto or upon federally recognized Indian reservations are 
encouraged to develop joint or regional plans with tribal governments to 
insure consistency witt tribal reservation plans and foster increased rqponaI 
rooperation. local gOYerTVTlents or special districts may apply joirtly witt 
federally recognized tribal governments for grants from the land planning 
account for coordin<ted plaming processes. 

NEW SECTlON. Sec. 13. COMPREHENSM PlAN REQUIREMENTS. 
(1 ) Each local pemment shaI adoft a ~e plan and shaI Sli:xr« 
a copy to the review panel. Each county that both has a population of fifty 
thousand or more and has had its population increase by more than ten 
percert in the previous ten years, and each c:t:1.Rf th;t has had b popt.4aIion 
increase by more than twenty percert in the previous ten years, repdIess of 
~ and aI clies and toNns in such eot..nies, shaI ~ and Sli:xr« 
the plan wKhin three of the effective date of this act. AI aher ca.nies 
witt a population of tc:; thousand or more and aI clies and toNns in Sl.ICh 
oou1ies, shaI adofX and Sli:xr« the plan wthin five years d the elfediYe dale 
d this act. AI aher a:x.nies shaI adoft and subml the pm wthin seven years 
of the effective date of this ad. 

(2) Each element of a comprehensive plan shall include the folowing 
components: 

(a) An irtJertory d aI existing lands, land lJ5e5, and (aciiies ~ toth;t 
eIemert; 

(b) An analysis d existing needs; 
(e) An analysis d fliure needs based upon the land uses shown on the 

future land use map required by subsection (3)(b) of this section, and 
population, housing. and employment goals consistent with the goals of 
section 2 d this act; 

(d) A sbtement of the goals and objectives that are consistent witt the 
land uses shown on the fLtlxe land use map and the goals d sedion 2 d this 
act. 

(3) Each comprehensive plan shall include a land use elementthat is 
based on the natural carrying capaciy of the land and that includes: 

(a) A map depiding the existi~ distri>uion d 'inportant lands and land 
uses,' as defned in (c) of this subsection, and lands that because of existing 
sewer lines, W<ef lines, and other urban services, can be charaderized as 
l.ban g7w.1h areas. Each Ulban wO'Mh area shaI perna l.Iban densties and 
bedesipdto acx:ornrnodtethecarty's pqUaIion, ~ and ~ 
goals for the succeeding twenty-year period. An urban growth area may 
include more than a single city, and may include unincorporated areas 
aqacent to included clies if those areas are planned for amexation in the 
appropriate comprehensive plans; 

(b) A map depicting the proposed distribtAion d'important lands and 
land lJ5e5,' ~ an l.ban g7w.1h area, c:msisIertwth the pis d sedion 
2 of this act; 

(c) For the purposes of this section, 'important lands and land uses' 
me.1OS: 

<0 Urban and suburban lands, which shaft be further iderd'1ed and 
classified by local regulation; 

(i) Mixed-use rural lands; 



(Ii) AgJicubxaI and range lands; 
(IV) Forest lands; 
(v) Mining and mineral production lands; 
(vI) Environmertaly sensitive lands; 
(vii) Lands used for local public fdOes; and 
(vii) Lands used for regional or stae-wide public facilities. 
(4) Each comprehensive plan shall contain the foHowing additional 

eIemem. Each addtional eIemert shaI be consiItert ~ the fuure lind use 
map: 

• (a) An economic deveIopmert element that 
(1) Is based on an analysis of the community's economic patterns and 

pctentiaI; and 
(Ii) ldertifies an adequate supply 0( sO!s 0( sutabIe size, type, Iocaion, 

and service levels for industrial arid cOmmercial uses; 
(b) A ~ eIemert~at a minimum: 
(i) I~ all WEdands accating to a fot.r-tier r.mg system developed 

by the departmert 0( ecology; and 
(ii) Indudes a mitigation policy and plan consistert witt the following 

options and order cJ preference: First, avoidng the impact atogether by not 
taking a certain action or part 0( an action; second, minimizing impacts by 
iniing the degree or magnhJde 0( the action and ls inpIemertibln, by using 
appropriate technology, or by taking affirmative steps to avoid or reduce 
impacts; dTd, rec1ifyil! the irrpact by ~ rehabillDls or restoring the 
affected envirormert; fouth, ~ or eI~the mpact c:Nertine by 
preservalion and rnairtenance operations during the life 0( the action; and 
fifth, compensating for the impact by replacing, enhancing, or providing 
substlae wetlands resources; 

(c) A ~bofhood presetValion eIemert that provides for the prctection 
0( existing residertial and business communties; 

(d) A capbl facilities element ~: 
(i) Certains a six-year capital im~ program for construction 0( 

needed pWlic faciiOes, parts 0( which shaJ" selVe as the six-year street, road, 
or transt program requred by RON 35.77 .010 for dies, RON 36.81 .121 for 
courties, and RCW 35.58.2795 for public transportation systems; 

(ii) Asses5es the currert and projected capadty cJ and demand for such 
facilities· 

(i~ IderiifIeS the proposed location cJ expanded or new public facir.ies; 
(IV) Details costs for upgrading facilities to currert needs; 
(v) Projects costs for fwxe expansion or construction 0( new faciities to 

accommodate forecast growth; 
(vI) IdertifleS funding sources for such fdties; 
(vii) Provides a timetable for the construction 0( improYemerts for the 

needed public facilties· 
(viii) Establishes av'erage pe~k hour level 0( selVice standards; and 
(ix) Makes provision for the public service needs of the community, 

including facilities for regional or state-wide purposes, by identifying sites 
~in the jurisdiction or by ertering no <weemerts ~ other jLrisdctions; 

(e) A housing elemert that takes irto accourt regional housing needs; 
provides for addaional housing at various price ranges and rert levels; and 
prOVides for distribt.tion and acceptance of the jurisdiction's fair share of 
~ demm for ~ lri housing, 1cJ,y-inc:orne housing, mantiac:tued 
housing, and housing for those ~ special needs; and 

(f) A recreation and open space element that 
(i) Includes specific open space defintions and standards and local lind 

deveIopmert regulation; 
(ii) Establishes a plan and financial capabil~ for the acquisOOn 0( open 

space and preservation 0( natural lands; and 
(iM) Establishes the level cJ service standards for recreation. 
(5) Each comprehensive plan shall be internally consistent so that all 

eIemem cJ the plan are consistert ~ the fuure lind use map and wth each 
other. 

(6) Each comprehensive plan sha. contain an element demonstraling 
that iIs empIc7ymert and popuIition goals and eIemerts are consi5tert ~ the 
goals and eIemerts of plans cJ surouncing jurisdictions and regional wildife 
corridor prdection and restoralion plans deYeIoped by the panels and the 
depaItrrert of wildlife. 

(7) A comprehensive plan may contain addOonal eIernero consistent 
~ the eIernero required by this section, including an element addressing 
muk;urisdictiooaI issues. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 14. CD.1PREHENSM PlANS-PANEL. REVIEW. 

(1l Each comprehensive plan shall be reviewed by the appropriate 
review panel to determine whether the . 0( the plan concerning local 
and regional issues are in compiance ~ 2, 9, 11, and 13 cJ this act. 
Each comprehensive plan shaI be reviewed by the review panels meeting 
joitly to"determine whether the portions of the plan concerning state issues 
are n compbnce ~ sections 2, 9, 11, and 13 cJ this act, and, in the evert 
of noncompiance, the panels meeting joirdy shall have the same auhorly 
and dliies as established in sections 15, 19, and 20 0( this act for individual 
panels. If the panel rejects the plan l shall spedy ls reasons. The panel shal 
approve or reject the plan wtNn six morths of submission cJ the plan. 

(2) A decision approving a plan shaI be subject to direct review in the 
court cJ appeals. Review shall be commenced w~;::rlflVe days cJ the 
decision. Verue cJ the adion shall be in the court of ~ jlridction 
for the local goyemrnert whose plan is SlAlject to the appea~ or in the Cot.rt 
of appeals ~ jurisdidion for Thurston COlrty. The my necessary party to 
the appeal shaI be the local government whole plan is SlAlject to the appea. 
The proWions of sedion 23 (7) ~ (1(3 cJ this act shaI apptytothe review. 

(3) If the comprehensive plan of an adjacent local government is ~ 
apprtM!d and ls deacfile has not passed, the aqacert local ~ may 
acMe the panel that l has reasonable belie( that the SlbTired ~ 
plan may be in oorfid: ~ the CC>IT"1JI"ehensNe plan being developed by the 
aqacert local p-emmert. In that evert, the panel shall defer adion on the 
~ plan or the cortested portion cJ the ~ plan urd 
the adjacent local government submits its comprehensive plan, or the 
deadline for submittal passes. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 15. CD.1PREHENSIVE PI.ANS- PROVISIONAL 
APPROVAL If the panel fnd that a comprehensive plan that is subr-nited for 
approval fails to comply with section 2, 9, 1 1, orB of this act as a result of 
inadequacies that can be easily corrected, the panel may grart a pro.'isionaI 
approval of the plan. The terms of a provisional approval shall specify the 
plan's inadequacies and shall requirethe local governmenttocorrectthe 
inadeq.JaCies by a presai>ed ~e no more than three ITlOfChs from the date 
cJ prcMsionaI apprcwaI. The panel shaI reYIeY.t the progress made by the local 
govemrnert in correcting the inadequacies and shill grart final certificaIion of 
the plan II finds ~ the inadequacies have been conected. A provisional 
approval may be extended only one time and for no more than three 
additional months. If the panel finds that the inadequacies have not been 
corrected by the presailed date, the plan shall be deemed 'unapproved as 
cJ the time cJ such fnding. A plan having the status of pnMsionaI approval 
shan be deemed 'approved for the purposes of section 17 0( this act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 16. PRIOR <XA'vIPREHENSIVE PLANS, INTERM 
EFFECT. All comprehensive plans in existence prior to approval of a plan 
under this chapter and all development regulations implementing the 
unapproved plans shall, except as provided in section 9 (2)(b) of this act, 
cortinue in effect urtil replaced by plans and regulations lnder this chafter 
or revised pwuart to this chapter. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 17. COMPREHENSIVE PLANS-- PRESUMED 
CONFORMANCE. An approved COI'IVehensNe plan shill be condusiveIy 
presumed to be in conform~~ sections 2, 9, 11, and 13 cJthisact. This 
section shall not apply to an approval that resulted from Inaccurate or 
incomplete information or to any approval that has been appealed and on 
which a judicial decision is pending or to any decision made'or proceeding 
conducted pursuart to section 25 of this act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 18. COMPREHENSIVE PlANS--M1ENI>.1ENTS 
AND REVISIONS. (1) Any amendment to or revision of an approved 
comprehensive plan shall be 0( no force or effect urtill is certified that the 
amended or revised plan complies with sections 2, 9, 11, and 13 cJthis act. 

(2) Each local go.oemmert shal establish procedures whereby proposed 
amendmerts or revisions cJ CC>IT"1JI"ehensNe plans are oonsidered by the local 
goyemmert's ~ bocIy no more than once a year. AI such proposals 
shaI be oonsidered by the IegisIatNe bocIy concurer1Iy so that the a.mJaIiye 
effect 0( the various proposals can be ascertained. 

(3) Emergency amendments may be adopted outside the ar;mual 
amendmert cyde my if a showing is made by dear, oogert. and oorMncWlg 
evidence that (a) new envioomertal condtions exi!t that eot-':l not hiwe been 
foreseen at the tine of the last plan ac:Iopion or amendmtrt and (b) serious 
and irreparable harm incomistert ~ the Iand-use goals cJ this chafter will 
<XXl.I" l the emergent)' amendmert is not adofXed. Emergency amendmercs 
must receive seventy-fIVe percent approval by the local government and 
seventy-fIVe percent approval by the panel or joirt panels. Emergency 
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RCW. 
NEW SECTION. Sec. 19. CO\1PREHENSIVE PLANS-REMAND FOR 

MODIFICATION. (1) If a local government's comprehensive plan is not 
apprt'led t7y the panel and the deadline for apprOlal has nd passed, the plan 
shall be remanded to the local government for corrections. 

(2) If a local government's comprehensive plan is not approved t7y the 
panel and the plan is less than one year OIerdue, the panel may take one or 
more of the following actions: 

(a) If the local g~ is a city or tcMtn, prohibit the local go.rernrnert 
from proceeding with annexation proposals. 

(b) Certify to the sta:e treasll'"er the lack of compliance with this chafXer. 
Upon receipt of such certification, the state treasurer shall withhold any 
distribLtion of: 

(i) Local sales and use tax revenues to be made to that jurisdiction 
pursuant to RCW 82.14.060; and 

(iO Motor vehicle tax revenues to be made to that jurisdiction pursuant 
to RCW 46.68.110(3),46.68.115, 46.68.12<X4), 46.68.122, and 46.68.124. 

Paymerts withheld under (b) of this subsection shan be retained by the 
state treasurer until such time as the panel certifies that the jurisdiction has 
complied Wth this chafter and has c:baned panel apprt'Iai of ~ con P ehet !We 
plan. 

(c) Certify to the department of community development the lack of 
compliance, such certifICation to be rescinded upon approval of the plan by 
the panel. 

(d) Suspend the local go.remmert's developmert impact fee program 
established under section 30 of this act. 

(3) If a local government's comprehensive plan is more than one year 
OIerdue, the panel shaN take the actions listed in subsection (2) of this section. 

(4) If a local government's comprehensive plan is more than two years 
overdue, the panel may irnpose a moratorium on some or an development 
within part or all of the jurisdiction. 

(5) If a local governrnent:'s comprehensive plan is more than four years 
overdue, the panel shall impose a moratorium on some or all development 
activity within all of the jurisdiction. 

(6) If a local government's comprehensive plan is more than fIVe years 
overdue, the panel shall impose a moratorium on all developmert adivly in 
that jurisdiction not vital to the maintenance of public health and safety. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 20. LOCAL OPTION TAXES SUSPENDED FOR 
NONCOM PLiANCE. In addition to the provisions of section 19 of this act, 
if a comprehensive plan is not adopted and approved within the time 
estab6shed by this chafxer, the panel shall certify the lack of compliance to the 
st:te treasurer who shall wthhold all proceeds due to that local gOlernment 
collected pursuant to RCW 82.- (section 201, chapter 42, Laws of 1990), 
until such time as the panel certifies compliance has been achieved. This 
section shall not appty if the lack of panel apprOlal is due to the panel's failure 
to approve or remand the plan wlhin the time prescribed in section 14 of this 
act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 21. CO\1PREHENSM PLANS-IMPLEMENTING 
REGULATIONS. (1) Within one year of approval of the jurisdiction's 
comprehensive plan each local govemmert shaR enact deveIopmert reguItmons 
th;t fully implemert and do not conflict wlh its appro.red comprehensive land 
use plan and shall file a copy of the regulations wth the panel for review and 
comrnert. Local gOlemments shaH consider ordinances 1tI1izing transferrable 
development rights. Any development regulation that conflicts with the 
jurisdiction's approved comprehensive plan shall be of no force or effect. 

(2) Each local government shall enact regulations to fully implement its 
comprehensive plans. The regulations shall include: 

(a) Ordinances that prohibit approval of a development that would 
cause the level of service of transportajon or other public service or facilly to 
decline below the standards adopted in the comprehensive plan unless 
actions are taken conculTerdy to accommodate the impacts. For purposes 
of this subsection, "conrurrertty means that capL1I prqects or ether programs 
are implemented at the time of development or that a binding financial 
commitment is in place to complete such actions within four years; 

(b) Provisions thct protect and create incentives for the coriinuction of 
prudent commercial forestry and agricultural practices in appropriate rural 
areas; 

(c) Forest use zoning for forest lands outside urban growth boundaries 
unless the nonforest use does nd constitute urban growth, wil not encourage 
urban grCM1h, and wiD nd irterfere wth commercial forestry ad:ivly on other . 

20 

forest lands; 
(d) A requirement t:ha: ci: least ten percent of the area of land zoned for 

forest use thci: is removed from such designaion must be preserved as an open 
space or greenbek area wth a signifICant growth of native trees; 

(e) Regulations and other programs to achieve compliance with the 
program goals and elements of the Puget Sound water quality authority 
management plan. 

(3) Each local gOlernment shall examine and use, where appropriae, 
nonregulctory methods for implementing its open space program and other 
elements of its comprehensive plan. Nonregulctory methcxk i"lclude pun::hase 
of fee or less than fee interests in real property, tax incentives, technical 
assistance, education, and transfelTable development rigtts. 

NfVV SECTION. Sec. 22. STATE COMPLlANCE. (1) The activties of 
aU state agencies, induding development of caplal budgets and proposals for 
use of public lands, shall comply with the goals of section 2 of this ad: and the 
comprehensive plans and development regulations of cities and counties 
adopted under this chapter. All state agencies shall analyze their existing 
practices and activities to determine and demonstrcte compiance wth such 
goals. If at any time, the comprehensive plan or development regulation 
precludes a land use proposed t7y a stci:e agency, the stci:e agency may receive 
WO'aI Df ~ for arne! dnert to the COIlpeher.we pIa1 a ~1Ert 
regulaion at issue, as such amendments are regularly processed by the local 
jurisdiction and the panels. If the amendment process does not resolve the 
conflict, the agency may petlion the joint panels to resotve the conflict. The 
panels' rules for resolving such disputes shall assure that all participants, 
including the public, have full opportunity to affect the decision. 

(2) No state agency shall issue a land use or developmert perml for or 
<Xherwise alihorize surface drilling or seismic exploration for oil and gas in arrt 
marine st:.:te territorial wci:ers or in the waters of the Columbia rP.ter from Puget 
Island westward or on arrt lands wthin one thousand feet of the ordinary ~ 
water mark of such waters. 

(3) Stae agencies shall comply with the program goals and eIernent:s of 
the Puget Sound water quality management plan. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 23. A new section is added to chapter 70.1 05 
RCW to read as follows: 

To further the goal of utilizing conservation and effkierxy to minimize 
demand for hazardous waste disposal, the department ci ecology may issue 
a permit for a preempted facility pursuant to this chapter only after k: 

(1) Completes a forecast of the need for incineration and disposal 
capacity based on the goals of this chapter; the management priorities 
established in RCW 70.105.150; and information pertaining to the quarfty 
and type of hazardous waste generated within Washington, Alaska, Oregon, 
and Idaho; and 

(2) Determines that the capacity of the faCility is no larger than the 
forecasted need. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 24. A new section is added to chafXer 76.09 RCW 
to read as follows: 

Wlhin twerty- four months after the effective dcte of this act, the forest 
practices board and the department of ecology shall jointly adopt forest 
practices rules to accomplish the purposes and intent of section 2(2)(c)(vii) of 
this act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 25. JUDIClAL REVlfVV. (1) Final action taken t7y 
a local government or a special district in exercise of ls responsibiities under 
section 9 of this act, including an action taken under rules adopted under this 
chapter and under the state environmental policy ad: may be appealed to 
superior court t7y a person or entiy, or associaion of persons or entties, ~ 
an interest affected by the action. This section creates a new cause ci action 
in addition to existing causes of action under statute and constit:Ltional and 
common law. . . 

(2) An appeal under this chafXer shall be commenced wthin thirty days 
of the date of publication of the final action. Publication consists of (a) 
publishing notice of such final action in a legal newspaper of general 
drculaion in the area of the property sut;ect to the action for two consectJiye 

weeks and (b) mailing nctice of such fnal action to each party of record, each 
property CM11ef, and each CM11ef of property wihin three hlJ'ldred feet of the 
property subject to the action. The n<Xice shan iderdy: The property sut;ed: 
to the action, the ncture of the action taken, the fnal dcte of publicction, the 
final date of any appeal, and availability of appeal to superior court. 

(3) Venue of an action brougtt under this chafter is in the COlrty of the 
local governmert or special district whose action is subject: to the appeal, or 



in the adjoining county, or in Thurston county. 
(4) If the decision of a local government or spt!tial district is appealed 

underthis chapter, the local government or special district shal be joined in 
the appea~ b\i only in the name of its corporn entiy and not in the name 
dis represert.cDJe boards, COl.WldIs, bodies, e.xanWlefs, eceaJives, commissions, 
or other bodies. Service of the appeal is lawfully provided if personally 
delivered to the principal offICe or place d business for the local g<wemment 
or special district or the offICe of the prosecuting. city, or district attorney . . 

(5) If a final action appealed under this chapter involves an application 
for action on a specific pewcel of property, the persons or entities making the 
application shal be joined as parties to the appeal, and shall be named as set 
forth in the appIic.Dxl. No aher persons or entiies need be named or served 
as necessary parties. 

(6) Wthin sixty days of receipt of service of an appeal of a final action, 
the local g<'Iemment or special district shall prepare and file with the superior 
court the record of the decision appealed from. The record d the decision 
shall include all a~, evidence, testimony, and other documentation 
relied upon by the local g<'Iemmert or special district in making the decision. 
By stipulation or upon motion, the record may be shortened. Any party 
unreasonably refusing to stipulate to limit the record may be assessed 
additional costs by the court. The costs of preparing the record of decision, 
including the transcription of proceedings, shall be borne by the local 
governmert or special district whose decision is under appeal. 

(7) Revie.v d the local government or special district decision appealed 
from shall be limited to the record except for issues concerning procedural 
irregularity, constitutional violations, and issues for which appellant was 
deprived the opportunity to prepare an adequate record before the local 
government or special district. 

(8) The court may affirm, reverse, or remand a decision appealed under 
this chapter. A court may award to a local gov~rnmentthe cost of record 
preparation if the appeal of a local government decision lacks substantial 
mert:. A decision shall be reversed or remanded if the court finds: 

(a) The decision to be unlawful in substance or procedure, including 
being contrary to the provisions and protections d this chapter and plans and 
regulations adopted thereunder; 

(b) The decision to be unconstitutional; or 
(c) The decision to be lI1SUpported by substantial evidence in the record 

as to facts found by the local government or special district. 
(9) In revising or remanding a decision d a local government or special 

districtthe court shall award reasonable costs and attorneys' fees to a 
qualified appellant against the kx:aI government or special district, II finds thct 
the decision appealed from was not substartially justified and the appeal was 
brought in the public interest. For purposes of this section, a decision is not 
substantially justified if it is found to be contrary to law in either substance or 
procedure, is declared unconstitutional, or is devoid of such support in the 
evidence as to be arbitrary and capricious. An appeal shall be deemed to be 
brougt"t in the public inter~ if it promotes the interest of the community at 
large beyond the interests ct stake in an individual parcel of property. A person 
or entity or association of persons or entities with less than two hundred 
thousand dollars in net assets are qualified appellants. 

(10) Frivolous lawsuits brougtt pursuant to this section shall be subject 
to sanctions authorized in RCW 4.84.185. 

NEWSEOlON. Sec. 26. CONfORM.\NCE WITH OlHER PlANNING 
STATUTES. All planning under this chapter required of a local government 
shal conform with chaper 36.70, 35.63, or 35A.63 RCW, as appropricte. A 
charter county or charter city may perform its planning activities pursuant to 
charter prcMsions as an incidert of its inherent home rule authorty. A county 
tha: adofts a comprehensive land use plan conforming to the definition of 
lcomprehensive land use planl contained in this chapter shall be deemed to 
have com~ wkh the requirements of RCW 36.70.020(6) and 36.70.330. 
A ely thct adofts a comprehensive land use plan conforming to the definition 
of lcomprehensive land use planl contained in this chapter shall be deemed 
to have complied with chapter 35.63 or 35A.63 RCW, whichever is 
appropriate. If a conflict exists between a provision of this chapter and a 
provision of chapter 36.70, 35.63, or 35A.63 RCW, the provision of this 
chapter shall prevail. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 27. CONFORMANCE WITH SHORELINE 
MANAGEMENT ACT AND STATE ENVlRC>NNtENTAL POLICY ACT. lands 
or actions subject to chapter 43.21 Cor 90.58 RCW shall continue to be 
regulcted lWlder these chap:ers. This chapter does rid amend, liml, or repeal 

the effect of chapter 43.21 C or 90.58 RCVV upon land and actions subject to 
those chapters, except where the provisions of this chapter are more 
protective of environmentally sensitive lands. 

ARTICLE IV: IMPLEMENTATION 
NEW SECTION.Sec. 28. NATURAL HERITAGE LANDS. (1) Naural hertage 
lands shall consist of all lands identified under subsection (2) or (4) of this 
section. 

(2)The ~ature may create heritage lands by approving or modifying 
a recommendation made by the review panels meeting jointly. The panels 
shall recommend to the legislature lands for natural heriage designci:ion upon 
finding that the lands possess qualities identified with the natural heritage of 
Washington state. At a minimum, wd'lin one year of the effective d<U of this 
ad:, the panels shall make recommendations regarding the following lands: 

(a) Nisqually Deh:a; 
(b) Ska~ Flats; 
(c) VancOlNer Lake lowlands; and 
(d) Dishman Hills. 
(3) The panels' recommendations shall specify: 
(a) The boundary of the area; 
(b) The reasons for the requested designation; and 
(c) The goals to be served by a management plan. 
Upon the legislature'S designation d natural heritage lands, the panels 

shall develop and adop: a management plan. 
(4) (a) Natural heritage lands may be designated by the panels upon 

passage of an ordinance at the bcallevel requesting such a designation. The 
ordinance shall specify: 

(0 The boundary of the area; 
(iO The reasons for the requested designation; and 
(iiO The goals to be served by a management plan. 
(b) Within sixty days of receipt of an ordinance meeting the requiremero 

of subsection (1) of this section, the panels shall determine whether there is a 
need for a management plan to protect the designated lands. Within six 
months of such a determination, the panels shall develop and adopt a 
management plan. 

(5) Managemert plans developed and adopted pursuant to subsections 
(2) and (4) of this section shall be consistent with the goals identified in the 
nominction. The panels' process for developing a management plan shal be 
consistert wd'l the public participation goals of this chapter and shal include 
ct a minimum ct least two public hearings in the vicinly of the designcted lands. 

(6) Land uses and land activities within natural heritage lands and 
governmental decisions directly affecting those lands shall be consistert with 
the purposes for which the lands were designated. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 29. VESTING DOCTRINE REVISED. The state of 
Washington adopts the following rule for vesting of rights: A rigt-t v~ only 
upon the issuance of a valid permit or preliminary plat appr<wal. If there has 
been no change of position and substantial reliance within one year of the 
permit or approval the vested right shall expire. Prior Washington case law 
to the contrary shall have no further effect. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 30. IMPACT FEES-AUTHORIZED. (1) Cot.rties, 
cities, and towns are authorized to impose impact fees, excise taxes on 
developmert actMty, or exdse taxes on the privilege of engaging in business 
that constitutes development, to mitigate reasonably related needs for 
housing relocation impacts and potential impacts on any public facilities, 
including impacts arising from the increased use of public facilities or the 
increased need for additional or expanded public facilities, arising from 
development activity that is authorized by the issuance d a permit, or aher 
approval, by the county, city, or town. Such impacts could arise directly or 
indirectly from the developmert activity itself or the cumulative impact arisi1g 
from development activity. "Public facilities" include public facilities owned 
and operated by the county, city, or town, as well as public facilities C1M'led 
and operated by other units of g<wemment within the county, city, or bvn, 
including but not limited to school districts. 

A formula or other method of cak:ulcting the amount of the impact fees 
or excise taxes shall be established for each type of public facily and housing 
relocction impact, for which the impact fees or excise taxes are imposed. The 
impact fees or excise taxes shall be calculated so that the amotrt collected is 
relcted reasonably to the rOOgaion of the impacts arising from the deveIopmert 
An exempion from such impact fees or excise taxes may be provided for Iow
income or modercte-income housing developments or other developments 
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thct promote the goals of this chafXer. 
A formula or other method of calcul.mng the amourt of the impact fees 

or excise taxes shall pr<Mde a credit for the value of bah: (a) Art.; ~ 
or payment for the same public facility or housing relocation impact that is 
required to be made or paid by action of another unit of gCNemment for the 
same public facility as identified in the capital imprOiemert plan; and (b) any 
off-site improvemerts or off-s«e dedications required by the county, cly, or 
town imposing the impact fees or excise taxes as a condition of apprcNing the 
developmert. The county, city, or tCM'I1 may pr<Mde thct, if the value of such 
off-site improvemerts or off-site mitigation exceeds the impacts arising from 
the developmert and the impact fees or excise taxes that would have been 
inposed on the ~ the deveIq>er\\OO made the otf4e inproIemeris 
or otf-sle dedicaions may be reimbursed OIer a six-year period by an amourt 
not exceeding the extra value from impact fees or excise taxes paid by 
subsequert developers that are attributable to the off-site improvements or 
off-site dedications. For purposes of this section, off-site improvements and 
off-s(e dedications means imprCNements or dedic.:tions tha: are nd: cortained 
within the proposed developmert or frortage cortiguous to the property tha: 
is being developed. 

(2) The money from impact fees or excise taxes imposed for housing 
relocation purposes shall be placed into an account for such purposes and 
shall be expended for such purposes. The money from impact fees or excise 
taxes tha: are imposed for public fadlity impact purposes shall be placed irto 
a capital accourt by the county, city, or tCM'fl, or transferred to the other unit 
of govemmert tha: 0MlS and opera:es the impacted public facilities and that 
unit of government shall place the money into a capital account to be 
expended for only capital costs of the type of public facility for which it is 
imposed. Such other units of government include, but are not limited to, 
school districts, park and recreation service areas, sewer districts, water 
districts, public utility districts, metropolitan municipal corporations, county 
transportation authorities, public transportation benefit areas, transportation 
benefit districts, and other counties, cities, or towns. The money that is 
collected from such impact fees or exdse taxes shall be expended wlhin eigtt 
years of collection, or the gCNernmert in possession of the money shall retum 
the unexpended money to the current owner of the property assessed the 
impact fees or excise taxes. 

(3) For the purposes of this section, ·development" includes: (a) The 
construction or reconstruction of arTf structure, building space, or land; (b) arTf 
division of land for purposes of sale, lease, or transfer of ownership, including 
subdivisions, short subdivisions, condominium approvals, or binding site 
plans; and (c) any planned unit developmert or other contractual rezoning 
action. 

Sec. 31 . Section 82.02.020, chafter 15, Laws of 1961 as last amended 
by section 6, chapter 179, Laws of 1988 and RCW 82.02.020 are each 
amended to read as follows: 

IMPACT FEE>-NOT PROHIBITED. Excer;t only as expressly provided 
il RCW67.28.180 and 67.28.190 and the prcNisions of chafter 82.14 RCW, 
the state preempts the field of imposing taxes upon retail sales of tangible 
personal property, the use of tangible personal property, parimLtuei wagering 
authorized pursuart to RCW 67.16.060, conveyances, and dgarettes, and no 
county, town, or other municipal subdivision shall have the right to impose 
taxes of that nature. (~le ee~Rl)', eit'l, 19\' 'A, er st:Rer R=I~Riei~1 SelfSraBeR 
s~all iR=l~ese aRr ~, fee, er e~aFge, eil~eF aiFeel er iRaiFeel, eR l~e 
ee~EtieR eF reesR5lf\,IctisR at FesiaeAtial ~~il9iRgs, eeR=lR=leFeial ~~laiAg5, 
iRa~QRaI ~iIBi~, eF eR aF#f st:Rer ~ilaiAg 9F ~ilaiAg s~aee eF a~~lteAaRee 
~e~s, eF eR ~e aE!' 'ele~R=I~ s~~ap 'isieR, elassi~eageR, eF Feelassif4&:iieR 
ef laRa. !-ts" 'e,'eF, l~is seelisR aees Rel ~Feel~ae aeaieatieRs ef laRS eF 
easeR=leAls ~FS~aRUe ROA' 38.17.11 Q "C~iR ~e ~Fsf'lssea aE!' 'els~R=leAl 
eF ~Ial w~ie~ l~e ee~Rl),; eill,', leueR, eF el~eF R=I~Riei~al eeF~eFalieR eaR 
aeR=leRslFale aFe FeaseRa~~' ReeessaF), as a aiFeel Fes~k eh~e ~Fe~esea 
a8't'ele~R=leAl eF ~Ialle w~i~ ~e aeaiea:i9A ef laRa eF easeR=leAl is le af3f3ly. 

l=Ris 6eaieR Bses Ret ~Fs~i~l' 'eI~AtaPJ' agreeR=leRls YI~ e9t:'Rlies, eaes, 
leWRs, eF el~eF R=I~Riei~al eeF~sFalieRs lI:Ial aile'" a ~a)'R=leRl iR lie~ ef a 
ae9ieatieR ef laRa 9F le R=liligate a 9iFeel iR=l~ael ~at: ~as ~eeR iaeAlifiea as a 
eSRseE:l~eRee ef a ~Fe~esea aevele~R=leRl, 6~~ai' 'isieR, er ~Iat A Iseal 
ge.!e~R leAl sRal Ret YSe ~~ velbFiaJy awe~E!Rl5 fer leeal efi" sIe tFaRifl~SFl 
iR=l~91 'eA=leR& ",!!RiR lAe gee"~ie ~e~RaaRes ef eRe aFea eF areas e91 'eFea 
br,' aR aas~ea lFaAS~eFtaQeR ~FegFaR=l a~eAlea br,' e~a~eF ~9.92 RQA/. 
*R)' s~e~ "el~AtaPJ' agreeR=leAl is s~Bjeelle ~e fell9"'iRg ~Fe' 'isieAS: 

(1) T~e ~a~'R=leRl s~all ~e ~ela iR a Fesep 'e aeee~Rt aRa R=la~' eRI)' ~e 
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e*~eRaea le f~Ra a ea~ital i~~Fe,'e~eRt agFeea ~~SR ~r lI:Ie ~aftjes le 
R=lligate ~e iae~ea, ·Eireel iR=l~aEt;; 

(2) T~e ~ar~eRl s~all ~e eJ(~eRaSa iR all eases "'ilI:IiR fF'e yea~ ef 
eelleaieR; aRa 

(~) Arty' ~~~eAt Retse E!K~eRaea stotallee JefyRaea 'A'iIA iFteFMattRe 
rae a~~liea le j~.eAls le lAe ~Fe~s",' EM'AeFS ef reseFB at~e Re eftRe 
Fef~Ra; ~e' ve' 'er, ifll:le ~a~'R=leRl is Ret e)(~eRaea" 'ilI:IiR fi"e ~'eaFs a~e te 
ael~' atlA~lAable le ~e aE!'w'ele~eF, ~e ~a)'~eRlsRaIi ~e r:eM:.Raee 'A'ilASYl 
~ 

j)le ee~!, ely, leY.'A, 9F stRer ~~Aiei~al eelferalisR shal reEf~i@ ilIFf)' 

~~""eAl as ~alt ef s~~ a veh:R:aFj' agreeR=leAt" 4=tieJ:t ~e eeYRl)', ely, ~; 
eF st:ReF R=I~iei~al eSlfera8eR eaRRet ~~Iis~ is reaseAa9~' Reesssaf)' as a 
aiFeel Fes~k: ef ~e ~re~esea aE!'w'ele~R=leAl eF ~Iat. 

