


INTRODUCTION TO THE 1995 VOTERS PAMPHLET

CELEBRATING THE CENTENNIAL OF THE "BAREFOOT SCHOOLBOY LAW"

"It is the paramount duty of the State to make ample provision for the education of all children residing within its borders, without distinction
or preference on account of race, color, caste or sex."
— Article IX, Section 1
Washington State Constitution

The framers of the Washington State Constitution aafted a remarkable document during the summer of 1889, a dacument which to this day
contains a number of extraordinary rights and protections for the citizens of our state.

Among the foremost of these provisions is the 34-word section listed above. Penning the strongest language of any state constitution, the
authors made it abundantly clear that the state's preeminent responsibility was to provide for the education of its young people.

The ideal set forth in the state constitution was made practical in fairly short order when the Washington State Legislature approved the
landmark "Barefoot Schoolboy Law" in 1895. It is the 100th anniversary of the passage of this law that we honor with the 1995 Washington
State Voters Pamphlet.

The Barefoot Schoolboy Law drew its name from the fact that many families, particularly those in sparsely populated rural areas, found it
difficult to buy slwes fortheir children let done pay for spport of a local sbool. The historic law provided state support for local schools through
a direct tax and equalized funding between urban and rural school districts.

The investment paid off. In the early 1900s, the state of Washington led the nation in school spending per capita and ranked among the
top three states in literacy with only one percent of the population unable to read and write.

The Barefoot Schoolboy Law was sponsored by State Representative John R. Rogers of Puyallup, who went on to ke Governor from 1897
to his death in 1901. The 1995 Washington State Voters Pamphlet pays tribute to Rogers and the other visionaries who laid the foundation
for support of education a century ago, and to the thousands of men and women who have worked over the years and are working today to
meet the challenge of providing for the education of all our children.

Ofuo

RALPH MUNRO
Secretary of State

A MESSAGE FROM THE EXECUTIVE

| am pleased to send you this 1995 General Election Voters
Pamphlet. This pamphlet is a key source of important information
on the items that will appear on your ballot in November. Your vote
will shape the future of our community.

A record-breaking number of you turned out for our September
primary election...with more than 500,000 of you exercising your
constitutional right to vae. More than 53% of all King Gunty voters
cast their bdlot, three-and-a-half times the average of past odl-year
primary elections. Your participation asvoters is a vivid example of
democracy in action. | am proud that you and thousands of others
are actively involved in deciding the significant issues that affect our
future.

The November 1995 general election includes many
important measures and races for your consideration. The ballot
includes several statewide measures, propositions from gx cities in
King County, as wel as nunerous other issues and races. | urge you
to become as informed as possible on these issues by using this
voters pamphlet. We have also praduced avideo voter guide forthis
year's genreral electon. The video voter guide covers seleded balot
items, and will be bradcast October 23rd through November 6th on
selected cable-TV systems.

Thank you for your involvement as we shape our future together
on November 7th. -

GARY LOCKE
King County Executive

A MESSAGE FROM THE MAYOR

Thank you for caring enough about the future of this community
to exercise your Constitutional right to vote.

In many ways, our vote is rot just a richt, it is a esponsibility. Our
American democracy only succeeds when al of us tale our respon-
sibility as citizens seriously. That means staying involved in our
community, educating ourselves about the issues, and expressing
our views through our vote.

The choices we make on November 7th will shape this city's
future for years and years to come. As you will see in this voters
pamphlet, there are critical decisions on the ballot: 5 City Council
seats; whether to maintain Seattle's commitment to affordable
housing; and whether to fund expansion of the King County Auto-
mated Fingerprint Identification System; a staewide referendum on
environmental regulation; and several statewide initiatives.

Through this voters pamphlet, you can hear from all of the
candidates in their own words and get information on both sides of
the various ballot measures.

As Mayor, I'm proud of the City's long-standing commitment to
publishing a vote's pamphlet for both general elections and gimary
elections, and | am proud to join with the State of Washington and
King County to bring you this voters pamphlet.

Active,informed votrs are the best investment we can eer make
in the health of our community. Don't forget to vote on November
7tht

NORMAN B. RICE/,
Mayor, City of Seattle

Cover: The Burbank School in Walla Walla County, shown here in 1909, and other rural Washington schools were ensured

state support by the " Barefoot Schoolboy Law" of 1895. Photograph provided by the Washington State Historical Society.

This pamphlet was prepared by Erika E. Aust, Director, State Voters Pamphlet, Office of the Secretary of State; and
2 Candace A. McDonald, King County Coordinator.
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INITIATIVE
MEASURE 640

TO THE PEOPLE

Note: The ballot title and explaatory statement were written by the Attorney

General as required by law. The complete text of Initiative Measure 640
begins on page 15.

Statement for
REFORMING WASTEFUL FISHING METHODS

Vast quantities of under-sized fish, wild salmorthat need
protection, and seabirds are unnecessarily slaughtered in
nets. Even harbor porpoises and other marine mammals
are victims. Every valuable species of saltwater fish in
Puget Sound is in low abundance, and many stocks of
Washington salmonare farless numerousthanthe available
habitat can support. Voting "yes" on I-640 will limit these
senseless kills by preventing the use of the most wasteful
fishing methods - such as drift gill netting and bottom
dragging. A "yes"will also require thedlevelopment anduse
of fishing methods that will "target" the intended catch and
hasten the recovery of Washington's priceless sealife.

THE APPALLING LOSSES RESULTING FROM
CANADIAN INTERCEPTIONS OF WASHINGTON
SALMON

Canadaharvests wellover 70 percent ofmany Washington
salmon stocks, including those listed, or about tobe listed,
under the Endangered Species Act. In "payment,"
commercial fishemen innorthern Puget Sound andAlaska
net many salmon originating in Canada. 1-640 will require
the Governor, and other State officials, to take action to
reduce this trade-off. This is the quickest and least costly
way of greatly increasing the numbers of salmon returning
to Washington and the Columbia River.

ECONOMIC REFORM AND JOBS

Since the States fisheries resaurces are public property,
it follows that they should beisedin amanner thatsustains

Official Ballot Title:

Shall state fishing regulations ensure
certainsurvivalrates fornontargetedcatch,
andcommercial andrecreational fishernes
be prioritized?

The law as it now exists:

Commercial andrecreational fishing areregulated bythe
department of fish and wildlife. State statutes designate
certain waters in which canmercial fishing is prohikited or
restricted, and authorize the director of fish and wildlife to
adopt regulations concerning the time, place, and manner

the highest public beneft. Such considerations have been
all but ignored by Waslington's fisheries managers. 1-640
will vastly increase the number of jobs in Washington.

1-640 HAS NO EFFECT ON FEDERALLY MANDATED
TREATY INDIAN FISHING RIGHTS

For more information, call 1-800-357-FISH.

Rebuttal of Statement against

About 95% of "W ashington's" commercial catch, by its
10,000 mostlypart-time fishermen, occurs in Alaska where
I-640 has noeffect. Most commercial fishermen operate at
a net loss in Washington waters.

1-640 will save hundreds of thousands of Washington
salmon now senselessly killed, unreported, discarded, or
caught in Canada. Thousands of profitable jobs will be
created.

Much ofour besthabitat isunused because toomany fish
are being killed by wasteful fishing.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

FRANK HAW, Fisheries Biologist; DONALD W. MOOS,
former Washington Director, Departments of Agriculture,
Fisheries, &Ecology; PETER K.BERGMAN, Ph.D, Federal
Snake River Salmon Recovery Team Member.

Advisory Committee: MIKE HAYLEN, President, American
Sportfishing Association; LARRY SNYDER, Secretary,
Vancouver Wildlife League; DAVID BECKER, President,
Friends of the Cowlitz River; DR. TED VENTO, Acting
President, The Recreational Fishing Coalition; STEVEN
WRIGHT, President, Puget Sound Anglers.

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

in which fish may be taken in the waters of the state. The
department has authorty to work with other statesand with
federal and Canadian agencies to preserve and protect
commercial and recreational fish stocks. The department
is also authorized to operate salmon hatcheries.

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

This measure would add new provisions to the state
fisheries code. First, the measure would establish certain
requirements for fishing gear. The director of fish and
wildlife would be required to evaluate the extent to which
different types of fishing gear unintentionally catch and Kkill
other species of marine life. The measure would require
the director of fish and wildlife to evaluate and regulate
fishing gear based upon the mortality rate for these
"nontargeted" species.

Second, after January 1, 1997, any gear type would be
prohibited if its use would result in a mortality rate for
"nontargeted" species in excess of fifteen percent. As to

Statement against
20,000 JOBS WILL BE LOST

I-640 will cost Washington 20,000 jobs in our fishing-
related industries. It willdevastateouralready beleaguered
coastal communities, costing more than $250 million
annually. It will take away fishing families' share of
Washington salmon and set aside much of our salmon
resource exclusively for recreational fishing.

And worse yet, I-640 will not save a single salmon.

1-640 ELIMINATES FAMILY FISHING

1-640 will effectively outlaw family-owned fishing
operations in Washington. The time-honored tradition of
family fishing, a mainstay of Northwest culture for
generations, willbe lost. Sport and family fishermen should
be working together to protect and enhance salmon for
everyone. Instead, I-640 would destroy the livelihoods of
thousands of Washington residentsby needlessly prohibiting
most fishing gear and reserving much of the salmon for
sport only.

I-640 IS COMPLETELY UNFAIR

While Washington fishing families are standing in
unemployment lines, commercial fishermen from Oregon
and British Columbia will be catching our ocean-going
salmon because the initiative doesn't apply to them.
Washington sport fisheries will not be affected. It's just not
fairforthefewsport fishermen sponsoringl-640 toeliminate
a wayof life forWwashington's fishing families while theyand
out-of-state fishermen continue harvesting our state's fish.

certain salmon and sturgeon gear, this rate would be
based on numbers of "nontairgeted" fish killed. As to other
types of gear, the fifteen percent would be measured by
dividing the weight of the killed "nontargeted" fish by the
total weight of the "targeted" catch.

Third, the measure would direct the department to
prioritize fisheries based upon the economic value of the
fishery and its associated industries. In the absence of
economic studiestothe contrary,Chinook andcoho salmon,
and Lake Washington and Lake Wenatchee sockeye
salmon, would be deemed more valuable in recreational
fisheries, while pink, socleye, and chun salmon would be
deemed more valuable in commercial fisheries.

The department would be instructed to work to reduce
Canadian harvest of fish originating in Washington. If
necessary to achieve this goal, the director would be
authorizedtoreduce Washington's harvestoffish originating
in Canada. The department would be direded to operate
salmon hatcheries in such a way as to contribute to
fisheries while protecting natural fish stocks.

I-640 DOES NOT PROTECT OR RESTORE
FISH HABITAT

Big aluminum companies on the Colunbia River are key
backers of this initiative. They want fishermen to pay for
their destruction of fish habitat. But true conservationists
know that habitat restoration is the only way to save our
salmon.That's why eight d thelargestconservation groups
in Washington, including the Sierra Club and American

Rivers, oppose |-640.

For more information, call (206) 282-3662.

Rebuttal of Statement for

1-640 will be economic disaster. 20,000 jobs and $250
million willbe lostto Washingon commurities. Atraditional
way of life for thousands of people will end.

1-640 will be terribly unfair. Washington citizens will sit
and watch whileCanadians and Oregonians catch ourfsh.

I-640 will not save sealife. The conservation community
opposes it. It is an attempt to mamopolize salmon by a few
recreational fishers unwilling to cooperate to save fish for

everyone.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

DON STUART, Salmon for Washington - No on 1-640; ED
OWENS, Washington Coalition of Ocean Fishermen; BOB
BOROUGHS, Northwest Fisheries Association.

Advisory Committee: ROD MOORE, West Coast Seafmd
Processors Association; WILLIAM G.SALETIC, Presidert,
Peter Pan Seafoods, Inc.; LORI BODI, American Rivers,
Northwest Office; SCOTT TAYLOR, Sierra Club.

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



INITIATIVE
MEASURE 651

TO THE PEOPLE

Note: The ballot title was written by the Attorney General as required by

law. The explanatory statement was writen by the cout. The complete text

of Initiative Measure 651 begins on page 17.