~lstRilg iR IRis SSaiSR ~FeRiB& elies, te>'~, eel:olRljes, 9F st:R9I ~ieif3a1 
eSlfsFatieAS frSR=I eelleaiAg FeaseAable fees fFeR=l aR ~~i6iA; fer a f'le~leF 
~er g9' 'e~R=I eAtaI a~~Fs,r.alle Ei&\'er t~e eest le ~e e~', te>' 'R, ee~..,', er 
etRer R=I~Ria~al ss~sraieR ef f'lF8 eessiRg ¥~~sali8A5, iAsf3eairtg aRa fe ;el'w.g 
~laRs, eF ~Fe~aRRg aetailea state~eAt5 reE:l~iFea br,' e~a~sr H .21C RQAJ. 

l=Ris seaieR BS es Ret l~llAe exisaRg ai4AeFly ef atPtf eel",,', ely, Wv' 'R; 

eF e~eF R=I~Riei~al eSlfsratieR le iR=l~ese s~eeial assessR=leRls eR ~rs~eFty 
s~eeifieal~' ~eRe~a ~eFe~' iR ~e R=laRReF ~FeseR~ea ~' Ia\v. 

j)1st:RiRg iR ~is sectisR ~F9~iBits ee~Atjes; elies, erl9"'RS fFe~ iR=l~s6iRg 
eF ~eFR=lils ee~Rlies, eilies, er leWRS le iR=l~ese waleF, seweF, Rat~ral gas, 
araiRage l::Itilill,', aRa araiRage s),steR=l e~arges: I2ROVlg~g, T~at Re s~e~ 
e~rge s~1I eussea ~e ~re~sF9sAate s~are at s~e~ ytjl~' er ~ sle~ 's ea~lal 
eests w~ie~ ~e ee~Aly, el)', eF te> \'A eaR aeR=ls~ are allR91liabie le tRe 
~Fe~eft)' ~eiRg eJ:targea: I2RO"lg~g ~URTFI~R, ~at ~ese ~F&\"'ieA6 6~1I 
Ret ge iAleFfJrelea te e*~aRa eF eeF&ael aRr 8)(isaRg ai4AsFitry ef ee~Rlies, 
eilies, er le" 'RS le iR=l~ese s~e~ eJ:targes. 

~lel~iRg iR l~is seelieR ~Fe~i~ils a lFaRs~eFtalieR ~eRefit aistFielfre~ 
iR=l~esiRg fees eF e~aFges al::lt~eFhzea iR ROAr ~fi.7~.12Q ReF ~Fs~i~ils lI:Ie 
legislat:i 'e a~eril)' ef a ee~Rl)', e~') eF le" 'A freR=l a~~F9' 'iRg ~e iR=l~9fjaeR 
ef s~e~ fees "'~iR a lraR~eFtaQeR ~eRefil aistRel: 

j)1st:RiRg iR ~is sectieR ~Fe~i~its ee~Atjes, ~es, eFWvVIlS fFe~ i~~siRg 
lFaRs~eFtaQeR iR=l~ael fees ai4Aerii!ea ~~FS~aAt le e~afller ~9.92 ROA'. 

l=Ris sectisR aees Ret a~~~! le ~eeial ~~lfese elA:iEts fe~ea aRa aaiAg 
~~FS~aRHeTilles 34, 3fi, 37, eF87 ROuAl, ReFisl~e a~eril)' eeRfeR=ea br,' 
~ese t:ilIes affeaea.)) 

Sec. 32. Section 35.43.110, chafter 7, Laws of 1965 as amended by 
section 10, chapter 313, Laws of 1981 and RCW 35.43.110 are each 
amended to read as follows: 

Proceedings to establish local improvement districts must be inned by 
petition in the following cases: 

(1) Any local improvement payable in whole or in part by special 
assessments which includes a charge for the cost and expense of oper~ 
and maintenance of escalators or moving sidewalks shall be initiated only 
upon a petition signed by the owneB of two-thirds of the lineal frortage ~ 
the improvement to be made and two-thirds of the area within the limits of 
the proposed improvement district; 

(2) If the managernert of park drfies, parkways, and boUevards of a ely 
has been vested in a board of park commissioners or similar authority: 
PROVIDED, That the proceedings may be initiated by a resolution, if the 
ordinance is passed at the request of the park board or similar authority 
therefor specifying the particular drtves, parkways, or boUevards, or portions 
thereof to be improved and the nature of the improvemert. 

(3) OLtside of urban gr<M1b areas, if the local heakh departmert has n<:t 
declared a currert health emergency, a local improvement district for sewers 
or a system of sewerage, as defined in RCW 35.67.010, may be inlia:ed on~ 
if a petiion is signed by the owners of a: least severty percert of the area wtiJ 
the limits of the proposed local imprCNernent district. These property 0NI'lE!f'S 

shall pay at least seventy percent of the total cost of the sewer local 
imprCNernert di5trict. or the ertire cost of the sewer local imprCNemert ckrict 
if the sewer local improvement district benefits them solely. 

The other thirty percent or smaller percentage of property owners shall 
be assessed for the sewer local imprOiement cistrid, if the proponerts prc:we 
by clear and convincing evidence that the sewer local improvemert district 
will net work an economic and financial hardship on those proJ?erty owners 
resu~ing in the possible loss of their real or personal property. Each~ 
owner within the proposed sewer local improvement district for the 
proponents cannet meet this burden of proof shall be exemfXed from any 



seNer local improvemert district assessmerts. 
If the local health department determines that a health emergency 

currertly exbts, the laws governing the cre~ d seNer local impr<Wemert 
districts in this chaj:ter shall govern. 

Sec. 33. Section 35.91.020, cha~ 7, laws d 1965 as last amended 
by section 11, chapter 313, Laws of 1981 and RCW 35.91.020 are each 
amended to read as follows: 

The governing body of any city, town, county, sewer district, water 
district, or drainage district, hereinafter referred to as a 'municipal~ may 
contract wth owners of real est&e for the construction of storm, sanitary, or 
combincO>n sewers, pumping staions, and disposal plarts, waer mains, hy
drants, reservoirs, or appurtenances, hereinafter called "water or sewer 
facilities,' ~n their boUldaries or (exc~ for COlrties) wlhin ten miles from 
their corporce limb connecting wth the public w;Ur or sewerage system to 
serve the CRa i1 which the real estte 0{ such owners is Ioccted, and to prcMde 
for a period of net to exceed «(fifteeR» twerty-4ive years for the reimbursemert 
of such owners and their assigns by any owner of real estate who did not 
contriblte to the original cost of such w<ler or seNer facilities and who sub
sequentlytap onto or use the same of a fair pro rata share of the cost of the 
construction d said w;Ur or sewer facilities, inckx:ting net only those diredfy 
connected thereto, bt.t also users comected to laterals or branches connect
ing thereto, st1lject to such reasonable rules and regul.:Oons as the gewerning 
body of such ml6lq,ally may provide or ccrtract, and notwithstanding the 
provisions of any ether law. To the extert it may require in the performance 
of such contract, su¢h municipality may install said wcter or sewer facAities in 
and along the courty streets in the area to be served as hereinabcwe prcMded, 
subject to such reasonable requirements as to the manner of occupancy of 
such streets as the cOll1ly may bt resolution prewide. The provisions of such 
cor1ract shall net be effective as to any CM'ner d real esta:e net a party thereto 
unless such contract has been recorded in the offICe of the county auditor of 
the county in which the real estate of such owner ~ Ioc;ted prior to the time 
such o.vner taps no or connects to said w;Ur or seNer facilities. The power 
d the gC1t'eming body d such ml6licipality to so contract also applies to waer 
or seNer fadllies in process of corutrudion on June 10, 1959, or which have 
net been finaly approved or acc~ for full maintenance and operation by 
such municipally upon June 10, 1959. 

The duration of latecomer fee agreements for seNers in this section is 
extended to twenty-fIVe years from the current fifteen years. 

The amount of latecomer's fees for sewer hookup shall be fair and 
reasonable, based upon reasonable, prevailing market rates for construction 
a the time the seNer project is completed. 

The latecomer's fees shan not exceed the original construction costs, as 
determined lzt an audit conducted lzt a private, imoartial party. The costs of 
the audit shall be included wthin the ori~aI costs of the project. Laecorner's 
fees are not intended to be a money-makins proposition for developers and 
can only be used to recoup original costs, exclusive of inflation. 

Sec. 34. Section 15, chapter 189, Laws of1967 as last amended by 
section 7, chafter 477, Laws d 1987 and RON 36.93.150 are each amended 
to read as follows: 

The board, upon revie.v of any proposed action, shall take such of the 
following actions as it deems necessary to best carry out the intent of this 
charter: 

(1) Approval of the proposal as submitted; 
(2) Suqect to RON 35.02.170, modification of the proposal bt adjusting 

boundaries to add or delete territory: PROVIDED, That any proposal for 
annexction bt the board shaI be st.qect to RON 35.21.010 and Shall net add 
additional terrtory, the amourt of which is gre<ler than tha included in the 
original proposal: PROVIDED FURTHER, lhct such modifications shall net 
rterfere wth the ~ d a CAy, town, or special purpose 'cistrict to req..ire 
or not requir~, preannexaion agreemerts, covenarts, or petitions; 

(3) Determination of a division of assets and liabilities between two or 
more goverrimert.all6lits where relevart; . 

(4) Detennination whether, or the extert to which, functions d a special 
purpose district are to be assumed by an incorporated city or town, 
metropolitan municipal corporation, or another existing special purpose 
district; or . 

5) Disapproval of the proposal except that the board shall not have 
jurisdiction to disapprove the dissolution or disincorporation of a special 
pupose district which is net providi~ setVices bLt shall have j Lriscktion over 
the determilction of a division of the assets and liabillies of a disscWed or dis-

incorporated special purpose district: PROVIDED, Tha a board shall not 
have jurisciction ewer the division of assets and &abilities d a special purpose 
'district that is dissolved or disincorpor<led pursuant to charter 36.96 RON. 

Unless the board shal cisapprwe a proposal, it shal be preserted under 
the appropricte statlie for approval of a public body and, if required, a vcte 
of the people. A proposal that has been modified shall be preserted under 
the appropricte stctLte for apprewal d a public body and if required, a vote 
d the people. If a proposal, ether than that for a ely, town, or special f>l.rpose 

district annexation, after modiflCCtion does not contain enough ~res of 
persons within the modified area, as are required bt law, then the initiaing 
party, parties or govemmertal unit has thirty days after the modiflCition de
cision to secure enough signatures to satisfy the legal requirement. If the 
si~res carlnot be secured then the proposal may be submitted to a vote 
of the people, as required by law. 

The addlion or deletion of property by the board shal net invalidcte a 
petition which had previously saisfied the suffkiency of signaure prcvisions 
of RON 35.13.130 or 35A.14.120. When the board, after due proceedngs 
held, disapprcwes a proposed action, such proposed action shal be unavail
able, the proposing agency shall be without power to initiate the same or 
substartially the same as determi1ed by the board, and any succeeding ads 
irtended to or tending to effec:tuae that action shall be void, blt such action 
may be reinitiated after a period of twetve months from dae of disapprcwal 
and shall again be subject to the same considerctk>n. 

The board shall «~) modify or deny a proposed action (~RIeM ~eFe 
is ee iseRse 9R ~e ree9rs 19 S~9ft a s9ReI~si9A» if it finds ttla the action is 
inconsistent with one or more the objectives under RON 36.93.180 and 
that the inconsistency is not outweighed lzt the fulfillment of ether objectives 
under RON 36.93.180. The board shan deny an annexaion of a ely or town 
beyond the urban growth area established by section 2(2)(a)(i) of this act. 
Every such determinaion to mocify or deny a proposed action shal be made 
i1 wrting pursuart to a mOOon, and shaI be supported bt approprice wrtten 
findings and conclusions, based on the record. 

Sec. 35. Section 18, chapter 189, laws of 1967 as last amended by 
section 6, charter 84, Laws d 1989 and RON 36.93.180 are each amended 
to read as follows: 

The decisions of the boundary review board shall atlerTlfX to achieve the 
followi!1g objectives: 

(1) Preservation of natural neighborhoods and communities; 
(2) Use of physical boundaries, including but not limited to bodies of 

water, highways, and land contours; 
(3) Creation and preservation of logical service areas; 
(4) Prevention of abnonnally irregular boundaries; 
(5) Discouragement of multiple incorporations of small cities and 

encouragemert of inc:orporc:D>n of dies in excess d ten thousand popUaion 
in heavily populated urban areas; 

(6) Dissolution of inactive special purpose districts; 
(7) Adjustment of impractical boundaries; 
(8) Incorporation as cities or towns or annexation to cities or towns of 

unincorpor<led areas which are urban in character; ((aAEI)) 
(9) Protection of agricultural and rural lands which are designated for 

long term prodl.JCWe agricultural and resource use by a comprehensNe plan 
adofXed bt the county legislative alA:horiy; and 

(1 Q) Prevention of sprawl, including, but not limited to, denying an 
annexation of a city or town beyond an urban growth area established 

ursuantto sections 2 2 a i and 13 2 b ofthis act notwithstandin the 
imitation of RCW 36.93.15Q(5Xd. 

Sec. 36. Section 3, charter 271, Laws of 1969 ex. sess. as amended by 
section 1, c:hafXer 134, Laws of 1974 ex. sess. and RON 58.17.030 are each 
amended to read as follows: 

Every subdivision shal comply with the prCNislons of this chapter. «~ 
S~9ft S~99; rfsi9R as SeHAe~ iA ~ls eA.er sl:tall e9~~( witA ~e ~feII ;SieRS 9f 
aR)' leeal Fe~lati8A aS9~e9 ptoIFM:4art 19 RO A (38.17.Qf;Q.) HCMleYer, sth
divisions of land into four lots or less shall be re.riewed in accordance ~ this 
section. Counties cities and towns ma ado ordinances that also a 
these procedures to subdivisions eX land into nine las or less if the land is 
the limits of a city or town or within an urban growth area estab&shed under 
section 13(3)(b) of this ad. 

The procedure shall prcwide for an administrative approval process. No 
public hearing may be required unless written requests for a public hearins 
have been mailed to the courty within twerty-one days or to the ely or town 
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within seven days of the post:in& of the proposed subdivision and the ~ 
have been signed by ten or more people who either reside or own real , 

ro e located within one-half mile of the ro sed subdivision. The 
review process shall ensure that the proposed ivision conforms wth the 
remainder of the requirements of this chaf!er, including RCW 58.17.110. A 
lot that has been created under this procedure may not be divided in any 
manner within twenty years of its erection unless the division conforms with 
the regular subdivision procedure. 

Sec. 37. Section 4-123, c:haJXer43, Laws of 1989 and RCW 58.17.040 
are each amended to read as follows: 

The provisions of this chafXer shall not apply to: 
(1) Cemeteries and other burial plots while used for that purpose; 
(2) DMsions of land irto lots or tracts each of which is «eRe eRe YeRS 

l' 'leAl), ~» one thirty-second of a section of land or larger, or «We» ~ 
acres or larger • the land is not capable of description as a fraction of a section 
of land, unb the «gee ce~iRg a~9Rl';'» legislative boctr of the city, town, or 
county in which the land is situated shall have adopted a subdivision 
ordinance requiring pia: apprO\lal of such divisions: PROVIDED, Tha for 
purposes of compciing the size of any lex under this itefl,l which borders on 
a street or road, the lot size shall be expanded to include that area which 
would be bolJ'lded l7t the eerier &ne d the road or street and the side let lines 
of the lex running perpencicular to such certer line; 

(3) Divisions made by testarnertary provisions, or the laws of descert; 
(4) Divisions of land irto lots or tracts classified for industrial or comnerciaI 

use when the city, town, or county has apprO\led a binding site plan for the 
use of the land in accordance with local regulations; 

(5) A division for the pUrJX>Se of lease when no residertiaI structure cAher 
than mobie homes or travel trailers are permitted to be placed upon the land 
when the city, town, or courty has apprO\led a binding site plan for the use 
of the land in accordance with local regula:ions; 

(6) A division made for the pUrJX>Se of alteration by adjusting bou1dary 
lines, between platted Of unplatted Icxs or both, which does not creeR any 
additional lot, tract, parcel, ste, or division nor create any kt, tract, parce1, ste, 
or division which cortains insuffkiert area and dimension to meet minimum 
requirernerts for width and area for a building site; and 

(7) Divisions of land into lots or tracts if: (a) The improvements 
constructed or to be constructed thereon will be included in one or more 
condominiums or owned l7t an associaion or other legal ently in which the 
owners of units therein or their owners' associations have a membership or 
other legal or beneficial irterest; (b) a city, town, or county has apprO\led a 
bi1ding ste plan for: aft such land; and (c) the binding ste plan oortains thereon 
the foll<M'ing staternert: "All developmert of the land described herein shall 
be in accordance with the binding site plan, as it may be amended. Upon 
completion, the improvemerts on the land shal be included in one or more 
condominiums or owned l7t"an associction or other legal ently in which the 
owners of units therein or their 0Nners' associaions have a membership 
or other legal or beneficial interest." 

Sec. 38. Section 9, c:haJXer 271, Laws d 1969 ex. 5eSS. as last amended 
by section 5, chapter 293, Laws of 1981 and RCW 58.17.090 are each 
amended to read as follows: 

SUBDIVISIONS--NOTICES. ill Upon receipt of an application for 
preliminary plat approval the administrative offICer charged l7t Ordinance with 
responsibility for administration of regulations pertaining to platting and 
subdivisions shal set a date for a public hearing. N. a minimum, ndice of the 
hearing shall be given in the following manner: «tl1»!ill Notice shaU be 
published not less than ten days prior to the hearing in a newspaper of general 
circulation within the county and a newspaper of general circulation in the 
area where the real property which is proposed to be subdivided is located; 
«~» and (b) special notice of the hearing shall be given to adjacent 
Ian<:bMlersl7t any aher reasonable method local al.thcdies deem necessary, 
but shall include, at a minimum, the conspicuous posting of notice, in a 
manner designed to atract public atterOOn, in the near vicinity d the land N 
is proposed to be subdivided. A~acert landowners are the owners of real 
property, as shown l7t the records of the colllty assessor, located wthin three 
ht..ndred feet of any portion of the bou1dary d the proposed subcivision. If 
the owner of the real property which is proposed to be subdivided owns 
another parcel or parcels of real property which lie adjacent to the real 
property proposed to be subdivided, notice under this subsection shall be 
given to owners of real property located within three hundred feet of any 
portion of the bou1daries of such adjacently located parcels of real property 
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owned by the owner of the real property proposed to be subdivided. All 
hearings shall be pubic. AI hearing nctices shall include a descri~ of the 
location of the proposed subdivision. The descrifXion may be in the form of 
either a vicinity location sketch or a written description other than a legal 
~. 

(2) If a courty, city, or town has adopted an ordinance providing for the 
administrative approval of certain subdivisions pursuant to RCW 58.17 .mo, 
the cOl!1ty, ely, or town shall provide notice of the proposed subdivision by 
pubk:ction and posting as prcMded under subsection (1) of this section. The 
notice shall occur within fourteen days of the filing of the application. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 39. DUTIES OF DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY. 
The departmert d ecology shall: 

(1) Develop a four-tierwetlands inventory rating system by December 
31, 1991. The top tier shall be wetlands of state-wide significance as 
determined by the department in consultation with the regional growth 
managemert review panels; 

(2) Provide technical assistance, including model ordinances, to local 
gO\lernmerts; , 

(3) Review and approve local gCNemrnert wetland consetVation pennit 
programs consistent with the wetlands prO\lisions of this chapter; and 

(4) AdoJX rules necessary to carry 0Ii its duties under this chapter. 
Sec. 40. Section 6, chafXer 137, Laws of 1974 ex. 5eSS. as amended by 

section 3, chafXer 200, Laws of 1975 1 st ex. sess. and RCW 76.00.060 are 
each amended to read as follows: 

(1) The department shall prescribe the form and contents of the 
notifICation and application. The forest practices regulations shall specify l7t 
whom and under what conditions the notification and application shall be 
signed. The application or notifICation shan be delivered in person or sen: by 
certified mail to the departmert. The information required may include, bt.t 
shall not be limited to: 

(a) Name and address of the forest land owner, timber owner, and 
oper.«or; 

(b) Description of the proposed forest practice or practices to be 
conducted; 

(c) Legal description of the land on which the forest practices are to be 
conducted; 

(d) Planimetric and topographic maps showing location and size of all 
lakes and streams and ether pub~c wcters in and immediately adjacert to the 
opercting area and showing an existing and proposed roads and major tractor 
roads; 

(e) Description of the silvicultural, harvesting. or other forest practice 
methods to be used, including the type d equiprnert to be used and maerials 
to be applied; 

(0 Proposed plan for reforestation and for any reveget.n>n necessary to 
reduce erosion rxxertial from roadsides and yarding roads, as required by the 
forest practices regulations; 

~ Soi~ geologi~l, and hydrological daa with respect to forest practices; 
(h) The expected dates of comrnencemert and completion of all forest 

practices specified in the application; 
(i) Provisions for cortinuing mairtenance of roads and ether construction 

or other measures necessary to afford protection to public r:esources; and 
Q) An affirmation that the statements contained in the 

notifICation or application are true. 
(2) N. the option d the app6cant, the application or notifICation may be 

submitted to cO\ler a single forest practice or any number d forest practices 
within reasonable geographic or political boundaries as specified by the 
department. Long range plans may be submitted to the department for 
review and consultation. 

(3) The application or notification shall indicate whether any land 
covered by the application or notiflCction wal be converted or is irtended to 
be converted to a use other than commercial timber production within 
«~» ten years after completion of the forest practices described in it. 

(a) If the applicction sta:es that any such land wil be or is irtended to be 
so converted: 

(i) The reforestation requirements of this chapter and of the-forest 
practices regulations shall net apply if the land is in fact so converted unless 
applicable altematives or limitations are prO\lided in forest practices regu1a
tions issued under RCW 76.09.070 as now or hereafter amended; 

(ii) Completion of such forest practice operations shall be deemed 
COI"Nersion of the lands to another use for purposes of chafXers 84.28,84.33, 



and 84.34 RCW unless the conversion is to a use permitted under a currert 
use tax agreemert permitted under chaJXer 84.34 RCW; 

(iii) The forest practices described in the application are subject to 
applicable coll1ly, cly, toNn, and regional govemmertal authority pennitted 
under RCW 76.09.240 as now or hereafter amended as well as the forest 
practices regulations. 

No conversion may be permitted for a period of ten years after 
completion of the forest practice if the county, city, or town has not adopted 
a comprehensive land use plan adop:ed pursuant to section 9 d this ad. This 
provision shall not apply to forest practices within a county, city, or town that 
has adop:ed a comprehensive land use plan pursuant to section 9 of this act. 

(b) If the application or nOOficction does na: state that any land covered 
by the applicction or notitkation will be or is intended to be so converted: 

<0 For «.» ten years after the date of the application for a permit that 
would result in a conversion of forest lands to a use incompatible with Iong
term timber production, the county 

«er:»L city, town, and regional govemmental entities ((FJla)' seR)'» shall 
refuse to accept or process and shall deny any or an applications for permits 
or approvals, including building permits and subdivision approvals, relating to 
nonforestry uses of land subject to the application; 

00 Failure to compty with the reforestation requirements contained in 
arty' final order or decision shall constiute a removal from classification under 
the provisions of RCW 84.28.065, a removal of designation under the 
provisions of RCW 84.33.140, and a chan~~ of use under the provisions of 
RON 84.34.000, and, if applicable, shall subject such lands to the paymerts 
ancVor penalties resulting from such removals or changes; and 

(ii~ Corrversion to a use other than commerdal timber operations w~in 
(~» ten years after completion of the forest practices withoLt the consent 
ci the court}' «er FJI~Riei~al~~), ely, or town shaH constib..te a vioIcfun ci each 
of the county, «FJI~Riei~aO) city, tCM'n, and regional authorities to which the 
forest practice operations would have been subject if the application had so 
staed. . 

(c) For ten years after the date of an application for a conversion to an 
agricultural use, the county, city, town, and regional govemmental entities 
shall deny any or all applications for permits or approvals, including building 
permits and subdivision approvals, relating to nonagricultural uses of land 
subject to the application. 

(d) If a forest practice is conducted withoLt an applic~ion or notiflC~n 
required by this chapter, for ten years after the date the forest practice is 
discovered, the county, city, town, or regional governmental entities shall 
refuse to acceFt and process, and shall deny any or all applications for permits 
or approvals, including building permits and subdivision approvals, relating to 
nonforestry uses of land subject to the application. 

~ The application or nOOflCCtion shall be either signed by the land o.vner 
or accompanied by a staement signed by the land CM'ner indicaing his or her 
irtert with respect to corrversion and acknCM'ledging thct he or she is familiar 
with the effects ci this subsection. 

(4) Whenever an approved application authorizes a forest practice 
which, because ci soi condition, proximly to a waer course or other unusual 
factor, has a potential for causing material damage to a public resource, as 
determined by the department, the applicant shall, when requested on the 
approved application, notify the department two days before the com
mencement of actual operations. 

(5) Before the operator commences any forest practice in a manner or 
to an extent signifkartly different from that described in a pr~ouso/ approved 
application or notifkation, there shall be submitted to the department a new 
applicction or notifICation form in the manner set forth in this section. 

. (6) The notification to or the approval given by the departmentto an . 
appka:ion to conduct a forest practice shall be effective for a term ci one year 
from the date of approval or notifICation and shall not be renewed unless a 
new application is filed and approved or a new notification has been filed. 

(7) NotwWlstanding any other provision of this section, no prior applica
tion or notification ,shall be required for any emergency forest practic~ 
necessitated by fire, flood, windstorm, earthquake, or other emergency as 
defined by the board, bu: the operator shall submit an application or notifi
cajon, whichever is applicable, to the department within forty-eight hours 
after commencemert of such practice. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 41. A new section is added to charter 80.50 RON 
to read as follows: 

LAND USE PlANS AND ZONING ORDINANCE. land use plans and 

zoong ordinances, as defined by this chapter, and shoreline master programs 
adopted pursuantto chapter 90.58 RCW addressing the approval, siting, 
condlioning, ~mitations, and/or mitigation of energy facilities and associated 
facilities are hereby suqect to direct legislation by the people thr~ inliative 
and referendum notwithstanding delegation of authority to enact such legis
lation contained in other statutes. 

ARTICLE V: APPROPRIATION AND 
MISCELLANEOUS MA TIERS 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 42. APPROPRIATION--GENERAL FUND. (1) 
Twelve million two hundred thousand dollars is appropriated from the 
general fund to the growth management account established by section 7 of 
this act, for the biennium ending June 30, 1991, to implement this act as 
follows: 

(a) One million dollars to provide technical assistance and mediation 
services to local governments under section 6(2) (b) and (c) of this act; 

(b) Ten million dollars to make grarts to counties, dies, and tCM'ns under 
section 6(2)(b) of this act; 

(c) One million dollars for the inventories under section 6(2)(a) of this act; 
and 

(d) Two hundred thousand dollars to make grants under section 6(2)(j) 
of this act. 

(2) Nine hundred thousand dollars is appropri<ted from the general fund 
to the department of ecology for the biennium ending June 30, 1991, to 
implement the department's duties under this act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 43. SEVERABILITY. If any provision ci 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. 44. Section captions and article headin~ used in 
this act constitute no part of the law. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 45. This act shall be known and cited as the 
balanced growth enabling act. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 46. Sedions 2 through 22, 25 through 30, 39, and 
45 of this act shall constitute a new chapter in Title 36 RCW. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 47. REPEALER. Any bill of the legislcture involving 
the gr<M'th management and environmental pra:ection subjects addressed in 
this act that is enacted between March 13, 1990, and November 6, 1990, is 
superseded and repealed. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 48. REPEALER. The following acts or parts ci acts 
are each repealed: 

(1) Section 2, chapter 104, laws of 1987 and RCW 58.17.033; 
(2) Section 6, chafter 271, Laws ci 1969 ex. ses5., section 3, charter 134, 

laws ci 1974 ex. 5eSS., section 1, chaJXer 92, Laws ci 1987, section 5, ch3fter 
354, Laws of 1987, section 2, chapter 330, Laws of. 1989 and RCW 
58.17.060; 

(3) Section 12, charter 134, Laws of 1974 ex. ses5. and RON 58.17.065; 
(4) Section 1, chapter 233, Laws of 1986 and RON 58.17.095; 
(5) Section 1, chapter 47, Laws of 1984 and RCW 58.17.155; and 
(6) Section 1, chapter 104, Laws of 1987 and RON 19.27.095. 
NEW SECTION. Sec. 49. LIBERAL CONSTRUCTION. Local govern

ments, state agencies, and the courts shall construe the provisions of this act 
liberally to achieve its legislative intent and state land use planning goals. 

NEW SECTION. Sec. 50. This act is necessary for the immediate 
preservation of the public peace, health, or safety, or support of the state 
government and its existing public institutions, and shall take effect immedi
ately. 

In the preceeding ~d following measures, all words 
in double brackets with a line through them are in the State 
Law or Constitution at the present time and are being 
taken out by the measure. All words underlined do not 
appear in the State Law or Constitution as they are now 
written but will be put in if the measure is adopted. 
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COMPLETE TEXT OF 
House Joint 
Resolution No. 4203 

THAT, At the next: general election to be held in this state there shall be 
submlted to the qualified voters of the state for their apprc1JaI and rctiflCCtion, 
or rejection, an amendment to Artide XI, section 3 of the state Constitution to 
read as follows: 

Article XI, section 3. No new counties shall be established, or annexa
tion shall occur, which «~) at the time of such action reduc~ any county 
to a population less than «~) ten thousand «(4,QQC;», ReF SRail a». No new 
county shall be formed containing a «~» populction of less than «(twe» ten 
thousand «~», except by the consolidation of two or more counties. 
«lReFe sRail Be Re teFFitep>, stR8ieR k-SFR aR)' eSI:IJ:t)' I:IRleS6 a FRajsFl)' sf ~e 
veteFS IF 'iRg iR SI:IeR teFRtePl sRail f3~SR ~eFefsr aRa ~eR SR~' I:IRaer SI:IeR 
stRer eSRaitisRs as FRa)' Be f3reseriBea By a geReralla'" af3f3lieaBle ts tRe 
w~sle s&R.» 

Notwthstanding the pr<?Iisions d Article 2, section 28 of this Consthfun, 
county boundaries shall be described in special laws enacted by the 
legislature. All portions of the state shall be in a county. 

County boundaries shall be altered as follows: 
(1) A new court}' shall be established when: (a) First the action is inticted 

W pettion of a majorty of the vders residing in the proposed new courty, bLt 
when the proposed new county would take territory out of more than one 
county the action must be initiated by petition of a maj ority of the voters 
residing in each portion of the proposed new county thct is Ioc.:ted wdlin each 
county: (b) second, the petitions referred to in (a) are certified by voting 
precinct; (d third, the legislciure enacts a spedallcrw authorizing the creation 
of the new courty: and (d) fourth, a ballet prop<>W authorizing the creaion 
of the new county is approved W the vcters residing in the proposed county. 
The legislciure may establish the boundaries of the new courty nctwithstand
ing the boundaries proposed by the petition. 

(2) An existing courty may annex territory from another county when: 
(a) First, the action is intiaed W either resolLtion of the ~slative authorly of 
the annexing courty or petition of twenty-fIVe percent ((the voters residing 
in the area \\Iithin a county proposed to be annexed: (b) second, the legislaive 
authority of the county from which the area would be removed adopts a 
resoiLtion authorizing the annexation: (d third, the legislaure enacts a special 
law providing for the annexation; and (d) fourth, a ballot proposition 
authorizing the annexation is approved by the voters residing in that area. 

(3) Two or more counties may consolidae when: (a) First, the action is 
initiated in each of the counties proposed to be consolidated by either 
resoiLtion of the court}' legislative authority or petition by twerty-five percent 
of the voters residing in the courty; (b) second, the legislcture enacts a special 
Icrw providing for the consolidation; and (d third, a ballot proposition aLthor
izing the consolidation is approved W the voters of each of the counties. 

The legislature may impiemert this section and may place addoonal re
quirements or conditions on the altering of county boundaries by enacting 
general laws applicable to the entire state. 

Nctwthstanding the provisions of section 2 of this Article, the legislature 
shall enact general laws applicable to the entire state to establish procedures 
whereby, at the time of a vote under subsection (1), (2), or (3) of this section, 
the voters also select the location of a county seat whenever two or more 
cour1ies consolidae, or the Iocciion of a county sea: in thct portion of a courty 
remaining after an annexction or creation of a new county, if the old county 
seat is located in the terrtory removed from the county. 

Every county which shall be enlarged or created from territory taken 
from any other county or counties shall be liable for a just proportion of the 
existing del:xs and liabillies of the COlrty or counties from which such territory 
shall be taken: PROVIDED, That in such accOUlting neither cOll'lty shall be 
charged wlh any delx or &ability then existing incurred in the purchase d any 
county property, or in the purchase or construction of any courty buildings 
then in use, or under corutruction, which shal fall within and be retained by 
the county: PROVIDED FURTHER, Thct this shall not be construed to affect 
the rights d creditors. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall cause 
notice of the foregoing consthtionaI amendmert to be published a least fOLl" 
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times dlJring the four weeks next preceding the election in every legal 
newspaper in the state. 

COMPLETE TEXT OF 
House Joint 
Resolution No. 4231 

THAT, IV. the next: general election to be held in this state there shall be 
submited to the qualified vct:ers of the state for thei" apprc1JaI and rcdic:cmn, 
or rejection, an amendmert to Article VII, section 2 of the Constlliion c:i the 
state of Washington to read as follows: 

Article VII, section 2. ExcetX as hereinafter prCNided and nctwthDnd
ing any ether prcMsion d this Constitution, the agweg;te d al tax levies t.pXl 
real and personal property by the state and all taxing districts roN existing or 
hereafter created, shaH not in any year exceed one ({f3er eer:a.FR» percert c:i 
the true and fair value of such property in money: PROVIDED, HOWEVER, 
Tha nothing herein shall prevert levies ct the rctes now provided by law by 
or for any port or public lJilly c:imid. The tetm 'taxi~ cistrict' for the puposes 
of this section shall mean any political subdivision, municipal corporation, 
district, or other governmental agency authorized by law to levy, or have 
levied for it, ad valorem taxes on property, other than a port or pubiic tAlly 
district. Such alWegate fimit.:tion or any specifIC &mlation imposed by law in 
conformity therewith may be exceeded only 

(a) By any taxing district for each of six or fewer consecutive years and 
for a stated purpose or purposes, as specified in a ballot proposition alAhor"
izing the lew or levies, when specifically authorized so to do by a ~orty c:i 
at least three-fifths of the «eieEteFs» voters thereof voting on the propostion 
to levy such additional tax~ submitted not more than twelve months prior to 
the dae on which the proposed in~allevy is to be made and not oftener than 
twice in such twelve I1lOf'1h period, ether ct a special eIedion or ct the ~ 
election of such taxing district, ct which election the number of (perMN» 
voters vcting "yes" on the propostion shall constitL.i.e three-fifths of a runber 
equal to forty (~r e~» percert of the trtaI (~ '9tes 6a6l) number of vcRrs 
voting in such taxing district ct the last preceding general election when the 
m.mber of «eieaeFs» vcters voting on the proposition does not exceed forty 
«~r ee~FR» perret It of the tctaI «. '9tes east» number d vcters vaing in such 
taxing district in the ~ preceding general election; or by a majorty of ct least 
three-fifths of the «eieEteFs» vcters thereof voting on the proposition to levy 
when the number d «eIeaeFs» vct:ers vcting on the proposition exceeds forty 
«(~r ee~FR) perret It of the trtaI «(. 'etes east» number d vders vcting in such 
taxing district in the last preceding general election(: PIlO'm;:),Q., ~at 
RSl" 'itR~RaiRg aRY stRer f3rs'"isieR sftRis CSRstitbltisR, aR)' f3r9~9'itieA 
f3I:1FSl:laRt ts tRis SI:lBseetisR ts lev), aaaitisRal ~E fsr tRe SI:lf3f39R ef ~e 
eSFRFRSR seRssls FRay f3Fslliae Sl:IeR SI:If3f38Ft fer a \\4;'9 year f3eR9~ aA~ aff!{ 
f3F9f3SSIi9R te I~')' aR aaalisRaI tiaK te SI:I~~ sFt ~e ESAStfl:le9SR, FRS ~efNi!a 
tiSR, 9F ~FRSaelliRg sf seRssl faallies ~ f3F9' ;ae Sl:IeR sbIflf3sFt f9r a ~eR9~ 
Ret eKeeeaiRg siK )'eaFS»; 

(b) By any taxing district otherwise atAhorized by law to issue general 
obligation bonds for capital purposes, for the sole purpose of making the 
required payments of principal and interest on general obligation bonds 
issued soIe~ for capital purposes, other than the replacemert d equpnert, 
when authorized so to do by majorly d ct least three-fifths of the (~» 
voters thereof voting on the proposition to issue such bonds and to pay the 
principal and irterest theron by an annual tax levy in excess of the Iirnlaion 
herein provided during the term d such bonds, submitted not oftemer than 
twice in any calendar year, ct an election held i1 the manner prC\Iided by Icr.v 
for bond elections in such taxing district, at which election the total number 
d (~» voters vcOlg on the proposition shaI constibie.not less than forty 
«~r ee~~) perret't of the uta! number d (. '9te& _) voters voting in such 
taxing district ct the last preceding general election: PROVIDED, That arrt 
such taxing district shall have the rWt by vcte of its 'ng body to reflJ'ld 
any general obIigaion bonds of said district issued bplal purposes only, 
and to provide for the interest theron and amortization thereof by annual 
levies in excess of the tax limitaion provided for herein, AND PROVIDED 
FURTHER, Tha: the provisions of this section shall also be subject to the IirTi
tations con:ained in Article VIII, Section 6, of this ConstL.tion; 

(c) By the stU or any taxing cistrict for the fUpose c:i paying the principal 



(c) By the stae or any taxing district for the purpose ci paying the principal 
or irterest on general obligation bonds otAstanding on December 6, 1934; or 
for the purpose ci preventing the impairment of the obligation of a contract 
when ordered so to do by a court of last resort. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall cause 
notice ci the foregoing consth.tionaI amendment to be published a: least four 
times during the four weeks next preceding the election in every legal 
newpaper in the state. 

COMPLETE TEXT OF 
Senate Joint 
Resolution No. 8212 

THAT, IV. the next general election to be held in this state there shall be 
submlted to the qualified voters of the state for their apprcwal and rctiflCCtion, 
or rejection, an amendmert to ~ VII, section 11 of the Constitution of the 
state of Washington to read as follows: 

Artide VII, section 11. Nahing in this Artide VII as amended shall prevert 
the legislatu"e from prcNidinS subject to such condlions as it may enact, that 
the true and fair value in money (a) of farms, a~hJrallands, standing timerL 

and timberiands, «aREI)) (b) of other open space lands «wRiEA)) that are used 
for recreation or for enjoyment of their scenic or natural beauty, or (c) of 
properties with dwelling units that comply with health and safety standards, 
are devoted to low-income house, and contain five or more low-income 
dwelling units, shall be based on the use to which such property is currently 
applied, and such values shall be used in computing the assessed valuation 
of such property in the same manner as the assessed valuation is computed 
for all property. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall cause 
notice of the foregoing consth.tionaI amendment to be published a: least four 
times during the four weeks next preceding the election in every legal 
newspaper i1 the state. 

(Explanatory statement for Initiative Measure 547 
continued from page 5) 

wetlands, permit economic development consistent with land use goals, 
protection of water resources, Puget Sound, neighborhoods and property 
rights, and provide for citizen participation and other factors. 

Wlhin 6 morths each courty is to develop 10 and 20 year population, 
housing and employment goals. Courties and ciies which are subject to the 
1990 legislative requirement to develop comprehensive plans would have to 
do so within 3 years, other counties would have 5 or 7 years. Cities of over 
150,000 must have sub-area plans. Sanctions are provided for non
compliance by local governments, including loss of certain local option taxes. 
Impact fees and excise taxes could be imposed by local governments on de
velopment adivliy for the impacts and potertial impacts upon public facalies 
and housing relocation. 

County boundary review boards would be alihorized to prevert urban 
sprawl by denying cities annexations beyond an urban growth area. Exten
sion of water and sewer services beyond urban growth areas is restricted. 
One, but not the sole, element to avoid platting requirements for the 
subdivision of land is minimum lot size. This minimum size would increase 
from 5 acres to 20 acres. The concert of a property owner having a vested 
right to a permissiJle land use would be changed to be viewed from the date 
of the issuance, rather than.applicciion date, ci a valid perml and would lapse 
after one year if there was no change of position or substantial reliance. 

The Department of Ecology would be restricted in its authority to 
preemJX local requirements in granting a permit for facillies for the disposition 
of hazardous wastes. State agencies would be prohibled from permitting oil 
or gas exploration or drilling in marine waters. State agencies would be 
required to comply with the goals and elements of the Puget Sound Water 
Quality Management Plan. 

An appropriction of 40 malion dollars each biennium is called for by the 
Act. For the remainder of the current biemium 13.1 mt1lion dollars is ~ 
of which 10 million is for grants to local governments. 

. . .... - AWAITING THE ANSWER . -.-

From the Tacoma Tribune 
January 25, 1915 
(Courtesy, Washington State Archives) 27 



United States Representative 
First Congressional District 

Cynthia 
SULLIVAN 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
12001 Aurora Ave. North 
Seattle, WA 98133 
(206) 367-6860 

Cynthia Su II ivan 's experience as a local elected official has 
taught her that we cannot preserve our quality of life in the 
Puget Sound area without quality leadership in Washington 
D.C. 

Cynthia Sull ivan turns good ideas into effective programs. 
She sponsored Project Homesharing for Sen iors and devel
oped the Summer Reading Camp for latch-key children. 

In Congress, Cynthia will be a strong advocate for a 

John 
MILLER 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Re-Elect 
Congressman John Miller 
837 NE Northgate Way 
Seattle, WA 98125 
(206) 363-1 747 

The United States Chamber of Commerce, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, league of Conservation Voters, and Sierra Club 
have all endorsed my re-election. 

This wide range of support reflects my efforts to provide 
you and your neighbors w ith balanced, thoughtful and inde
pendent representation. 

I work hard to stay in touch, using one-on-one constituent 
service sessions, newsletters and conferences to hear your 
concerns and keep you updated on national issues. 

I have taken the lead on a number of key issues dealing 

woman's right to choose. She will fight any attempt to overrule or 
modify Roe v. Wade. 

Cynthia Sullivan will act to solve the Savings and loan crisis. She 
will make the responSible parties pay, not middle income America, 
and she will see to it that the criminals are prosecuted. 

Cynthia Sullivan has served as Chair of the KingCountyCouncil 
Growth Management & Environment Committee and the King 
County Board of Public Health. She has also served on the Seattle
King County Economic Development Council, the Women's Politi
cal Caucus National Steering Committee and the United Nations; 
Sierra Club Advisory Panel on Global Warming. 

Cynthia Sullivan is endorsed by: the National Organization for 
Women, Women's Political Caucus; Women's Campaign Fund; 
Peace PAC; SANE-FREEZE; Central America Peace Campaign; 
Puget Sound Counci l of Senior Citizens; Washington State labor 
Council, AFL-CIO; King. Kitsap and Snohomish County Labor Councils; 
Puget Sound Metal Trades Council; International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers - Local 77; United Auto Workers - Region 6; Car
penters - Local 131 ; United Food and Commercial Workers - Local 
81; American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employ 
ees; Aerospace Machinists - District Lodge 751; Amalgamated 
Transit Union; Washington Machinists Council; King County 
Democrats and the Democrats of the 1st, 21st, 32nd, 36th, 46th, 
44th, 45th, and 48th Legislative Districts. 

with environmental protection, economic opportunity, education, 
drugs, and transportation. 

To increase housing and economic opportunities, I co-spon
sored the First Time Homebuyers Assistance Act, Enterprise Zone 
Improvement Act, and Project HOPE Initiative. 

To help protect our environmental treasures, I co-sponsored 
the National Environmental Education Act, and the Global Warm
ing Protection Act. 

The Clean Air Act also received my support, as did efforts to 
increase the government's ability to direct the clean-up of oil spills 
and to create a comprehensive national energy policy to break our 
dependence on costly and unstable foreign oil. 

I opposed a 50% hike in congressional salaries, fought a crip
pling Medicare surtax, and helped secure $37 million for anti-drug 
programs in our state - a 70% increase over last year. 

Likewise, I pushed for an increased share of federal funding for 
local transportation projects and accelerated Puget Sound cleanup 
programs. 

I co-sponsored measures to reduce the school drop-out rate, 
cut student loan defaults, and make it easier to get drug dealers off 
campus and out of public hOUSing. 

To safeguard tax dollars, I continue to support the Balanced 
Budget Amendment and a presidential line-item veto to help 
control federal spending. 

I am proud of my record as your Congressman and hope I've 
earned your vote. 

28 
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United States Representative 
Seventh Congressional District 

Jim 
McDERMOTT 
Democrat 
Friends for Jim McDermott 
914 Virginia Street 
Seattle, WA 98101 
(206) 382-1990 

Congressman Jim McDermott was elected to the u.s. House of 
Representatives in 1988 after serving 15 years in the Washington State 
Legislature. Asa physician and legislator, he brings a special perspective 
ana experience to Washington, D.C. that has proved effective and 
valuable. 

During his first term in Congress, Jim has continued to work toward 

Larry 
PENBERTHY 
Republican 

campaign around the call of President 
Bush: Gridlock Must End!' June 1989. Penberthy is an 
industrial physicist-chemist and technology innovator, with career-long 
experience In furnace destruction of l1azardous wastes by drying/ 
burning/melting such wastes until only totally detoxified glass remains. 

Penberthy knows first-hand the Gridlock preventing effective and 
economical waste the Naderite 

Socialist Workers 
Socialist Workers 1990 
Campaign Committee 
1405 E. Madison 
Seattle WA 98122 
(206) 323-1755 

Robbie Scherr is a 37 year old railroad worker and member of the 
United Transportation Union. She is the Socialist Workers Party 
candidate for U.S. Representative in the 7th C.D. Scherr supports the 
Machinists' strike against Eastern Airlines, having walked the picket 

the goals that guided him at the state level -- an educated workforce, envi
ronmental preservation, decent health care, protection from crime, and care 
for our children and the elderly. He has emphasized the need for an energy 
policy that protects our environment from polluters and encourages develop
ment of alternative energy sources as wen as conservation. He has worked 
to shift federal spending away from extravagant weapons systems and toward 
long-neglected domestic needs. He believes our fiscal policy should reduce 
the oeficitwithoutreducingservices to our most vulnerable citizens or unfairly 
burdening average working families . 

In hiS first term, Jim lias been an outspoken advocate in the fight to 
preserve reproductive choice for women. He also has been deeply involved 
In trying to change u.s. policy in EI Salvador, which led to his appointment 
to a special Congressional Task Force on EI Salvador. As a member of the 
HOUSing Committee, he has worked to bring affordable housing to more 
Americans, and introduced innovative le~islatlOn, which the House recen~ 
~f~~' to provide $150 million in specia housing assistance to people w· 

Jim McDermott has the intelligence, experience, and determination to 
be a strong and effective leader for the 7th District in Congress. He believes 
that democratic government can and should respond to the fundamental 
needs of its citizens with integrity, responsibility, and fairness -- and that with 
a little vision and a lot of harcf work, we can create a better, stronger America 
for ourselves and our children. 

morass from the Carter years. Penberthy will be a strong knowledgeable 
voice in Congress in both hazardous and radioactive waste management 

Penberthy: 'It would be foolish and wasteful to start up the prutonium
production Purex plant at Hanford. The nation is already 'awash in 
plutonium.' Insteao, store the spent nuclear fuel rods fo rever in bored 
tunnels in Rattlesnake Mountain (Hanford) above the plain. No water means 
permanent safety at much lower cost' 

Penberthy: 'Simplify and expedite the horrendous EPA complexity of 
granting permits to efficient and effective hazwaste destruction facilities. This 
will overcome the present processing capacity shortage and get the high cost 
to waste generators down.' 

Penoerthy: 'Contractors, regulators and environmental zealots have 
different motives when they cry, 'Cost is no object where cleanup is 
concerned!' Cost beyond protection of human health is an object. The $546 
million (initial budget) for vitrification of radioactive waste at Hanford is a ripoff 
of taxpayers' funds . 

'Westinghouse at West Valley started in 1982 with a budget of $55 
million for one tank at West Valley, has now spent $460 million, hasn't 
vitrified any of the radwaste there, and now wants $400 million more. At 
Hanford with forty tanks, Westinghouse and the Washington Department of 
Ecology will be a national financial disaster.' 

Penberthy says leave the radioactive waste at Hanford where it is, build 
sturdy fences, guard it well. It has already lost 70% of its activity since 1960, 
and will continue to decay by half every 30 years. 

support movement. 
has already brought one union-buster, Frank Lorenzo, to his knees. It is 
restoring our confidence in defending our unions and our standard of living. 
Scherr is an outspoken opponent of the u.s. intervention in the Arab East. 
She and other Socialist Workers candidates call forthe immediate withdrawal 
of all u.s. forces. The people of the Arab East, not u.s. oil monopolies, have 
a right to control their region's resources. Young men and women should not 
be sent to die fo r the superprofits of oil barons. 

Scherr has toured the Pacific Northwest visiting logging towns, farm
worker communities and supporting protests of Canaaian truck drivers. She 
has joined the debate on logging. jobs, and the environment. The Socialist 
Workers Party argues for SOCial programs that provide jobs by legislating a 
shorter workweeK without cutting pay, and that would defend the environ
ment by protecting endangered species and outlaWing clearcutting. Scherr 
calls for shutting down the deacny Hanford Nuclear facility . In addition, 
Scherr supports the rights of Native North Americans, including the Mohawks 
in Quebec. Scherr is a partisan of the Cuban revolution and an advocate of 
strong sanctions against racist South Africa. For over 20 years, she has 
defended abortion rights, school desegregation, and the Bill of Rights. 

If you would like to learn more -- send $10 for a twelve week 
subscription to: THE MILITANT weekly, 1405 E. Madison, Seattle, WA 
98122, or call (206) 323-1755 . 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein .) 29 
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State Representative 
First legislative District 

Nancy 
RUST 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Nancy Rust 
18747 Ridgefield Road NW 
Seattle WA 98177 
(206) 542-4329 

George 
BYE 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Citizens for George Bye 
P.O. Box 82447 
Kenmore WA 98028 
(206) 486-7071 

Grace 
COLE 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Re-Elect 
Grace Cole 
3026 NE 163rd 
Seattle WA 98155 
(206) 362-7409 

Marilyn 
CROPLEY 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Citizens for Marilyn 
Cropley 
621 NE 155th 
Seattle WA 98155 
(206) 364-2826 

Nancy Rust is committed to working for healthy families, better 
schools, and a healthy environment 

Nancy is experienced and effective. She chairs the House 
Environmental Affairs Committee and serves on the Appropriations 
and Revenue Committees. She has successfully pushed legislation 
to prevent and clean up oil spills, protect Puget Sound, and reduce 
hazardous waste. She knows how to get people to work together to 
solve complex problems. 

Nancy and Dick Rust have lived and worked in the district for 
over 35 years. Their six grown children graduated from Shoreline 
schools. They know how important the district is to you. 

As a small businessman and Air Force Reserve pilot, George Bye 
knows what the word service and commitment means. George's 
enthusiasm, courage and diligence are qualities that our State 
legislature needs in this transitional and growing time. 

George's record of service clearly demonstrates his abil ity to 
give us effective representation in Olympia. 

George is committed to bring fairness back to our assessments 
on personal property taxes. He will improve education for our 
children through strongly supporting teachers and involVing parents 
more. George is for a balanced approach to growth management, 
which includes greater accountabi lity to the concerns of the com
munity. 

Grace Cole is highly respected as an effective, experienced, 
hard-working legislator. 

Grace's top priorities are for children and sen ior citizens, im
proved education and environmental protection. Her recent ac
complishments include: securing funds for school child care pro
grams, providing services to help seniors to remain living at home, 
and protecting our environment from runaway growth. She'll con
tinue working to increase teacher salaries and reduce class sizes. 

Grace and her family have lived in the district for over 30 years. 
An accessible and responsive three-term legislator, Grace has shown 
she's genUinely committed to serving the people of the First District 

Marilyn Cropley is your energetic voice to Olympia. She is a 
strong advocate of our community and is committed to listening to 
your needs. Marilyn has demonstrated accessible, responsive lead
ership that has proven she can be counted on to get the job done. 

You can count on Marilyn Cropley to work on critical issues, 
excellence in education, COLA for retired teachers, a safe and 
healthy environment, economic opportunities for our families, and 
independence with dignity as we grown older. When taxes force 
families out of modest homes, it's time for a change. 

Vote for Marilyn Cropleyl 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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State Representative ti111 I 
Eleventh Legislative District ~ 

June 
LEONARD 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
June Leonard Campaign 
312 Wells Avenue South 
Renton WA 98055 
(206) 271-2037 

Marilynn 
SEARS 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Citizens For Sears 
11525 SE 160th Place 
Renton WA 98055 
(206) 763-3595 

Margarita 
PRENTICE 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Citizens for Margarita 
Prentice 
6225 South Langston Road 
Seattle WA 98178 
(206) 772-6480 

Mike 
SWEENEY 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Elect Mike 
Sweeney 
P.O. Box 1693 
Renton WA 98057 
(206) 227-MIKE 

June leonard is the proven leader and resource for children and 
family issues in the House, and effectively led the move to direct 
funds into prevention and early intervention services for children 
and families. 

leonard helped establ ish State Housing Policy - with a goal of 
affordable and accessible housing for all. 

leonard's background in SellOol Board, PTA and extensive 
volunteer and professional experience provided leadership skills 
that have served the Eleventh District and the legislature well for six 
years. 

june leonard is dedicated to protecting our environment, 
providing quality education, affordable health care, and addressing 
the needs of senior citizens. 

As a resident, and small business owner Marilynn Sears has 
wondered at the rapid changes this district has gone through. In th is 
district we have the largest and most diverse businesses in the State. 
We also have some of the greatest environmental wonders. 

With the rapid change come many unique challenges. We must 
have an individual who can appreciate and represent this district at 
all the various levels. Growth, crime, the enVironment, gangs, taxes 
and traffic are just a few of the many issues that must be addressed. 
I need your support today so that we may move ahead tomorrow. 

Health care, education, and worker's safety are concerns which 
Margarita Prentice shares. During her first term, Margarita fought 
for, and saw passed into law, landmark legislation which set fair 
working hours for laborers who were previously unprotected. The 
determination and skill which Margarita demonstrated in overcom
ing long entrenched opposition on these issues shows that she not 
only cares, but gets results. 

In recognition of these qualities, Margarita was named legisla
tor of the Year by Washington State labor Council and Washington 
Health Care Association. 

We must reta in Margarita, who truly listens to her constituents. 

Mike Sweeney is a '0 Year Boeing Engineer and Renton area 
resident. As a home owner and family man with two daughters ages 
'4 and 6, he is committed to reducing taxes for the senior citizens 
and working men and women in the "th District, improving 
education, and controlling crime. 

Mike is active in his Union (SPEEA) as an Area Representative, 
alternate Council Rep, and was a recent candidate for the SPEEA 
Executive Board. He is an award winning speaker and Vietnam 
Veteran. His memberships inciudetheMunicipalleague, M.A.D.D., 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the Washington Kite Fliers Associa
tion. 

(The above statements an? written by the candidates, who an? solely n?sponsible for the contenis therein.) 
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State Senator 
Thirty-Second Legislative District 

AI 
WILLIAMS 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
The AI Williams Campaign 
4801 Fremont Avenue N. 
Seattle WA 98103 
(206) 633-3789 

Tom 
TANGEN 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Elect Tom 
Tangen 
9050 Greenwood Avenue 
North #107 
Seattle WA 98103 
(206) 784-7852 

"I am proud to serve the people of the 32nd District in the 
Senate. During the last twelve years, I have faced all the major issues 
of this complex period. 

"I believe being State Senator is a job I do every day. I go to 
work, stay late, listen hard, do my homework and then, I propose 
solutions and vote. 

"It's a job that requires a steady hand. You can't shift course or 
alter your values with every breeze. 

"I look forward to continuing to work hard for you in Olympia, 
and I would appreciate your vote on November 6th."-- Senator AI 
Williams 

Senator W ill iams's Top Priorities: ·Improving Our Schools; 
·Controlling Growth/Protecting Our Environment; ·Providing Af
fordable Health Care; ·Ensuring Ratepayer Protection & FairTaxes; 
·Supporting Working Families; ·Keeping Our State Pro-Choice; 
• Protecting Our Neighborhoods From Crime. 

A Few of Senator AI Williams's Recent Accomplishments: 
• Rescued Winter Utility Shutoff Moratorium; ·Pike Market Protec
tion law; *1990 Governor's Energy Conservation Award; 
*leavesharing for Severely III Employees law; ·law Preventing 
Price Gouging of Payphone Customers; ·Weatherization for low
Income Homeowners/Renters law; *Nuclear Waste Transporta
tion Safety law. 

For more information on state Senator AI Williams's views, rec
ord, and 1991 legislative Agenda, please call. 

Since I began this campaign for the State Senate, I have 
knocked on thousands of doors in our community. You have told 
me our district's priorities. Education, environment and crime are 
top concerns. 

There are people in need in our community. We have hungry 
and homeless people. There are people in need of affordable 
health care and affordable housing. 

I wantto roll back and freeze the assessed value on your homes. 
Health care and environmental issues need much more attention. 
We must do better. 

My opponent has been in Olympia for twenty years and is now 
running for his eighth term. Over the years, he has become inactive. 
Maybe that's why in a survey in the Seattle Times this year he was 
the lowest ranked senator in the greater Seattle area. It's time for a 
change. 

Just voting in Olympia is not enough. As your state senator, I 
also will be active in the community because to me, it's individual 
people that count. Since there continue to be people who need 
help in our community, why do we continue electing the same 
people over and over again? We must do better: With your vote 
for me, we will. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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State Representative .. 3 ?21 
Thirty-Second Legislative District ~ 

Joanne 
BREKKE 
Democrat 
Joanne Brekke Campaign 
6525 Sycamore N.W. 
Seattle WA 9811 7 
(206) 784-0726 

Dick 
NELSON 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Dick Nelson Campaign 
Committee 
122 NW50 
Seattle WA 98107 
(206) 781-0915 

For the past 12 years, Joanne has worked hard for the 32nd 
District residents. She serves on the Appropriations, Human Serv
ices and Environmental Affairs Committees, plus the bipartisan 
legislative Budget Committee. 

Society should provide the safety net for those who cannot 
provide for themselves: vulnerable children, needy elderly, the 
poor, mentally ill and developmentally disabled. We must invest in 
maximum independence and self-sufficiency, atthe least long-term 
cost to taxpayers. 

We must act now to protect our wetlands, avoid uncontrolled 
growth, eliminate oil spills and clean Puget Sound. 

Joanne is committed to a humane, caring, vibrant society. 

Republican - No candidate filed. 

Dick Nelson's top priorities are renewable energy, growth 
management, affordable housing, and quality education. As Energy 
Committee Chair Dick authored landmark energy efficient housing 
standards. He supports new energy policies that reduce our de
pendence on foreign oil and protect our environment. 

Dick advocates strong land-use planning, open space preserva
tion, and state-wide dispersal of growth. He bel ieves in linking 
growth and transportation planning, and supports incentives to 
increase transit use. He will introduce legislation to help home own
ers and renters deal with escalating housing costs. 

Dick is active in the Mayor's education summit and legislative 
efforts to improve our public schools. 

Republican - No Candidate filed. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein .) 
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State Senator 
Thirty-Fourth Legislative District 

Phil 
TALMADGE 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Phil Talmadge Campaign 
Committee 
5251 California Ave. SW 
Seattle WA 98136 
(206) 932-2132 

Pat 
GALlAGHER 
Republican 

leadership, dedication, ability and experience are qualities 
that legislators must have in order to represent their constituents. 
Phil Talmadge has proven his commitment to us. 

A lifelong resident of the 34th District, Phil has an outstanding 
record of community involvement He played the leading role in 
obtaining funding for the First Avenue South Bridge. He brought 
the Youth Conservation Corps to longfellow Creek and helped Alki 
with Richey Park. He has worked on the stench problem in 
Fauntleroy. 

In Olympia, Phil has offered critical leadership in the develop
ment of major legislation. Phil helped to write the Omnibus Drug 
bill to combat drug abuse that threatens our community, sponsored 
the comprehensive sex offender law, and reformed the Commis
sion of Judicial Conduct He has worked to strengthen the Puget 
Sound Water Quality Authority, pass water conservation and power 
line measures, save taxpayer dollars through improved risk man
agement, enact a background check law to prevent child abuse, 
and stop harassment of women and minorities. 

Phi l will work on legislation to reform our educational system 
and property tax relief. 

let's re-elect Phil Talmadge to our State Senate. 

Born and raised in West Seattle, graduated from Sealth HS; BA 
in Political Science, WWU; certified Education, WSU. Pat teaches 
English & Social Science in Kent School District and language Arts 
for Seattle School District's alternative Evening High School. Member, 
WEA and Kent Education Association. 

Pat is recognized as an educator who cares. Knowingfirst-hand 
about problems facingtoday's youth, he is dedicated to teaching 
them the skills and values they need to be successful. In Olympia, 
Pat would work on legislation to encourage parental choice and 
local involvement 

Pat cares about our community and the opportunities ahead. 
His vision for West Seattle and the 34th District in the next decade 
is a community sewn together by safe neighborhoods, drug-free 
neighborhood schools, our business districts free of graffiti sprawled 
on our bUildings by gangs claiming their "territories" and a thriving 
economic climate throughout our district 

As a property owner, Pat knows that property taxes are driving 
us out of our homes, and would work to roll back assessments to 
more affordable levels! 

The legislature has failed to address these problems. Isn't it 
time for a change? Vote for Pat Gallagher - he will make the 
difference and aggressively represent our district 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible (or the contents therein.) 
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State Representative Wl344-
Thirty-Fourth Legislative District ~ 

Mike 
HEAVEY 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Re-Elect Mike Heavey 
Campaign 
9403 - 44th Ave. SW 
Seattle WA 98136 
(206) 937-2233 

Georgette 
VALLE 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Re-Elect 
Georgette Valle 
1434 SW 137th 
Seattle WA 98166 
(206) 248-0334 

Chris 
NEVAN 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
The Committee to Elect 
Chris NeVan 
2536 Alki Ave. SW, Suite 142 
Seattle WA 98116 
(206) 935-7838 

As Assistant Majority Leader and two-term incumbent, Mike 
Heavey has brought experience, leadership, and dedication to the 
Legislature. He has worked effectively for all residents of the 34th 
District 

Mike Heavey cares about our neighborhoods and sponsored 
successful legislation to manage growth, crack down on drugs, and 
keep our environment clean. 

Controlling runaway property taxes, improving our educational 
system, providing for quality childcare, and ensuring affordable and 
accessible health care are some of the important issues our legisla
ture will be addressing during the next two years. Mike Heavey will 
continue to be a leader in achieving positive results. 

Republican - No candidate filed. 

Georgette Valle works diligently for environmental health con
cerns, clean air, water quality, hazardous waste prevention, recy
clinS initiatives and oil spill prevention, serving as vice chair of the 
EnVIronmental Affairs Committee. 