Statement for
WE ALL WIN - YES ON 1-651

WE ALL WIN - YES ON 1-651 BOOSTS TOURISM AND
CREATES JOBS

1-651 directly benefits the gate's economy, creating true

destination resorts and tens of thousands of new jobs for
everyone. Indirectly, tribal gaming provides thousands of
additional jobs and an economic base with adequate
infrastructure in Indian country, where historically
unemployment is very high and living conditions are very
poor. Across the country, tribal gaming operations free to
offer those games people want to play, have proven to be
great contributors to regional economies. Yes on 1-651
brings economic development home to the northwest.

WE ALL WIN - YES ON 1-651 SHARES THE
RESOURCE WITH THE PEOPLE

1-651 is good bushess for everyone. In partnership with
tribes, 1-651 shares the profits. 1-651 shares ten percent of
the profits from machine games, paid each year to every
citizen who exercises the right to vote. In refreshing
contrastto ballot measues asking voters tgpay moretaxes
for promises of futuregrowth, here isameasure that makes
economic growthpossible without raisingaxes orincreasing
deficits a single dine. Every voter gets acheck, which can
be cashed or signed over to habitat restoration or to
charitable causes. We all Win.

WE ALL WIN - YES ON 1-651 CREATES
SELF-SUFFICIENT TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS

The United States Congress enacted IGRA "to promote
tribal economic development, tribal self-sufficiency, and

Official Ballot Title:

Shall the state enter into compacts with
Indian tribes providing for unrestricted
gambling onindian lands within the states
borders?

The law as it now exists:

Gambling on Indian lands is governed by the federal
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA). Some forms of
gambling (defined as "Class llI" gaming by the IGRA), are
permitted onindianlands only if:(1) those gamblingactivities

strong tribal government." 1-651 enables all tribes to
accomplish those goals. 1-651 generates the government
revenue Tribes need to build schools and roads, provide
basic utilities and health services, impree tribalcourts and
social services, etc. 1-651 allows tribes to invest in long-
term answers to longterm problems. 1-651 enables tribes
to help themselves. We all Win - Yes on 1-651.

For more information, call (206) 572-6862.

Rebuttal of Statement against

Strong regulation wins. In addition to strong federal and
tribal regulation, 1-651 provides for State inspections and
background checks of personnel, and State enforcement
of high standards of integrity.

Taxpayers win. Gaming employees will pay millions
directly into local, state and federal tax coffers, and spend
millions more at local businesses.

All tribes win. 1-651 secures the right of tribes with
compacts tooffermachine gaming underexsting provisions
for renegotiation.

Yes — We all win.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

JOHN KIEFFER, Vice-Chairman, Spokane Tribeof Indians;
HERBERT "IKE" WHITISH, Chairman, Shoalwater Bay
Indian Tribe; MICHAEL L. TURNIPSEED, Tribal
Councilman, Puyallup Tribe of Indians.

Advisory Committee: WALLACE R. EDWARDS, former
Chairman, Washington State Gambling Commission;
SCHUYLER HOUSER, Director, Salish Kootenai College
in Wellpinit; RONALD GUTIERREZ, Owner, Double Eagle
Casino, Chewelah, Washington; SCOTT CROWELL,
Attorney, Kirkland, Washington; KENNETH C. HANSEN,
former Chairman, Samish Indian Tribe.

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

are permitted in the state where the Indian lands are
located, and (2) the state and tribe have entered into a
tribal-state compact to regulate that gambling. A compact
may include descriptions of games permitted under the
compact such as provisions relating to hours of operation,
size of wager, size or number of tables or other facilities in
operation, numberand type of inspectiors andregulations,
and related matters.

Several tribes are presently involved in lawsuits with the
State regarding IGRA. One major issue in the suits is
whethergambling devices such aslot machines andvideo
poker should be authorized for use on Indian land through
a compact.

The state gambling commission negotiates with Indian
tribes who wish to enter into compats concerning Class Il
gaming, and thegovernor has theauthority tosigncompacts
on behalf of the state. A tribal-state compact may include
only those typesof gaming which arepermitted under state
law. Current Washington law prohibits certain types of
gambling, such as slot machines and video poker, subject

Statement against

Law enforcement officials, political leaders from both
parties and even mary Indian tribes are opposing Initiative
651. Why?

Initiative 651 would allow Las Vegas-style casinos on
Indian trust land, both on and off reservations, with no law
enforcement oversight.

« 1-651 means gambling with no state law enforcement
oversight.

< 1651 means casinos located anywhere there ardndian
lands.

« 1651 means casinos that don't pay taxes or contribute
in any way to local government, increasing the burden on
ordinary taxpayers and hurting needed law enforcement,
social service and school programs.

SPECIAL INTEREST LEGISLATION

This special interest legslation issponsoredby justthree
Indian tribes who have refused to negotiate gambling
agreements with Washington state. Fifteen of Washing-
ton's 23 other tribes have legal, regulated and limited
gaming. This initiative would not affect them.

NO LAW ENFORCEMENT OVERSIGHT

Current gambling in Washingon iscarefully regulated by
the Gambling Commission. Strict enforcement assures
games are honest and organized crime is kept away.

But, 1-651 would allow no law enforcement oversight.
Already, out-of-state gambling interests have contributed
tens of thousands of dollars to promote 1-651.

Even more disturbing, 1-651 offers voters a payment in
exchange for voting. Whether this provision ever survives

to certain exceptions. Fifteen tribal-state compacts have
been signed by the governor and are currently in place.
These compacts allow various forms of gambling onterms
and conditions negotiaed ineach agreemen. No compact
allows for the play of slot machines or video poker.

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

This measure would offer a standard compact to all
Indian tribes in the state as an alternative to the current
tribal-state negotiation process. The standard compacts
would authorize all forms of gambling on Indian lands,
including slot machines and video pdker, but not including
sports betting, which presently is prohikted by federd law.
The compact would contain no restrictions on hours of
operations, size of wagers, or size or number of facilities.
The standard compact would be deemed approved by the
state effective fifteen days after the measure's approval,

(continued on page 14)

legal challenges, itis insulting to voters to suppose they
would openthe doorsto unlimited gambling inexchange for
what amounts to a payoff.

Washington voters should tell the gambling interests
"NO!"

No unregulated casinos.

No casinos that don't pay taxes or contribute to local
needs.

No to Initiative 651.

Rebuttal of Statement for

Only three of the state's 26 Indian tribes sponsor this
initiative. Many other tribes oppose 1-651 and know there
is no need to change existing state laws.

The worst provison of 1-651 is an attemp to bribe voters
with a "share" of gambling profits. Don't be fooled. It's
unlikely this insulting payoff to voters will ever survive a
court challenge.

Already initiative promoters are under investigation for
illegal campaign activities.

Vote no on Initiative 651.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

JOEL PRITCHARD, Washington Lieutenant Governor;
NORM MALENG, King County Prosecutor.

Advisory Committee: KEVINCRUM, President, Washington
Charitable and Civic Gaming Association; RON ALLEN,
Chairman, Jamestown S'Klallam Indian Tribe; RUSS
GOODMAN, President, Restaurant Association dfthe State
of Washington.

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



REFERENDUM
MEASURE 48

PASSED BY THE LEGISLATURE AND ORDERED
REFERRED BY PETITION

CHAPTER 98, LAWS OF 1995

Note: The ballot title was written by the court. The explanatory statement

was written by the Attorney General as required by law. The complete text
of Referendum Measure 48 begins on page 20.

yotecast by the 1995 Legislature on final passage:
HOUSE: Yeas, 69; Nays 27; Absent, 0; Excused, 2.
=NATE]j_VYeas, 28; Nays, 20; Absent 0; Excused, 1.

Statement for

Excessive government regulations cost each taxpayer
more than $6,000 each yea. You can help chang that by
approving Referendum 48which makes governmer weigh
the cost before passing new regulations.

Your vote to approve Referendum 48 means that local
and state government will be limited in their ability to take
private property away from individuals.

This law requires government to: (1) State the reason
they want to take private property; (2) Determine the cost
of new regulations; (3) Identify alternatives to achieving the
regulatory goal; (4) Take thdeast burdensome alternative;
and, (5) Ifgovernment takes land and sets @side forpublic
use (such as to protect wetlands, wildlife habitat or buffer
zones), it requires them to follow the Constitution and
compensate landowners for land that is taken.

PROPERTY OWNERS HAVE A RIGHT TO FAIR
COMPENSATION WHEN GOVERNMENT
REGULATIONS REDUCE THE VALUE OF

THEIR PROPERTY.

Opponents ofReferendum 48want torepeal Washington
State's existing private property rights law. The state
Legislature held a public hearing on this law, thoroughly
debated it and passed it overwhelmingly in both houses
with thestrong support ofboth Democrasand Republicans.
This legislation is clearly in step with the pubic's desire to
limit runaway government regulations.

WHEN ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION IS NEEDED
EVERYONE SHOULD PAY FOR IT, NOT JUST THE
FAMILY WHO OWNS THE LAND.

Your vote to approve Referendum 48 means that you
support balance and fairness and oppose burdensome

Official Ballot Title:

The Washington State Legislature has
passed a law that restricts land-use
regulations and expands governments'
liability to pay for reduced property values
of land or improvements thereon caused
by certain regulations for public benefit.
Should this law be APPROVED or
REJECTED?

government regulations that unfairly reduce the value of
private property. Your vote upholds our country's
constitutional principles.

Rebuttal of Statement against

Opponents claim to support private property rights, but
for yearsthey—andthe environrmental community—have
stoppedthe legislature from fairly balancig property rights
against land use restrictions.

R-48 will not increase litigation, or prove costly, unless
regulatory agencies pass new regulations to take even
more private property for public benefits, i.e., wetlands,
wildlife habitatand buffer zones. R-48does not impact local
zoning.

Approve Referendum48andprotectyour privateproperty
and water rights.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

DAN WOOD, Democratic Partyeader, Publiclnvolvement
Activist, Hoquiam; DAN SWECKER, Republican State
Senator, Fish Farmer, Centralia; STEVE APPEL,
Washington State Farm Bureau President, Farmer, Dusty!

Advisory Committee: BERTHA GRONBERG, retired Public
School Teacher, Small Tree Farmer, Montesano; JIM
CROSBY, Labor Union Leader, Pulp and Paper Workers,
Tacoma; DALE FOREMAN, House Majority Leader,
Orchardist, Attorney, Wenatchee; ELAINE EDWARDS,
Small Business Owner, NFIB Member, Spokane; SID
SNYDER, Senator, Democratic Caucus Chair, Lon@each.

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

The law as it now exists:

Both the federal and state constutions require stateand
local governments to pay just compensation if they take
private property for public use. Currently the government
is requiredto compensate aproperty ownerintwo situations.
First, when a goverrment seeks to use private property for
a public building, highway, or some other purpose, it must
pay the property owner the value of the property taken.
Second, when government regulations deprive a private
property owner of fundamental property rights, the courts
will find that a "taking" has occurred and will require
compensation. Fundamental property rights include the
rightto possess theproperty and exclude other peoplérom
it, the rightto dispose of the property, and the rightto some
reasonable use.

Undercurrent law, governments may regulate the uses
of private property forthe public health, safety, and welfare.
Such regulations do not constitute "takings" or require
compensation unless they deprive property owners of
fundamentalrights. Courtsmay invalidateunduly oppressive

Statement against

If Referendum 48 passes, taxes will go up, government
will grow, red tape will increase and there will be years of
costly court battles.

That's why thousands of concerned Washingtonians,
including the League of Women Voters, People for Fair
Taxes, seniors and conservationists urge you to vote "NO"
on Referendum 48, the "Takings" Initiative.

"TAKINGS" MEANS TAXPAYERS GET TAKEN

Experts and newspaper editors across the state say the
"Takings" Initiative could cost Washington's taxpayers
billions of dollars in studies, bureaucracy and lawsuits.

"TAKINGS" WILL CREATE NEW GOVERNMENT RED
TAPE AND BUREAUCRACY

48 mandates new exhaustive, expensive government
studies for every existing and future rule and safeguard at
the local and state level that affects land use.

"TAKINGS" WILL CREATE ENDLESS, COSTLY
COURT BATTLES

The "Takings" Initiative will result in years of expensive
lawsuits and litigation.

READ REFERENDUM 48

Its backers downplay its cost to taxpayers, but the
"Takings" Initiative speaks for itself: « You, the taxpayer,
would be required to pay for costly, time consuming
studies and new government red tape whenever a local
community limits land use in the public interest (Sean 3).
* You, the taxpayer, would be required to pay developers
and others anytime the public regulates land use that

regulations which are found to be unreasonable or not to
further a legitimate governmental purpose. Courts have
not required compensation where government regulations
limit some uses of a propety, or restrict development on a
portion of the property, but leavethe owner witheconomically
productive uses forthe remainder. Compensation may be
required if a government imposes conditions on property
development if the conditions are not roughly proportional
to the impact created by the proposed development.