Georgette's service on the Appropriations, Education and Rules 
committees reflects leadership for funding homeless education, 
mentor teachers, student teacher training, dropout tracking and 
teacher evaluations. She pushed hard for funding the First Avenue 
South Bridge, and believes dealing with recent increases in property 
tax assessments calls for a realistic rolling back of assessed property 
valuations_ 

Georgette and Odd Valle live in Hurstwood and have raised two 
children, Peter and Christine. 

Chris NeVan represents a new generation of fresh ideas and 
strong work ethic our State Legislature needs. As Vice-President of 
a publishing company that prints student literary and artistic talent, 
Chris is committed to fighting illiteracy in the schools. Quality 
education, controlled, affordable property taxes, and attentive local 
law enforcement will be major priorities for Chris as your next State 
Representative. 

"I envision our community as a fine-tuned network of working 
neighborhoods, each w ith its own identity and charm. With well 
administered schools and well patrolled, safe neighborhoods, we 
can bring pride and excellence to the 34th District" 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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State Senator 
Thirty-Sixth Legislative District 

Ray 
MOORE 

Senator Ray Moore has worked for twelve years as the State 
Senator for the 36th district, which includes some of Seattle's 
greatest neighborhoods. Having lived in the district for 20 years, 
Senator Moore believes deeply that strong leadership means serv
ing your neighbors. 

In addition to his work on crime and his leadership in calling for 
a special session to control soaring property taxes, Senator Moore 
has supported a wide range of pro-family legislation. Affordable, 
high quality health care and child care are among Senator Moore's 
highest priorities, and he is working on legislation to allow school 
d istricts to operate before-school and after-school ch ild care pro-

Democrat grams. 
Senator Moore is committed to helping fam ilies on welfare fi nd 

Campaign Address: jobs through the "Family Independence Program," Washington 'S 
The Ray Moore Committee welfare reform package wh ich has become a model for reform 
2226 - 3rd Avenue, Suite 204 across the country. Senator Moore believes in the right to self-de-
Seattle WA 98121 termination and choice in all cases concern ing "death with dign ity' 
(206) 441-7246 and abortion. 

Andy 
McLAUCHLAN 
Republican 

Andy Mclauchlan for State 
Senate 
1 00 Mercer Street 
Seattle WA 98109 
(206) 285-4087 

Senator Moore's support for environmental protection is guided 
by the same philosophy that gUides all of his decisions: it's smarter 
to invest in our children, families, and neighborhoods now-- rather 
than pay for the consequences of neglect and indifference later. 

I 'm following in the footsteps of my parents and grandparents 
who helped make Seattle a better place to live. 

I have the experience as Senate Ways and Means Chief of Staff, 
Chief Budget Advisor to u.S. Senator Dan Evans and Student Body 
President at the U.W. to make things happen for Seattle. 

Asyour new State Senator, I'll work hard to set higher standards 
for our city schools by reducing class size, increasing teacher pay, 
ensuring school choice and demanding accountability. 

To make Seattle a better place for our ch ildren's future, growth 
must be managed senSibly and more should be done to protect our 
precious environment 

We need to protect our families from drugs and crime by 
bringing the "beat cop" back into our neighborhoods, increasing 
penalties for crimes like burglary and assault, and ensuring we have 
sufficient jail space. 

The Seattle Times wrote of my opponent, "(Ray) Moore's 
actions often have been at odds w ith his constituents' best inter
ests." (10/30/86) I'm concerned with Moore's votes against clean
ing up the Puget Sound and opposing tougher laws for burglars and 
drug dealers. You and I must expect a lot from our elected officials. 
It's t ime for a change in leadership. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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State Representative "3 h61 
Thirty-Sixth Legislative District ~ 

Helen 
SOMMERS 
Democrat 

James 
DUNHAM 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Committee for New Life for 
the 36th! 
Box 99221 
Seattle WA 98199 
(206) 224-1218 

Larry 
PHILLIPS 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Citizens for Larry Phillips 
2226 - 3rd Avenue, Suite 109 
Seattle WA 98121 

Pat 
OLSON 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Olson for Legislature 
9709 9th N.W. 
Seattle WA 98117 
(206) 784-6172 

Helen Sommers was named the first Chair of the newly created 
Capital Financing Committee during the last legislature, with re
sponsibility for the state's $1 .8 billion capital budget 

As former Chair of the Higher Education Committee, she was a 
leader in providing more 4-year degree opportunities in the Seattle 
area, especially the expansion of evening degree programs at the 
University of Washington. 

This year she is serving on the Governor's Capital Forum, the 
Municipal league's Growth Project, and the Funding Committee of 
the Mayor's Education Summit 

She is employed in the King County Finance Division. 

As a resident of the 36th District for the past 26 years, Jim Dun
ham believes that the best people to represent us are those that are 
us--citizen volunteers ... suffering taxpayers. Every two years, the 
system provides an opportunity for turn-over .. .for fresh faces in 
Olympia! ElectingJim as Seattle's only Republican in the legislature 
will provide a critical counterpoint to Seattle's "hot issues"--out of 
control property taxes, the deplorable school situation, horrible 
crimes and arson, transportation, etc. Jim and Betty Dunham care 
deeply about the community where they have ra ised their two 
children, Robert and Brian. 

As a member of the Washington State House of Representa
tives, Larry Phillips is committed to making a significant d ifference in 
four important issue areas: improving K-12 basic education; strength
eningour families and communities; managing growth; and protect
ing our natural environment 

As a professional with experience in both the publiC and private 
sectors, larry has tackled tough problems and found solutions that 
work. As a third-generation resident of the 36th District, he knows 
the people and the neighborhoods of Queen Anne, Magnolia, 
Ballard and Blue Ridge, and the importance of these issues to them. 

I am not a politician, but a concerned citizen. My concern for 
education and senior citizens prompted me to seek this office. 

I have been in education as teacher, librarian, pri ncipal, and 
day-care director for over twenty-five years and know that we can 
and must improve our educational system. 

My husband and I raised our four ch ildren in the 36th District. 
I am sensitive to our neighborhood needs. 

I attended SPU and UW for BA, MA, PhD work and Business 
Administration Certificate. I was a Fullbright scholar twice. 

My background has prepared me to represent the 36th District 
in Olympia. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responSible for the contents therein .) 
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State Senator 
Thirty-Seventh Legislative District 

Dwight 
PELZ 
Democrat 
Dwight Pelz for State Senate 
P.O. Box 28914 
Seattle WA 98118 

David 
CHRISTIANSEN 
Republican 
Christiansen for Senate 
P.O. Box 28060 
Seattle WA 98118 
(206) 725-2819 

Dwight Pelz is the candidate for the State Senate in the 37th 
district with the broadest experience of successfully working on 
public policy issues for the District, and the state. 

He directed the citizen campaign that took the sales tax off food 
in 1977. For seven years he fought the WPPSS Nuclear Plants, 
which threatened public power, and caused our utility rates to rise. 
He led citizen lobbying for the "Right to Know" law which guaran
tees worker information on toxics in the workplace. 

Dwight Pelz helped launch the Senior Council which led the 
fight to protect Medicare and Social Security. He helped win 
benefits for temporary employees, and organized unions for Seattle 
City employees. 

Dwight has been endorsed by the Rainbow Coalition, the 
Washington and Seattle Education Assn., IFPTE local 17, PSEU 
local 1239, OPEIU local 8, and the Washington Public Employees 
Assn. 

From my political involvement at the grassroots level I believe 
that the key issue in this election is the little-publicized House Joint 
Resolution #4231. I contend thatwe rT!ustkeep those provisions in 
our state constitution that directly or indirectly protect property 
owners and tenants against excessive or unfair taxation. Please join 
with me in not supporting this resolution in November, because 
there is a better way to increase revenuel 

I agree that with our expanding population our need for public 
and private services is increasing. But I believe that our present state 
taxi ng system has badly failed and will fail to meet our current needs 
without excessive and unfair expansion and even more tragiC con
sequences. 

We should therefore repeal our current taxing system and start 
over with a simple tax that everyone, from the largest corporation 
down to the individual taxpayers, could share equally at the same 
low rate, using a system without any loopholes I 

Therefore I will actively support a transaction tax not to exceed 
one percent This tax has been designed for over fifteen years now 
to extend the tax base to the fu lIest, at the lowest rate and within the 
constitutional levy limit of 1 'lb. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 



I 
o 
N 

2 

- .. -~ 

State Representative 
Thirty-Seventh Legislative District 

John L. 
O'Brien 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
2425 Rainier Avenue 
Seattle WA 98118 
(206) 723-0821 

Barbara 
PARSONS 
Republican 
Committee to elect Barbara 
Parsons 
P.O. Box 28060 
Seattle WA 98118 
(206) 725~976 

James· X 
ELLIS 
New Alliance 
Campaign Address: 
P.O. Box 22121 
Seattle WA 98122 
(206) 781 ~56 

Gary 
LOCKE 
Democrat 

Raul 
DONOSO 
Republican 
Committee to Elect R. John 
Donoso 
P.O. Box 3482 
Seattle WA 98144 

Curt 
SMITH 
New Alliance 
Campaign Address: 
7531 - 44th s. 
Seattle WA 98118 
(206) 226-9305 

a strong 
there when his leadership and experience is needed. His recent 
ments include establishing drug free zones at bus stops, parks and 
successfully passed the bill creating the Warren G. Magnuson Institute on 
medical Research for the cure of diabetes, and the preservation of Franklin 
High School. 

Elected unanimously by members of the House is serving his 8th term as 
Speaker Pro Tempore. Previously Speaker of the House and Majority Leader. 

A Certified Public Accountant whose background and experience is a 
great assistance in his legislative service. 

Barbara Parsons 
Republican Candidate House of Representatives ••• 37th District, 

Position #1 
Has lived in the 37th District for forty years. Raised a family and has been 

involved in community improvements such as water and sewers. On behalf 
of children has worked to get sidewalks, stoplights and playgrounds. 

The growth ofthe State must be controlled. When a law is passed it must 
not be altered for any person or Corporation to profit thereby. 

Taxes must not be raised and property taxes must be lowered to keep 
the people who are on limited incomes in their own homes. 

James X Ellis is a Muslim Minister in the Nation of Islam. He stands for 
the Black Agenda as put forth by Minister Louis Farrakhan. As a candidate of 
the independent 'people instead of profits' New Alliance Party, chaired by Dr. 
Lenora Fulani, he believes that everyone, regardless of color, class, gender or 
sexual orientation is entitled to equal opportunity and human rights, and 
desires to work with all who share that conviction. 

He is a fighter on behalf of those whose needs are the most pressing. A 
vote for Ellis is a vote to support our youth. 

Rated 'outstanding' by the Municipal League, Gary is respected by 
Democratic and Republican colleagues as an effective legislator. He was re
sponsible for the passage of major legislation regarding child sex abuse, the 
Convention and Trade Center, civil rights, housing and the environment 
Chair of the House Appropriations Committee, Gary helped write the 1989-
91 state budget which significantly increased funding of public education and 
human services. He created an equitable funding system for our colleges and 
universities and increased medical care for low-income children. Gary has 
served as Deputy King County Prosecutor and legal adviser to the Seattle 
Human Rights Department. 

We've been told we need more revenue to properly run our govern
ment HJR 4231 is on our ballot this November to address this problem, but 
I'm convinced that this legislation is dangerous! Our property taxes and rents 
are already too high! Too many foreclosures and evictions are increasing our 
ranks of homeless people now! 

! support the 1 % transaction tax instead, to replace all current state and 
local taxes, raising double the revenue that our current system raises and 
saving the average taxpayer $2000 to $4000 annually! If you have questions 
regarding these or other issues, please call or write! 

Smith is running as a candidate of the independent, Black-led, multi
racial, pro-gay New Alliance Party because the two major parties have fa iled 
to maintain a commitment to those most in need. The single parent of an 8-
year old son, he is determined to work for fairness and opportunity on behalf 
of Black and other minority youth. He vehemently opposes the recently
passed drug loitering laws as an attack against Black youth. 

A recent graduate of the University of Washington, Smith, 31 , worked for 
many years on the staff of the NW Facts newspaper. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 39 



40 

State Senator 
Forty-Third Legislative District 

Janice 
NIEMI 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Janice Niemi for State Senate 
226 Summit Ave. E. 
Seattle WA 98102 
(206) 322-5882 

Patrick 
HAGGERTY 
New Alliance 
Campaign Address: 
Haggerty for State Senate 
814 30th Ave. 
Seattle WA 98122 
(206) 328-8327 

Senator Janice Niemi has lived and worked in the central 
Seattle area for more than 30 years. Since winning a seat in the state 
legislature in 1982, she has established herself as one of the 
legislature's most effective lawmakers. 

Senator Niemi is directly responsible for some of Washington'S 
most progressive legislation, including the Comparable Worth 
Enabling Act, the updated Human Rights Commission Act, the 
Washington High Risk Health Insurance Pool, and the Washington 
Mental Health Care Reform Act. 

As a member of the Senate Health & long-Term Care Commit
tee, she worked this year to make health care more accessible to 
children and low-income families. 

Senator Niemi believes protecting the environment has never 
been more critical. With rapid growth threatening our quality of 
life, she is working to protect precious wetlands, preserve wildlife 
habitat and urban open spaces, and to meet our region's growing 
transportation needs. 

A graduate of the University of Wash ington School of law, Sen. 
Niemi has served as legal Services Staff Attorney in the Seattle 
Central area, and worked as a judge of both Seattle D istrict Court 
and King County Superior Court. She served as the Acting General 
Counsel for the Small Business Administration in Washington, D.C. 

Haggerty, 46, is a 20-year veteran of the gay and African
American communities' struggles for fairness and democracy. 
He is a candidate of the Black-led, multi -racial, pro-gay, pro
SOCialist, "people-instead-of-profits" New Alliance Party, chaired by 
Dr. lenora Fulani, because he recognizes the need for a viable in
dependent political party able to put forth a common agenda if 
those struggles are to continue in the 1990's. 

"We are runn ing to give people a choice -- those who are fed 
up w ith the politicians who take the votes of all people of color, 
lesbians and gays, women, environmentalists and working people 
for granted. We're building an independent party of our own so the 
people can do something about the crisis in democracy." 

Haggerty was a co-founder of Seattle's first gay community 
center in the 1970's; in the 80's he was secretary of the Coalition 
Against the Chokehold and an active member of the Coalition 
Against the Police Precinct in the Central Area; he is a founder of 
ACT-UP and was instrumental in the establishment of Seattle's 
needle exchange program. 

A vote for Haggerty is a vote for Black-gay unity. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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State Representative "431. 
Forty-Third Legislative District ~ 

Cal 
ANDERSON 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Elect Cal 
Anderson 
825 - 15th Ave. 
Seattle WA 98122 
(206) 328-8005 

James 
ALONZO 
Republican 

Jesse 
WINEBERRY 
Democrat 

Cal Anderson has demonstrated his effectiveness as a leader in 
our legislature and has proven his commitment toworkingfor all the 
people of the 43rd Distr ict. 

Cal has taken the lead on gun control legislation, he has worked 
to increase the Housing Trust Fund which has benefited many 43rd 
District housing programs, and he is working to improve funding for 
K-12 education. 

Dedicated to the promotion and protection of basic human 
rights, c.:al will continue to fight to protectawoman's rightto an abor
tion and will work to pass the Gay and lesbian Civil Rights Bill. 

Candidate did notsubmita photograph or statement for publication. 

Jesse Wineberry is an outspoken advocate for all 43rd District 
citizens. 

Wineberry spearheaded new laws encouraging workplace child
care, and provided millions in loans to small businesses in distressed 
areas. 

Jesse champions civil rights and reproductive freedom. He's 
fought for tougher sentences for sexual predators and drug dealers. 
Jesse helped win funding for education, job training, affordable 
housing, seniors and AIDS prevention. 

During his six years in the legislature, Jesse has helped thou
sands of constituents through his Seattle office. Wineberry works in 
his commu n ity as a member of the Garfield Community Council, the 
Seattle Municipal league and the Goodwill Baptist Church. 

Republican - No candidate filed. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein .) 
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State Senator 
Forty-Sixth Legislative District 

Nita 
RINEHART 
Democrat 

Gary 
GREER 
Republican 

The Municipal league consistently rates Senator Nita Rinehart 
"outstanding." Through Nita's leadership, we now have the nation's 
strongest "lemon" law to protect new car buyers, a program to 
match senior volunteers with "latchkey" youngsters, and more 
funding for child care and Seattle magnet schools. 

Nita works persistently for quality education at all levels. Nita 
has a solid record of support for rational environmental policy; she 
was a leader in the battle to protect Puget Sound. Nita is the only 
pro-choice candidate in this race. 

Nita has fought long and hard for fair taxes as a league of 
Women Voters volunteer, State Representative, and State Senator. 
Members of both parties respect Nita's intelligence, independence 
and ability to achieve consensus among diverse viewpoints. 

Nita serves as the ranking Democrat on the Senate Education 
Committee and is the Assistant Democratic Floor leader. She also 
serves on the Rules and law and Justice Committees. 

Nita's goals for the next session include implementation of the 
Education Summit recommendations; increased quality, affordable 
child care; and common sense growth management 

46th District resident/homeowner for 15 years. 40, married, 3 
school-aged children. Graduated Phi Beta Kappa from W.S.U.; 
MBA in Finance from U.W.; 12 years management experience in 
banking and software ind ustries. lake City Chamber of Commerce 
and various community activities. 

A parent, Gary wants to improve education through involVing 
parents, teachers and the community in making our schools more 
competitive and more responsive to our kids' needs. 

A long term resident, Gary wants to make our neighborhoods 
safe by passing tougher laws, prOViding adequate funding for our 
criminal justice system, enhancing treatment/prevention programs 
arid showing greater concern for victims than criminals. 

A taxpayer, Gary wants a fair tax system including limiting 
growth of property tax assessments. 

A lover of the outdoors, Gary wants to preserve our precious 
environment, including preventing offshore drilling on state waters. 

During his opponent's eleven years in the legislature, school, 
drug, and crime problems have escalated to crisis proportions. His 
opponent has: voted against crime prevention measures; favored 
criminals over victims; supported state control rather than local 
solutions; promoted higher taxes, including higher property taxes. 

Gary's education and experience demonstrate the leadership, 
innovation, dedication, and consensus building that we need now 
- and in the future. 

me above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents thereinJ 
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State Representative "4~61 
Forty-Sixth Legislative District ~ 

Marlin 
APPELWICK 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
Marlin Appelwick Election 
Committee 
P.O. Box 25756 
Seattle WA 98125 

John 
GIBBONS 
Republican 
Campaign Address: 
Committee to Elect John P. 
Gibbons 
P.o. Box 45843 
Seattle WA 98145 
(206) 522-3868 

Ken 
JACOBSEN 
Democrat 
Campaign Address: 
People for Ken Jacobsen 
7307 - 40th Avenue NE 
Seattle WA 98115 
(206) 527-1896 

Marlin Appelwick is a very accomplished legislator. As chair
man of the House Jud iciary Com mittee, he played critical roles in the 
development and passage of the Omnibus Drug Abuse Act and the 
Sexual Predator Bill. 

Marlin has served eight years on the budget-writing committee. 
He continues to work hard to improve the quality of Seattle schools, 
to fund higher education and to ensure compassionate efforts to 
meet the human services needs of our people. 

While raising a young family and managing a small business, 
Marlin has remained an effective, open-minded, creative voice for 
us and our quality of life. 

Tax Reform is the most pressing issue facing the State legisla
ture. Homeowners are seeing their tax bills doubled. Meanwhile 
the sales tax rate continues to rise. Sen ior citizens and lower income 
are feeling and hurting from this squeeze. 

John Gibbons will bring a fresh voice to our State legislature. 
Not being tied to any special interest groups John will give us the 
effective and innovative representation we need in the 1990's. 

It has been an honor to have been your elected representative 
for four terms. Thank you for your support. 

I look forward to working for you in the next legislature. As 
always, we will face many challenges, old and new. As your 
representative, I want to work with you to continue to improve our 
educational system, to enhance our environment, and to strengthen 
our economy for the coming century. 

I've enjoyed the opportunities I've had to meetthe people of 
our district. Your input has helped me to be a better legislator. 

Thank you for the privilege of representing you. 

Republican - No candidate filed. 

(The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.) 
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Norm 
MALENG 
Republican 

44 

King County 
Prosecuting Attorney 

King County, the state's most populous county witn an estimated 
1,450,000 residents, Is govemed by a nome rule charter and an 
elected nine·member Council and County Executi"". The primary 
respons ibility of King County government is to provide mun ici~ 1 
services to tne uninc.orporated areas and certain regional services on 
a County·wide basis. 

The 1980's will be known as the decade of reform of 
our criminal justice system. In the past 12 years, as 
King County Prosecutor, I have been a leader and 
participant in some of the most far.reaching and 
comprehensive criminal justice reform measures in 
the history of the State of Washington. At the heart of 
these reforms is the work of the Sentencing Guidelines 
Commission, on which I served as Vice Chair, and the 
Governor's Task Force on Community Protection, of 
which I was the Chairman. 

The Sentencing Guidelines Commission, which was 
created by the Sentencing Reform Act (SRA), devel· 
oped a new sentencing model for Washington . The 
passage of the SRA ensured that prison sentences are 
tough and fair, and that violent felons are incarcerated 
for longer periods of time. 

The Task Force on Community Protection, created in 
response to public outcry over a series of heinous 
sexual assaults, proposed a new set of laws that were 
overwhelmingly adopted by the state legislature. The 
new laws ensure longer prison sentences for sex 
offenders, make community protection the main fac· 
tor in parole decisions, expand community notifica. 
tion of offenders due to be released and proVide for 
more treatment programs for sexual offenders, par· 
ticularly juveniles. 

UNOPPOSED 

As these legal reforms took place I recognized that we 
must develop new strategies within our office to prose
cute crime more effectively. I organized a Special 
Operations Unit to focus on the investigation and 
prosecution of organized crime including theft rings 
and major drug consp iracies, and a Gang Prosecution 
Project to focus on gang-related violence. The Special 
Assault Unit deals exclUSively with cases involving 
physical and sexual abuse or assault against women 
and children. The Special Drug Unit was formed to 
meet the challenge of the explosion of drug crimes in 
the late 1980's, which increased 550% between 1986 
and 1989. The Victim Assistance Unit was expanded 
to place a new focus on victims rights. 

I am proud of these accompl ishments. In my next term 
of office I will continue my pursu it of criminal justice 
reforms to improve the quality of life here in the North · 
west. I will work to ensure that King County remains a 
safe place to live and raise a family in the 1990's. 



Philip Y. 
KllLiEN 

James R. 
HARDMAN 

Seattle District Court 
Position No. 1 

I am a lifelong resident of Seattle . My wife Marcia is 
an Associate Professor at the University of Washing
ton School of Nursing. Our two chi Idren are enrolled 
in multi-cultural public school and pre-school pro
grams. 

My personal interests include running, gardening, 
reading, and hiking. Some of my community interests 
include coaching childrens' athletic teams, teaching 
at the UW Law School , the Seattle Park Department 
Comprehensive Plan project, theater, and the project 
to develop a maritime center at Pier 66 . 

From 1969 to 1980 I was a deputy and then senior 
deputy prosecuting attorney. I was responsible for 
thousands of cases, including search warrants, case 
filing, trial preparation, supervision of deputies, and 
sentencings. I actually tried over 125 felony cases in 
Superior Court . 

I was the legal advisor for the Ted Bundy investiga
tion, participated in the establishment and training of 
both the Seattle Fire Department Arson unit, and the 
Washington State Patrol's first fatal ity investigation 
unit. 

As a prosecutor and a judge I have participated in over 
150 training sessions for law enforcement , lawyers, 
students, and other community groups. 

1982: "Well Qua li fied" 
1985: "Exceptionally Well Qualified" 
1987: "Exceptionally Well Qualified" 

As presidi ng judge I instituted an equal hiring program 
wh ich increases the minority work force from under 
10% to over 30% in less than one year. 

For this election I have been evaluated by the Bar Asso
ciation, which has interviewed all ofthe candidates as: 

"Exceptionally Well Qualified" 

I have been endorsed by the Seattle Police Officers 
Guild , the King County Pol ice and Corrections Officers 
(Local 519), the Seatt le Fire Fighters (Local 27), the 
Inte rnational Federation o f Professional and Technical 
Engineers (Local 17) and the 46th District Democrats. 
The Washington State Troopers' Association wil l evalu 
ate aner the primary . In the pastthey have evaluated me 
as "Exceptionally Well Qualified" as d id the Loren 
Miller Bar Association (Black Lawyers). I have been in· 
dividuall y endorsed by over 250 attorneys and commu· 
nity leaders . 

I have the experience and ability to preside over the 
thousands 01 DWI and domestic violence cases that we 
hear, the 200 person Monday jail calendars, the in
quests, for which I wrote the procedural rules, and the 
3 :00 a.m. search warrants for drug raids. 

I have been a District Court Judge since December 01 Obviously your public safety officers agree. 
1980. My Bar Association Evaluations for Superior 
Court appointment are: I would deeply appreciate your support on election day. 

IT'S TIME FOR CHANGE IN SEA TILE DISTRI CT 
COURT. ---

Judges must be accountable to the general public, as 
well as to those who appear in court. In civil cases, 
we expect impartiality. In criminal matters, we 
expect a proper balance between the rights 01 ac
cused and the interests 01 victims and law enforce
ment. 

James R. Hardman is highly qual ified, and will sub
stantially improve Seattle District Court. He is a 
Magistrate Pro Tem at Seattle Municipal Court, a 
Judge Pro Tem at Seattle District Court, and an Arbi
trator for Superior Court and the Better Busi ness 
Bureau. 

Ji m is a member of the Washi ngton State Bar Associa
tion's World Peace Through Law Section, (Ralph 
Bunche Award and National Coordinating Commit
tees), The Seattle-King County Bar Association 's 
Minorities in the Law Committee (Student Outreach 
and Scholarship Sub-Committees), and the Wash
ington State Trial Lawyer's Association. 

Jim, a lilelong Seattle resident, has practiced law 
since 1977, and is a partner in Shorett, Hardman, 
Lovekin, and Young. Community activities include: 
judging Moot Court for law school; Reauthorization 
Committee for the Washington Council for Preven
tion of Child Abuse and Neglect; assistant coach for 
youth soccer; and the Eth ics Committee of the Foun-

dation for the Handicapped . He has been a board 
member and officer for a workltraining agency for 
disabled adults for the past ten years. His memberships 
incl ude the Humane Society, Audubon Society, Un ited 
Nations Association, and Eagle Scout Alumni Assoc ia
tion . 

Major concerns of Jim' sarethe loss 01 confidence in our 
courts, the drug epidemic, and the rise in violent c rime. 
He's concerned about the lack of effective mon itoring 
of violators. He's committed to work toward solutions 
to these problems, and he isable and eager to work with 
fe llow judges and agencies to improve our just ice 
system. 

Endorsements include: King County Democratic Party; 
32nd and 3&th District Democrats; Metro Transit Un
ion; the Vietnamese Catho lic Community; and the 
Korea Central Dai Iy, among o th ers. Dozens of lawyers 
have personally endorsed Jim, including two past presi· 
dents of the Washington State Trial Lawyers Associa
tion. Please ask your own lawyer. 

Seattle deserves the highest possible qual ity of justice. 
This requires lair and competent judges, who admini· 
ster elficient court services. The Committee to Elect 
James R. Hardman asks you to vote for the restoration 
of confidence in our District Court. 

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 200 Maynard Bldg., 
119 First Avenue South, Seattle, WA 98104 PHONE 
NUMBER: 447-1560 
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Mark 
CHOW 

46 

Seattle District Court 
Position No.2 

Seattle District Court is a PEOPLE'S COURT. It is a 
court where we all go to resolve the more common 
kinds of problems and disputes. I look forward to 
serving you in that court. 

My wide range of experience for over a decade 
provides the qualities we all look for in a judge. I have 
the sense of fairness, the legal ability and the admin· 
istrative experience necessary to be an asset to the 
Seattle District Court. I have appeared either as a 
Judge Pro Tem, prosecuting attorney or as private 
counsel in virtually every district court in the county. 
I developed the ability to properly manage a court· 
room during my tenuresasa frequent Judge Pro Tem, 
as a busy prosecuting attorney, as a private attorney 
with district court clients and as the Legal Counsel to 
former Mayor Charles Royer. 

Everyone deserves to have their case heard by a judge 
who is open and fair. A judge must be open to 
different perspectives. A judge that is willing to hear 
honestly and clearly. A judge must treat everyone 
equally. 

UNOPPOSED 

Everyone also deserves to have their case decided in a 
timely manner. The courts are in a crisis due to 
congestion caused by the overwhelming number of 
cases filed by civil attorneys and prosecutors. It is 
essential that a judge be hardworking. A judge should 
manage an efficient courtroom. A judge should also 
cooperate with his or her fellow judges to develop 
efficient administration of the judicial system. 

My commitment and promise to you, the people of 
Seattle and the lawyers who appear before me, is this: 
I will be open, fair and hardworking. 

(As of submittal time) ENDORSED BY: King County 
AFL-CIO Central Labor Council (COPE); Joint Council 

~ffi:::,~t~~n ; ~i~, ~~~~i:~~~eL~~la~:,g;~:~ 
Democratic Party; and recommended by the City of 
Seattle Police Guild executive board. 

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P. O. Box 3134, 
Seattle, WA 98114 PHONE NUMBER: 682·2930 



Darcy C. 
GOODMAN 

Seattle District Court 
Position No.3 

Judge Darcy C. Goodman has served as Seattle Dis
trict Court Judge for the past four years. She has been 
elected by her peers as Presiding Judge in 1966 and 
1990. She is a member of the Board of Governors of 
the State District and Municipal Court Judges Asso
ciation, and is currently an officer of the Association . 
In addition Judge Goodman is a member of the King 
County District Court Judges Association Executive 
Committee. 

Prior to being elected as Judge in 1966, Judge 
Goodman was a Court Commissioner at Airport 

UNOPPOSED 

District Court. She is a past President olthe Seattle-King 
County Washington Women Lawyers, and also a past 
member of Washington Women Lawyers State Board of 
Directors. 

Judge Good man is a graduate of University of Puget 
Sound School ofLaw. She lives in Seattle and is married 
with three children. 

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 120 Lakeside Ave
nue, Suite 330, Seattle, WA 96122 
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John G. 
RITCHIE 

48 

Seattle District Court 
Position No. 4 

Judge Ritchie is a native Seattleite. He received his 
undergraduate degree from the University of Wash
ington, and thereafter attended the U of W Law 
School. 

Judge Ritchie was elected to the Seattle District Court 
in 1976 and has served in the District Court since that 
time. He strongly believes that a judge should be 
active in the community and he has been a guest 
speaker in the high schools and community colleges, 
encouraging young people to be involved in the legal 
system. 

For the past number of years, Judge Ritchie has 
participated in the Mentor Program which is designed 

UNOPPOSED 

to enrich student understanding of the legal system and 
to present a mock trial where the students prepare and 
try cases in a courtroom setting. 

Judge Ritchie is currently the President of the Washing
ton Center for Law-Related Education . He sits as a 
Judge Pro Tern in the King County Superior Court and 
was instrumental in the formation of the Case Sharing 
Agreement between the Seattle District Court and the 
Seattle Municipal Court wherein the District Court 
Judges have agreed to hear Municipal Court cases. 

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 10764 Sandpoint 
Way N.E., Seattle, WA 



Laura C. 
INVEEN 

Seattle District Court 
Position No. 5 

District Court is the court in which the average 
citizen is most likely to appear. It handles civil 
disputes of up to S 10,000 in controversy, small 
claims proceedings, traffic infractions, and crimes 
punishable by up to one year in jail. Many of the 
individuals who appear in that court are low income 
and without the aid of legal counsel. The District 
Court judge must have a wide range of professional 
expertise and a sensitivity to human issues. Judge 
laura C. Inveen has that background. 

Judge Inveen was appointed District Court judge in 
1988 by the County Council, following a newly 
implemented merit selection system. A 1979 gradu
ate of University of Washington law School, she has 
practiced in a variety of areas. She served three years 
as appointed criminal defense counsel for the indi
gent, five years in a private law firm, emphasizing 
civil litigation, municipal law and criminal prosecu
tion, and one year as the attorney for the Town of 
Clyde Hill. 

While an attorney, Judge Inveen participated in a 
variety of community and professional activities. 
She is a past preSident of both the state and King 
County Washington Women lawyers. She was a 
member of the board of directors of the Municipal 

UNOPPOSED 

league, and served as that organization's candidate 
evaluation committee chair. 

The 1989 Seattle-King County Bar Association survey 
rated Judge Inveen ·Outstanding" in all categories. 
She is dedicated to the improvement of the judiciary 
on all levels. She has volunteered as Superior Court 
Judge pro fern for the Judicial Assistance Project to 
lessen trial backlog, and through a County-City agree
ment has sat as Seattle Municipal Court Judge pro fern 
to aid that court's congestion . 

This past year, Judge Inveen was a member of the 
Superior and District Courts' Task Force which wrote 
guidelines for Washington Trial Courts on HIVjAIDS 
issues, and prepared educational programs on those 
issues for judges. In July, 1990 she was appointed by 
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court to chair the 
Domestic Violence Task Force established by the state 
legislature. That task force will study existing legisla
tion relating to domestic violence issues. It will then 
make recommendations to the legislature for changes 
necessary to make those laws more effective. 

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 2312 Feder,,1 Ave. 
E., Seattle, WA 98102 PHONE NUMBER: 329-2643 
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® King County 

Explanatory Statement 
BALLOT TITLE 

KING COUNTY - PROPOSITION NO. 1 
REGULAR PROPERTY TAX LEVY FOR AUTOMATED 
FINGERPRINT IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM SERVICES 

Shall King County levy an annual regu lar property tax for 
five consecut ive years to be collected beginning in 1991 , 
at an additional levy rate of not more than S.02 per 51000 
of assessed valuation, to support operation of an automated 
fingerprint identification system to improve the abil ity of 
law enforcement agencies to rapidly identify and convict 
felons and other criminals, all as provided in King County 
Ordinance No. 96031 

If approved by the voters, Proposition 1 would authorize King County to levy a regular 
property tax at an additional levy rate of not more than $.02 per S1000 of assessed 
valuation, to support the continued operation and the enhancement of an automated 
fingerprint identification computer system (AFIS) designed to improve the ability of law 
enforcement agencies to identify and convict criminal offenders. The proposed tax 
would be authorized for a period of five years, beginning in 1991 . Pursuant to King 
County Ordinance No. 9603, the existing automated fingerprint identification system tax 
of $.025 per Sl ,000 of assessed valuation, approved by the voters on November 4, 1986 
will not continue to be levied by the County if Proposition 1 is approved. 

Statement for 

PROPOSITION 1 WILL FIGHT CRIME 
The Automated Fingerprint Identification System (AFIS) has been a 
valuable crime. fighting tool. Many violent and dangerous criminals 
have been apprehended through computerized fingerpr int identifi· 
cation. For example, AFIS has identified the criminal in over 1000 
previously unsolved crimes. Proposition 1 will extend the levy an ad· 
ditional five years and ensure that the AFIS system will continue to 
provide significant benefits to public safety. 

PROPOSITION 1 WILL IMPROVE THE AFIS SYSTEM 
Because the AFIS system is presently understaffed and underuti l ized, 
improvements in the system are urgently needed. Presently, 40% of 
all county prisoners (including some felons and gross misdemean· 
ants) are not fingerprinted , and 71 % of all inmates are released from 
ja il before positive identification by fingerprints can be made. 
Proposition 1 will provide the needed staffing and additional equ ip. 
ment to fingerprint all inmates quick ly, efficiently, and completely. 

PROPOSITION 1 IS COST EFFECTIVE 
Proposition 1 would terminate the fifth year of the current levy and 
free up accumulated funds. This w ill actually allow the levy rate to 
be reduced from 2.5 cents per $1000 of assessed valuation to 2.0 
cents per $1000. Thus, taxpayers will benefit by simultaneously 
gaining a beher AFIS system with a lower levy rate. 

VOTE NYESN ON PROPOSITION 1 
A "yes' vote on Proposition 1 will fight crime, improve public safety, 
and be responsive to the concerns of taxpayers. 

STATEMENT PREPARED BY: IDA BALLASIOTES. KENT PULLEN, 
RON SIMS 
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Statement against 
NO STATEMENT SUBMITIED. 



King County 

Explanatory Statement 
BALLOT TITLE 

KING COUNTY· PROPOSITION NO. 21 
KING COUNTY REAL ESTATE EXCISE 

TAX FOR FUNDING THE REAL ESTATE 
ENVIRONMENTAL ENDOWMENT (TREE) 

Shall King County, exclusively for the purpose of acquiring 
and maintaining conservation areas including open space 
and natural areas, impose a real estate excise tax for a 
period ending December 31, 2000, to be paid by the 
purchaser, with a rate not to exceed one percent of the 
selling price, which shall be in addition to any other taxes 
and shall be collected upon the sale of real property in the 
County, in accordance with RCW 82.46 as amended,all as 
provided in King County Ordinance 95881 

If approved by the voters, Proposition 21 would author ize King County to impose a real 
estate excise tax with a rate not to exceed 1 % of the selling price, to be the obi igation 
of the purchaser, for the purpose of acquiring and maintaining conservation areas in 
accord with the Real Estate Environmental Endowment (TREE) plan adopted by King 
County by Ordinance No. 9588. The proposed tax would be in addition to any other 
taxes authorized by law and would be authorized for a period ending December 31, 
2000. It would be collected from those persons who are taxable by the stale pursuant 
to chapter 82.45 RCW, as now enacted or subsequently amended, upon the occurrence 
of any sale of real property in the county, except that the tax would not apply to the 
acquisition of conservation areas by the county. 

Statement for 
In the last 20 years our region's population grew 36% while land 
consumed by development increased 87%1 Many natural places are 
gone already. We must act or thousands more acres will be lost to 
development. Growth and people moving to Puget Sound should 
invest in our communities, as we have, to preserve our environment 
and provide needed parks. 

The Real Estate Environmental Endowment (TREE) is a ten year pro
gram carefully drafted by local citizens and placed on the ballot in 7 
Puge! Sound counties to preserve thousands of acres of critical open 
space. TREE establishes a public process with a citizen committee to 
evaluate lands for preservation and oversee management of TREE 
funds: 
Greening the Cities Fund: 
55% of TREE funds will buy greenbelts, parks and natural lands in 
every urban and suburban community. 
Saving the Rural Environment: 
35% of TREE funds will purchase thousands of acres, protecting rural 
and natural lands from urban sprawl. 
Maintenance Endowment Fund: 
10% ofTREE funds will be invested in an endowment, with interest 
earnings dedicated to permanently maintain preserved lands. 

TREE is NOT a property tax, but a 1 % fee on commercial, industrial 
and residential real estate transactions to generate mi lIions of dollars 
for land preservation. People wanting to keep their homes, including 
seniors and people on fixed incomes, will not pay. 

Chief 5ealth taught us we do not own the land, we merely borrow it 
from our children's future. TREE preserves Puget Sound's cherished 
natural heritage. Vote yes, TREE, Proposition 21. 

Rebuttal of statement against 
TREE is ~ SAVING open space. TREE's FINANCEABLE. It 
can be rolled into mortgages for the buyer like any other closing cost. 
TREE's ~ a property tax. No bonds, no interest, no 20 year 
property tax. TREE's AFFORDABLE. Even opponents support our 
first-timehomebuyerexemption. judgebyOUR supporters: Audobon 
Societies, SeattlelSuburban Community Councils, Washington Envi
ronmental Council. THEIRS: Sea/King Assoc. of Realtors, Seattle 
Master Builders, National Assoc. of Realtors. 

STATEMENT PREPARED BY: CAROL JAMES, B. GERALD JOHNSON, 
HAZEL WOLF 

Statement against 
PROPOSITION 21 IS JUST ANOTHER TAX ON PROPERTYI It makes 
homes in King County even less affordable. It reduces purchasing 
power by as much as 20% and increases cash needed at closing by 
18%. 

It unfairly taxes families when they can least afford it. .. when they 
thought they'd finally saved enough 10 buy a home. According to the 
Puge! Sound Area Mortgage Bankers Association, 48% of the families 
that bought homes during the last hal f of 1989 did not have the extra 
cash necessary to pay the Proposition 21 tax. 

The County Council and the prime sponsor of the law that makes 
Proposition 21 possible say that they will ask the legislature to exempt 
first-time homebuyers or change the law so home sellers pay the tax. 
In other words, the people who proposed this tax already admit that 
it is flawed. Why are we voting on it now then? Let them fix it firstl 

This "fix" must include a broadened taxpayer base. The open space 
bond issue approved last year costs the owner of a $150,000 house 
just $20 a year. The Proposition 21 tax will cost a buyer of that same 
house $15001 If everyone shares the burden, few are punished by 
taxes. That's why we would strongly support a broad based tax for 
open space. 

Everybody wants open spaces, but must we pay for them by closing 
the door to homeownership for our children and grandchildren? 
That's the legacy of Proposition 21 . 

Vote "NO" on Proposition 21 1 

Rebuttal of statement for 
The amount of the tax is indefinite ("up to 1 % "). We also don't even 
know who will pay this tax - right now, Proposition 21 is the buyer's 
obiigation, but the County wants to pul il on Ihe seller next yearl Also, 
the County cannot guarantee exemptions for fi rst-time and fixed· 
income homebuyers. That's up 10 the legislalure 10 dol Proposition 
21 doesn't contain these exemptions now. MAKE THEM FIX IT 
FIRSTlIl VOTE "NO" ON 211 

STATEMENT PREPARED BY: GEORGE AXTEL L, KAREN LAVALLE, 
MICHAEL SPENCE 

51 



® Complete Text of King County 
Proposition No. 1 

ORDINANCE NO. 9603 

AN ORDINANCE providing for the submission to the electors of King 
County at a special election to be held therein on November &, 1990 of a 
proposition authorizing the levy of a general tax each year for five 
consecutive years to be collected beginning in 1991 , at an add itional levy 
rate of not more than $.02 per $1,000 of assessed valuation , pursuant to 
RCW 84.55.050, as amended, to support the operation of an automated 
fingerprint identification computer system (AFIS) and provising for termina
tion of the fifth year of the automated fingerprint identification system levy 
authorized by a vote of the people at a special election held on November 
4,198&. 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCil OF KING COUNTY: 
SECTION 1. Findings and declaration of purpose. The council finds that: 
A. Enactment of this ordinance is necessary for the health, welfare, benefit, 
and safety of the residents within King County. 
B. An additional property tax levy of$.025 per $ I ,000 of assessed valuation 
was approved by a vote of the people at a special election held on 
November 4, 198&. This ballot measure was authorized by Ordinance No. 
7747. The county has used the proceecs from this levy to acqu ire and 
operate an automated fingerprint identification system. This system has 
proven to be an effective crime-fighting tool. It has significantly improved 
the ability of police departments to identify and convict criminals. As a 
result, burglary rates have dropped significantly . 
C. Although the AFIS program has been a success, this system is not fully 
utilized due to Significant understaffing. Ordinance No. 7747 limited 
funding of staffing to three positions. This limitation has resulted in 
inadequate staff to fingerprint prisoners booked into the county jail, and to 
process fingerprints when they are obtained. At present 40% of all county 
prisoners (including some felons and gross misdemeanants) are not finger
printed. Without fingerprints it is difficult to make positive identifications 
of prisoners. As a result, many prisoners are released from jail with 
outstanding warrants. In addition, crime·scene fingerprint submissions are 
lower than anticipated because insufficient staff are available to provide 
training in this area of pol ice work. Not all crime scene evidence is fully 
processed for fingerprints due to this staffing shortage. 
D. It is projected the property tax levy authorized by Ordinance No. 7747 
will accumulate 52 .5 million in unexpended funds by the end of 1990. 
These funds will be used to continue current operations and to pay the last 
year of debt service for acquisition of the automated fingerprint identifica
tion system as noted in Attachment A of this ordinance. 
E. Upon approval of the voters of the proposition contained in this 
ordinance, additional equipment wi II be required and additional personnel 
will be hired to increase the effectiveness of the automated fingerprint 
identification system. This system will be available for use by any public 
law enforcement agency within King County, without charge, as provided 
in Sections 2 and 3 of this ordinance. 
F. The AFIS system will continue to be available, as capacity allows, to law 
enforcement agenCies of the state and federal government and other 
jurisdictions operating outside the boundaries of King County on a cost 
reimbursement basis under contracts entered into with King County. Such 
reimbursements will provide for full reimbursement of the costs of such use. 
G. The provision of automated fingerprint identification services to law 
enforcement agencies operating in King County on a county-wide basis is 
a public purpose of King County. Considerations of efficiency also dictate 
that the county make such services available as capacity allows to 
jurisdictions operating outside the boundaries of King County on a cost 
reimbursement basis. 
H. In order to assure such provision of services, and to reduce the excess 
funds which would be made available at the current levy rate of $.025 per 
$1 ,000 of assessed valuation, a new levy at a reduced rate of $.02 per 
$1,000 of assessed valuation is proposed. This new levy will provide 
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approximately $2.2 million annually over a five year levy period beginning 
in 1991. 
SECTION 2. City and other jurisdictions' access. It is recognized that the 
cities of King County and other local law enforcement agencies such as the 
Port of Seattle provide law enforcement services which are separate from 
the county. During the period of this five-year levy as set forth herein and 
as authorized by the qualified electors of King County, all tax revenues 
collected pursuant to such five-year levy from taxable property located 
within the legal boundaries of King County shall be used by King County 
for the provision of automated fingerprint identification services to King 
County, the cities within King County, and other local law enforcement 
agencies within King County. Such services may also be made available 
as capacity allows on a full cost reimbursement basis through contractual 
arrangements with King County to jurisdictions such as the State and local 
governments operating outside the boundaries of King County. 
SECTION 3. Allowableexpenditures. Automated fingerprint identification 
services as provided for herein shall include acquisition of automated 
fingerprint identification computer equipment, peripheral workstations 
together with necessary software and hardware, and provision for hard
ware and software operations and maintenance expenses to include system 
maintenance contracts, staff to use and operate the system, supplies, space 
rental and other necessary support costs for the five-year program. The 
underlying financial plan for this system is provided in Attachment A. 
SECTION 4. Termination of the fifth year of the additional property tax levy 
authorized by vote of the people on November 4, 198&. The existing 
automated fingerprint identification system levy of $.025 per 51,000 
assessed valuation will not be levied by the county ilthe new five-year levy 
of $.02 per S I ,000 assessed valuation is approved by a vote of the people 
on November 6, 1990. 
SECTION 5. Authorization of levy. The authorization for this additional 
regular property tax levy for the support of purchase and operation of an 
automated fingerprint identification system is found in RCW 84.55.050, as 
amended. 
SECTION 6. Type of levy. Pursuantto the authorization in RCW 84.55.050 
as recently amended, this levy is a regular property tax levy which is subject 
to the statutory lax rate limit of RCW 84.52.043 and to the limitations 
imposed in RCW 84.55.050 as amended. 
SECTION 7. Deposit of funds. All funds collected under this levy shall be 
deposited into the King County Automated Fingerprint Identification 
System Fund which shall continue to be a firsttier fund and shall be invested 
for its own benefit as set forth in KCC 4.10. 
SECTION 8. Ratification by voters. This five-year levy must be approved 
by a majority of the electors of King County voting on the proposition, at 
the election held on November &, 1990 and as provided in RCW 84 .55.050 
as amended. 
SECTION 9. Call for special election. Pursuant to RCW 29.13.010 and 
RCW 29.13.070, it is hereby deemed that an emergency exists requiring the 
submission to the qual ified electors of the county at a special county 
election to be held therein on November &, 1990, in conjunction with the 
state-wide general election to be held on the same date, of a proposition 
authoriZing the previously described five-year levy for the purchase and 
operation of automated fingerprint identification system services. The 
manager of the division of records and elections shall cause notice to be 
given of this ordinance in accordance with the State Constitution and 
general law and to submit to the qualified electors of the county at the said 
special county election, the proposition hereinafter set forth . 

The clerk of the council is hereby authorized and directed to certify that 
proposition to the manager of the King County division of records and 
elections in substantially the following form: 

King County, Washington 
Proposition No. 1: Regular Property Tax Levy for Automated 

Fingerprint Identification System Services. 
Shall King County levy an annual regular property tax for five consecu

tive years to be collected beginning in 1991, at an additional levy rate of 
not more than $.02 per 5 1000 of assessed valuation, to support operation 
of an automated fingerprint identification system to improve the ability of 
law enforcement agencies to rapidly identify and convict felons and other 
criminals, all as provided in King County Ordinance No. 9&03. 
Proposition, yes 
PropOSition, no 



® Complete Text of King County 
Proposition No.1 (con It.) 

SECTION 10. Severability. Should any section , subsection , sentence, 
clause or phrase of this ordinance be declared unconstitutional or invalid 
for any reason, that determination shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining parts of th is ordinance. 
INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this 13th day of August, 1990. 
PASSED this 29th day of August, 1990. KING COUNTY COUNCIL 
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 
lois North (signed) 
Chair 
ATIEST: 
Gerald A. Peterson (signed) 
Clerk of the Council 
APPROVED this 10th day of September, 1990. 
Tim Hill (signed) 
Ki ng County Executive 

® Complete Text of King County 
Proposition No. 21 

ORDiNANCE NO. 9588 

AN ORDINANCE adopling The Real Estate Environmental Endowment 
(TREE) plan a.,d calling for an election to be held on November 6, 1990, 
to submitto the vc·:ers of King County a proposition to enact a 1 % real estate 
excise tax for the ac<;uisition and maintenance of conservation areas pur
suant to laws 1990 lst Ex. Sess., Ch.5 . 
PREAMBLE: 
For the purpose of effective open space preservation and acquisition, the 
King County council makes the :,.,lIowing legislative findings: 
1. The Washington State legislature, by passage of laws 1990 1 st Ex. Sess., 
Ch. 5, amending RCW 82.46, has authorized counties to submit for voter 
approval a real estate excise tax of up to 1 percent dedicated to the 
acquisition and maintenance of open space !ands. 
2 . By overwhelming passage of the 1989 Open Space bond measure the 
voters of King County have expressed their commiiment to acquiring and 
preserving our diminishing open space resources. 
3. The authority outlined in laws 1990 1 st Ex. Sess., Ch. 5 provides King 
County w ith the unique and timely ability to acquire remainir.g open space 
within its boundaries and preserve for future generations our environment 
and quality of life. 
4. It is appropriate to acquire open space with revenues derived from a tax 
generated by the growth which threatens open space. 
5 . This authority is available to all Washington State counties and presents 
an opportunity for King County to join with neighboring jurisdictions in Ihe 
Pug~ Sound region to create a comprehensive open space system unpar
alleled in this nation . 
6 . The dramatic growth th is region is experiencing makes it imperative King 
County take immediate, decisive and unprecedented action to preserve the 

natural heritage of the county. 
7 . Pursuant to Motion No. 7916 the King County Open Space Ci ti zens 
Oversight Committee has prepared the attached plan , titled The Real Estate 
Environmental Endowment (TREE), for expenditure of a 1 % real estate 
excise tax for the acqu isition and maintenance of conservation areas. 
8 . TREE has been developed by the Citizens OverSight Committee after 
consultation with the suburban cities, the City of Seattle and representatives 
of unincorporated communities within King County as well as four public 
meetings throughout King County to obtain citizen testimony. 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY: 
SECTION 1. Under the provisions of laws 1990 1 st Ex. Sess., Ch . 5, Ki ng 
County adopts and incorporates by reference the attached plan entitled The 
Real Estate Environmental Endowment (TREE) as the plan for the acqu isition 
and maintenance of conservation areas. 
SECTION 2 . This ordinance is enacted pursuant to Washington laws of 
1990 1st Ex. Sess., Ch. 5, amending RCW 82.46. It is found and declared 
that sufficient need to preserve open space exists to submit to the voters of 
the county at an election to be held therein on November 6, 1990 a 
proposition authoriZing the imposition of a real estate excise tax for a period 
ending December 31,2000, to be the obligation ofthepurchaser with a rate 
not to exceed 10/. of the selling price. The tax proposed herein shall be in 
addition to any other taxes authorized by law. It shall be collected from 
those persons who are taxable by the state pursuant to chapter 82 .45 RCW 
as now enacted or subsequently amended upon the occurrence of any sale 
of real property in the county, except that the tax does not apply to the 
acquisition of conservation areas by the county. The moneys received from 
such tax are to be expended exclusively for the acqu isition and mainte· 
nance of conservation areas in accord with TREE. 
SECTION 3. The manager of the King County Records and Elections 
Division, as ex officio supervisor of all elections held in King county, is 
authorized to assume jurisdiction of and to call and conduct such election 
to be held within the county on November 6, 1990 and to subm it to the 
qualified voters of the county at such election the proposition set below. 
The clerk of the council is authorized and directed to certify a proposition 
to the manager of King County Records and Elections Division in substan 
tially the following form: 

King County, Washington 
Proposition 21 

King County Real Estate Excise 
Tax For Funding The Real Estate 

Environmental Endowment (TREE) 
Shall King County, exclusively for the purpose of acquiring and maintain· 
ing conservation areas including open space and natural areas, impose a 
real estate excise tax for a period end ing December 31, 2000, to be paid 
by the purchaser with a rate not to exceed one percent of the sell ing price, 
which shall be in addition to any other taxes and shall be collected upon 
the sale of real property in the County, in accordance with RCW 82 .46 as 
amended, all as provided in King County Ordinance 9588. 
SECTION 4. Severability. Should any section, subsection, paragraph, 
sentence, clause, or phrase of th is ordinance be declared unconstitutional 
or invalid for any reason , such decision shall not affect the validi ty of the 
remaining portion of this ordinance. 
INTRODUCED AND READ for the fi rst time this 30th day of Ju ly, 1990. 
PASSED this 13th day of August, 1990. 
KING COUNTY COUNCIL 
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 
lois North (signed) 
Chair 
ATIEST: 
Gerald A. Peterson (signed) 
Clerk of the Counci I 
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Your 
Seatlle 

Office of Election Administration 

October 15,1990 

Dear Voter, 

On Tuesday, November 6 you will have the opportunity to help direct your City's 
government. 

Three City measures will appear on the ballot for your consideration. Referendum 
No.1 proposes to amend the City Charter regarding the filing and processing of 
claimS against the City. Initiative No. 35 proposes to amend the City's Family Leave 
Ordinance regarding employee use of sick leave and funeral leave. Proposition No. 1 
proposes to raise the 106% limitation on property tax levies thereby allowing the 
City to raise approximately $69,207,000 over a seven year period to carry out 
certain educational and development services programs for Seattle school children 
in conjunction with the Seattle School District. 

One Seattle City Council position will be on the ballot for your consideration. Sue 
Donaldson and David Moseley are seeking to fill an unexpired term on that body. 

Ten positions on the Seattle Municipal Court will be on the ballot for your 
consideration. Three of those positions are contested. Steven R. Schaefer and 
Joseph Burnstin are seeking Position No.1; John Vercimak and Judith Hightower 
are seeking Position No.4; and, Stan Taylor and Fred Bonner are seeking Position 
No. 11. 

Spanish and Chinese Language editions of the City Voters' Pamphlet are available in 
many branches of the Seattle Public Library or by calling 684-8500. The English 
Language Voter's Pamphlet is also available in audio and braille editions which 
may be obtained by calling the Regional Library for the Blind and Physically 
Handicapped at 464-6930. 

I hope you will join with me in studying the issues and candidates; and, in voting 
for those measures and candidates you feel will best serve our community. The 
polls will be open from 7:00 AM.. to 8:00 PM on election day. 

Very truly yours, 

Alan W. Miller 
Administrator 

An equal opportunity-affirmative action employer 



SEATILE CITY COUNCIL POSITION NO. 1 

SUE DONALDSON 

DAVID MOSELEY 

Seattle City Councilmember Sue Donaldson 
was born March 28, 1953 and graduated from 
Seattle public schools, Harvard and t he UW 
Law School. She lives in Seattle' s north end 
with her husband and three daughters. Prior 
to serving on the Council , Sue practiced <:on
struction and design law. She is in volved in 
children 's issues as a trustee of the Children 's 
Home Society of Washington and was a volun
teer at the Children 's Orthopedic Hospital, the 
Crisis Clinic, Headstart and Girl Scouts. She 
volunteers in the public schools attended by 
her children. 

A Fresh Voice 
I want to continue on the Seat tle City Council 
because Seattle has traditionally been a won
derful place to live, to work, to raL<;e a family 
and to retire . I e rlioyed growing up in Seattle. 
My husband and I have chosen to raise our 
children he re. Unfortunately, unplanned 
growth threatens our ne ighborhoods, schools, 
and the quality of our lives. We need leader
ship with new perspectives to harness and 
make growth work fQr Seattle. 

Neighborhood Safety 
I have responded to neighborhood requests for 
community crime prevention, strengthened 
the municipal court system and expanded job 
opportunities fo r at-risk youth . All Seattleites, 
particularly our children and elderly citizens, 
must once again feel safe on our streets and in 
our parks. 

David Moseley has made a difference in the 
lives of Seattle residents. As a citizen and a 
professional, Moseley led strong efforts to help 
our youth, build low-income housing, and im
prove our quality of life. 
Born May 13 , 1947, David graduated from Wil
lamette University and received a Masters De
gree from Golden Gate Theological Seminary. 
Moseley directed the Seattle Department of 
Community Development, Youth Services, 
and College Relations for Seattle Central Com
munityCollege. 
David Moseley's activism includes serving on 
the Boards of numerous organizations, includ
ing the National Abortion Rights Action 
League, and the Citizen's Alliance to Save the 
Pike Place Market. 

A Livable Seattle 
Seattle is a good place to live . As a community 
we face many difficult decisions. Leadership 
takes more t han unproven ideas; it requires 
action and experience. I will provide the com
passionate, seasoned leadership we need for 
the 1990s. 

Safe Neighborh oods 
We must give our youth a flghting chance 
against drugs and crime. I have worked with 
troubled youth for many years. We must pro
vide them with hope and a stake in the com
munitythrough better jobs and education. 
We must organize citizens to work with local 
police to keep our neighborhoods safe. I will 
work to provide police with the!:iSN resources 
to fight crime, and jail space to keep dangerous 

Our Environment 
I have protected and expanded our parks and 
open spaces by revising city policies and sup
porting new initiatives in Olympia. I have im
proved water quality in Lake Union. Seattle' s 
magnificent iandscape must be protected and 
preserved for our children and grandchildren . 

Our Neighborhoods 
As Chair of the Council's Land Use Committee, 
I am ensuring that new development fits with 
its surroundings. My proposed design review 
process will preserve neighborhood character 
while providing the development needed for 
affordable housing. 

Our Children and Our Schools 
By expanding after-school programs in our 
libraries and parks, I am helping working fam
ilies and making sure that children do not 
return to empty houses after school. The City 
can ensure that children arrive at school ready 
to learn so that the Seattle public schools can 
concentrate on providing qUality education for 
all children. 

Making a Difference on the City Council 
I will continue to build consensus on the Seat
tle City Council and fmd new solutions for 
Seattle. Working together, we make a dif
ference. 

Rated "Outstanding" by the MunicIpal 
League. 

offenders off the streets. 
A Good Place to Learn 

Our schools need our support, and a new spirit 
of cooperation. We must make education a pri
ority by providing the resources that allow 
teachers to do what they do best - teach our 
children. 

Growth and Traffic 
It 's time to take action. We must begin impl~ 
menting a rail system soon. Our Northwest en
vironment is precious, and I will work hard to 
protect our wetlands and open spaces, and 
stop senseless sprawl. 

A Diverse Seattle 
As Seattle becomes more complex, we must 
strive to uphold individual rights. In 1981, I 
was privileged to receive the Seattle Urban 
League's Afftrmative Action award . I strongly 
support Seattle 's Domestic Partnership ben~ 
fits. We must honor the diverse needs of all 
Seattle residents. 

Affordable Homes 
While Federal housing funds were being 
slashed, I increased local housing funds by 
500%. I get things done , and am committed to 
increasing hom~ownership opportunities for 
middl~income families. 
David Moseley is the only candidate whose en
dorsements include: former Congressman 
Mike Lowry, Rainbow Coalition, King County 
Labor Council, and the Coalition of Filipino 
Organizations. 
Please vote for David Moseley on Novem
ber6 
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INITIATIVE 
NO. 35 

TO THE PEOPLE 

Official Ballot Title: 
Shall those portions of Ordinance 
114648 that defme "domestic 
partner" and that provide sick leave 
and funeral leave benefits for City 
employees with domestic partners 
that are equal to the benefits pro
vided to married City employees be 

Argument For Initiative No. 35: 

RISING TAXES AND BUDGET CRISIS 
Initiative 35 saves taxpayers millions of 
doUars and reaffirms the value of enduring 
family relationships. The city council has 
extended benefits to a special class of per
sons that includes ~ve-in lovers and room
mates of City employees. Initiative 35 
removes the definition of domestic partner
ships and e~inates the procedure for reg
istering them. By doing so, the City wiU be 
forced to repeal the extension of expensive 
medical, dental , sick and bereavement 
leave benefits and prevent the anticipated 
extension of costly retirement and death 
benefits to unmarried " partners" at tax
payer expense. VOTE YES TO REPEAL 
THIS EXPENSIVE POLICY. 
The City is currently in a financial crisis. 
Seattle is facing a $25,000,000 budget def
icit. In order to balance its budget the City is 
considering raising our taxes, laying off em
ployees and cutting important social serv
ices. City resources should be spent on more 
urgent needs. NEXT, THESE COSTLY PRO-

GRAMS WILL BE FORCED ON PRIVATE 
EMPLOYERS. 

ffiRESPONSIBLE RELATIONSHIPS 
The City incorrectly contends that domestic 
partnerships are the same as marriage. 
Mere roommates can currently qualify for 
tax-funded benefits. 
A City employee may register a person for 
benefits after living together for only olle 
m..by merely filing a form with the City. 
Also, they can change domestic partners 
every 90 days! Domestic partnerships can 
be unilateraUy dissolved by filing another 
form with the City. Unlike marriages, do
mestic partnership records are kept confi
dential. These are kept secret from the tax
payers who support them. Initiative 35 
repeals this policy that extends costly ben
efits to support uncommitted , transient 
relationships. 

ABUSE AND COSTLY LAWSUITS 
Domestic partnerships are impossible to 

verify withou-t serious invasions of privacy, 
leading to expensive lawsuits against the 
City. Therefore the City is effectively pre
cluded from preventing abuse of these ben
efits. 
Employment benefits for spouses and chil
dren are designed to assist families in meet
ing their legal and moral obligations. 
Domestic partners have no legal responsi
bility for each other and therefore, have no 
legitimate claim to benefits. 

CITY COUNCIL OVERSTEPS AUTHORITY 
The City has attempted to legislate "mar
riage." This authority belongs only to the 
State. Taxpayers should not be forced to 
support relationships which are not recog
nized by State or Federal governments. 
VOTE YES ON INITIATIVE 35 TO· SA VE 
SEATTLE FROM THE EXPENSIVE MlS
GUIDED POI1CIESOFTHE CITY COUNCIL. 
JuliaFogassy 
John Hollinrake 
MartinKraI 

Rebuttal of Argument For Initiative No. 35: 
Sick and Funeral Leave for Domestic 

Partners Costs Almost Nothing 
Experience with other employers has 
shown that: 1) the cost of sick and funeral 
leave for domestic panners is approximate
ly one doUar a year per employee; and, 2) 
the program requires no additional adminis
trative personnel. 
A Roommate Is Not a Domestic Partner 
Domestic partners must file a legally bind-

ing sworn statement affll"Ining, among 
other stringent criteria, that they: 

a. share the same permanent address, 
have a close personal relationship, and 
are jointly responsible for basic living 
expenses; 

b . are not married to anyone; 
c. are each other's sole domestic panner 

and are responsible for each other's 
common welfare. 

There are serious penalties for falsifying 
this affidavit. 

The Family Leave Ordinance under at
tack by initiative 35 only covers City em
ployees. It does not apply to private 
employers. 
initiative 311 only addres8es earned sick 
and foneralleave benefits. It does not ap
ply to medical and dental benefits. 

The effect of Initiative No. 35 if approved by the people: 

The Law as It now exists: 

The City of Seattle's Family Leave Ordinance currently provides 
that City Employees may use sick leave to care for their children, 
their spouses' children, their domestic partners, their domestic 
partners' children and their parents and their domestic partners' 
parents. City employees may also take paid leave from work to at
tend the funerals of their spouses, their children , their domestic 
partners, the children of their domestic partners, and certain 
relatives of their spouses and domestic partners. 

partnership, are each other's sole domestic partner, and are 
responsible for each other's common welfare. The City employee 
must also state in his or he r sworn statement regarding domestic 
partnership that any other domestic pannership that he or shf' 
participated in was terminated at. least 90 days before the datf' of 
the statement. 

The effect of Initiative 35, if approved: 

For a City employee to establish that he or she has a domestic 
partner for whom he or she may take sick leave or bereavement 
leave, the employee must file a sworn statement with the City 
which shows that the employee and his or her partner share the 
same permanent residence, have a close personal relationship, 
have agreed to be jointly responsible for basic living expenses, are 
not married to anyone, are 18 years old or older, are not related by 
blood closer than would bar them from being married , were men
taUy able to enter into contracts when they began the ir domestic 

Initiative 35, if it is approved , .would make the following chang"" 
in the City's Family Leave Ordinanc-e: 

City employees would not be able t.o take sick leave t.o care for 
their domestic partners or for their domestic partners' children 
under the Family Leave Ordinance. City employees would also not 
he able to take paid funeral leave to attend the funeral of their 
domestic partner or their domestic partners' relatives under that 
ordinance. 

The above statement was prepared by the City Attorney's 
Office. 