State and local governments are required to evaluate
their proposed administrative actions to avoid
unconstitutional "takings," but are na currently required to
produce aformal written analyss ofthe effect ofa proposed
regulation on private property.

The effect of Referendum
Measure 48, if approved into law:

The measure isintended toprovide remedies to property
owners in addition to any existing constitutional rights.
(continued on page 14)

results in any devaluation, even for basic zoning and
building codes (Section 4).

"Takings" not only makes taxpayers pay for common-
sense restraints orland, but orwater aswell—jeopardizing
safe, quality communities.

We support our constitutionally guaranteed
property rights. But everyone's against wasteful
government, endless litigation and taxpayer payoffs to
developers. This extreme 'Takngs" Initiative does't solve
problems. It creates them.

Reject 48. It's the develoger's dream. It's the taxpayer's
nightmare.

For more information, call (206) 223-3728.

Rebuttal of Statement for

Don't be misled. Trust your own reading of Referendum
48. It won't solve a thing. Instead: 'Taxpayers would pay
for new, expensive goverrment bureaucracy. ‘'Taxpayers
pay for years of costly lawsuits. = Taxpayers pay for huge
payoffs to developes. 'Taxpayers pay for redu@d quality
of life in our communities. 48 means developers profit.
Taxpayers lose.

Existing law says our property rights are constitutionally
guaranteed. You must protect your pocketbook and
Washington's quality of life. Reject 48.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

KAREN VERRILL, President, League of Women Voters of
Washington; MARY MARGARETHAUGEN, StateSenator,
Camano Island; EARL TILLY, Mayor, City of Wenatchee.

Advisory Committee: MICHAEL McGOVERN, President,
Washington StateCouncil of FireFighters; RICK BENDER
President, Washington State Labor Council; KATHY
FLETCHER, Executive Director, People for Puget Sound;
LIZ PIRIENI, People for Fair Taxes; GENE LUX, Puget
Sound Council of Senior Citizens.

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



REFERENDUM
BILL 45

PROPOSED TO THE PEOPLE BY THE LEGISLATURE
CHAPTER 2, LAWS OF 1995,1st SPECIAL SESSION

Note: The balla titleand expanatory statement were written bythe Attorney
General as requiral bylaw. The compkte text of Referendim Bill 45 begins
on page 22.

Vote cast by the 1995 Legislature on final passage:
HOUSE: Yeas, 73; Nays, 24; Absent, 0; Excused, 1.
SENATE: Yeas, 30; Nays, 14; Absent, 0; Excused, 5.

Statement for

YES: REFERENDUM 45 WILL TAKE POLITICS OUT
OF ENHANCING OUR FISH AND WILDLIFE

Until 1987, Washington's abundant wildlife resources
were managed byanindependentcommissionthat worked
openly to enhance our fish and wildlife for all citizens to
enjoy. Today, decisions are made in secret, by politicians
and their appointees. The result? Decimated fish runs,
shorter seasons and less acess than ever — for all ols.

YES: REFERENDUM 45 WILL PUT US- NOT
POLITICIANS - IN CHARGE OF NATURAL
RESOURCES

An independent commission will: < Represent the
concerns of sportsfishing, the environment, commercial
fishing, hunting and private property rights, and ensure
public input in policymaking; « Erhance and regulate use
of fish, shellfish and wildife; « Protect acces to fish forall,
including recreational and commercial users; < Authaize
equitable tribal, interstate and international agreements;
 Have authority to hire and fire the Director of the
Department of Fishand Wildlfe, oversee department rules
and regulations and approve the agency's budget.

YES: REFERENDUM 45 WILL HELP SAVE OUR
SALMON, SHELLFISH AND WILDLIFE

Thirty-two states — including ldaho and Oregon —
manage fish andwildlife independently, with commissions
instead of politicians. They know decisions to improve
natural resources are best made in public, by people with
first-hand knowledge of fish and wildlife who will be
accountable to all of us — not to politicians.

Official Ballot Title:

Shall the fish and wildlife commission,
rather than the governor, appoint the
department's director and regulate food
fish and shellfish?

The law as it now exists:

By a law passed in 1993, the legislature merged the
former department of fisheries and department of wildlife
into a single department of fish am wildlife. The director of

YES: REFERENDUM 45 WILL HELP US END
"FIGHTING OVER THE LAST SALMON"

The politicians and spedal interests who oppose public,
independent resource management are the same people
who now waste time and tax dollars fighting over the right
to what's left of ouronce-great salmon runs. Let's stop this
political infighting and start fighting for the return of the
salmon. Voting "yes" for Referendum 45 will bring new
urgency to enhancing fish and wildlife, and place our
interests ahead of special interests.

For more information, call (206) 869-8898 or
(509) 534-6550.

Rebuttal of Statement against

Washington votersplaced trustin citizen-canmissioners
to protect our fisheries for over 50 years. We've trusted
citizen commissions to oversee our election financing
process, ourtransportation systems and oustate's elected
officials — because commisions serve the public interest,
not special interests. Fish and wildlife — managed by
diverse citizens committed to open meetings and public
input—can thrive again. Where political management has
failed, citizen management will save our fish and wildlife.
Please vote YES.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

DAN McDONALD, Senate Minority Leader, Member,
Ecology and Parks Committee; DEAN SUTHERLAND,
Chairman, Senate Select Committee on Water Policy;
DALE FOREMAN, House Majority Leader.

Advisory Committee: BOB PANTHER, Executive Director,
Inland Northwest Wildlife Council; TRISH BOTTCHER,
Vice-President, Westside, Washington State Federaton o
Fly Fishers; JIM WILCOX, Trout Unlimited; KEN
JACOBSEN, State Representative, Board of Directors,
Seattle Audubon Society; MARTHA JORDAN, Trumpeter
Swan Society.
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the merged agency is appointed by the governor and
serves at the governor's pleasure. The director has
regulatory authority over shellfish, salmon and all fish
species designated as"food fish." The directors authorized
to enter into certain federal-state, tribal, interstate, and
other agreements on behalf ofthe agency. The directorhas
responsibility to manage the department and to implement
programs which fulfill the agency's goals, policies, and
objectives.

Thefish andwildlifecommission consistsof nine members
appointed bythegovernorforsix-yearterms andremovable
only for cause. The commission has responsibility to set
goals, policies, and objectives to preserve, protect and
perpetuate wildlife and "game fish" and the habitat
associated with these species. The commission classifies
wildlife and fish other than "food fish" and shellfish, and
regulates hunting, trapping, recreational fishing and other
recreational use of wildlife.

Statement against
VOTE NO—ON THIS REACH FOR POWER

Washington's fish and wildlife belong to all citizens.
Recognizing this, existing law puts responsibility for
managing this resource on the stad's chief elected official,
the governor, so all citizens will be heard.

This measure, however, turns over control of salmon,
shellfish, eagles—in fact all fish and wildlife—to nine
unelected, part-time political appointees, representing
narrow interests. With overlapping six-year terms and no
term limits, they're accountable only to themselves.

VOTE NO—ON MORE BUREAUCRACY AND COST

This measure radically changes how we protect fish and
wildlife. Right now, a drector named by the governor and
confirmed by thestate Senate manages the Department of
Fish and Wildlife in an international setting that often
requires instant decisions to save fish and wildlife.

This measure hands over fish and wildlife management
to apart-time commission — anew layer ofbureaucracy—
whose members' conflicting interests will clash, bog things
down andgenerate litigation asthey argue howto apportion
fish and wildlife and protect our precious heritage.

Worse, this commission would take over all ofhe state's
negotiations on fish and wildlife with Canada, the White
House, tribes and Alaska, Oregon, ldaho and Montana.
The President of the United States answers phone calls
from a governor when international salmon negotiations
are in a crisis. Is that likely if an unknown commissioner
telephones? No!

The effect of Referendum Bill 45,
if approved into law:

If theproposalis enacted, the fishand wildlife commission
willassume manyresponsibilities now assigned elsewhere.
The commission rather than the governor would appoint
the director. The director and the commission staff would
serve at the commission's pleasure. In addition to its
existing responsibilities for policy-making on wildlife and
game fish,the commisson would make policy and regulate
fishing for shellfish andood fish, and would adbrthe state
in negotiating certain federal-state, interstate, and state-
tribal agreements. These changes would take effect July
1, 1996.

VOTE NO—ON MINORITY RULE

Amazingly, under thismeasure the minoity can rule with
only four of the nine making a decsion binding on all of us!

VOTE NO—ON SILENCING THE VOTERS

A governor must listen to vaters. A commission doesn't
need to.

Rebuttal of Statement for

This law fortle firsttime inour state's historyallowsthose
profiting from the killing of fsh and wildlife — fish packers,
trappers, guides, others — to manage fish and wildlife.

Call this independence? No! It's disguised special-
interest politics aimed at wresting contl offish and wildlife
from the state's voters.

Salmon are endangered, disappearing, in California,
Oregon and Idaho, while commissioners squabble.

Vote No! on Refersndum 45. Put fish and wildlife abowe

special interests.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

KAREN FRASER, Chair, Senate Committee on Ecology
andParks; BOBBASICH, House RankingMinority Member,
Natural Resources Committee.

Advisory Committee: DAN EVANS, Former Governor,
State of Washington, Former U.S. Senator; BOOTH
GARDNER, Former Governor, State of Washington.

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

RESOLUTION 8210

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

Statement for

SSJR 8210 STRENGTHENS THE JUSTICE SYSTEM
BY REFORMING THE WASHINGTON
SUPREME COURT

SELECTING THE MOST QUALIFIED CHIEF JUSTICE

The Chief Justice is the chief executive and top
administrator for the cout system. Under current law, the
Chief Justice is randomly chosen by reverse seniority.

8210 authorizes the Cout to seled its own Chief Justice

every four years based on the requirements of the job.
THE SIZE OF THE COURT

The Washington Supreme Court has more members
(nine) than 44 other states. Reducing the Courts size will
save tax dollars and increase efficiency while maintaining
quality, diversity and regional balance.

A seven-judge Court would save taxpayers over $1.4
million per biennium.

Currently the Constitution permits the Legislature to
increase the size of the Court. 8210 creates an orderly
process for reducing the Court.

No sitting judge will be removed. Instead, new judges

would not beappointed until the Court reaches the reduced

size established by reform legislation.

SUPPORT COMMON-SENSE COURT REFORM
VOTE YES FOR SSJR 8210

Recommended by an independent citizens
commission, SSJR 8210 is endorsed by: « Washirgton
State Coundil of Police Officers « Leage of Women Voters
 Washington State Bar Association ¢ Association of
Washington Business « Council on Crime and

12

Official Ballot Title:

Shallthe selection process forchief justice
be changed, and a constitutional process
for reducing the supreme court be
adopted?

Note: The ballot title and explanatory statement were written by the
Attorney General as required by law. The complete text of Substitute
Senate Joint Resolution 8210 begins on page 29.

Vote cast by the 1995 Legislature on final passage:
HOUSE: Yeas, 68; Nays, 23; Absent, 2; Excused, 4.
SENATE: Yeas, 40; Nays, 6; Absent, O; Excused, 3.

Delinquency  Washington Association of Prosecuting
Attorneys « Washingon State Patrol Troopers Association
e Law Enforcement Administrators of Washington
* Washington State Trial Lawyers Association = Washing-
ton State Association of County Clerks ¢ Greater Seattle
Chamber of Commerce < Justice Richard Guy, Chair,
Gender and Justice Commission « Freddie Mae Gautier,
community leader « State Senate Majority Leader Marc
Gaspard = Grant County Superior Court Judge Evan
Sperline« State Representdive Marlin Appelvick  Yakima
County Prosecutor Jeff Sullivan « State Representative
Larry Sheahan « Okanogan County District Court Judge
David Edwards = King County Executive Gary Locke.

Rebuttal of Statement against

Saving $1.4 million per biennium is not "penny wise,
pound foolish"! 8210 is common-sense reform supported
by citizens, law enforcemen, legal organizatons and good
government groups. Theargumentsagainstare inaccurate.
8210 creates no new powers. Instead, it allows the full
Court to select itsown Chief — to lead the judiciary, protect
public safety, reduce backlogs and improve justice. Court
downsizing elsewhere did not harm diversity. Support
reasonable, needed reform. Please vote YES.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

BARBARA DURHAM, Chief Justice; JAMES A.
ANDERSEN, former Chief Justice; VERNON PEARSON,
former Chief Justice.