Argument Against Initiative No. 35: 

Initiative 35 Is Discriminatory 
We are proud of Seattle's long tradition of 
equal rights, respect for individual freedom 
and commitment to family values. We are 
voting NOon 35. 

Initiative 35 is a step backwards. Its mes
sage is one of intolerance and discrimina
tion. It is intended to take away the equal 
rights and civil liberties for which we in 
Seattle have worked so hard. 
Our laws are designed to ensure fair and 
equal treatment for aU our diverse citizens 
and families. Initiative 35 repeals the rights 
of some families to use their earned sick or 
bereavement leave to care for a domestic 
partner who is ill , care for a dependent 
child who is ill , and attend the funeral of 
their domestic partner or dependent child. 
For a spouse or a domestic partner to earn 
the right to this sick or funeral leave, he or 
she must sign a legally binding sworn state
ment. There are serious penalties for falsi-

fying this document. This statement , pat
terned after a marriage license , reflects the 
changing nature of today's families. 
We have stood together against discrimin
ation before. If you believe as we do that aU 
persons should be treated equally regard
less of race, religion, sex or marital status, 
please join us by voting NO on 35: 
League of Women Voters 
PugetSound Business Journal 
Puget Sound Council of Senior Citizens 
Church Council of Greater Seattle 
King County Democratic Party 
Northwest Women's Law Center 
Seattle Education Association 
Church Women United 
King County LaborCouncil 
Greater Seattle Business Association 
Older Women's League 
King County Nurses Association 
King County Women's Political Caucus 
Gray Panthers 

Seattle Chapter, 
National Organization for Women 

National Council of Jewish Women 
Father Jerry Stanley 
MemberofCongress Jim McDermott 
Honorable Jane Noland 
Honorable Sue Donaldson 
Honorable Ron Sims 
Honorable Cheryl Chow 
Honorable Jim Street 
Honorable Greg Nickels 
Honorable Cynthia Suilivan 
Honorable Dolores Sibonga 
Honorable Tom Weeks 
Honorable George Benson 
Honorable Cal Anderson 
Honorable Gary Locke 
Former Mayor Charles Royer 
Former Member of Congress Mike Lowry 

The Honorable Norman B. Rice 
The Honorable Paul Kraabel 
Reverend Dale E. Turner 

Rebuttal of Argument Against Initiative No. 35: 

Every decision has its costs. You are now 
providing benefits for 360 domestic part
ners of City employees. AtIeast 250 of them 
are heterosexual couples who freely 
choose not to marry. They want a free ride 
at taxpayers' expense. On the other hand, 
marriage is a universally recognized insti
tution with defmite sets of rights and 
obligations. 

NO rights without responsibilities! 
Initiative 35 is concerned with marital 
status. This issue has nothing to do with dis
crimination. AU children of all City em
ployees receive identical benefits, 
regardless of their parents' marital status. 
This eligibility remains untouched by In
Itiative35. 

There is nothing binding about documents 
that " may have legal implications . " 
There is nothing progressive about bad law. 
There is nothing honorable about deceptive 
lawmakers out of touch with public needs. 
EspeciaUy not in these times. 
Vote YES to REPEAL DOMESTIC PART
NERSHIP POI1CIES! 
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REFERENDUM 
NO.1 

'-'.L.L .. "' ........ Ballot Title: 

TO THE PEOPLE 

Shall Article IV, Section 24 of the 
Seattle City Charter be amended to 
empower the City to set by ordinance 
the maximum amount for settlement 
of damage claims by City depart
ments, to delete the City 120-day 
deadline for filing claims and bring 
other City claims procedures into con
formance with State law? 
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Argument For Referendum No.1: 

Imagine your car has been struck by a City 
vehicle causing significant damage and 
some iI\iury to you. You believe the City's 
driver was at fault and that the City should 
pay for the damage . You me a claim with 
the City for over $2,500. Then you wait. 
The City conducts its investigation of your 
claim and determines that it is indeed at 
fault and that the damage exceeds $2,500. 
Because the claim is over $2 ,500 the City 
cannot simply send you a check; the cur
rent law requires that a special ordinance 
be passed authorizing payment. The ordi
nance must be drafted by the City Attor
ney, reviewed and voted upon by the City 
Council and, if passed, reviewed and signed 
by the Mayor. This process takes ninety 
days or more. Meanwhile you wait. 
It is in the interests of both our citizens and 
our City that Seattle have a fair, efficient, 

and prompt payment process for those who 
have been harmed by the City. 
The current $2 ,500 limit was set in 1973. 
Since then inflation, particularly in auto re
pair and health care, has exceeded 125% . 
As a result more and more people wait for 
compensation and City officials spend more 
and more time processing ordinances for 
claims which formerly would have been el
igible for more prompt payment . This is 
both unfair and inefficient. 
In contrast to Seattle, several local gov
ernments have substantially higher claims 
Limits: King County ($50,000), Tacoma 
($30,000) , Everett ($20,000) and Bellevue 
(510,000). Rather than requiringanew Limit 
to be set by the voters, this Referendum 
would authorize the City Council to adjust 
the Limit by a two-thirds majority vote. The 
Council would continue to exercise appro-

priate oversight over claims procedures 
while having the necessary flexibility to 
adapt the settlement Limit to changing eco
nomic circumstances. The City Council is 
responsible for the City's finances, includ
ing deciding upon a $1.3 billion annual bud
get and it is the appropriate body to set a 
claims settlement limit. 
The other proposed changes will benefit 
both claimants and the City by clarifying 
the process to be followed and by requiring 
the claimant to provide more specific infor
mation to speed the City 's evaluation of a 
claim. 
Please vote yeson Referend um No. 1. 

Committee for Referendum No. I 
JimElIis 
Phyllis Lamphere 
Councilmember Dolores Sibonga 

Rebuttal of Argument For Referendum No.1: 

No statement submitted. 

The effect of Referendum No. 1 if approved by the people: 

The law as it now exists: 

Article IV, Section 24 of the City Charter currently provides that a 
person who Wishes to collect monetary damages from the City for 
an iI\iury or other Loss must present a claim to the City Council 
within 120 days after the iI\iury or loss occurs. 
The claim must describe the iI\iury or other loss, locate and describe 
the cause of the iI\iury or loss, give the claimant's residence for the 
last six months, and identify the nature of the damages claimed. 
The claim must be sworn to by the claimant, and the claimant must 
wait for a period of sixty days after filing a claim before bringing a 
lawsuit for the damages claimed. 
The City Council may authorize by general ordinance a procedure 
for the payment of claims of up to $2,500. (Seattle Municipal Code 
5.24.030 grants the City Attorney the power to authorize the pay
ment of such claims.) Payment of claims over $2,500 must be ap
proved by the Council by ordinance. 

The effect of Referendum 1 ifapproved: 

If approved by the voters, Referendum 1 would amend Article IV, 
Section 24 of the City Charter as follows: 
1. Claims would have to be filed with the City Clerk rather than 
presented to the City Council. 

2. The 120 day time Limit for filing claims would be removed; in
stead, claims would have to be filed within the applicable statute of 
Limitations. (The Washington Supreme Coun has ruled the 120 day 
limit to be in valid.) 
3. Claimants would be required to disclose more information. 
Specifically, a claim would have to state the date and location of the 
claimed loss, describe the basis upon which liability is being 
asserted against the City , and identify any known witnesses. 
4 . A claim could be sworn to by either the claimant or by an 
authorized representative of the claimant, such as an attorney or 
spouse. 
5. The requirement that a claimant must wait sixty days prior to br
inging a lawsuit based on a claim would not apply if the applicable 
statute of limitations would expire within the sixty day period. 
6. The $2,500 Limit on claim payments that can be made without 
the approval of the City Council by ordinance would be removed , 
and the Council would be authorized to set by ordinance passed by 
a two-thirds mf\jority a maximum amount for such payments. 

The above statement was prepared for the City Attorney's 
Office by the King County Prosecutor's Office. 

Argument Against Referendum No.1: 

No statement submitted. 
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PROPosmON 
NO.1 

Official Ballot Title: 

TO THE PEOPLE 

Shall Seattle increase its regular prop
erty tax levy collected in 1991 through 
1997 only, by approximately $0.23438 
per thousand dollars of assessed valua
tion, over the 106 % limitation on levies 
(the increase thereafter to cease) in 
order to provide about $69,207,000 
($8,500,000 in 1991) for educational 
and developmental services for 
students and families in coI1iunction 
with Seattle public schools, all as 
described in Ordinance 115289? 
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Argument For Proposition No.1: 

INVESTING IN OUR CHILDREN NOW, 
FOR A BETI'ER, SAFER FUTURE 

We are voting YES on Proposition #1. We 
believe the Families and Education Levy is 
the best investment we can make in our 
children , our schools, and the health and 
safety of our city. 
Proposition #1 is based on the old saying
AN OUNCE OF PREVENTION IS WORTH A 
POUND OF CURE. It 's better to pay a little 
now to address the needs of families and 
children, than to pay a lot later to fight 
poverty, illiteracy, drugs, gangs and crime. 
The Levy is a carefully-targeted , cost
effective measure that will get our children 
started on the right t rack early, so they can 
grow up to be good parents and good 
workers. 
Proposition #1 will prepare our children 
for the future. The Levy would provide 
better childcare, before- and after-school 
programs and health services and other 
benefits, to give every child a chance to 

succeed . 
Proposition #1 is an investment in public 
safety. By supporting our children and our 
schools, we can steer our young people 
away from drugs, gangs and crime. Proposi
tion #1 would fund specific programs for 
drug education, gang prevention and 
wholesome activities for older youths, to 
provide an alternative to the streets. 
Proposition #1 will give parents a 
greater voice. The Levy includes funding 
to increase parent and neighborhood in
volvement in schools. 
Proposition #l is cost-effective. It 
doesn ' t set up any new bureaucracies. It 
doesn 't try to address every issue facing our 
schools and families , just the most critical 
needs. A small investment today will bring 
enormous returns for the future. 
Proposition #1 will put more resources 
into our classrooms. Our schools will have 
more money for books, materials, staff 
training, academic programs and site coun-

cilpriorities. 
Proposition # 1 was created by thousands 
of Seattle residents. The Levy reflects the 
priorities of the over 2 ,000 Seattle residents 
who participated in the Seattle Education 
Summit. Proposition #i addresses one of 
the highest priorities from the Summit -
making every child "safe, healthy and 
ready to learn." 
Proposition #1 has strong support 
throughout the community. The Levy is 
endorsed by Democrats and RepUblicans, 
business and labor, the Seattle PTSA, the 
League of Women Voters and many, many 
others. 
Please join usin voting for our children. 
Vote for Seattle's future. 
Vote "YES" on Proposition #1. 

Norm Rice 
Tom Weeks 
Mary Coltrane 

Rebuttal of Argument For Proposition No.1: 
Why have SEATTLE PROPERTY OWNERS 
been singled out from all the other 
segments of our society, to be the ones to 
bear the full burden of the tax increases 
proposed in Proposition #1 , when the 7th 
AMENDMENT TO OUR UNITED STATES' 
CONSTITUTION PROTECTS ALL CITIZENS 
FROM SUCH UNJUSTTREA TMENT'? 
There seems to be a defmite correlation be-

t ween the leading promoters of this prop
osition and those who advocate a State 
Income Tax ... aiso, based on selective tax
ation . Our National Debt proves the in
ability of the Income Tax to adequately 
fund the Federal Government. Can we ex
pect more from Proposition #1? OF 
COURSE NOT! 
We sympathize with those campaign 

workers, misled by the promoters to work 
hard for the passage of Proposition #1. We 
suggest that they join the CITIZENS' TAX 
REFORM REVOLT TO CHANGE OUR TAX
ING SYSTEM TO ONE THAT CONFORMS 
TO OUR STATE CONSTITUTION. 

Vote 'No' on Proposition #1. 

The effect of Proposition No. 1 if approved by the people: 

1_ The Proposal: 

By raising the 106 percent limitation on property tax levies, the 
City hopes to raise approximately $69,207,000 over a seven year 
period to carry out certain educational and development services 
programs for Seattle school children in cof\junction with the Seattle 
School District. 

will raise in a seven year period from 1991 through 1997, the total 
sum of approximately $69 ,207 ,000 for the following educational 
and developmental service programs, all in cooperation with the 
Seattle School District: 
1. Early childhood development (major program elements include 
child care, preschool education, and family support parent educa
tion, all to assist preschool children age 5 and younger and their 
parents; services would be multi-cultural and include both com
munity and school-based delivery systems). 

n. The Law as it Now Exists: 

Pursuant to state law, with the approval of a majority of the voters, 
the City may raise money for any public purpose by raising the 106 
percent Iimitstion on property taxes. The raising of the limitation 
may be for a limited purpose and a limited duration as in this case. 
Additionally, pursuant to state law and the City Charter, the City 
may provide certain educational, cultural, health and social serv
ices to children on its own or in cooperation with the School District 
so long as City programs do not interfere with basic education 
responsibilities of the School District. For example, the City has ex
ercised such authority over many years by providing health serv
ices, day care, and cultural enrichment activities to school children 
in cof\junction with the School District. The City and the School 
District have also cooperated in constructing capital projects 
together for joint use. 

2. School-based studentJfamily services (major program elements 
include elementary school family support workers, a middle 
school drop-out prevention program, elementary school 
counselors, counseling seT\~ces for homeless children , and school
based volunteer coordination and neighborhood involvement, 
directed at elementary and middle schools, with assistance to 
alleviate problems that interfere with student learning). 

m. The Effect of the Measure, if Approved: 

3 . Comprehensive student health services (major program 
elements include K-12 school nurses and health services, teen 
health care center expansion, outreach to at-risk students, drug 
prevention and intervention; implementation would involve the 
SeattlelKing County Health Department and community-based 
health care providers). 

If this measure is approved by a majority of the voters, the City (continuedonpage73j 

Argument Against Proposition No.1: 

We oppose Proposition #1, which is de
signed to raise some 60 million dollars to 
fund certain non-educational projects for 
the Seattle Schools in the next seven years. 
This opposition should not be construed to 
mean that we are unsympathetic to the 
legitimate needs of our children ... quite 
the contrary. Our opposition is solidly based 
on the following reasons: (1) We object to 
the fact that, if passed, this tax will be 
placed, exclusively on the backs of the 
Seattle Home and Property Owners. Under 
Proposition #1, the property tax levy-rate 
wiUjump from the present 106% to a whop
ping 108.34%, and be applied to the 1991, 
sky-rocketed assessed valuations of our 
property! Thousands of Home-Owners will 
fmd it impossible to meet their mortgage 
payments AND the outrageous tax hikes. 
So, they will lose their homes to their 
Banker or the Government. THIS SHOULD 

NOT BE ALLOWED TO HAPPEN IN 
AMERICA ... AND CERTAINLY NOT IN 
SEATTLE! (2) We FAULT the proponents of 
Proposition #1 , as well as the Media, for 
their failure to provide an IMPACT ST A TE
ME NT, detailing in truth, the effect that 
this tax increase would have on the People 
and the Economy of Seattle! Such behavior 
cannot but re-enforce the suspicions of 
many, that a 'Conspiracy of Silence ' has 
been applied to this issue in hopes of winn
ing through a low-voter turnout, knowing 
their supporters would go to the polls, on 
November 6th. 
We strongly protest the enactment of Prop
osition #1 , on the grounds that its presenta
tion is pre-mature. At this moment there is 
l!Q Consitutional Authority to make it val
id. True, the State Legislature, on June 5th, 
passed HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION #4231, 
calling for a Consitutional Amendment to 

remove the 1 % tax limitation on property 
(Article 7, Section 2). However, this resolu
t ion is.Q!!J.y a resolution, NOT A LAW; and 
it will remain a resolution unless ratified , by 
a majority vote on the State-wide Ballot on 
November 6th. 

In view of the many signs of an impending 
recession in our state as well as Nationally, 
only BASIC EDUCATIONAL NEEDS should 
be funded. The 'fringe benefits' should be 
postponed until the economy is more sta
ble. Our Institutions like our own Family 
Units, can and must live within the limita
tions of their individual budgets. Therefore, 
we urge EACH of you to go to your 
Precinct's polling place, on NOVEMBER 
6th, and vote .!iO, on PROPOSmON #1. 

Clarence P. Keating, Jr 
Gene Goosman 
David Christensen 

Rebuttal of Argument Against Proposition No.1: 

Proposition No. 1 is an Excellent 
Investment in Our Future 

We're voting for the Families and Educa
tion Levy because we care about the future 
of our children and our city. 

A one dollar investment in quality, pre
school education returns $6 in avoided 
rosts of special education, public assistance 
and crime. 

One dollar spent on comprehensive, pre
natal care saves $2 in an infant's fIrst year 
and continued lower health care costs for 
children. 

As the Seattle Post-Intelligencer said in en
dorsing Proposition #1, 

.. the package is one of the best invest
ments Seattle property owners could make 
in the future of this city. ,. 

And the Seattle Times, called the levy a 
"solid , balanced City-schools partnership 
plan properly fashioned from citizen input 
rather than by government fIat. " The 
Times endorsement added " it is a smart 
plan, built from the bottom up ." 

VOTE YES ON PROPOSmON n ON 
NOVEMBER 6 
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SEATTLE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO.1 

STEPHEN R. SCHAEFER 

JOSEPH BURNSTIN 
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Judge Stephen R. Schaefer has presided over 
Department 1, the highest volume court in the 
stale sinc.'e his appointment to the bench in 
January, 1977. A native of Seattle and lifelong 
resident of the Central Area, Judge Schaefer 
was born November 1, 1934. He graduated 
from Garfield High, received his B.A. and LL.B 
degrees from the Unive~ity of Washington 
and obtained a Masters of Law Degree from 
New York University 
Serving over five years with the United States 
Army, he returned to spend three years as a 
Deputy King County Prosecuting Attorney 
and then practiced law for over 10 years. 
Judge Schaefer sees many problems facing the 
judicial system and Scattle Municipal Court in 
particular, Difficulties with court congestion, 
warrants, jail overcrowding and revenue col
lection greatly concerns him because they dir
ectly affect the right of all citizens ,,;thin the 
oommunity. 

Judge Schaefer has proposed new and crea
tive solutions to these problems but the City 
Council and Budget Office have not taken any 
action thereon. However, a recent study com
missioned by the City Council has recom
mended that the exact changes suggested by 
Judge Schaefer over the past years to enable 
the court to better serve the community be 
made. It is the hope of Judge Schaefer that in 
light of the commission's fmdings and recent 
articles in the press , the Council and Budget 
Office will reconsider their position on his ree-

Joseph Bumstin brings a rich and varied back
ground to his decade of judicial experience. 
Joe was born in Seattle in 1942, graduated 
from Blanchet High School, the University of 
Washington, and , after serving as an officer in 
the United States Navy, the University of 
Washington Law School (1970), A Capitol Hill 
resident, Joe's children attended Garfield 
HighSchool. 
As a lawyer in the 1970 's, Joe: (I) directed the 
King County Law and Justice Planning Office; 
(2) engaged in private practice; (3) taught law 
courses (business law and criminal law); and 
(4) wrote the present Seattle Criminal Code, 
The importance of judicial contests is fre
quently overlooked, and many voters un
doubtedly ask themselves: What difference 
would it make to'me who is elected to the Seat
tle Municipal Court, and how can I possibly 
know the difference between the candidates? 
By entering his name in the race to be a Seattle 
Municipal Court Judge, Joe Bumstin pledged 
to the voters that he would work hard to im
prove the quality and efficiency of justice, 
while maintaining an atmosphere of decorum, 
compassion, and fairness. 
The Seattle Municipal Court is the busiest 
c.'Ourt in the State of Washington and has re
cently generated extensive press coverage, 
but unfortunately, the news hasn't been very 

ornmendations. 

Among other community service activities 
Judge Schaefer serves on several non-profit. 
boards responsible for placing fmancing for 
millions of dollars in low income and senior's 
housing bonds. Judge Schaefer is therefore 
mntinuously attuned to the problems and 
needs of these groups. 

RATINGS 

Seattle King County Bar Association 
" Exceptionally well qualified" 
Washington Women Lawyers 

"Highly qualified" 
Loren Miller Bar Association 

., Exceptionally well qualified" 

Asian Bar Association 
" Highly qualified" 

Endorsed in Primary Election By: 

• The Seattle Times ("reputation for compas· 
sion and impartiality") 

• Seattle Police Officer's Guild 
• King County Labor Council 
• King County Democrat.ic Central Committee 
• Black Law Enforcement Association of 

Washington 
• International Federation of Professional and 

Technical Engineers, Local 17 
• Seattle Black Fire Fighters Association 
• Seattle Firefighters Union Local No. 27 
• SEAMEC 
• Joint Council of Teamsters 
• 11th, 34th, 46th Democratic Districts 

~d. The consensus seems to be that the 
Court needs new direction , an infusion of en
ergy and vision . 
For ten years, Joe Burnstin served as a Judge 
Pro Tempore (appointed by the Mayor to fill a 
need due to overcrowded courts). While this 
position gave him the authority to act as a 
judge in the individual cases before him, he 
was not permitted to exe rcise the full range of 
authority and voting power on administrative 
matte rs granted to elected judges. 
Based on Joe's ten years of experience on the 
bench, his commitment to serving the people 
of this city, and his background in City and 
County government, he can bring new energy 
and devotion to the cause of justice, and will 
energetically tackle t he administrative prol:r 
lems that have been aggravated by inaction 
and inat tention. 
Lawyers and parties who appear in Joe Burn
stin 's court will know that they will be treated 
with courtesy and respect, and that justice will 
prevail without regard to race, gender, or eco
nomic status . 
" Exceptionally Well Qualified" by the 
Seattie-KingCounty Bar Association 
Primary Endorsements Include: 
The Seattle Post-Intelligencer 
The Seattle Weekly 
King County Labor Council 



SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO.2 

RONALD KESSLER 
(UNOPPOSED) 

Ronald Kessler received the Bachelor of Arts 
degree in 1969 from Washington and Lee Uni
versity and the Juris Doctor degree from Villa
nova University School of Law in 1972. He was 
born in 1947. 
Judge Kessler was appointed to the Municipal 
Court of Seattle by Mayor Charles Royer in 
1985, and was elected to " four year te rm in 
1986. In 1972, Judge Kessler served asa VISTA 
volunteer with the Seattle Legal Services Cen
ter. Between 1973 and 1975, he was a partner 
in the law fum of Kessler & Pedowitz. In 1975, 
Judge Kessler began work at the Seattle-King 
County Public Defender Association and , ove r 
the next ten years, served as staff attorney, 
felony and misdemeanor division supervisor 
and training coordinator. He has also taught 
criminal t rial practice at the University of 
Washington School of Law, has driven a truck 

for a diaper service and has worked in a knit
tingmill . 

Judge Kessler was elected to two tenns as pre
sidingjudge by his colleagues on the court. He 
was also elected to the Board of Governors of 
the District and Municipal Coun Judges As
sociat ion of Washington , on which he current · 
Iy serves. Since being on the bench, Judge 
Kessler has been appointed by the Chief J us
t ice of the Supreme Court of Washington to 
the Washington Supreme Court Committee on 
Criminal JUT)' Instructions and the Ta~k Force 
on Justice Coun Criminal Rules. 
Judge Kessler has either been endorsed by or 
received the highest judicial ratings from the 
Seattle-King County Bar Association Judicial 
Screening Committee, Loren Mille r Bar Associ
ation , SEAMEC and the Asian Bar Associat ion 
of Washington . 

SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO.3 

RONA. MAMIYA 
(UNOPPOSED) 

Ron Mamiya has been on the Seattle Municipal 
Coun bench since his appointment by Mayor 
Royer in 1981; and was the Presiding Judge in 
1984 and 1988. 
Born in 1949, he attended Franklin High 
School , received his B.A. degree in Psychology 
from the Unive rsity of Washington in 1972; 
and his Juris Doctorate from Gonzaga Law 
School in 1975. 
Served as a prosecutor for the City of Spokane 
and subsequently went into law practice in 
Seat tle's International District. 

Judge Mamiya is active in the State District 
and Municipal Judges Association and has 
been appointed to numerous judicial task 
forces and committees, including state court 
inte rpreters, DWI impact funds, judicial ad
ministration , and domestic violence. 

" I am grateful for the opportunity to serve the 
people of the City of Seattle; and look forward 
to the challenges of my next term of office 
with a commit ment to pro\~ding Quality jus
tice, accessibility and faimes.~ to all ." 
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SEAITLE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO.4 

JOHNF. VERCIMAK 

JUDITH IllGHTOWER 
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John Vercimak , born July 25, 1940, an at
torney in private practice in Seattle. He gradu
ated from the University of Washington in 
1964 with a degree in Sociology and from Gon
zaga Law School in 1968. Durtngthese years he 
was employed as a steel worker, meat cutter 
and truck driver. He has prosecuted and de
fended criminal cases, taught law, sat asjudge 
pro tempore in Seattle Municipal and District 
Courts and is Arbitrator for Superior Court . He 
has ten years experience working at the Seat
tle Municipal Court plus a broad legal 
background. 
Verirnak served in the Army with the infantry 
and JAG corps. He was a prosecutor, defender 
andjudge. He also saw combat in Viet Nam. 
In 1973 he became permanent judge pro tem
pore in the newly created Seattle Municipal 
Night Court pending appointment of the fll'St 
woman judge. May 1973 he designed and im
plemented the Magistrates Hearing Program 
to informally adjudicate traffic cases in Seattle 
Municipal Court. This program was adopted 
throughout the state and across the country. 
He was Acting Court Administrator for eight 
years, Director of Ordinance Violations Bur
eau for one year and sat regularly as pro tern 
judge in all departments of Seattle Municipal 
Court. 
1983 he became the Legal Advisor to the 

Judith Hightower, age 41 , is a criminal trial 
lawyer with extensive experience in Superior, 
Juvenile and Seattle Municipal Court. Hertria! 
experience includes D.W.I. ·s , domestic vio
lence, child abuse, robbery and murder. For 
the past two years she has been a full-time 
supervising attorney for the Municipal Court 
unit of a large public defense agency. She man
ages twenty lawyers and theircaseloads. 
Judith Hightower was born and raised in Seat
tle, the eldest of five children. She is a working 
parent who was graduated from the Univer
sity of Washington with a B.A. in Comparative 
Literature and from the University of Puget 
Sound Law School. Her background includes 
11 years experience in the banking industry 
and a long hlstory of community involvement 
with youth, education and human rights. She 
is sensitive to the needs of working people and 
families. 
The Seattle Municipal Court is so overbur
dened with cases that it is not working for any
one. Judith Hightower is knowledgeable about 

Washington State Patrol; duties included 
everything from drafting proposed legislation 
and setting up disciplinary hearings to super
vising the preparation and Service of compli
cated search warrants. 
1988 he left the Patrol for private practice. He 
has taught law classes at Edmonds Community 
College, represented plaintiffs and defendants 
in civil and criminal matters, arbitrated Super
ior Court cases and sat asjudge pro tempore in 
Seattle Municipal and District courts. He lives 
in Mt. Baker with his wife Barbara and two 

John Vercimak believes that a judge must 
treat each individual appearing before him or 
her equally , fairly, with dignity and courtesy. 
A judge must be concerned with rights of vic
tims, defendants, witnesses and jurors helping 
them to understand their important roles in 
the crirninaljustice system. Efficient use of at
torneys' time must be considered. Judges must 
be good administrators given the extremely 
large number of cases in the Municipal Court 
and limited resources to handle them. 
John Vercirnak believes that his ten years at 
Seattle Municipal Court and seven years broad 
experience practicing law in all its diversity 
and complexity amply qualify him for Judge of 
Seattle Municipal Court. 

the Seattle Municipal Court and has the man
agement experience to deal effectively with 
its problems. In this court, serious crimes can 
and do fall through the cracks. The court 
needs to increase controls over people who 
commit violent crimes. It should strengthen 
the probation system and im prove screening 
procedures for release from jail. Judith High
tower will be flexible and creative in facing the 
basic issues confronting this court. JUDITH 
illGlITOWER VIEWS TIUS POSmON AS ONE 
OF RESPONSIBlLITY ro THE PUBUC. She 
cares about all people in the system, victims, 
defendants and witnesses. She will accept the 
responsibility of ensuring that all sides are af
forded a fair hearing and that the constitu
tional rights of defendants are protected. She 
is dedicated to fairness and will maintain an at
mosphere of dignity and respect. 

SEATTLE DESERVES THE ENERGY , 
SKILLS AND COMMITMENT OF JUDITH 
illGHroWER. 



SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSmON NO.5 

GEORGE W. HOLIFIELD 
(UNOPPOSED) 

George W. Holifield, born May 2, 1935. B.A. , 
Economics, Whitman College; J.D. , American 
University. Appointed to Department No.5 in 
1980. Judge Holifield has served as member, 
vice-chainnan and chainnan of the Washing
ton State Board of Personnel and as a staff 
assistant to former U.S. Senator Warren G. 
Magnuson. Prior to his appointment to the 
bench, he was personnel direcror ofthe Wash
ington State Department of Social and Health 
Services. Judge Holifield also has extensive ex
perience as a trial attorney and is a member of 

the American Trial Lawyers Association. 
Judge Holifield has served in a number of com
munity activities. He is currently on the Board 
of overseers for Whitman College, the Board of 
Directors of Treatment Alternatives to Street 
Crime (TASC) and has served on the Board of 
Directors of Seattle Urban League, and the 
Board of Directors for Epiphany School to 
name a few. 

Judge Holifield has served 10 years, has been 
Presiding J udge twice, and is unopposed. 

SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSmON NO.6 

BARBARA MADSEN 
(UNOPPOSED) 

Judge Barbara Madsen , appointed in April 
1988 was elected by her fellow judges in 1989 
to the position of Acting Presiding Judge for 
1990. Born in 1952 Judge Madsen is a lifelong 
Washington resident. She graduated from the 
University of Washington with a law degree at 
Gonzaga University. Judge Madsen is married 
and has three children. 
Before her appointment she worked as a 
public defender. Madsen later became Special 
Prosecution at the Seattle City Attorney's Of
fice , prosecuting child abuse cases . In 1985 
Judge Madsen was selected as a Court Com
missioner and later a Magistrate "'ith 
Municipal Court. 
Since Judge Madsen began to work in Munici· 
pal Court as a City Attorney In 1982 she has 
seen many changes in Seattle which have im
pacted the Court. The City's population has 
grown tremendously and so has the population 
needing the services of the Court. The Munici
pal Court was converted in the mid 80's to a 
Court of Record resulting in an explosion of 
jury trial demands. 

abuse has led to a great increase in the number 
of criminal cases being ftIed. Drugs have 
become almost synonymous with "gang". 
Seattle Municipal Court has felt the greatest 
impact from the gangs with its members bring
ing their conflicts into courtrooms of Municipal 
Court . 
Last year the citizens voted to increase the 
number of police officers patrolling our neigh
borhoods. The increased work by the police 
department has resulted in a greater number 
of criminal cases. Municipal Court prisoners 
make up one fourth of the King County Jail 
population. 
With the burgeoning caseload, the increased 
number of police on the street and the impact 
from gangs the Court needs help in meeting 
the demands. The Court needs court security 
officers, increased staff and more courtrooms. 
It needs drug programs to aid in rehabilitation . 
Thejudges and staff in Seattle Municipal Court 
work hard to make the system of justice work 
but desperately need more resources. 

Drugs have found their way into the commun- Judge Madsen hopes that the citizens of this 
ity in a major way . The increased drug use and City will return her to SeatUe Municipal Court. 
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SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO.7 

HELEN WUISE HALPERT 
(UNOPPOSED) 

Judge Helen Halpert was appointed by Mayor 
Charles Royer to serve as Seattle Municipal 
Court Judge in September, 1989. Judge Hal
pert was born on April 6, 1952. She graduated 
magna cum laude from Occidental College in 
1974 and received her law degree from Uni
versity of California at Davis in 1977 . 
Judge Halpert has lived in the WaJlingford 
area of Seattle for over ten years. She is mar
ried , has one child , and is very active as a vol
unteer in her daughter's public school. She has 
practiced in the legal profession since 1977. 
Seattle Municipal Court is the busiest court in 
the state. It requires ajudge who can apply the 
law correctly and quickly. Judge Halpert will 
strive to break the logjam in the courtS and 
streamline the system. 
Judge Halpert brings to the court the legal and 
administrative experience necessary to ac
complish these goals. For four years she was 
the Assistant Dean at the University of Wash
ington School of Law, where she had sig
nificant administrative and teaching respon
sibilities; she has also taught as an Acljunct 
Professor at the University of Puget Sound 
School of Law. Immediately prior to assuming 

the bench, Judge Halpert served as the super
visor of the Appellate Unit at The Public De
fender Association. 
She has extensive experience in litigation and 
has appeared before the State Supreme Court 
a number of times. 
A number of local organizations have bene
fited from her pro bono work, and Judge Hal
pert has been selected as a lecturer in several 
continuing legal education programs. Even be
fore becoming a judge, she was asked to help 
the King County Superior Court develop a pro
gram to reduce the delays in criminal appeals. 
Judge Halpert is currently a member of the Ed
ucation Committee of the District and Munici
pal Court Judges Association . 