Advisory Committee: ADAM SMITH, Chair, Senate Law
and Justice Committee; TIM HICKEL, Vice Chair, House
Law and Justice Committee; WILLIAM GATES, Chair,
Courts 2000Commission; ROBERT F.BRACHTENBACH,
former Chief Justice; KAREN VERRILL, President,
Washington League of Women Voters.

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

The law as it now exists:

The stateconstitution currertly provides thatthe supreme
court judge having the shortest term to serve will be the
chief justice. If two judges have the same short term to
serve, the other judges determine which of the two will be
chief justice. In case of the absene ofthe chief justice, the
judge having the next shortest term presides. Under these
provisions, the position of chief justice rotates every two
years.

The constitution sets the minimum number of supreme
court judges at five, but provides the legislature may
increase the number of supreme court judges. Under
current law there are nine supreme court judges. Some
questions may exig regarding whether the legislature may
also decrease the number of supreme court judges and
how any reductionwould beaccomplished. The constitution
provides that if avacancy occurs onthe supreme cout, the
governor shall fill the vacancy by appointment.

Statement against
THERE IS NO NEED FOR SSJR 8210

Since adoption o our State Constituion, thepower of the
Supreme Court is shared equally by all justices. The chief
justice position rotaes every two years, based on seniority
and term of office. No legitimate claim has been made, or
could be made, suggesting this system needs fixing.

DON'T GIVE THE CHIEF JUSTICE MORE POWER

The term of office of the chief justice should not be
expanded. Too much power would be placed in one
justice's hands. If it is the pleasure of the majority of the
Court, SSJR 8210 would allow a chief justice teerve more
than one four-year tem. A longer term puts more power in
one individual and reduces the opportunity for diversity of
background and experiences. Such diversity among the
individual justices is good for our system by providing
different and variedinput into the decision-naking process.

SSJR 8210 COULD LEAD TO A LESS
REPRESENTATIVE COURT

SSJR 8210 does not change the size of the Court.
However, a secondary purpose of this Amendment is to
provide a mechanism for reduction of the sizeof the Court.
Our Supreme Court has had nine menbers since 1909. A
reduction in the size of the Court would serve to deny
diversity and severely restrit geographical representation
If there is to be a reduction in the size of the Court, this
decision should be made by the voters.

It is estimated that reducing the size of our Supreme
Court from nine justices to seven justices would save

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

The effect of SSJR 8210, if
approved into law:

The proposed constitutional amendment would make
three changes. First, itvouldchange themethod ofselection
of the chief justice. It would provide for the election of the
chief justice by majority vote of the judges of the supreme
court from among their own membrship. In the absence of
the chief justice, the remaining judges would select one of
their members to serve as acting chief justice. Second, it
would provide for selection of a chief justice every four
years. Third, it would provide that the governowillmake an
appointment to a vacancy on the supreme court only if
necessary to maintain thenumber of judges specifedby the
legislature. Underthis change, ifthe legislature reduced the
number of supreme court judges, the reduction would be
implemented as vacancies occur. The governor would not
fill vacancies on the supreme court unless the membership
of the court wasbelow the numbe of judges specified bythe
legislature. The constitutioral provision requiring aminimum
of five supreme court judges would not be changed.

taxpayers dollars. The savings would be penny-wise and
pound-foolish.

VOTE NO

SSJR 8210 IS UNNECESSARY AND BAD
PUBLIC POLICY

Rebuttal of Statement for

An efficient system has worled since 1909 and now they
want to jeopardize it for a fewdollars. With fewer justices
the supremecourt's efficiency will decease—the court will
become more backlogged and its decisbns less thorough.
Our current system has been carefully crafted to equalize
power on thecourt and througlout the state, daot change
it for a few dollars, especially with no citizen vote.

Voters Pamphlet Statement Prepared by:

SHIRLEY WINSLEY, State Senator; GRACE COLE, State
Representative.
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INITIATIVE MEASURE 651

The effect of Initiative Measure 651, if approved into law (cont.):

subject to ratification by any tribe which has not negotiated a compact by November 7, 1995. Tribes which are currently
operating under more limited tribal-state compacts would continue to do so until their current compacts expire, or are
otherwise terminated.

Under the proposed standard compact, Indian gaming will be regulated by the tfbal govermments. The state may conduct
background checks on primary management officials and key employees and have limited rights to inspect Indian gaming
facilities. The state may provide other investigative and conaulting services to tribes attheir request. The proposed standard
compact would provice for mediation of disputes between the state and any tribe, and for judicial review in federal courfshe
state and tribes would consent to suit in federal court on compaerelated matters, provided that all otler remedies have been
exhausted.

The compact would provide that tribes ratifying it make a montHy payment of ten percent of net gaming revenues from the
utilization of slotmachines and other "playeractivated electromechanical gambling devices'into a fund createl andmanaged
under tribal authority. The State Auditor and two other persors who are not tribd members would serve on the fund's board
of directors. The revenue in the fund would be distributed annually to all registered voters who voted in the most recent
statewide election. At the voter's option, a voter's portion of the distribution could be donated to a qualifying charity. Tribes
would be excused from making these payments of the state authorized slot machines or similar devices on non-tribal land in
the state.

REFERENDUM MEASURE 48

The effect of Referendum Measure 48, if approved into law (cont.):

If a state or local government regulates or imposes a restraint on a portion or parcel of private property for public benefit
(including wetlands, fish and wildlife habitat, buffer zones or other public benefit designation), the government would be
required topay full compensation tothe owner ofthe property forany reduction irthe property's value. The governmental entity
would not have to pay compensation if, absent the regulation, a public nuisance would result. If a government did not pay
compensation as required by the measure, the use of the land could not be restricted.

"Private property" would be defined to indude land and interests in land or improszements on land, proprietary water rights,
and any crops, forest products or resources capable of being harvested or extracted and protected by the state or federal
constitutions. "Restraint ofland use"wouldbe defined asany action, requiremer, orrestriction bya governmental entity, other
than actions to prevent or abate public nuisances, that limits the use or development of private property.

The state woud be responsilie for the compensatia liability of other governmertal entities for any action which restrict the
use of property when such action is mandated by state law or any state agency.

Before adopting any regulaton ofprivate property or restrainof landuse, agovernmental entity would be required tprepare
a statement containing a full analysis of the total economic impact on private property of such regulation or restraint. The
statement must be made available to the public at least 30 days before the adoption of the regulation or imposition of the
restriction. The governmental entity would be required, if ithose to enact the regulation or restrition, to adopt the alternative
which had the least possible impact on private property and still accomplished the necessary public purpose.

Governments would be prohikited from requiring any private propety owner to provide or pay for ay studies, maps, plans,
or reports used in decisions to consider restricting the use of private property for public use.

Any private property owner could seek to enforce this measure in the courts, and any prevailing plaintiff would be entitled
to recover the costs of litigation, including reasonable attorney's fees.

The Office of the Secretary of State is not authorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
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COMPLETE TEXT OF
Initiative Measure 640

AN ACT Relating to the protection of living marine resources
including salmon, stedhead, other anadromous trout and char, and
sturgeon from wasteful and harmful fishing practices; amending
RCW 75.12.010; adding a new chapter to Title 75 RCW; and
providing an effective date.

BEIT ENACTED BYTHE PEOPLE OFTHE STATE OFW/SHING-
TON:

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1.
chapter are to:

(1) Declare a state policy that will promote restoration of the
state's marine and anadromous fish stocks while promoting eco-
nomically viable fisheiies that do not unnecesarily harm fish, birds,
and other animals not intended for harvest;

(2) Promote efforts which will minimize Canadian and other
foreign interception of Washington salmon and steelhead stocks;

(3) Require coadination by the departnent with federal agencies
to minimize potential impacts of fishing on seabirds and other
protected animals; and

(4) Accord priority to those fisherthathave been shown tdave
the greatest value to the people of the state of Washington.

PURPOSE. The purposes of this

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. FINDINGS. Important fisheries for
salmon and other species in Washirgton state hawe been closed or
severely restricted because of the depleted condition of important
natural stocks, resuting in lost economic, recreational, and cultural
opportunities for Washington citizens. Wasteful fishing practices
have significantly contributed to the problems. In many areas of
Washington where fisheres are permitted, harvestable surpluses of
fish are mixed with nontargeted aquatic creatures, such as birds,
shellfish, forage spedes, juvenile and unmaketable fish, and weak
natural or other nontargeted salmon and other anadromous fish
stocks. The fishing gear enployed often catches both targeted and
nontargeted animals indiscriminately. This by-catch can be greatly
reduced by fishing in areas where there is little mixing of d esired
catch and potertial by-catch. Where by-catch canrot be avoided in
order to conduct an otherwise valuable fishery, by-catch can be
minimizedby allowing only fishing gear which results in loly-catch
mortalities.

Salmon hatcheries often produce more harvestable surpluses
than natural stocks, with the result that nonselective fisheries
targeting on hatchery fish overharvest commingled natural salmon
stocks. Important natural salmon stocks are also impacted by
hatchery management policies that do not address issues of com-
petition between hatchery and natural stocks, spread of disease,
and other ecologtal interactions. Used properly and in conjunctn
with regulations permitting fishing gear and methods that can
harvest selectively, hatcheries can provide great benefits and
support natural stock recovery by rearing criticsiocks. Washington
salmon hatcheries should be managed for the specific goal of
contributing to important fiskeries in a manner that isonsistent with
protection and rehabilitation of natural stocks.

Excess harvest of threatened naturd salmon stocks originating in
Washington waters has also resilted from Caradian interception of

large numbers of Washingon salmaon stocks, includng endangered
Columbia river chinook and other stocks under consideration for
listing under the erdangered species act Canada has become the
largest exploiter of many salmon stocks originating in Washington
waters ancf the catch disparity between United States and Canaidn
fishers has been exacerbated by closures in Washington while
fishing in Canada has continued unabated, often targeting the
Washington stocks sough tobe proected by the fishing closures in
Washington. Canadian harvest of Washington salmon is subject to
the terms of the Pacific almon treaty inended to contrd the extent
of eachcountry's harvest of the othe's salmon. Washington fishers
catch large numbers of Canadian salmon, primarily sockeye and
pink salmon homing to the Fraser river, while Canadian fishers
intercept Washington salmon, primarily chinook and coho salmon,
resulting in further depletion of Washington salmon stocks.

Despite the vast expenditures by the citizens of the state of
Washington to maintain and enhance salmon stocks in their state,
fishing regulations and policies have resulted in allccations among
nontreaty fishers without regard to the value to the people of the
state of Washington. Chinook and coho samon have been proven
to be more valuabk in recredional fisheries, while pirk, chum, ard
sockeye salmon have generally proven to be more suitable and
valuable in commercial fisheries, except where shown to be more
valuable in recreational fisheries.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. DEFINITION. As used in ths chapter,
"by-catch" means nontargeted fish, shellfish andprotected animak
that are captured or destroyed while fishing.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. GUIDELINES. The people authorize
and direct the department and the governor of the state of Wash-
ington to take the following actions:

(1) Provide and apply clear standards consistent with the provi-
sions of this chapter for controlling destruction during fishing op-
erations of fish and other sea life that are not intended for harvest;

(2) Permit only fishing gear and methods of harvesting fish and
shellfish that are consisent with the polides and by-catch mortality
standards specified in this chapter;

(3) Manage salmon and steelhead hatcheries and hatchery
stocks to contribute to fisheries while protecting or enhancing
natural stocks;

(4) Minimize Canadian and aher foreign interceptions of salmon
and steelhead originating in Washington, if necessary by adopting
regulations to reduce Washington interception of Canadian fish;

(5) Maximize economic benefit to the state and its citizens in
allocating harvestable food fish and shellfish;

(6) Consult and coordinate with federal officials to minimize
potential impacts ofishingon seabirds andotherfederally protected
species; and

(7) Develop and evaluate fishing methods that comply with the
by-catch standards in sedion 5 of this act that would become legal
on January 1, 1997, if currently legal methods cannot comply with
such standards.