It is Judge Halpert's intent to ensure that all 
who come before the court - victims, wit
nesses, police officers, attorneys, and defen
dants - are treated with even-handed dignity 
and respect. Helen Halpert believes that she 
has the legal experience , management skllls, 
temperament, and common sense to provide a 
fair and just hearing to all the people of the 
City of Seattle. 

SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO. 10 

NICOLE K. MACINNES 
(UNOPPOSED) 
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Nicole K. Macinnes, born October 19, 1944, 
graduated from the University of Wisconsin in 
1966 and the University ofPuget Sound School 
of Law in 1978. After serving as a deputy pros
ecutor for King County for eleven years, she 
was appointed to the Seattle Municipal Court 
bench by Mayor Charles Royer in September, 
1989. She was retained by the voters in the 
subsequent November election. Judge Mac
Innes lives on Capitol Hill with her husband, a 
woodworker, and their three children. 
The problems of a community are reflected in 
the cases that come through its courts. The de-

structive effects of drug and alcohol abuse , 
gang activity, and domestic violence are seen 
dally in Municipal Court. It is not sufficient 
merely to process these and the thousands of 
other cases that come through the court. We 
must strive to fmd more effective responses to 
the problems they represent without sacrific
ing the principles of justice. This requires a 
joint commitment of resources and effort by 
the community and the court . In working to
gether we can make the court more responsive 
to the critical issues that confront us in the 
nineties. 



SEATfLE MUNICIPAL COURT POSmON NO. 11 

STAN TAYLOR 

FRED BONNER 

Mayor Rice appointed Stan Taylor to the 
Municipal Court bench in March , 1990 in order 
to bring a bright new face to the city's judici
ary. In endorsing Judge Taylor before the pri
mary election, The Seattle Times noted that he 
" brings new blood, intellectual ability and en
ergy" to our court system. 
Taylor's elevation to the bench resulted from a 
non-political, merit-based search by a blue
ribbon panel, the Mayor's Judicial Selection 
Committee. 
Stan Taylor spent twelve years practicing law 
in Seattle after obtaining his undergraduate 
and law degrees from the UniversityofDlinois. 
For the 41-year-old Judge Taylor, his appoint
ment asjudge capped a career devoted entire
ly to public service. As a lawyer, hehadexcJUlI
ively represented low-income, disabled and 
disadvantaged clients as a staff attorney for 
Evergreen Legal Services, Institutional Legal 
Services and the Public Defender. 
While at Evergreen, Judge Taylor was senior 
attorney on several major public interest 
cases. In addition to gaining extensive trial ex
perience, he became a successful appellate 
advocate before the Washington Court of A~ 
peals and Washington Supreme Court . 
Before his appointment by Mayor Rice, Judge 

Fred Bonner, born 1944, has been a resident, 
active member, and supporter in one of Seat
tle's most distinguished communities. Bonner 
is a graduate of the University of Washington 
Law School. He has been a Municipal Court 
Magistrate , Commissioner, and Judge Pro 
Tern . 
Bonner is a member of the Washington and 
Minnesota Bar Associations. He is affiliated 
with: Judicial Council, National Bar Associa
tion , American Judges Association , Washing
ton Magistrates Association, and Phi Alpha 
Delta (Legal Fraternity). He is presently an in
structorat City University. 
From 1986-1989, Fred Bonner presided over 
Municipal Dourt Department 7 (now Depart
ment 11) where he exercised responsible au
thority over all in custody arraigrunents and in 
custody pretrial jury hearings. During that 
time Bonner distinguished himself in his effec
tive administration of the highest volume 
court in the municipal court structure. Bonner 
holds the "edge in experience" for this posi
tion. 

Actively supporting the rich cultural diversity 
of this Pacific Rim State, Bonner continues to 
focus on important concerns of our growing 
limited-EngJish speaking community. He real
izes the need to ensure a fair and equal treat
ment underthe law. 
One of Bonner's main interests revolves 

Taylor obtained valuable judicial experience 
as a Judge Pro Tern and as a City of Seattle 
Hearing Examiner. As a Judge Pro Tern, he de
dded large numbers of domestic violence, 
DWI and drug abuse cases. He distinguished 
himself as a Hearing Examiner by his fairness 
and sensitivity on issues ranging from environ
mental and neighborhood concerns to the 
rights of AIDS patients. 

Judge Taylor placed first in the September, 
1990 primary after earning a "well-qualified" 
I1lting from the Seattle-King County Bar As
sociation and has gained the backing of the 
King County Women's Polltical Caucus; the 
King County Democratic Central Committee; 
the 1st, 32nd, 34th, 36th, and 46th District 
Democrats; and the Washington Rainbow 
Coalition. 

Judge Taylor understands from his work with 
the poor and disadvantaged that even-handed 
administration of justice is necessary for cit
izens to respect the court system. " A judge 
must never take that respect for granted ," 
says Taylor. "It must be earned by his or her 
fairness on the bench. I welcome the challenge 
and opportunity to earn that respect by being 
retained as a Municipal Court Judge. " 

around youth, where he supports programs 
directed at educating youth against the nega
tive enticements of illegal activity. 
Bonner also believes those most affected by 
crime are our most vulnerable citizens - our 
elderly. They need and deserve the type of 
local judicial system that understands and is 
sensitive to their need to be safe and free to 
move about in their community. He will work 
to ensure this goal. 
Bonner is endorsed by: Seattle Police Guild, 
Public Safety Employees Local 519 , Black Law 
Enforcement Officials of Washington , King 
County Labor Council, FirefiShters Local 27 , 
Joint Council of Teamsters Locals 28 and 763, 
Blacks in Government, Filipino-American 
Political Action Group of Washington , Inter
national Federation of Professional and Tech
nical Engineers Local 17, AFL-CIO. 
With over 16 years of legal experience, Bonner 
has the background to make him the undis
puted choice for the court and for the people. 
Bonner will draw upon his 16 yean; of ex peri
enceto: 
• Hand down fair decisions without fear or 

favor 
• Focus on the medical needs of Prisoners 
• Encourage Municipal Court Administrators 

to improve court efficiency 
Fred Bonner will be an outstanding Judge and 
will continue to work for all of Seattle. 
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SEATILE MUNICIPAL COURT POSITION NO. 12 

C. KIMI KONDO 
(UNOPPOSED) 
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Judge C. Kimi Kondo was appointed by Mayor 
Nonnan B. Rice in March 1990 to this new posi
tion. Born December 2, 1951, she graduated 
cum laude from the University of Idaho. After 
obtaining a law degree from the University of 
Puget Sound in 1977, she handled family law, 
civil and criminal misdemeanor matters during 
nine years of private practice. She has served 
as a pro tern and full time traffic magistrate 
and is currently assigned to the high volume 
jail courtroom. Married to a steamfitter, they 
reside with their six and seven year old boys in 
the Central Area. 
As a magistrate, Judge Kondo adjudicated 
60-90 cases per day and regularly presided 
over the contested traffic calendar, resolving 
accident, parking and moving violation 
disputes. Currently she sees about 300 defen
dants per week on her busy arraignment, pre
trial, bench trial and review calendar. 
As the first Asian woman judge in the State of 
Washington, Judge Kondo brings a fresh per
spective to the bench. She understands the 
difficulties that many female , minority, and/or 
non-English speaking victims, witnesses, and 
defendants have in interacting with a system 
which some see as insensitive to their con
cerns. In addition , she feels Judges in Munici-

pal Court must actively involve themselves in 
the management issues which affect all court 
personnel. Judge Kondo believes that a hands 
on approach is needed to bring about changes 
and ensure effective delivery of services to the 
public. 

"In addition to being a competent admin
istrator, a good judge must display common 
sense as well as possess the ability to analyze 
legal issues. I will strive to treat each defen
dant with patience and courtesy, while recog
nizing the need for accountability to Seattle's 
citizens for violations of our laws. " J udge 
Kondo will treat all parties in court proceed
ings fairly and impartially to the best of her 
ability. 

Judge Kondo has served as a director for Ever
green Legal Services on the affIrmative action 
and auditJbudget committees. She has also 
served on the boards of community develop
ment organizations and as . president of the 
Judkins/Rejected Community Council. Judge 
Kondo was rated h.ighly qualified by the Asian 
Bar Association and well qualified by the 
Loren Miller Bar Association. The King County 
Women's Political Caucus, the King County 
Labor Council, and Local 17 have given early 
endorsements. Recommended by SEAMEC. 



The Complete Text of Initiative No. 35: 
AN ORDINANGE relating to sick 

leave and funeral leave use: add
ing a new chapter to the SeauJe 
Municipal Code ("S.M.G." ) (!to 
f ilitat t::I 'd bfie:et f 

di 'elwi d sp f " d 
sa: pub e " f G' t) ff 

pi) J)) establish-
ing eligibility for the use of leave 
W\der 8.M. C. Chs. 4 .24 and 4.28 
for the care or funeraJ of «any 

I p p ' fj d I t ' 
~O) the !!.WU!!e or d epen-

tr::J ~&~,v:'EFihO: C~e~"rrrer 
~c.;lli:~~~=Sl: 
the useef !lick leave for the carenf 
a spouse , «0 eI: • b peib e , 
or-ttf)1 a parent , or a dependent 
child of an officer or empioyee or 
hislher spouse((~· 
!'ter», to remove limits on the 
amount of accumuJat.ed sick leave 
that may be u!ied to care fOI" a 
dependent child , to authorize 
implementation of a pilol Sick 
Leave Transfer Program, and to 
make various lechnicaJ amend
ments thereto; «~ 
S.lI .S. 1.28.999 t kg U 

~ . d II all .Il 
WHEREAS, The City of Seattle rec

ognizes that families ((artd--ftther 
I 4!!l 'n d It 
M 'pe)) r Ie e ,mic stability 
and emotiona1 and ~ychologicaJ 
bonds: and 

WHEREAS, til(" we lfare of all resi 
dents of The City of Sealtlf' is 
enhan<.'€'d by m('llSures that rein
force the bonds uf families «and 

t:I I g l ' tt d ht 
ttnnships)) and that encourage 
commitment to proper care for 
children and parents: and 

WHEREAS, The- City of Seattle 
has already esta blished a sick 
leave progrd.m that may be ut iliz· 
ed for the care o f de pende nt 
children of an o frtcer or 
employee. and a fune ral leavf' 
prugram that may he used in th(' 
ellent of a dea th of certain 
relatives. which p rogram limits 
th(' circumstances in which such 
leave may be used : and 

WHEREAS, e h. 236, Laws of 
1988 . invalidated t he (' urrent 
fony-eight (48) ho u r per year 
Umitation in S.M.C. 4 .24 .035· 80n 
the number of sick leave days that 
maybe used fl)rth t' C..aTe of de pen 
dent children : and 

WHEREAS, it L'j desirable In 
establish a polic'y that allows any 
City ofrtcer or employee 1O utiliU' 
8("('umulated sick leave for lhf' 
care of his or he r spou.'iC (~ 
~er}) or depe ndent 
child or parent of a City officer or 
employee or h is or her spC>llS(> 

((or domestic panner», consistent 
with sLat e law « (~ 
d .A:i put ' d b!t:i: 

t:I P iLl I t r t:l 
p po f til:i:s:it g F ttl 
iea¥ojj; and 

WHEREAS, Cily orricen; and 
e mployees have expressed a will· 
ingness 1O transfer a ccumulatPd 
sjck leave from their sick leave 3('
counts to thf' sick leave accounts 
of other offi cen; o r employees 
who have u.'ied or ahemt lO use all 
of their accumulatt"(t sick leavf' 
because the officers o r e mployee:t 
su ffer f rom catastrophic' illnesses. 
il'\juries, impairments, or physical 
or menw conditions; NOW 
1llEREF'ORE, 

BE IT ORDAINED BY TilE 
crry OF SEATI1.E AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Seattle Municipal Code 
C"S.M.e. ") 4.24 .005 Is amended as 
foUows 

4.24.005 Defmitions. 
Terms used in this chapter shall 

have the meaning indicated 
therero r in the Personnel Ordinance 
(S.M.C. Ch . 4.04) unless another 
meaning is clearly indicated bcklw 
or from theconteXl.· 

A. «(" '8asil H ' g P 
t:l est Fb r tI . II 

te .dAiS tI p r 9 
ti P I ' I Ai paid at 

lc:wt ' path) p gs h 
fit r 1 ' 1 tI e put 4 alif' d 
hes F tI B tic P t 
ship. 'Ri · tii ·dawb d t 
b ' b tc quad:l) j ' tb tot:! cst 

ti p I '« t:i S 
4J#t t:I ..... bctl p ulhI F 
~ 

B. "Dependent child" means 8 
~Id under the age of eighteen who 

(a ) the naturaJ offspringof. 
(b) an adopted or stepchild of, 
(c) u nder the legal guardianship, 

legal cust.ody, o rfost er (;arl'of. 
( (~) Fi =1) d p d I 

""* « (i ) ' d t l tI d IliA 
~) 
an officer or empillyee or a n ur· 
fleer's or e mployee's spu use 
(( d - tA ' P ,er» 

«C, "8 t"c i [ . 
d ' ' oj ttl d ·ss 1 d as 

b) ffi pi) 
fid ·t F 8 fit ,I ', 
;(;1 as p 'do d t .. b .. I. G. 
~.)) 

D. "HeaJth Care Professional " 
means a person wh os.t> service; arl' 
of a type fo r which compensati on b 
paid under any CilY health ('ar(' 

plan. 
E. " Parenl " means and incl ude-. 

on("s oaturaJ o r adupti vf' fathe r or 
mothe r, stepfather or slepmothe r IIr 
fOS{t"r fathe r o r foster mother. 

Sec. 2 . S. M.C. 4.24 .035 IS ame nd· 
edas fo Uows 

4. 24 .035 Pakl s ick Icave- usc 
A . An nfrlct'r ' ~ (lr COl ' 

ployeE"s request for paid s,ck leave 
may be granled whe ll the ufrice r or 
e mployee is required to bt> absenl 
frum wo rk becalLw of: 

I . A pe rsonal illness. lI'Uur,Y IIr 
medical disabilil), incapacitatinp; t h (' 
o frtc:er or empluya- ro r t he pe rfor· 
mam:!;' o f dut)" (lr persona l or 
medical dental appnimmenLS; or 

2, An ilInes.o., injury , or medicaJ ur 
dental appoi ntment of an o fnct'r's 
or €'mployl'f"s spouse, ({~ 
~ or th{" parent or dt--'
peudenl child of such offi<.:eror em· 
p loyee o r his nr he r SI)()use {~ 
~r») when t h('offil'er 
1)1" employeE' loa .. estahlishe-d h is or 
he r eligibility for a n~m- Jlers()naJ sid 
ieaVf' use ascon tempJa led byS.M,C. 
Ch . 4.30 and the absence of thc .. f
ficer or employee from work lS w
quin>d, or whe n such ahst'm'~ I,' 

recomme nded hy a health ca re pru· 
fessi u naJ 

Set'. 3 S. M.C. 4 .24 ,0.40. a.o; la'll 
ame nded by (lrdinarlC'l' 1I 20R8. i:
funheramendl'<l a'i follnws 

4 .24 .040 Sick leavf' rep(>rt ln~ -
Pay me nt 
Compensation fo r ahsenc(> uf an ()(. 
fi cer or eml)loye(' f rom duty flH' ltn y 
reason conte mplated in St-'<'t um 
4.24.035 shaJ! I I€' paid upon ap· 
proval o f su ch absentc("s appllin
ting autho rity or t.hat a ut hu rity' s 
designee . In order to rereivc com· 
pensat ion f U I" s u ch ahsen("(', an uf· 
fteer or employee shall mak(' 
himself or he rself a \'ailable ror SUdl 
investigation. medical ur Olh erw jS(~ , 
a. ... such appointing aut ho rity ur the 
Personnel Dlrector deems ap
propriate , Eith er sllch ap pu intiOfo( 
authorit y or th~ Person~llJil"C('I Clr 
may requ il't' asu pporting repo n of a 
heaJt hcareprofession al from tht' uf· 
fieer o r e m pII)Yf'e. Cumpensat iun 
for ahse nces beyond fllur (4) days 
shall be paid only afte r a pproval hy 
suc h absentee's appo intingauthl)li· 
ty o r that authnrit y's de;ign('!(', I)f a 
request from the officer or em
ployee suppo rted by a report tlf tht, 
he alth care pmfessional t reatingtht' 
officer or e mpluyee or the spoUSt;' or 
de pendent c hild (lr pa rent of til(' "f· 
ftee r or employee ((~ 
d tifi d ' S.rt. G, U! I.HaC-A:! ,») 

l)r by a heaJth care prufessiunal 
selected by the Personne l D)T(~cl.(Jr 

Sec. 4. nlere is ad riE"d tu S, M.C, 
Ch . 4 ,24 a ne w st'<'tion , S.M,C. 
4.24 . IOO, a.s fulluws 

4.24 .100 Si('k Leave Trcm sfer I'm
~ 

A . The Personnel Director sh all 
implement a pilot Sick Leave 
Transfe r Program allowing fllr the 
transfe r of acc umulated sick leave 
hours from th e account o f any of· 
ficer or e mployee who desires to 
participate in such p rogram to thE' 
accumulated sick lea liE' ho urs JlC

('tlunl of another o fficer o r 
employee designated by the donor
offker or +employee. Such Sid< 
Leave Transfe r J70gratn shall In· 
dude at leB..'!"t lhe rollowing 
elements: 

1. The sick leave being trans· 
ferred shall be t ranslated into a 
dollar ftgure based upon the donor
offieer's or -employee's ~ralght 
time rate of pay. 

2 . An officer or employee may 
receive sick leave from donor· 
officer or -employee if lhe Pe rson· 

IlCI Ulfe(1.Ul"llIltlS that 
a. Tht' receiving officer !lr 

e mployee suffers f rom a 
catastrnphic illness, i l'U u r)', im
painnem , or physical or me ni al 
l.YJndition. and it has caused, or 
b Uke iy to cause. the receivlll~ 
o fficer or employee to 
(1) guon leave without pay: or 
(2) leave Ci ty employment: 

b Th(' r{'Ce iving om eer's ur 
('mpioyee' s a~nct' and the 
u--.e of contributed leavt' at(' 
j ustified: 

('. lJepietion of the N'('el \ring of. 
fker' s or e mpioyet,'s avwlahlt, 
a ccumulated sick leave ha , 0(:' 

{·urcf.'lor i",imminen t; 
d Th£' rt"('ei ving o ffil.:er or em· 

ployee has dilige ntly 311empted 
to accrue sick leav(' reserves: 
and 

c. Tlw re<.:eiving "fficer or 
e mployee is nut e ligibll' fur 
henefi l!o1 unde r S. M.C. Ch . 4 .44 
or unde r t h p Stal t' Indu~1.rial ln · 
su ran("t' and Med icaJ Aid A{~ 

3. Tht' Pe rsonnel Directur shall 
estab lbh , by rule . liffilLSfor: 
a TIle maximum nu mher llf hnur.; 

Hf sirklea\,f'aTt~ei\ingofficer 
ur e mpluyee may j)e ffi lIlaJly 
haVf' 3(i'rucd befun~ such ufo 
fieernr em p)oyE't' rna,'" r('('cj v(' 
sic k leave hou rs from a nillhe r 
n f fi<"er .lr t"mployfi't' : 

b The minimum n umhe r sick 
leav(> huu n; a du nor·offi(:er I lr 
-employf'p must hav!' accnll'd 
and mUM retain if all uw('d 10 
irdn. ... fer a dd iliunal a ("C rue<islt"k 
leave huun; to anuthe r nffi c'('r 
o r e mployee: 

e , Thl' maximum r.urnht!r o f ac
<-rued skk lea Vf" h" un; lha l a 
donor·offi('er or· f'mployC(·may 
lmn .... fer to anolhe r officer o r 
e mployee; <U1d 

d. The maxim u m nu mht.' r uf si{'k 
lea lie hu u rs, as equa tf'd to the 
ra :e iving officer 's or 
('m,)luYe{-'sstraight ti mf' rate-of 
pay, thai a rt"Ceiving "ffic('l" nr 
e mploye<' may I't' t"eiv(', ..... h ich 
numbt'r, in no {'w'nt, shall t'x· 
C't"t"d l04tthflun; . 

4. TIwdonur·officeror ·{'m pl oyt.'t:' 
and Ih t, rp{"eivin~ uffker o r 
em pluyee shaJl each fiJ(' with Ih(> a (l
poilliingauthori ty fur thei r respe("' 
ti vt' employing UniL'i Lheir affida vit 
or df'{'laralion . in a fll rm provided 
by the Pe rson nel lliret:tHr, 
acknowlf'dgingthatsu('hsll'k It'av(' 
t rcll1sfe r IS inu.'nded 10 ht' a gifl. and 
ha.'i heen ur will bE-accomplished for 
nU,I)r w ithllut t hcexeha nJ{E'o f a Il Y, 
{,)mpe nsaUt Ill or (" "tside ralil l!l 
what.:,o:K'v('r 

B, Withill fi fteen (15) 
months after iL'" implt.·me n u:ltiu n. 
lh(' Personne l DirCl,:lOr s hall 
(>\'a lua t(' such pilot Sick Leavf' 
Transfer Pruf{rclm and shall submil a 
writte n TPpurt t il the City Council 
regardu'ijl; {he e ff('('U\'C' ness o f such 
program , gi ven iL'" intcndPd p ur· 
poses: t he exte nt o f its llSe'; and it" 
l'fenerdl iml}a('1 un use of skk I<>a\'(' 
together ..... it h t hE' Pen.n one l Diret" 
tor ' !<o ret:omme ndat.ion [or Ihe (;(In ' 
UnUall()n , di."C'ontinuation , or 
modificatio n " f such progr"rl U1 . Such 
~ I()I program s hall te rminat£, eigh
tet'n (1M) mon t hs after it.o.; IInp le men' 
latio n date unle$ rhf' p rogra m i,o; 
reauthorized or is e Xl ended hy the 
CilyCuu ncil, hyordinan{'C 

Sec1i()n 5 . S. M.C. 4.28.0:W is 
ame nded as fo lluws 

4 .28.020 Defi nilions 
A. For t h ", purpose;; II[ thL'i 

chapler, Ihe te nn " clust> relativp" 
means the spoust' {~ 
~,child, mother, father , 
brother, sj.stE'r. gr.mdchild , grand~ 
fathe r, nr grandmot h f' r n f an officer 
or employee o r of th~ 
~r)}or such offj ('('r 
or employe .. > • • 'Rela tive ulhe r than 
ckJSe reJati vE''' mean,,; t h(> unclt'. 
aun t. {'ousm , niece o r ne phe w of 
such o ffice r or e mployee: u r t he 
~USE' «( tI: ( - p l )) 
of the brother, sisler , child , o r 
~dchHd o f such officer nr 
employee; or t he uncle , a unt , 
('I)usin , niece. ne phE"w, S, MIUs(> 
(( d L" . P t rer)) of the bnlth · 
e ror ~ster (l ft.he spouse((~ 
~» of such offker o r e m· 
pluyee 

HR.F ll , pwcFtl '. lp 
te , tl t "' d L' , t ,. 

bl~ e tI tI: ~: t" \ : ' f 
ff e pi) 

It l A d b) tl ff 
~ l t 'd 
jlI!tit e ffd dl t" 
Fd st pu t I ' , ' f 

r:. ·bld .l:) f l, tel I 

St.'C", ti, A new cha pter lS add ed III 
the Seattle MUnicipal Ct~e a' 
fulil l ..... s 

4,:JO DO('umentatlon uf Eligi bihl:
fnr Certain Use:- of ,swk kav(' ami 
E-'uncrcl.lLeavl'. 

4,j4 I,U)(I ~:stahl ishmelll I)f EI· 
l.nhili lY for Cert a in f'unercll Leave 
and l\on·p('rsuna l Sk k Leave Uses 

A, Any ufflce r u r e m (Jlllyt!t' who, 
un or a ftl'r thl' efft,\,tlv(' da te of t h is 
( lrd in am '!' 
1 Cummem'(>S sen.·let> rur llw 

Cit y , or 
2 Re('um mem'f':'; City servin' 

fullm~",llg a hreak In suc h servo 
,('e. or 

:1. Bet.'uml'l- another r~erson ' :i 
SfXlUst' {( i ,t" . b n, 

may lI :oOf' .... kk leavl' u nderS.M.C. Ch . 
4 .:t4 fur t he carp o f hi.'i IIr her 
SpOuS4.'.«~er») par· 
en l ur l ht· paren! or child o f hb or 
he r spn u-o.;(> (10 I I, t ») 
nr any lither person added by thl:-. 
Ordin wK't.', hy filing with the a i>' 
pui nt ll'j.( am horily fur hL ... or her 
(" mpluy ing U IUt. wit hin a flCr it..n 
spedfied in S.M.C. 4 .30.l HO-c' a n 
affida vit a., ('unt l:'m plalt~1 in S, M.C, 
4, :lO,O:W. 

B. Tht' PC ffiIl\JI(~1 i>ir{"( 'lo r sha ll 
r>l){"{"ify, hy ru l(', wha l doe· 
umenl3lion , i f an y, thai a person 
whcl isaCityoffit-er llr e mphlyeei m· 
med iate ly (Jri()f hl tht, e ffe<.'tlvP dat(' 
uf thiS Ord inan("p and ..... ho is ((f-lm 
marri ed (( (2) , t" .p t" " 
d , t ' I t . 1 ipl), must pm 
vid( ' III the a l)Il(.inting au thori ty " f 
such nffker 's or e mployet' :-. 
t'm,)I(lyin~ u nil tel eslahlb:h City 
knnwled~' o f such ufficer' s tlr 
employet"'s pan.iclp8.tion in a mar· 
ri~e ( tI: f. b , .;») 
and thf' t.".I l!tibility Clf t ha t offkt' r or 
emploYt>t, to uSt' SICk lean' u nder 
S.;\i .C. Ch . 4 ,24 ft ll" lht' (,.'a re of h i.sur 
hcr!'lf" l u-"C , «~r)) and 
fun('ralleave u nder S.M,C. eh , 4 ,2H 
in cnnnectilln with tht' d l' a t h !lf it 

SPl/US(' (I d 1- is l r») or 
any ol lw r l)t'rsnn added by this IIr · 
dinanl't' 

C. A n o fficer or e mployet> may 
fih' the docu me ntation 
rt'Qu ired ull(l ~ r S,M .C, 4.3t.l.(1II}-A (lr 
Bonly ' 
1 \\,'iLhi n th{' rlrst thirt y (30) day:. 

after the ('omme nee ment dat(, 
of his lJr her marri~E'«01"'-dft
~ip.) 

2. WitJun thE' fi rst thin y (30) da y!<. 
after the ('omme m.'emenl 0 1" 

recom me nceme nl of such of· 
fi cer ' s or e mployef"'s servke: 
and 

3 , Du ring an open e nrollme nl 
pe riod n f ninelY (90) day~ a .. 
specified by Iht" Pe rson ne l 
Director fnllc1wing tJw effe<1.i v{' 
dat I' of this Ord inance and , 
therearte r . d u ring a regular an· 
n ual open en rollme nt penod a ... 
specified by t h e Person nel 
Di Tf'ctor. 

4 ,3U.(t20 Affidav il of Marriage 
(( II , I. ' P b s hip)} 

The docume n tation suffici('nl 10 
qualify an o ffIcer or e mployee t.o use 
~ck leave tlr fune raJ lea ve a-; 
cont.emplat ed In S.M.C, 4.30.0lO-A 
shall consist of an afrldavit in a fonn 
1)TCS<'riiled and funushed by t he 
PNSI,m nel Director , on which such 
offker or e mploye(' dates and signs 
hi~()rher nanlt'and: 

A . A tte.·ts : «~,))that 
hc or she is (' urrently married to thl' 
Individual ide n tified by name o n 
said fo nn: 
(1M )) 

((:" . If r b ., t" It 
t:i po t I ·J . t:! t. 
a- II I til I d 

" jAb' ( I I all b " 
fA d . b. , . If ) 
I tI it 1m d, 

t d , I I 
palla .... :d ' " dl 
Ji#i d t b j . M) I 
f . Itt: ' r ' g p . 

I d ' q( t:I _ tI 
~l : 

tr. 'R) ' d ttl) 

one: 
e:- 'FI ) I '~ t (lS) 

de "h ,. fUf! , It , 'd I . 
I tl ld l "ct)( 

tl Btt r ' I ' gb 

to;- ;; / t ttll, 

I [ I ' d 
~ 

iT 'R . t [I 
.t i t d 

11 f ·ad t:I ' _d 
', .; , ' 1 :1 t ' :sJ 1 t 

1 I , f I l 
[,al tl ' tl [I ' d? I, 
t • . ld I t:I . t ) 

ftJl:l J dd. p tl dat f 
d aff I ' b, t:I d d 

fll I ' dp t . , 1 ' 1 
tl! I , d , ·f , .1 Ii 

d t il , 1 ',1 db 

~~; 6 II~:' I; :: 'ii.' ,,: 
t f LI I t f 

, c1 r I t" P t 
sl P i ' d II II Git.) 
, I l lHI.6 , 1.8U,SrlD 

l I , t:I t, ( f:)A~ d " 
'1 ' 0 t tl . d:t f ,'d FFi 
~) 

D. Agrees to floufy the City if 
theN' IS a chang£' ur tht' nr· 
rumst.an~ att ('Sl,l'fi to in thf' af 
fidavit : and 

C. Affinns, under pe naJlY of law. 
thai t h€' a 'i>Sert.inns in thf' affidavit 
ar(' t ruf" 

(( 1.8a,n[l EJ l't f'F 
fB , t ~ I t. :J ' 11, 
F( II (i; f t:I ', I j l 
tI: t::i , l "p tI (I 

hi. a I I dg I t 
pi t d 6." .6, l .aS.eHI B 
,lI lttH b ff t ' I) L act d P 

tl(d t:I f i t ' pi 
tl f tI (99t1 ) el , afte: 

ft:! t t tl f 
P _ 'd dl II S ' l_ tl f 

bdll f 1)[1 I , 
Iff t , I ' J ( l' .n 
Sec. 7. TIlt" PPr'sunnei Oire<'lor is 

aut horized 10 e Xf"Cute. fnr and o n 
hehaJf of the City, an agreeme nt or 
agreemen ts ..... ith labor organiza
unf\. ... re pTPSCntlng Cit ~, e mployees 
III th £' eXl en l ntces.-;ar:-· to imple
ment th('chan~t>SS(' 1 fort.h in t hi.'ior
dinance for thm~' City empJoyees 
whu a rf' eliJCibll' for sic'k leav(' and 
func raJ leave henc fits and who a re 
represent.ed by lucal union. ... fur pur· 
pl)sesof m llet."tivt" bar~ning 
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The Complete Text of Referendum No.1: 

RESOLUTION 28227 
PROPOSITOIN NO. I 
A RESOLUTION and PROPOSI

TION to amend Article IV, 
Section 24 of the Seattle City 
Chaner in order to permit 
City departments to settle 
ciaims for damages up to an 
amount set by ordinance; 
and to delete an invalid 
120-day deadline for filing 
claims. 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SEATTLE: 

Subject to approval of this 
measure by a majority of the 
votes cast thereon, Article IV, 
Section 24 of the City Chan.er 
is amended as foUows: 

Section 24 . CLAIMS FOR 
DAMAGES: All claims for 
damages against the City must 
be «J3resel tee tB the Gil] 
~d)) filed with the 
9lY. Clerk within the applic
able statute of limitations 
(fa,,! Inti area t eflt) fl8)s &f 
ter w'e lift! e ., el !HieF el8::ifll 
eeettPPe<I)). AlIclaimsfordam
ages must accurately locate 
and describE- the act. omis
§i.QaQr defect that caused the 
iQjury or damage snectfv the 
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date and location of the 
claimed loss describe the basis 
upon which liabilir,v is being 
asserted against the City in
cluding any known witnesses, 
accurately describe the if\iury , 
give residenet' for six months 
last past of the claimant, con
tain the items of damages 
claimed, and be sworn to by 
the claimant or an authorized 
representative . No lawsuit 
~») shall be commenced 
~) against the City 
in which monetarv damages 
are being claimed ((f_ 
~» until a written 
claim fordamages(( tI'e .... ell 
has been presented to and filed 
with the City Clerk ((City 
GO tlfl e.i::l: 8:1 EJ :9i:ut) EAR.:9 ~a e 
elflBtleEJ sltel Stief! fHeSell:a 
tieRj). A lawsuit ba",d uoon 
the allegations of a claim for 
damages may not be com
menced within s ixty (60) days 
of the filing of such claim un
less the applicable statute of 
limitations will expire within 
theSixty (601day period. 