NEW SECTION. Sec.5. BY-CATCH STANDARDS. (1) The
purpose of this subsection is to gotect nontargeted salmon, steel-
head, other anadronous trout and char, and sturgan from fisheries
on harvestable stocks of salmon and sturgeon. Salmon gear
evaluations shall be based upon the average of the two observed
mortalities forchinook andcoho salmon Sturgeon gear evaludions
shall utilize observed mortalities for sturgeon. The director may

The above text is an exact reproduction of the text submitted by the sponsor. The Office of the Secretary of State has no editorial authority.
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COMPLETE TEXT OF
Initiative Measure 640 (cont.)

require more specific evaluations when deemed appropriate.
Evaluations shall involve life stages of fish most commonly exged
to the gear and be conducted under conditions representative of
when the gear would be utilized. Fishing gear types shall not be
used unless capable of live releasing such fish with no greagr than
fifteen percent mortality, in numbers of fish, during 1997 and
thereafter.

(2) The times and locations legal gear may be operated shall be
determined by the director.When and where a gear type ideemed
to pose a dgnificant threat to the abundance of by-caught salmon,
steelhead, other anadromous trout or char, sturgeon, sea birds, or
other proteded animals, the area shall be closed to fishing wstich
gear. When and where it is determird that such by-catch will have
a lesser impact, fisheries may be conducted only if the gear is
operated in accardance with procedures qualifying it for use urder
the by-catch standard. When and where it is determined that a
fishery does not have significant effect on the abundance of such
by-catch, such operating procedures may be waived. Waiving of
gear operating procedures shall be based only on results of te st
fishing and catch monitoring.

(3) Any gear type used for food fish and shellfish other than
salmonand sturgeon that resultsn by-catch mortality ofnontargeted
or unmarketable fish or shellfish that cumulatively weigh in excess
of fifteen percent of the live weight of the catch of targeted stocks
during 1997 and thereafter is not permitted.

(4) If the director determines that by-catch standards prevent
nontreaty fishers from havesting therfull share of sockeye, pink, or
chum salmon, in accordance with rulings under United States of
America et al. v. State of Washington et al., Civil No. 9213, United
States District Court for Western District of Washington, February
12, 1974, and Sohappy v. Smith, 302 F. Supp. 899 (D. Oregon,
1969),as amended, affirmed, and remaed 529 F2d 570(9th Cir.,
1976), existing gear types conforming to the by-catch standards
shall be given maximum opportunity for harvesting the targeted
stocks consistent with other provisions of this section. If additional
harvest levels are required to achieve nontreaty shares the direcor
shall not be constrained by previous provisions of this title after
January 1, 1997, for authorizing other gear types that satisfy the
by-catch standard. Commercial license applications for new gear
types, authorized by the director, shall be limited to holders of 1996
commercial salmon fishing licenses. However, the issuance osuch
licenses shall be limited to anumber consistent with the economic
welfare of commercial salmon licensees and the citizens of the
state.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. EVALUATING SELECTIVITY OF
FISHING METHODS. The department is directed to study and
establish by-catch mortality rates for the various types of existing
authorized fishing gear. Existing studies shall be utilized when
deemed appropriate bythe director. If such studies are unavailable,
by-catch mortality rates shall be based upon actual or simulated
conditions intended to duplicate the operation of representative
gear types in typical fishing situations. Mortality rates shall include
and are limited to the suraf immediate mortality, mortality following
twelve hours in confinenent, and losses to predabrs while fish and

shellfishare contained iror heldby the gear. Applicability of findings
of these studies to various times, places, and other cicrumstances
shall be determined by the director.

The director shall establish and enforce rules consistent with
maintaining the by-catch standards in the state's fisheries.

NEW SECTION. Sec.7. ELIMINATION OFNONCONFORMING
FISHING GEAR AND METHODS. This chapter shall not be
construed to prohihit the use of gear that does not comply with the
by-catch standards until January 11997, when non@mplying gear
is illegal. Nonconforming salmon and sturgem fishing geashallnot
be licensed by the state for use after this date.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 8. HATCHERY POLICY. Salmon
hatcheries operated by the state of Washington shall be managed
and operatedto contribute to fisheries in a mamerthat isconsistent
with the protection and rehabilitation of natural stocks.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. REDUCTION OF FOREIGN INTER-
CEPTION OF WASHINGTON FISH STOCKS. The policy of the
state of Washington is to reduce Canadian and other foreign
interceptions of salmon and steelhead originating in Washington.
The governor and other Washington state officials responsible for
negotiation of future fisheries agreements with Canada and other
nations shall strive toreduce interceptions of such fish origirating in
Washington. If itis necessary to redu@ Washington interception of
fish originating in Canada in order toachieve this goal, the director
is authorized anddirected to adop@ppropriate rules toachieve such
reduction.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. VALUE OF FISHERIES TO BE
CONSIDERED. In enacting or adopting rdes affecting fisheries for
food fish and shellfish in the state of Washington, the director is
authorizedand directedtoconsider economic values,includingthose
of the recreational, i.e. personal use, fishery and its associated
industries, and accord priority to those fisheries that have the
greatest value to the citizens of the state of Washington. Chinook
and coho salmon have generally been proven more valuable in
recreational fisheries and should be utilized in this manner except
where economic studies show that commercial catch is more
valuable. Pink, chum, and socleye salmon have been shown to be
more suitable and valuable in commercial fisheries except for Lake
Washington and Lake Wenatchee sockye salmon, which are more
valuable when utilized in a recreational fishery. The department
may modifythese comparative values only when based @tonomic
studies employing generally accepted statistical and economic
procedures and methodology.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 11. PERFORMANCE AUDIT. The state
auditor is directed to annually comple for the governor and publish
for the citizens a perfaomance audit relating to compliance with the
mandates of this chapter on the part of the department.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 12. CONSULTATION WITH OREGON.
After the effective date othis act, the governa andthe director shall
consult with the state of Oregon and urge adoption and imple-
mentation ofthe principles and policies set forth this chapter bythe
state of Oregonin ordeato maintain and enhane Columbia river fish
stock.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 13. LEGISLATIVE FUNDING. The leg-
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islature shall appropriate the necessary funds to carry out the
provisions of this chapter.

Sec. 14. RCW 75.12.010 and 1983 1st ex.s ¢ 46 s 46 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) Except as provided in this section, it is unlawful to fish
commercially for salmon within the waters described in subsection
(2) of this section.

(2) All waters east and south of a line commencing at a corncrete
monument on Angeles Poirtin Clallam county near themouth of the
Elwha River on which is inscribed "Angeles Point Monument"
(latitude 48° 9' 3"north, longitude 123° 33' 01" west of Greenwich
Meridian); thence running east on a line 81° 30' true across the
flashlight and bell buoy off Partridge Point and thence cantinued to
longitude 122° 40" west; thence north to the southerly shore of
Sinclair Island; thence along the southery shore of the island to the
most easterly point of the island; theice 46° true to Carter Point, the
most southerly point of Lummi Island; thence northwesterly along
the westerly shore line of Lummi Island to where the shore line
intersects line of longitude 122° 40' west; thence north to the
mainland, including: The southerly portion of Hale Passage,
Bellingham Bay, Padilla Bay, Fidigo Bay, Guemes ChannglSkagit
Bay, Similk Bay, Saratoga Passage, Holmes Harbor, Possession
Sound, Admiralty Inlet, Hood Canal, Puget Sound, and their inlets,
passages, waters, waterways, and tributaries.

(3) The director may authorize commercial fishing for sockeye
salmon within the waters described in subsecion (2) of this section
during the period June 10 to July 25 and for other salmon from the
second Monday of Septemberthrough November 30, except during
the hours between 4:00 p.m. of Friday and 4:00 p.m. of the following
Sunday.

(4) The director may authorize commercial fishing for salmon
((with gill net gear)) priorto the second Monday in Septembe within
the waters of Hale Passage, Bellingham Bay, Samish Bay, Padilla
Bay, Fidalgo Bay, Guemes Channel, Skagit Bay, and Similk Bay, to
wit: Those waters northerly and easterly of a line commencing at
Stanwood, thence along the south shore of Skagit Bay to Rocky
Point on Camano lIsland; thence northerly to Polnell Point on
Whidbey Island.

(5) Wheneverthe diredor determines that astockor run ofsalmon
cannot be harvested in the usual manner, and that the stock or run
of salmon may be in darger of being wasted and sumlus to natura
or artificial spawning requirements, the director may authorie units
of ((gillnet and puree ®ino)) gearconforming to by-catch standads
in any number or equivalents, by time and area, to fully utilize the
harvestable portions of these salmon runs for the economic well
being of the citizens of this state Gill net and purse seine gear other
than emergency and test gear autheized by thedirector shallnot be
used in Lake Washington.

(6) The director may autheoize commercial fishing forpink salmon
in each odd-numbered year from August 1 through September 1 in
the waters lying inside of a line commencing at the most easterly
point of Dungeness Spit and thence projected to Point Partridge on
Whidbey Island and a line commencing at Olele Point and thence
projected easterly to Bush Point on Whidbey Island.

NEW SECTION. Sec.15. EFFECTIVEDATE. This act shaltake
effect January 1, 1996.

NEW SECTION. Sec.16. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of
this act or its application to any person or circumstance is held
invalid, the remainder of the act or the applicéion of the provisia to
other persons or circumstances is not affected.

NEW SECTION. Sec.17. CAPTIONS. Captions used in this
chapter do not constitute any part of the law.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 18. CODIFICATION. Sections 1 through
13 and15 through 17of thisact shall consttute anew chapter inTitle
75 RCW.

COMPLETE TEXT OF
Initiative Measure 651

AN ACT Relating to gaming by tribes; and adding new sections to
chapter 9.46 RCW.

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

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1.
9.46 RCW to read as follows:

A new section is added to chapter

The State shall adopt a compact authorizing full class 1l gaming
under the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 2467,
25 U.S.C.sec. 2710) with allndian tribes with Indian lands within the
external boundaries of the state.

(1). The public policy and law of the state is that all Indan tribes
with Indian lands within the state are entitled to offer unrestricted
Class Ill gaming under a compact as defined under the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act of 1988. For all Indian tribes with Indian
lands within the external boundaries of the state that do not have a
compact with the stte as of November 7,1995, Washington State
shall be deemed to have executed a compact stating this public
policy within fifteen days of the certification of the passage of this
section by the secretary of state. When the agreed upon terms of
existing compads with other Indian tribes expe, those Indian tribes
may ratify the compact executed by the state as the result of this
section. The compact must not have market restrictions as to the
operation of class Ill gaming on India lands in the state with regal
to size of wager, size of facility, hours of operation, number of
games, number of facilties, or type of gaming employed, and there
must not be market restrictions on the use of player-activated
electromechanical gambling devices. The compact stating this
public policy ard governing class Il gaming is the compact ragred
under section 2 of this act.

(2). The compact must provide that all of the Indian tribes who
ratify this compact shall make a monthly payment of ten percent of
the net gaming revenues from the utilization of all player-activated
electromechanical gambling devices into a fund created and man-
aged by FTS Enterprises, an intertribal entity established as an
extension of tribal governing bodes under the laws of the participa
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ing tribes. "Net gaming revenues" islefined asgross revenue minus
all revenues paid or allocated as prizes The compact shall provide
that the state auditor and two other persons who are not members
of any Indian tribe with Indian lands in Washington State and, who
are registered voters in the stag, be appointed as directors of FTS
Enterprises upon the creation of the fund. The state auditor may
decline the appointment if he is otherwise precluded by the laws of
the state fromaccepting theappointment; in which eventhe existing
directors must appoint a replacement.

(3). The compact must provide that FTS Enterprises distribute the

fund's revenue annually on a per capita basis minus operating
expenses to all of the regigered voters in the state who have votel
in the most immediate previous statewide general election. FTS
Enterprises shall have its records audited by a certified public
accounting firm, annually. The audit shall be incuded in an annud
report published and presented to the state auditor.

(4). If at any time after the effective date of this act, the state
authorizes, by statute, rule or regulation, the operation of any
player-activated electromechanical gambling device, other than
one licensed andn actualoperation beforeMarch 1,1995 anywhere
withinthe state nobn Indian lands, onot authorizedby this actthen
the financial obligations of the Indian tribes under the compact
signed as a result of this act shall cease. After final distribution is
made, further payment bythe tribes anddistribution tothe registered
voters must not from that time occur. In such event, all other
provisions of the compact must remain in full force and effect.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. A new section is added to chapter 9.46
RCW to read as follows:

The compact adopted under section 1 of this act must read as
follows:

Tribal State Compact for Class Ill Gaming by Tribes with
Indian Lands in the State of Washington

RECITALS

WHEREAS the vaers of the State of Washington have set forth,
by Initiative, the clear public policy that all Indian tribes within the
state are entitled to offer unrestricted Class Ill gaming under a
compact defined by the federal Indian Gaming Regulatory Act of
1988; and

WHEREAS the federal Indian Gaming Regulatory Act of 1988
provides that a compact govering the operation of Class Ill gaming
shall be submitted to the Secretary of Interior and published in the
federal register;

ACCORDINGLY, theState of Washington agrees tathe following
terms and conditions upon the ratification of this compact by any
Indian tribe with Indian lands within the state.

PART I. Effective upon Ratification by Tribe

This compact is entered into by the Stae of Washington and any
federally recognized Indian tribe withndian lands withinthe exterior

boundaries of the State of Washington that ratifies this compact in
accordance with the tribe's constitution and applicable tribal laws
and regulations. A Compact already in existence between a tribe
and the State of W ashington remains in effect until the compact
expires byits expressterms, after which time, the tribmay ratify this
Compact.

PART II. Authorized Class Ill Gaming

(1). Authorization of games. A tribe may offer any game with
the elements of prize, consideration, and chance that (a) is autho-
rized by a tribe pursuant to a valid trikal ordinance that is approved
by the National Indian Gaming Commission; and (b) is played
according to specific rules, the copies of which are available to
patrons. There must not be market restrictions as to the operation
of Class Il gaming including, but not limited to, size of wager, size
of facility, hours ofoperation, number of games number of facilities,
or type of gaming employed.

(2). Authorization of Gambling Devices. A tribe is entitled to
use any gambling device as defined by RCW § 9.46.0241, as in
effect on January 1,B95, solong as a true and corct prototype of
such device has been certified by, or would meet the technical
equipment standards of authorized regulatory bodies inthe State of
Nevada, or the State of Newdersey, or the device is exenpted from
certification requirements under the lawvs of the State of Nevada, or
the State of NewJersey. If Nevada orNew Jersey changes itslaws,
the devices include devices that are or would be lawful in Nevada or
New Jersey under the laws, rules, and regulations in effect on
January 1, 1995.

(3). Age Limitations. A person under the age of eighteen (18)
may neither participae ina gaming operaion, nor be allowel onthe
Class Il gaming floor during actual hours of operation. Should
alcoholic beverages be offered on any portion of the gaming floor
under applicable law,then apatron under the age btwenty-one (21)
may notbe permitted orthat portion ofthe gaming floorduringactual
hours of operation.

PART lll. VOTERS' DIVIDEND FUND

(1). Ten Percent Dividend. The Tribes shall make a monthly
payment of ten percent of the net gaming revenues from the
utilization of all player-activated electromechanical gambling de-
vices into a fund created and managed by FTS Enterprises, an
intertribal entity established as an extension of tribal governing
bodies under the laws of p articipating tribes with Indian lands in
Washington State, who exercise their sovereign authority to par-
ticipate in FTS Enterprises. "Net gaming revenues" is defined as
gross revenue minus all revenues paid or allocated as prizes.
Ratification ofthis compact by &ribe must incluide acknowledgment
and consent to abide by the policies and procedures of FTS
Enterprises consistent with the terms of this compact. Specifically,
the tribe consents to providing reasonable access to books and
records necessary to conduct a verifiable audit of the tribal gaming
operations to ensure that FTS Enterprises and tribes are meeting
their obligations to the voters of the state under this compact. The
state auditor and two other persons who are not members of any
Indian tribe with Indian lands in Washington State, who are regis-
tered voters of the state, shall be appointed by the Board as
Directors of FTS Enterprises upon thecreation of thefund. The state
auditor may decline the appantment ifhe is othewise precluded by
the laws ofthe state from acceping the appointment; inwhich event
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the existing directors must appoint a replacement.

(2). Management & Sup ervision. The compact shall provide
that FTS Enterprises distribute the fund's revenue annually on a
per-capita basis minus operating expenses to all of the registered
voters in the state who have voted in the most immediate previous
state-wide general election. The fund must allow those entitled to
adistribution todonate their annual distribtion payment to separate
funds created by FTS Enterprises to support nonprofit, private
programs in the areas of education, environmental protection, law
enforcement, and natural resources restoration. FTS Enterprises
shall have its records audited by a certified public accounting firm,
annually. The audit shall be ircluded in an annud report published
and presented to the state auditor.

(3). Exclusivity to Indian Country. If the state authorizes, by
statute, rule or regulation, the operation of any player-activated
electromechanical gambling device, other than those licensed and
actually in play on or before March 1, 1995, anywhere within the
state not on Indian lands, or not authorized by this act, then the
financial obligations of the Indian tribes under the compact signed
as the result of the passage of this act cease immediately. After a
final prorated distribution is made, furtler payment by the tribes and
distribution to theregistered voters must not from that timeccur. In
such an event, albther provsions ofthe compact must remain in full
force and effect.

PART IV. Regulation of Class Ill Gaming

(1). Licensing of Key Employees and Primary Management
Officials. The tribe shall license, operate, and regulate all Class Il
gaming activities consistent with this compact, tribal law, and all
other applicable federal law. The tribe shall enforee and administer
the regulatory requirements that include but are not limited to the
licensing of key employees and primary management officials of
each Class Ill gaming activity or operation. The standards for
licensing must be aleast as restiictive as the standards regired by
the Indian Gaming Regllatory Act of 1988 andhe regulations ofthe
National IndianGaming Commission forKey Employeesand Primary
Management Officials in effect for Class Il gaming activities, as of
March 1,1995.

(2). Accounting/Auditing. Accounting records must be kept on
a double entry systen of accounting, maintaining detailed, support-
ing, subsidiary records. The tribe shall retain the following records
for at least three years: (a) revenues, expenses, assets, liabilities
and equity for each loation at which Class IIl ganing is conducted;
(b) daily cash transactions for each Class IIl gane at each location
at which gaming is conducted, including but not limited to transac-
tions relating to each gaming table bank, game drop box, and
gaming room bank; (c) all markers, IOUs, returned checks, hold
checks or other similar credit instruments; (d) contrads, corresporn-
dence and other transaction documents relating to all vendors and
contractors; (e) records of all tribal enforcement activities;
(f) audits prepared by or on behalf of the tribe; and (g) personnel
information on all Class Il gaming employees or agents, including
rotation sheets, hours worked, employee profiles and background
checks. The tribe shall comply with all applicable provisions of the

Bank Secrecy Act, P.L. 91-508, 31 U.S.C. 88 5311-5314 (1970).
(3). Washington State's Role in Regulation.

(a) Investigative Services to be Made Available.
The Washington State Gambling Commission shall conduct back-
ground investigations on primary management officials and key
employees. Fees for the services shall not exceed the actual and
reasonable costs incurred by the Commission for providing the
service. The involvement of the state in conducting background
investigations shall bevoluntary; If theState of Washington chooses
not toconduct thebackground investgations, or isotherwise unable
to conduct the background investigations, the tribe may contract
with othergovernments orprivate companiestoprovide theservices.
The tribe shall provide inform#don on primary maagement officials
and key employees sufficient to allow the state to conduct its own
background investigation as is necessary to make an independent
determination as to suitability of these individuals, consistent with
the standards imposed on and by tle tribe. If the state digutes the
active status of a licensee, the state may pursue the remedies
available in Part V of this compact.

(b) State Inspection. The state may inspect any aspect
of the tribalgaming operations. The state presence, however, must
not be conducted in a manner which interferes with the day-to-day
operations of the gaming facility. A representative authorized in
writing by the Gowernor of the state, or his designee, shall have the
right to inspect, in the accompaniment of a designated tribal rep-
resentative, all tribal Class Il gaming facilities and all trikal records
related to Class Ill gaming, subject to the following conditions:

(i) For public areas, the representative may insped at
any time without prior notice;

(i) For private areas not accessible to the public, the
representative may inspect at any time during normal business
hours, with twelve hours prior written notice; and

(iii) For inspection and copying of all tribal records
relating to Class Ill gaming, the representative must give
48 hours, not including weekends, prior wiitten notice to the Chair-
man of the tribe and speciftally identify the records to be inspeded
and copied. Flowever, the state shall pay for all reasonable costs
related to the inspedion and copying, and the trite may prohibit the
state from copying materials if the state is unable to maintain the
confidentiality of the materials.

(c) State Oversight & Consulting Services. The state
may provide additional oversight or consulting services by enterng
into a separate Menorandum of Agreement with the tribe provding
for the services. In such an event, howeer, the fees chargel bythe
state must not exceed fair and reasonable costs for providing the
services.

PART V. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

(1). Disputes Between Tribe and State -Tribe or state may
invoke the following dispute procedure if either believes the other
government has failed to comply with a any requirement of the
compact.

(@) Notice. The party asserting noncompliance must
serve written notice to the Chairman of the tribe and the Governor
of the state. The notice must identify the specific provision of the
compact alleged to have bee violated and must speify the factud
basis for the alleged noncompliance.

(b) Negotiated Resolution. Within thirty (30) days df
Notice under subsection (a) the trile and state shall meet ad make
every good faitheffort to resolve the dispute amicaly, through direct
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negotiation. If the direct negotiation is futile or unsuccessful, the
tribe and state agree to seek aimdependent mediator, the selection
of which must be mutually agreed upon. Such mediator shall
attempt to find a mutually acceptable resolution to the dispute.

(c) Formal Mediation. A controversy or claim arising out
of or relating to this compat, or the breach of this compat; wherein
negotiated resolution pursuant to subsection (1) (b) of this Part is
unsuccessful, the dispute must be submitted to formal mediation
supervised and administrated by Judicid Arbitration and Medation
Services, through its Seattle offte. The mediator must be selected
by Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Services unless otherwise
agreed to by tribe and stateThe medator shall have at aminimum,
three years exgerience as afederal magistrate, federal district court
or appellate judge, with specific experience involving Indian tribes
as litigants. The mediation is not binding on the partiesunless prior
to mediation, both parties agree, in writing, to be bound by the
mediator's decision. The tribe and stateshall each bear itsown legal
fees and expenses unless, in the opinion of the mediator, the
position ofone party igneritless, in which event thising party shall
reimburse the prevailing party for such fees and expenses. If the
preferential use of Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Services
violates any law, or is otherwise not available, the government
seeking relief is deemed to have exhasted their remedies and may
proceed to federal court as set forth in section (2) of this
PartV._

(2). Consent to Jurisdiction of Federal Court. If significant
disputes arisefrom thiscompact thatcannot beresolvedby negotiated
resolution ormediation, tribe and state agree to submit the issues to
federal court for determination.

(a) Tribe's Limited Waiver of Sovereign Immunity. By
this agreement, the tribe does not waive, limit, or modify its sover-
eign immunity from suit excep as provided in this section. The tribe
expressly waives in a limited manner its immunity from suit and
consents to be sued in the United States District Court for either
district of Washington, or in the District Court for the District of
Columbia. The state must exhaust the remedies under this Part V
before pursuing any actian in federal cout. This waiver is expressly
limited topermit judgments or awards onlyto theextent ofprospective
equitable relief that the tribe compl with the court's interpetation of
the compact.

(b) State's Limited Waiver of Sovereign Immunity. By
this agreement, the state does not waive, limit, or modify its
sovereign immunity from suit except as provided in this section.
State expressly waives in a limited manner its immunity from suit,
including any immunity protet¢ed by theEleventh Amendment tothe
Constitution of the United States, and consents to be sued in the
United States District Court for either district of Washington, or for
the District Court for thd®istrict of Columbia. The tribemust exhaust
the remedies under this Part V befoe pursuing any action in federal
court.

PART VI. MISCELLANEOUS

(1). Complete Agreement. This compact is the entire agree-
ment between the governments and supersedes all prior agree-

ments, whether written or oral, with respect to the sulject matter of
this compact.

(2). Severability. In the event that any section or provision of
this compact is held invaid by any court of conpetent jurisdiction, it
is the intent of the parties that the remaining sections or provisions
of this compact continue in full force and effect. If the Department
of Interior, on behalf of the United States, determines that changes
in this compact are necesary to be consigent with federal law, this
Compact is deemed modified to the extert necessary to conform to
federal law.

(3). Jurisdiction. Nothing in this commact may be interpreed to
alter jurisdiction that the state might currently have on Indian lands
of a Washington tribe. This compact may not be interpreted to
preclude a subsequert retrocession agreement, crossdeputization
agreement, or other intergovernmental agreement affecting juris-
diction.

PLEASE NOTE:

In thepreceding andfollowing measures, all wordsin

double parentheses with a line through them are in

the State Lawat thepresent time and arebeing taken

out by the measure. All words underlined do not

appear in the State Law ast is now written but will be
put in if the measure is adopted.