No ordinance shall be passed 
allowing any such claim or any 
part thereof, or appropriating 
money or other property to 

payor satisfy the same o r any 
part thereof, until such claim 
has first been referred w the 
proper department, nor until 
such department has made irs 
report W the City Council 
thereon, pursuant to such ref
erence, provided that , the City 
Council may by genera) ordi
nance provide a different pro
cedure for the payment of any 
claim in any amount as may be 
prescribed from time to hme 
by ordinance passed by a two
thirds majority of all members 
of the City Council. ((of-ftet 
mare t¥1H '~ .69Q sr SHef, Jes 
S£r f1 8:Jflmtlft' 8:fI Ol:iflt as fl8 ' 

~e f!FeseI ieEe 8~ 01 Eii:t ftf ee.)) ~ 
Notwithstanding any provis

ion of this Charter inconsistent 
with this section, pankularly 
Article IV, Sec. I , H. and J ., 
which are hereby superseded 
to the extent. inconsistent 
herewith, any ordinance 
which may be required to al 
low a claim or appropriate 
money or other property to 
payor satisfy the same or any 
part thereof shall become ef
fective upon approval by the 
Mayor. 
BEITFURTIfERRESOLVED: 

As contemplated by Charter 
Article XX, Section 1 providing 
for charter amendments pro
posed by the City Council, this 
resolution shall be submitted 
to the qualified voters of the 
City at the next general 
municipai election. The prop
osition shall be voted upon in 
the following manner: 

There shall be placed upon 
the ballot a statement of prop
osition substantially in the
form as follo ws: 

Referendum No. I 
Proposed City Charter 

Amendment No. I 
" Shall Article fv , Section 24 

of the Seattle City Charter be 
amended to empower the City 
to set by ordinance the max
imum amount for settlemenT. 
of damage claims by City dl>
partmems, to delete the City 
120-day deadline for filing 
claims and to bring other City 
claims procedures into con
formance with State law? 

Ye,--
No __ " 
Every qualified voter at the 

election desiring to ratify the 
resolution shall mark his or her 
ballot .. y €S. " Every voter 

deSiring to reject the resol ution 
shall mark his or her ballot 
" No ." 

Upon approval of this resolu
t ion by the City Council and 
not less than forty-five (45) 
days before the date of such 
election, the City Clerk shall 
certify to the Director of the 
Department of Records and 
Elections of King County as 
supervisor of Elections this 
pro position in the form of a 
ballot title conforming to the 
foregoing statement of the 
same, and certify therewith a 
copy of this resolution in full. 

ADOPTED by the City Coun
cil of The City of Seattle this 
27th day of August , 1990. and 
signed by me in open session in 
authenticatio n of its adoption 
this 27th day of August, 1990 

Paul Kraabel 
President of the City Council 

Filed by me this 27th day of 
August , 1990. 
ATTEST 
Norward J . Brooks 
Cit.), Comptroller and City 
Clerk 
By: Margaret Caner 
Deputy 



The Complete Text of Proposition No.1: 

ORDINANCE 116289 
AN ORDIN,ANCE provid.ing for 

the subrrussion to the qualified 
eleCl?rs of the City at a spedal 
ek!ctlon on November 6, 1990 of a 
proposition authorizing the City to 

~~nnt::~:~::J"~ {os 
percent limitation on levies for 
the purpct!e of providi.ng assist
ance to Seattle Public Schools 
students and their families for 
educ;.ational and developmental 
services, :5uch as early childhood 
development , !Chool-'based stu
dentJfamily services, com
prehensive student health sen-· 
lc;:es,. and out,-af-school youth a.c
tlVtties; proYJding for the annual 
levy; establishing the funding 

~~~~~~re~au~o~:~~ 
plementingagreements. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY 1l!E CITY 
OF SEA TI'LE AS FOLLOWS 
Sect~on 1. F1nding8. The City 

9ounCl1 makes the following rmd--a} Providing the educational and 
developmental seTVU~es 
authorized by Section 5 is a City 
p~ as well as an educa
tionalpurpose; 

b) The a ctivities to be funded are 
supplemental to the basic 
educalio~ financed by the State 
of Washington and will not 
~place or reduce state fun
ding for Seattle public schools" 

c) ~nurgentneedexistsrorpro~i. 
SlOn of the educational and 
developmental services to be 
financed with Levy proceeds 
and its urgency constitutes an 
e.mergency requiring submis
Slon to the qualified electors of 
'J.lle City of.~atUe of a propo:si~ 
tion 8uth0':W~ regular proper· 
ty tax leVies m exces;; of the 
106% levy limitation for this 
sole Pl:lrpo5e for seven years at 
8 special eJectJOn to be held in 
conjunction with the state 
senerat e lection on November 
6,1990 

~ion 2. Definitions. As used in 
this ord.inance, the following words 
shall ha.ve the meanings: 
a. "City" means The City of Seat· 

tle. 
"Educational and devel
opmental services" means the 
array of programs and activities 
authorized in Section 5 

c "Levy" means the levy of 
regular propen.y taxes for the 
Purpose!'! and under the condi
tions provided in this ordinance 
and authorized by the elec
torate pursuant to state law 

d "Seattle School District" and 
"School District" means Seat 
tie School District No .. 1 

Section 3. Levy submittal The 
City hereby submits to the Qualified 
~ectors of the City a proposition as 
authori2:ed by RCW 84.55.050 to ex
ceed the one hundred six percent 
(106 %) levy limitation on regular 
property taxes contained in RCW 
84.55.010 for property taxes levied 
in 1990 through )996 for collection 
in 1991 through 1997, respectively, 
f~rt.he!K)lepu.rposeofraisingSixty
rune Million Two Hundred Seven 
Thousand Dollars ($69,207,000) in 
aggregate over seven (7) years, to 
provide educational and develop
mental services for students and 
families in cor\iunction with Seattle 

~~ ~~:~'y~:~r:!e~~ 
Milhon Five Hundred Thousand 
Dollars.('B,500,OOO) in the rrrst year 
and to mcrease that amount by fivE' 
(5) percent compounded annually 
for each successive year for seven 
(7) years, through an increue in the 
levy rate ofapproxima.tely '0.23438 
per On. Thousand Dollan; (SI,OOO) 
of llS8e9ged value, or so much 
thereo(asmaybenecessarytoraise 
the aforesaid sum. "0.23438 
reflects the estimated levy amount 
in 1990 for collection m 1991; the 
~yratefortaxeslevied in years 
1991 through 1996 for collection the 
following years may vary to reflect 
the larger municipal tax base an
tidpated .) Pursuant to RCW 
84.55.050 (4), property taxes levied 
in 1997 forcoUection in 1998 and in 
later yean! shall be computed as if 
the limitation on levif!8 contained In 
RCW 84.55.010 had been in effect 
oontinuously and property taxes 
had not been increased under this 
ordinance. 

Section 4. Application of Levy 

ProceedI. The proceeds of the levy ~ocation:" as more (uUy contained 
shall be .deposited .in the City mthisordinancenie , areillustrative 
Treasury mto a Special fund, en- p~edents for later years.. By or-
titlted the "Educational and dinance, thE' City may from year-to-
Developmental Services Fund ' year change the allocations be-
Moneys in the fund may be tem- tween the ~our components; add or 
porarily deposited or invested in rn:le~e llUijor program e lements 
such manner as may be lawful for Wlthin a ~mP:Onent; change the 
~e investment of City money and scope o.f ~t1vitles or the emphasis; 
mterest and other earning<! shaU be and , ~thm. a budget year in con 
added thereto. The principal pro- sU.ltauon Wlth the Oversight Com· 
ceeds from the Levy and any in- nuttee, reallocate unexpended and 
terest or o~er earning5 from their unencumbered funds (rom one pro-
deposit or Investment shall be ap- gram element or component to 
plied solely for educational and another. Funds unexpended at the 
development services. end of any budget year shall be car-

Section 5. Educational and ned over to the next budget year. 
Development Services. The No morelhanfive peT<'ent(5%)of 
edu~ational and developmentaJ the Levy proceeds in any year shall 
serviCes. funded by Levy proceeds be used fo r administralive support 
are demgned to help address the of these prograrnsby the City andlor 
needs of Seattle's children, foster the School District. 
learning, and improve educational Section 6 . Oven.tghtCommittee_ 
outcomes, ensun> accessibility for There .is establisht;<J an Oversight 
all students of the School District. ~mnuttee to review the expen 
through a program with the foUow~ dit ure0.cl.A:-vy funds: to advise upon 
ing four components funded direct- e xpendltures and allocations for the 
Iy, ~d a fifth componellt setting foUowin~ year and priorities fo r 
prionties for funds of the Seattle School District funds made available 
School District made available for for reuse by the expenditure of 
~C:~ use by Levy support of ac- Lev)" proceeds (" Redirected Mon-
t]Vltles that the School Distnct eys' ') and to make recommen-
would otherwise fund . DoUar fig- dati(;ms on the implementation of 
ures are 1991 allocations rounded to particular programs and on an~' 
the nearest one hundred thousand reallocation of funds during a 
1 Earl.y childhood development budget year . . Budset and program 

(m1\tOr program elements tn- recommendations of the Oversight 
clude .child care , preschool Committee shall be submitted to the 
educatIon, and family support. Mayor, to thf' City Council, to the 
parent education, all to assist Superintendent of the School Dis-
preschool children age 5 and tri.ct, andtothc.CityComptroUerfor 
younger and their parents; filing as a pubhc record . The Over-
services would be multi sight Committee shall cnnsist of five 
cultural and include both ('om- membe~ consisting of the Mayor . 
muruty and school.ba.'Ied ~heCh8J.r ofth€~ityCouncirsHou!t" 
delivery syste ms) 109, Human SeMces and Education 
$2.2 million Committee, or its SUc("es50r, the 

2 School-based student' familv representative of thE' Seat tle School 
services (ml\ior program e le- District, and 1 wo Seattle citizens 
ments ~c1ude elementary who shall be appointed bv thE' 
school fanuly suppon workers, Mayor and City Council in con-
a mid~le school dro~out sultation with the School District 
prevention program, elemen- Appointed me mbers shall serve for 
tary school counselors, coun- a period of thr~ years, commencing 
seling services for homeless at .the respective. dates of their ap-
children, and school-based pomtments. su bject to reappoint-
volunteer coordination and ment ; appointed members shall be 
neighborhood involvement. discharged rrom further service by 

=:Osch~I~n;~n~rsu:~ :;::~ ~~~x~~~n~~~~Se~i: 
~ alleviate J;lroblems that tle. and for other cause. Members 
mterfere With student .sh~1 serve with out pay, but may be 
learning) relm.bursed their expenses, in-
S2.0million eludmg payments for c hild care 

3 . . Comprehensive !ltudent health ..... hile . attending . meetings. The 
~rvires (major program Oversight Commlttet' may adopt 
e lements in<:lude K-12 school rul~ for its own procedures, in-
nurses and health services. dudlJl~ the frequency of meetings 
~n health care center e xpan- The DIrector of Human Resources 
Slon, outreach to at-risk shall provide 31.afr and logistical sup-
-:-tudents, drug .prevention and port for the Oversight Committee 
Ultervention; Implementation Section 7. Implement ing 
would involve the SeattlefKing Agreements. The City shall carry 
County Health Department and oot the educational and de\'eJ-
community-based health care o~mental services by agreement 
providers). ~1th the ~atLie School District . the 
12.7 million Seattle-Klng County Health Depart· 

4 Out.-of-School a.ct.ivities (mBjor menl. and \I.'lth such other agencies 
program elements include and persons as '!lay be appropriate 
" latch-key" activities before Agreements With <?lher sovem· 
and after school for elementary ments shall contain eLther the equal 
age and community and school- ~pl.o~ent opportunity/non-dis-

~. programs for youth ages ~o~~~~s~~ss ~~;~~~ft~~ ~d 
SL6miUion VISIOns and Section 504 

_>\s II condition of receiving the accommodations requiremenl of 
bE;ne~its of Levy f~nds , the School the City or the contrac:til18 govern-
Dlstnct funds , which had ~n or ment;. all othe~ agreements shall 
otherwise would be committed for contam the City 's requirements 
programs or activities rmanced by thereon 
Levy proceeds. shall be used for Section 8 . Election; Ballot TItle. 
an educatl?nal enrichment compo- The King: County Director of 
nent that IS. supplernenta1 to (8J1d Recotd:s and Elections. a.o; ex Q[ficio 

~~O;. ts~l~~:n~~~~~ ~~LSO:'~~~~~~~~:::~;: 
recei\'ing the benefits of such Levy emergency , as described in Section 
funds , the School Di&'rict shall I (d) , and to assume jurisdiction of 
redirect funds freed by the Levy to and ~o call and . condu<..1 a speciaJ 
support pmgrams selected from elecuon in coruunction y.;!h the 
among the following high-priority state general election on ~ovember 
educational needs 6 , 1990 and to submit to the quali-
• Staff Training and Devel- .. fled e lectors of the City the proposi-

opment tion set forth below. 

• :~~day Kindergarten Expan- ed~;~t~~:!, :or.f;::~~~g~~ 
Library Services Enhancement five (45) days. prior to November 6 , 

• Arts and Music Education 1990,. to certify the proposition to 
Enrichment Grants for theKmgCountyDirect.orofRN'ords 
SchooVSlte Council Priorities and Eiections in the foUowing form 
School Buildings and Grounds THE CITY OF SEATrLE 
lmprovementIMainlenance PROPOSmON NUMBER 1 

• ClassSi.ze Reduction Models (FAMIUES AND 
• BllinguaI and Special Education EDUCATION LEVY) 
• Vocational Education Shall Seattle increase its regular 
The total of the educational enrich- property tax levy collected In 1991 
ment component is estimated in through 1997 only, byapproxtJnate-
1991 tobeabout'2 ,100,OOO. Iy SO.23438 per thousand dollars of 
1991 program descriptions and assessed valuation, over the 106% 

limitation on levies (the increa.o;c 
ti"lereafterto cease) in order to pro
~de about. $69,207 ,OCMJ (S8.500,()(K) 
l!1 1991) for educational and 
developmental services for SludenL~ 
and families in cor\iunction with 
Seattlepublic schools, allasdescrib
ed in Ordinance 1152B91 

LevyYes __ 
LevyNo __ 

~= ~p= ~~ v~~k"~~~;; 
ballots " ~ u". If a majority of the 
e1ectorsshal.l vote Yes, then the tax 
at .the increa.'!ed rdte is herebv 
leVied and shall be collect.ed as pm. 
videdbylaw 

Section 9. Ratlfic:ations. Cef"

ti~lcatioJ1 of such proposition bv the 
CLtyClerk t.o the King County Oiret:
tor of Records and Elections in 

accordant-e with law prior to the 
date of such election on November 
6, .1900, and any other act conslstent 
Wlth the authority and prior to the 
effective' date of this ordinance , are 
hereby ratified and confirmed. 

Section 10. Sevel'8bUlty. In the 
evenl anyone Of" more of the provi
SiOns of this ordioan.ce shall for any 
re8:-~n be held to be Invalid, such in· 
valld.lt.y shall n?t affect any other 
proVISion of thts ordinance or the 
)e\'y, but this ordinance and the levy 
shall be eonstrued and enforced W5 if 
such invalid provisions had not been 
contain~ . therein; provided that 
any proVISions which shall for any 
reason be. held by reason of its ex
tent to be uwahd shall be deemed to 
be In effect to the extent pennitted 
by law 

The effect of Proposition No. 1 if 
approved by the people: 
(conlinuedj'rom page 63) 

4. Out-of-&hool activities (major program elements include 
"latch-key" acti\~ties before and after school for 

~~~~~~~~g:~~~)~ommunjty and school-based programs 

As a condition of receiving moneys for the above-described 
progr:uus, the School District will have to agree to provide 
certain educational enrichment efforts with any School 
Distnct funds made available as a result of receiving the City 
moneys. The measure provides for establishment of an 
Oversight Committee of City and School District officials and 
citizens to make allocation, budgeting and program 
recommendations to the City and the School District. 
The increase in taxes, if the measure is approved , would be 
approxunately $0,23438 per $1,000 of assessed value. The 
foregomg figure is the estimated levy amount in 1990 for 
collection in 1991; the levy rate for taxes in years 1991 
through 1996 f?r collection in 1992 through 1997 may vary to 
reflect the antlClpated larger municipal tax base. At the end 
of the levy period, the base for computation of property 
taxes will return to its original level as if the 106 percent 
limitation had not been raised. 
A copy of Ordinance 115289, authorizing the levy, along with 
additlonal explanatory materials, may be obtained from the 
City Clerk. 

'{]'r:iCs:,ove state was prepared by the City Attorney's 
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· ................................ . 
The Women's Suffrage Debate in the Pacific Northwest 

"Shall a human soul, whether in male or female form, have an 
equal opportunity with fNery other soul to express an opinion (for 
voting is simply an expression of opinion) or shall physiological 
structure determine the capacity of human intelligence to life, 
liberty or self-government?" 

- Washington Equal Suffrage Association President 
Emma Smith De Voe, in a 191 0 article 

"Give the women of Washington the right to vote. Educate us 
on all questions ci public weal that interest you. We will be willing 
and apt pupils, and you can depend on our votes to support the 
measure deemed by the wisest and most public-spirited and 
intelligent of you as advisable to make this state of Washington an 
honor to the name it bears ... " 
-- From a 191 0 pamphlet entitled "A Plea for the Right of Suffrage 

to be Restored totheWomen of the State of Wash ington" 
written byMrs.John B.Allen 

"This is politics, my friends! Restrict the ballot as you deem best 
for the public .....eal, but I beg ci you, men ci Washington and voters, 
do not longer make itan a lineof sex alone. Restrictitasyouwill , 
on a line ci intelligence, ci property interests, ci morality, but do not 
longer place iton the inane line of sex alone." 
-- From a 191 0 pamphlet entitled "A Plea for the Rightof Suffrage 

to be Restored to the Women of the State of Washington" 
written by Mrs. John B. Allen 

"The idea of free government does not appertain to those not 
enfranchised ... By all men's definition ci the term, the withhold-
ing of the ballot and representation while taxes are imposed is the 
most abject ci servitude." 
-- Susan B. Anthony, in an address to the Washington Territorial 

Legislature at Olympia. October 19, 1871 

''The object ci the woman movement is to elevate all humanity; 
to make the world better, purer and happier; to make woman, who 
is by nature and association the best friend of man, his political 
equal, and that thereby both my receive the eq ual benefit of the 
laws by which both are governed." 

--Abigail Scott Duniway, inan 1871 article in her 
Portland-based newspaper New Northwest 

" ... it seems to me a subject ci well worthy of the attention ci the 
American people, to consider why one half of our population is 
denied all voice in civil government" 
-- From a speech by the Hen. Daniel R. Bigelow, member of the 
Washington Territorial House of Representatives, on 10/14/1 871. 

"Give us the political fulcrum, and we will plant our IfNer and 
move the world to a higher and nobler civilization." 

-- Susa n B. Anthony, add ress to the Oregon 
Congress of Women June 18% 

"Women of the state of Washington have had the right to Vd.e 

for something more than three years. I know ci no one who favored 
giving Washington women the right to vote who today opposes it, 
and large numbers of those who originally opposed itare now in 
favor of it The results in the state of Washington have certainly 
indicated that women assist, rather than ctherwise, in public affairs, 
by having the ballot" 

-- Washington Governor Ernest Lister January 28, 1915 

"In my opinion, every woman in the territory is entitled to vote 
on the same terms as any man. Her right to \cte is not oonclusively 
denied, until denied by the court of last resort, or by paramount 
legislation." 

-- Attributed to Roger S. Greene, Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Washington Territory, 1888 

" ... fNery male blackguard and ignoramus can \cte if he wants 
to, and no woman, no matter hem cultured and intelligent, can vote 
ifshewantsto." 

-- Portland attorney Charles Erskine Scott Wood, 1906 

"Many of us were led to support lwoman] suffrage in Washing
ton by the familiar argument that it would tend to purify politics and 
make for better government .. on the contrary, it has simply added 
to the numbers ci those who can be used in the interest d oorrupt 
politics, and has resulted in a hodge-podge of iII-<ligested, sentimen
tal, socialistic legislation which is a menace to the welfare of the 
state." 

--Judge W.H. Snell of Tacoma, in an article in the 
Boston Post March 31, 1915. 

"After the ..• toi I of the day a man does not I ike to come home 
and discuss politics with his wife, who through the day has been 
hobnobbing with all the politicians of the day and learned totalk 
with other men at cross purposes with her husband." 

-- Rev. Clarence True Wilson, Portland, 1906 

" ... there is nothing so distasteful or demoralizing as a mother up 
to her neck in politiCS while her children roam the streets." 

-- Oregon businessman Martin C. Banfield, 1906 

" ... respectable women ... whom we would naturally look to to 
purify the political atmosphere by her vote, her influence and her 
example, will not enter into the filthy political mess of modern 
politiCS; her whole nature shrinks from it, and shewill not use her 
right to vote." 

- Antisuffragist Charles V. Cooper, Oregon, 1906 

• ------- ----- ----- .............. 
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FOR OUR INFORMATION . ... 

Please take a minute and complete this comment sheet. Your comments provide va luable 
assistance in the improvement of this voters' pamphlet. Please mail it to King County 
Division of Records and Elections, 553 King County Administration Building, Seattle, WA, 
98104. 

1. Was this pamphlet delivered early enough to 
help you study the issues? 

2. Was the design and format of the pamphlet 
appealing and readable? 

3. Was the information, including the ballot title 
and explanatory statement, provided for each 
measure clear and understandable? 

4. Do you have any suggestions which might 
improve the voters' pamphlet or is there any other 
voter information you would like to have included 
in future editions of the voters' pamphlet? 

Your comments count! 

YES NO 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 
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WASHINGTON STATE VOTER INFORMATION 

VOTER REGISTRATION 
Qualifications for registering: 

1. You are a U.S. citizen by birth or naturalization. 
2. You will be 18 or older on the day of the primary 

or general election. 
3. You are a legal resident of the State of Washington. 

When to register: 

Anytime, but you must register 30 days before the election to 
be qualified to vote. The voter registration deadline for the 
1990 State General Election is October 6, 1990. 

Where to register: 

You must register in person at the King County Division of 
Records and Elections or before a city or town clerk, or 
deputy voter registrar. Deputy registrars are located in most 
public schools, some fire stations, branch public libraries 
and state offices. Contact the Division of Records and 
Elections at 290-VOTE (or TOO 290-0109) for the location 
of a registration facility near you. 
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When it is necessary to re-register: 

You must re-register only if: 
1. You did not vote in the previous 24-month period, or 
2. You have moved from one county to another, or 
3. You have legally changed your name, or 
4. If you have moved more than 6 months ago and the office 
has mailed you a card which the post office has returned as 
undeliverable, your registration would be cancelled after 60 
days. 
To be el igible to vote, you must re-register 30 days before the 
election. Keep your registration current. Your registration 
remains val id as long as you exercise your right to vote! 

If you move, you must transfer your registration: 

If you move within a county, you should also change your 
voter registration. This can be done before a deputy registrar 
or by mail. If you mail the information, include both your old 
and new addresses and your signature and forward to the 
Division of Records and Elections, 553 King County Ad
ministration Building, Seattle, WA 98104. To be eligible to 
vote in your new precinct, you must transfer your registration 
30 days before the election. 



ELECTION DAY AND VOTING 

Where to vote: 

At your precinct's polling place. The name or 
number of your precinct and polling place are on 
your registration card. Polling place locations are 
also published in the newspaper the Friday before 
the election. You may also call the Division of 
Records and Elections at 296-VOTE or TDD 296-
0109 for information. 

When to vote: 

Polls are open from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 

How to vote: 

Three methods of voting are used in Washington 
State: punchcard, lever machines and paper bal
lots. King County uses punchcard voting. If you 
need assistance, you may ask an election offiCial, 
before you vote, to explain how to use the voting 
device. You may also request assistance from two 
election officials of opposite political parties or a 
person of your choice in recording your vote. If you 
make an error on your ballot, you may request a 
replacement. 

Absentee Voting: 

1. Regular Absentee Ballot: If you cannet vote in 
person, you may vote by absentee ballot. You may 
request an absentee ballot in person or by mail, as 
early as 45 days before the election, but no later 
than the day before the election. 

Exception: If you are confined to the hospital and 
were admitted no earlier than five days before the 
election, you may apply for an absentee ballot upto 
and including the day of the election. 

2. Service Absentee Ballot: Members of the 
military service may apply for an absentee ballot at 
any time. Such service voters will be mailed an 
absentee ballot for the next primary, general elec
tion or special election. 

3. Special Absentee Ballot: A voter who is worki ng 
outside the continental United States and will be 
unable to return a regul ar absentee ballot by normal 
mail delivery may apply for a special absentee 
ballot 90 days before the primary or general elec
tion. The special absentee ballot will contain the 
offices and measures, if known, scheduled to ap
pear on the ballot. The Division of Records and 
Elections will include a list of candidates who have 
filed and a list of any issues that have been referred 
to the ballot before the appl ication was filed. 

The voter may use the special absentee ballot to 
write in the name of any el igible candidate for each 
office and vote on any measure. 

4. Ongoing Absentee Ballot: If you are a disabled 
person or age 65 or over, you may apply for status 
as an ongoing absentee voter. This will entitle you 
to automatically receive an absentee ballotforeach 
subsequent election through January of the next 
odd-numbered year. At that time, the Division of 
Records and Elections will send an application to 
you to renew your ongoing absentee voter status. 
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Every Washington voter will have the opportunity to vote on four statewide measures as well as local issues and candidates at 
the state general election on November 6, 1990. Voters are encouraged to bring any list or sample ballot to the polling place 
to make voting easier. State law provides: hAny voter may take with him into the polling place any printed or written 
memorandum to assist him in marking or preparing his bal lot." (RCW 29.51 .1 80). 

YES 

o 
NO YES NO YES 

COURT Of APPEALS, POSITION NO.2 
Walter E. Webster, Jr . 

INITIATIVE MEASURE 547 o STATE REP, 36TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 2 
Larry Phillips (D) 0 o 

HOUSE JOINT RES. 4203 o o ~~sonOO 0 
SEATTLE DISTRICT COURT, POSITION NO.1 

HOUSE JOINT RES. 4231 o o STATE SENATOR, 37TH DISTRICT 
Dwight Pelz (D) 

Philip Y. Killien 0 
o James R. Hardman 0 

SENATE JOINT RES. 8212 o o David L. Christensen (R) o 

REP, 1 ST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

Cynthia Su llivan (D) 

John Miller (R) 

REP, 7TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

Jim McDermott (D) 

Larry Penberthy (R) 

Robbie Scherr (SW) 

STATE REP, 1ST DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 1 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

Nancy Rust (D) 0 
George Bye (R) 0 

STATE REP, 1ST DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 2 

Grace Cole (D) 0 
Marilyn Cropley (R) o 

STATE REP, 11TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 1 

June Leonard (D) 0 
Marilynn Sears (R) 0 

STATE REP, 11TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.2 
Margarita Prentice (D) 0 
Mike Sweeney (R) 0 

STATE SENATOR, 32ND DISTRICT 
AI Will iams (D) 0 
Tom Tangen (R) 0 

STATE REP, 32ND DISTRICT, POSITION NO.1 
Joanne Brekke (D) 0 

STATE REP, 32ND DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 2 
R.P. (Dick) Nelson (D) 0 

STATE SENATOR, 34TH DISTRICT 
Phil Talmadge (D) 
Patr ick Gallagher (R) 

o 
o 

STATE REP, 34TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.1 
Michael Heavey (D) 0 

STATE REP, 34TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.2 
Georgette W. Valle (D) 0 
Chris NeVan (R) 0 

STATE SENATOR, 36TH DISTRICT 
Ray Moore (D) 0 
Andy McLauchlan (R) 0 

STATE REP, 36TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.1 
Helen Sommers (D) 0 
Jim Dunham (R) 0 
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SEATTLE DISTRICT COURT, POSITION NO. 2 
STATE REP, 37TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.1 Mark Chow 0 

John L. O'Brien (D) 0 
Barbara Parsons (R) 0 SEA TTLE DISTRICT COURT, POSITION NO.3 
James X. Ellis (NA) 0 Darcy C. Goodman 0 

STATE REP, 37TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.2 SEATTLE DISTRICT COURT, POSITION NO.4 
Gary Locke (D) 0 John G. Ritchie 0 
R. John Oonoso (R) 0 
Curt Smith (NA) 0 SEATTLE DISTRICT COURT, POSITION NO.5 

STATE SENATOR, 43RD DISTRICT 
Janice Niemi (D) 
Patrick Haggerty (NA) 

Laura C. Inveen 0 

o SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO. 1 
o Stephen R. Schaefer 0 

Joseph Burnstin 0 
STATE REP, 43RD DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 1 

Cal Anderson (D) 0 SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO.2 
James E. Alonzo (R) 0 Ronald Kessler 0 

STATE REP, 43RD DISTRICT, POSITION NO. 2 SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO.3 
Jesse Wineberry (D) 0 Ron A. Mamiya 0 

STATE SENATOR, 46TH DISTRICT SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO. 4 
Nita Rinehart (D) 0 John F. Vercimak 0 
Gary Greer (R) 0 Judith Montgomery Hightower 0 

STATE REP, 46TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.1 SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO. 5 
Marl in Appelwick (D) 0 George W. Holifield 0 
John P. G ibbons (R) 0 

SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO.6 
STATE REP, 46TH DISTRICT, POSITION NO.2 Barbara Madsen 0 

Ken G. Jacobsen (D) 0 
SEATTLE MUNI . COURT, POSITION NO. 7 

KING CO. PROP. NO. 1· AFIS 0 0 Helen Lou ise Halpert 0 

KING CO. PROP. NO. 21 • TREE 0 0 SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO. 10 
Nicole K. Macinnes 0 

PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Norm Maleng (R) 0 SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, pOSITION NO. 11 

Stan Taylor 0 
STATE SUPREME COURT, POSITION NO. 1 Fred Bonner 0 

Richard Guy 0 
SEATTLE MUNI. COURT, POSITION NO. 12 

STATE SUPREME COURT, POSITION NO. 2 C. Kimi Kondo 0 
Charles Z. Smith 0 

REFERENDUM NO. 1 · PROPOSED CHARTER 
STATE SUPREME COURT, POSITION NO. 3 AMENDMENT NO.1 0 0 

Barbara Durham 0 
INITIATIVE MEASURE NO. 35 o o 

STATE SUPREME COURT, POSITION NO. 4 
Charles W. johnson 0 PROP. NO. 1· FAMILIES & EDUCATION 

LWY 0 0 
COURT OF APPEALS, POSITION NO. 1 

H. Joseph Coleman o SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL POSITION NO.1 
Sue Donaldson 0 
David Moseley 0 



Absentee Ballot Application C~rtification 

TO BE FILLED OUT BY APPLICANT 
I HEREBY DECLARE THAT I AM A REGISTERED VOTER 

PLEASE PRINT IN INK 

Registered Name 
/I 

Street Address 

City Zip 

Telephone: (Day) (Evening) 

For identification purposes only: (Optional) 

Birth Date Social Security No 

TO BE VALID, YOUR SIGNATURE MUST BE INCLUDED 
Date 

Signature 

SEND MY BALLOT TO THE FOLLOWING ADDRESS: 

Street Address /I 

City 

State Zip 

Country New Registration: Yes 0 No 0 

Mail To: ABSENTEE BALLOT Room 553, King County 
Administration Bldg, 500 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104 

THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE FOLLOWING: 

General Election, 

D November 6, 1990 
ONLY 

IF KNOWN: 

- -Registration No. KI __ --- ----
Precinct 

legislative Dist. Congo Dist. 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY. 

Precinct Code 

levy Code 

Ballot Code- G 

Ballot Mailed 
By issu~ of a bal&ot. this dept. c:ertif.., that the .a~icant'l wgnatuR hal 
bwn wmp..::l ap"ll the applican." fle8istraion form, Md that the 
applicant is qw,li6.i 10 MOtive.a ballot. 

-----~----------------------------------
Absentee Ballot Application Certification 

TO BE FILLED OUT BY APPLICANT 
I HEREBY DECLARE THAT I AM A REGISTERED VOTER 

PLEASE PRINT IN INK 

Registered Name 
/I 

Street Address 

City Zip 

Telephone: (Day) (Evening) 

For identification purposes only: (Optional) 

Birth Dale Social Security No 

TO BE VALID, YOUR SIGNATURE MUST BE INCLUDED 
Date 

Signature 

SEND MY BALLOT TO THE FOLLOWING ADDRESS: 

Street Address /I 

City 

State Zip 

Country New Registration: Yes 0 No 0 

Mail To: ABSENTEE BALLOT Room 553, King County 
Administration Bldg, 500 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104 

THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE FOLLOWING: 

General Election, D November 6, 1990 
ONLY 

IF KNOWN: 

- -Registration No. KI __ --- ----
Precinct 

legislative Dist. Congo Dist. 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY. 

Precinct Code 

levy Code 

Ballot Code- G 

Ballot Mailed 
By iuuance of a ballot this dept. oertifllu that the appliun"s wgnaure has 
-.. ..,.,..-.d ....... !he applicant', ,..i"''''''' ionn, one! ..... !he 
apphunt it ~1in.tik)NOtiw a balkK. 
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