To obtain a copy ofthe texts of these state measures
in larger print, call the Secretary of State's toll-free
hotline -- 1-800-448-4881.

COMPLETE TEXT OF
Referendum Measure 48

AN ACT Relating to regulation of private property; adding a new
chapter to Title 64 RCW.

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

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. This act is intendeal toprovide remedies
to property owners in addition to any nstitutional rights under the
state and/or federal constitutions and is not intended to restrict or
replace any constitutional rights.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. This act shall be known as the private
property regulatory fairness act.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. A regulation of private property or re-
straint of land use by a governmental entity is prohibited unless a
statement containing a full andysis of the total economic impact in
private property of such regulation or restraint is prepared by the
entity and made available to the public at least thirty days prior to
adoption of the regulation or imposition of the restraint. Such
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statement shall identify the manner in whicthe proposed action will
substantially advance the purpose of protecting public health and
safety against identified public health or safety risks created by the
use of private property, and analyze the economic impact of all
reasonable alternatives to the regulation or restraint. Should the
governmental entity choose to adopt a proposed regulation or
restraint on the use private property, the governmental entity shall
adopt theregulation or restraint that has the leagbssible impact on
private property andstill accomplishesthe necessary publiurpose.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. (1) A portion or parcel of private prop-
erty shall be considered to have been taken for general public use
when:

(a) a governmental entity reguates or imposes a restrant of land
use on such portian or parcd of property for public berefit including
wetlands, fish or wildife habitat, buffer zone, or other public benefit
designations; and

(b) no public nuisance will be aeated absent the regulation; and

(2) When private property is taken for general public use, the
regulating agency or jurisdiction shall pay full compensation of
reduction in value to the owner, or the wse of the land by the owner
may not be restricted because of the regulation or restraint. The
jurisdiction may not require waiving this compensation as a condi-
tion of approval of use or another permit, nor as a condition for
subdivision of land.

(3) Compensation must be paid to the owner of a private propert
within three montts of the adoption of a regulatin orrestraint which
results in a taking for general public use.

(4) A governmental entity may nd deflate the value of property by
suggesting or threatening a designation to avoid full comgnsation
to the owner.

(5) A governmental entity that places restrictions on the use of
public orprivate property whid deprive a landowner of access tois
or her property mug also provide alternative access to the property
at the governmental entity's expense, or purchase the inaccessibke
property.

(6) The assessor shall adjust property valuation for tax purposes
and notify the owner of the new tax valuation, which must be
reflected and identified inthe next tax assessment notice.

(7) The state is responsible for the conpensation liability of other
governmental entities for any action which restricts the use of

property when such action is mandated by state law or any state
agency.

(8) Claims for compensation as a result of a taking of private
property under this act must be brought within the time period
specified in RCW 4.16.020.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. No governmentalentity may require any
private property owner to provide or pay for any studies, maps,
plans, or reports used in dedsions to consider restricting the use of
private property for public use.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. Unless the context clearly requires
otherwise, the definitions in this section apply throughout this
chapter.

(1) "Full compensation" means the reduction in the fair market
value ofthe portion or parcel oproperty taken for general public use
which is attributable to the regulation or restraint. Such reduction
shall be measured as of the date of adoption of the regulation or
imposition of restraint on the use of private property.

(2) "Governmental entity" means Washington state, state agen-
cies, agencies and commissias funded fully opartially by thestate,
counties, cities, and other political subdivisions.

(3) "Private property" means -

(a) land;

(b) any interest in land or improvements thereon;

(c) any proprietary water right;

(d) Any crops, forest products, or resources capable of
being harvested or extracted that isowned by a non-gorernmental
entity and igrotected by either the Fifth dfourteenth Amendments
to the U.S. Constitution or the Washington State Constitution.

(4) "Restraint of land use" means any action, requirement, or
restriction by agovernmental entity, other than actiors toprevent or
abate public nuisanes, that limits the use adevelopment orprivate

property.

NEW SECTION. Sec.8 This act may be enforced in Superior
Court against any govenmental entity which falis to comply with the
provisions of this act by any owner of property subject to the
jurisdiction of such entity. Any prevailing plaintiff is entitled to
recover the costs of litigation, including reasonable attomey's fees.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. If any provision of this act or its applica-
tion to any peason or circumstance is held imalid, the remainder of
the act or the application of the provision to other persons or
circumstances is not affected.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. Sections 1 through 8 of this act shall
constitute a new chapter in Title 64 RCW.

PROJECT VOTE SMART

Information about federal office holders is available free to Washington voters from Project Vote Smart, a

national, nonpartisan program started in 1992. This includes information about voting records, campaign

finances, past and current postion statements and performarce evaluations. Voters can telephae Project

Vote Smart at 1-800-622-7627. World wide web address is: http://www.vote-smart.org
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AN ACT Relating to the role of the state commission on fish and
wildlife as recommended by the commission on fish and wildlife;
amending RCW 77.04.040, 77.04.055, 77.04.080, 75.08.011,
75.08.025,75.08.055,75.08.058,75.08.070,75.08.080,75.08.090,
75.08.110,75.08.120,75.08.274,75.08.285,75.08.295,75.08.460,
75.40.020,75.40.040,75.40.060,75.08.014,75.08.040,75.08.045,
75.12.010,75.12.015,75.20.110,75.24.030,75.24.100,75.24.130,
75.25.095,75.30.060,75.50.010,75.50.020,75.50.030,75.50.040,
75.50.050, 75.50.070, 75.50.110, 75.50.130, 75.52.050, and
77.16.135;reenactingandamending RCW43.17.020 and75.50.100;
creating new sections providing an effecive date; and providing for
submission of this act to a vote of the people.

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

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The legislature supports the recom-
mendations of the state fish and widlife commission with regard to
the commission's responsibilities in the merged department of fish
and wildlife. It is the irtent of the legislature that, beginning July 1,
1996, the commission assume regulatory authority for food fish and
shellfish inaddition to itsexisting authority for game fish andvildlife.
It isalso the intent of the legislature to prode to thecommission the
authority to review and approve department agreements, to review
and approve the department's budget proposals, to adopt rules for
the department, and to select commission staff and the director of
the department.

The legislature finds that all fish, shellfish, and wildlife species
should be managed under a single comprehensive set of goals,
policies, and objectives, and that the decision-making authority
should rest with the fish and wildlife commission. The commission
acts in an open and deliberative process that encourages public
involvement and increases public confidence in department
decision-making.

Sec. 2. RCW 43.17.020 and 1993 sp.s. c2 s 17,1993 ¢c 472 s
18, and 1993 ¢ 280 s 19 are each reenacted and amended to read
as follows:

There shall be a chid executive officer of each department to be
known as: (1) The secretary of social and health services, (2) the
director of ecology, (3) the director of labor and industries, (4) the
director of agriculture, (5) the director of fish and wildlife, (6) the
secretary of transportation, (7) the director of licensing, (8) the
director of general administration, (9) the director of community,
trade, and economic development, (10) the director of veterans
affairs, (11) the director of revenue, (12) the director of retirement
systems, (13) the secretay of corredions, and (14) the secretary of
health, and (15) the director of financial institutions.

Such officers, except the secretary of transportation and the di-
rector of fishand wildlie, shallbe appointed by thegovernor, with the
consent of the senate, and hold office at the pleasure of the
governor. The secretary of transportation shallbe appointed by the
transportation commission as prescribed by RCW 47.01.041. The
director of fish and wildlife shdl be appointed bv the fish and wildlife
commission as prescribed bv RCW 77.04.055.

Sec. 3. RCW 77.04.040 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 61 are each
amended to read as follows:

Persons eligible for appdantment as members of the commission
shall have general knowledge of the habits and distribution of
((game)) fish and wildlife and shall not hold anogéh state, county; or
municipal elective or appointive office. In making these appoint-
ments, the governor shall seek to maintain a balance reflecting all
aspects of ((game)) fish and wildlife, including representation rec-
ommended bv organized groups representing sportfishers. com-
mercialfishers. hunters, private landowers, and environmertalists.
Persons eligible for appointmert asfish and wildlife commissioners
shall ((not have o monetary interest in any private business that is
involved with conaumptive or nonconsumptive uoo of game fish or
wMife)) comply with the provisions of chapters 42.52 and 42.17
RCW.

Sec. 4. RCW 77.04.055 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 62 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) In establishing policies to preserve, protect, and perpetuate
wildlife, ((game)) fish, and wildlife and ((game)) fish habitat, the
commission shall meet annually with the governor to:

(a) Review and prescribe basic goals and objectives related to
those policies; and

(b) Review the performance of the department in implementing
((game)) fish and wildlife policies.

The commissionshall maximize ((game-fteb)¥ishing, hunting, and
outdoor recreational opportunities compatible with healthy and
diverse fish and wildlife populations.

(2) The commission shall establish hunting, trapping, and fishing
seasons and prescribe the time, place, manner, and methods that
may be used to harvest or enjoy game fish and wildlife.

(3) The commissian shall establish provisons regulating food fish
and shellfish as provided in RCW 75.08.080.

(4) The commission shall have final approval authority for tribal,
interstate, international, and any other department agreements
relating to fish and wildlife.

(5) The commissian shall adopt rules to implementhe state's fish
and wildlife laws.

(6) The commission shall have final approval authority for the
department's budget proposals.

(7) The commissian shall select its own staff and shall appoint the
director of the department. The director and commission staff shall
serve at the pleasure of the commission.

Sec. 5. RCW 77.04.080 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 64 are each
amended to read as follows:

Persons eligible for appointment ((by the governor)) as director
shall have practical knowledge of the habits and distribution of fish
and wildlife. ((The governor shall oook recommendations from the
commission on the qualifications, skills, and experience necessary
to discharge the duties of the position.—When considering and
selecting thedirector, the governor 3lllconsult withand boadvised
by the commission.)) The director shall receive the salary fixed by
the governor under RCW 43.03.040.

The director is the exfficio secretary of the commisson and shall
attend its meetings and keep a record of its business.

The director may appoint and employ necessary departmental
personnel. The director may delegate to depatment personnel the
duties and powers necessary for efficent operation and administra-
tion of the department. ((The department shall provide staff for the
commission.))
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Sec. 6. RCW 75.08.011 and 1994 c 255 s 2 are each anmended
to read as follows:

As used in this title or rules of the director, unless the context
clearly requires otherwise:

(1) "Commission" means the fish and wildlife commission.

{2} "Director" means the director of fish and wildlife.

((2))) (3) "Departnent” means the demrtment offish and wildlife.

(({3))) (41'Person" means an individial or gpublic or private entity
or organization. The term "person" inclules local, state, and federal
government agencies, and all business organizations, including
corporations and partnerships.

(((4))) (51'Fisheries patrd officer" mears aperson appointed and
commissioned by the ((director)) commission, with authority to en-
force this title, rules of the diretor, and other statutes asprescribed
by the legislature. Fisheries patrol officers are peace officers.

(({5))) (81 "Ex officio fisheries patrol officer" means a commis-
sioned officer of amunicipal, county, state, or federal agency having
as its primary function the enforcement of criminal laws in general,
while the officer is irthe appropriate jursdiction. The term "ex officio
fisheries patrol officer" also incudes wildlife agents, special agents
of the national marine fisheries service, United States fish and
wildlife special agents, state parks commissioned officers, depart-
ment of natural resources enforcement officers, and United States
forest service officers, while the agents and officers are witin their
respective jurisdictions.

(((6))) (2) "To fish," 'to hevest," and "to take" andheir derivatives
mean an effort to kill, injure, harass, or catch food fish or shellfish.

(7)) (S) "State waters" means all marine waters aritesh waters
within ordinary high watr lines and within the territorial boundaries
of the state.

(((8))) (9) "Offshore waters" means marine waters of the Pacific
Ocean outside the territorial boundaries of the state, including the
marine waters of other states and countries.

(((5))) 1101"Concurrent waters ofthe Columhiariver" means those
waters of the Columbia river that coincide with the
Washington-Oregon state boundary.

(((+6)1) (111 "Resident" means a person who has maintained a
permanent place of abode within the state for at least ninety days
immediately preceding an apgication for a license, has establiked
by formal evidence an intent to continue residing within the state,

and who is not licensa to hunt or fish as a resident in another state.

(((44)1) (121 "Nonresident" means a person who has not fulfilled
the qualifications of a resident.

(({42))) (131 "Food fish" means those species of the classes
Osteichthyes, Agnatha, and Chondichthyes that have been classi-
fied and that shall not be fished for except as authorized by rue of
the ((dtfeetef))commission. The term "food fish" includes all stages
of development and the bodily parts of food fish species.

(((43))) (141"Shellfish" means those species of marine and fresh-
water invertebrates that have been classified and that shall not be
taken exceptas authorized byrule ofthe ((dtfeetef))commission. The
term "shellfish" includes all stages of development and the bodily
parts of shellfish species.

(((44))) (151 "salmon" means all species of the genus

Oncorhynchus, except those classified as game fish in Title 77
RCW, and includes:
Scientific Name Common Name
Chinook salmon
Coho salmon
Chum salmon
Pink salmon
Sockeye salmon

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Oncorhynchus kisutch
Oncorhynchus keta
Oncorhynchus gorbuscha
Oncorhynchus nerka

(((45))) rm"Commercial" means related to or connected with
buying, selling, or bartering. Fishing for food fish or shellfish with
gear unlawful for fishing for persoal use, or pos®ssing food fishor
shellfish in excess of the limits permitted for personal use are
commercial activities.

(((46))) (171 "To process" and its derivatives mean preparing or
preserving food fish or shellfish.

(((47))) (181 "Personal use" means for the private use of the
individual taking the foad fish or shellfish and nat for sale or barter.

(((48))) (191"Angling gear"means a line attached to &d and reel
capable of being held in hand while landing the fish or a hand-held
line operated without rod or reel.

(((4-0))) (2Q1"Open season" means those times, manners of
taking, and places or waters established by rule of the ((dtfeetef))
commission for the lawfu fishing, taking, or possession of food fish
or shellfish. "Open season" includes the first and last days of the
established time.

(((20))) (211 "Fishery" means the taking of one or more particular
species of food fish or shellfish with particular gear in a particular
geographical area.

(((24))) (221 "Limited-entry license" means a license subject to a
license limitation program established in chapter 75.30 RCW.

(((22))) (231"Seaweed" means marine aquatic plant species tha
are dependent upon the marine aquatic or tidal environment, and
exist in either an attached or free floating form, and includes but is
not limited to marine aquatic plants in the classes Chlorophyta,
Phaeophyta, and Rhodophyta.

Sec. 7. RCW 75.08.025 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 8 are each
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may negotiate agreements with the
United States department of defense to coordinate fishing in state
waters over which the depatment of defense has assumed control.

Sec. 8. RCW 75.08.055 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 23 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) The ((dtreetef)) commission may enter into agreements with
and receive funds from the United States for the construction,
maintenance, and operation of fish cultural stations, laboratories,
and devices in the Columbia River bas for improvenent of feeding
and spawning conditions for fish, for the praection of migratory fish
from irrigation projects and for fadlitating free migation of fish over
obstructions.

(2) The ((difeetef)) commission and the department may acquire
by gift, purchase, lease, easement, or condemnation the use of
lands where the construction or improvement is to be caried on by
the United States.

Sec. 9. RCW 75.08.058 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 99 are each
amended to read as follows:
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The ((department)) commission may adopt rules pertaining to
harvest offish and wildlife in the federal excluge economic zone by
vessels or individuals registered or licensed under the laws of this
state.

Sec. 10. RCW 75.08.070 and 1989 c 130 s are each amended
to read as follows:

Consistent withfederallaw, thef(director's commission'sauthority
extendsto allareas and waters within théerritorial boundaries othe
state, to the offshore waters, and to the concurrent waters of the
Columbia river.

Consistent withfederallaw, the (director's commission'sauthority
extends to fishing in offshore waters by residents of this state.

The ((difeetef)) commission may adopt rules consistent with the
regulations adopted by the Unied States department of commerce
for theoffshore waters. The (director)) commission may adoptrules
consistent with the recommendations or regulations of the Pacific
marine fisheries commission, Columbia river compact, the Pacific
salmon commission as provided in chapter 75.40 RCW, or the
international Pacific halibut commission.

Sec. 11. RCW 75.08.080 and 1993 ¢ 117 s 1 are each amended
to read as follows:

(1) The((difeetef)) commissionmay adopt, amend, orepeal rules
as follows:

(a) Specifying the times when the taking of food fish or shellfish is
lawful or unlawful.

(b) Specifying the areas and waters in which the taking and
possession of food fish or shellfish is lawful or unlawful.

(c) Specifying and defining the gear, appliances, or other equip-
ment and methods that may be used to take food fish or shellfish,
and specifying the times, places, and manner in which the equip-
ment may be used or possessed.

(d) Regulating the possesson, disposal, landing, and sale ofood
fish or shellfish within the state, whether acquired within or without
the state.

(e) Regulating the prevention and suppression of diseases and
pests affecting food fish or shellfish.

(f) Regulating the size sex, species, and quantties of food fish or
shellfish that may be taken, possessed, sold, or disposed of.

(9) Specifying the statistical and biblogical reports required from
fishermen, dealers, boathouses, or processors of food fish or
shellfish.

(h) Classifying species of marine and freshwater life as food fish
or shellfish.

(i) Classifying the species of food fish and shellfish that may be
used for purposes other than human consumption.

(j) Other rules necessary to carry out this title and the purposes
and duties of the department.

(2) Subsections (1) (a), (b), (c), (d), and (f) of this section do not
apply to private tideland owners and lessees and the immediate
family members of the owners or lessees of state tiaelands, when
they take or possess oysters, clams, cockles, borers, or mussels,
excluding razor clams, produced on their own private tidelands or
their leased state tidelands for personal use.

"Immediate family member" for the purposes of this section
means a spouse, brother, sister, grandparent, parent, child, or
grandchild.

(3) Except for subsection (1) (g) of this section, this section does
not apply to private sector cultured aquatic products as defined in
RCW 15.85.020. Subsection (1) (g) of this section does apply to
such products.

Sec. 12. RCW 75.08.090 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 16 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) Rules of the ((difeetef)) commission shall be adopted by the
((difeetef)) commission or a designee in accordance with chapter
34.05 RCW.

(2) Rules of the ((director)) commission shall be admnitted as evi-
dence inthe courts of the state when accompanied by an affidavit
from the((difeetef)) commission ora designee certifying that therule
has been lawfully adopted and the affdavit is prima facie evidence
of the adoption of the rule.

(3) The ((difeetef)) commission may designate department em-
ployees to act on the ((director's)) commission's behalf in the
adoption and certification of rules.

Sec. 13. RCW 75.08.110 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 17 are each
amended to read as follows:

Provisions of this title or rules of the (director)) commission shall
not be printed in a pampHet unless the pamphlet is clearly marked
as an unofficial version. This section does not apply to printings
approved by the ((difeetef)) commission.

Sec. 14. RCW 75.08.120 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 18 are each
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may designate the boundaries of
fishing areas by driving piling or by establishing monuments or by
description of landmarks or section lines and directional headings.

Sec. 15. RCW 75.08.274 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 28 are each
amended to read as follows:

Except by permit of the ((difeetef)) commission, it is unlawful to
take food fish or shellfish for propagation or scientific purposes
within state waters.

Sec. 16. RCW 75.08.285 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 29 are eath
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may prohibit the introduction, trans-
portation ortransplanting of food fish, shellfish, orgaisms, matenal,
or otherequipment whichin the((diroctor'sllcommission's judgment
may transmit any disease or pests affecting food fish or shellfish.

Sec. 17. RCW 75.08.295 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 30 are exh
amended to read as follows:

Except by permit of the ((director)) commission, it is unlawful to
release, plant, or place food fish or shellfish in state waters.

Sec. 18. RCW 75.08.460 and 1990 c 91 s 2 ae each amended
to read as follows:

The ((difeetef)) commission shall report to the governor and the
appropriate legislative committees regarding its progress on the
recreational fishery enhancement plan giving the following mini-
mum information:

(1) By July1,1990, andby July Ist each suaeeding year a report
shall include:
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(a) Progress on all prograns within the plan that are referred tas
already underway; and

(b) Specific anticipated needs for additional FTE's, additional
capital funds or other needed resources, including whether or not
Current budgetary dollars are sufficient.

(2) By November 11990, and by Novembe 1st each succeeding
year a report shall provide the many specificities omitted from the
recreational fishery enhancement plan. They include but are not
limited to the following:

(@) The name of the person assigned the responsibility and
accountability for over-all management of the recreational fishery
enhancement plan.

(b) The name of the person responsible and accountable for
management of each regional program.

(c) The anticipated yearly cods related to each regional program.

(d) The specific dates relative to attainment of the recreational
fishery enhancement plan goals, including a time-line program by
region.

(e) Criteria used for measurament of the successful attainment of
the recreational fishery enhancement plan.

Sec.19. RCW 75.40.020 and 19B31st ex.s. ¢ 46 s150 are each
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may give to the state of Oregon such
consent and apprdation ofthe state of Washirgton as isnecessary
under the compact set out in RCW 75.40.010. For the purposes of
RCW 75.40.010, the states of Washington and Oregon have con-
current jurisdiction in the concurent waters of the Columbia river as
defined in RCW 75.08.011.

Sec. 20. RCW 75.40.040 and 19831st ex.s. ¢ 46 s152 are each
amended to read as follows:

((The director)) A member selected bv or a designee of the fish
and wildlife commission, ex officio, and two appointees of the gov-
ernor representing the fishing industry shall act as the representa-
tives of this state on the Paific Marine Fisheries Commission. The
appointees of the governor are subject to confirmation by the stae
senate.

Sec. 21. RCW 75.40.060 and 198 c 130 s2 are each amended
to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may adopt and enforce the provi-
sions ofthe treaty between the goverrment of theUnited States and
the government of Canada concerning Pacific salmon, treaty docu-
ment number 99-2, entered into force March 18, 1985, at Quebec
City, Canada, and the regulatias of the commissian adopted under
authority of the treaty.

Sec. 22. RCW 75.08.014 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 21 are each
amended to read as follows:

The director shall supervise the administration and operation of
the department and perform the duties prescribed by law and del-
egated by the commission. The director may appoint and employ
necessary personnel. The director may delegate, in writing, to
department personnel the duties and powers necessary for efficient

operation and administration of the department.

Only persons having general knowledge of the fisheries and
wildlife resources and of the commercial and recreational fishing
industry in this state are eligible for appointment as director. The
director shall not have a finangal interest in the fishirg industry or a
directly related industry.

Sec. 23. RCW 75.08.040 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 9 are
each amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may acquire by gift, easement, pur-
chase, lease, or condemnation lands, water rights, and rights of
way, and construct and maintain necessary facilities for purposes
consistent with this title.

The ((director)) commission may sell, lease, convey, or grant
concessions upon real or persmal property under the contol of the
department.

Sec. 24. RCW 75.08.045 and 1983 1st ex.s. c 46 s 11 are eah
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may accept money or real property
from persons under conditions requiring the use of the property or
money for the protection, rehabilitation, preservation, or conserva-
tion of the state food fish and shelih resources, or in settlement of
claims for damages to food fish and shellfish resources. The
((director)) commission shall only accept redproperty useful for the
protection, rehabilitation, preservation, or conservation of these
fisheries resources.

Sec. 25. RCW 75.12.010 and 1983 1st ex.s. c46 s46 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) Except as provided in this section, it is unlawful to fish
commercially for salmon within the waters described in subsection
(2) of this section.

(2) All waters east and south of aline commencing at a concrete
monument on Angeles Point in Clallam couly near the mouth ofhe
Elwha River on which is inscribed "Angeles Point Monument"
(latitude 48° 9' 3"north, longitude 123° 33' 01" west of Greenwich
Meridian); thence running east on a line 81° 30' true across the
flashlight and bell buoy off Partridge Point and thence continued to
longitude 122° 40" west; thence north to the southerly shore of
Sinclair Island; thence along the souherly shore of the island to the
most easterly point of theisland; thence 46 true to Carter Point, the
most southerly point of Lummi Island; thence northwesterly along
the westerly shore line of Lummi Island to where the shore line
intersects line of longitude 122° 40" west; thence north to the
mainland, including: The southerly portion of Hale Passage,
Bellingham Bay, Padilla Bay, Fidalgo Bay, Guees Channel, Skagit
Bay, Similk Bay, Saratoga Passage, Holmes Harbor, Possession
Sound, Admiralty Inlet, Hood Canal, Puget Sound, and ther inlets,
passages, waters, waterways, and tributaries.

(3) The (director)) commission may authorize comnercialfishing
for sockeye sadmon within the waters described in subsection (2) of
this section during the period June 16 July 25and for other salmon
from the second Monday of September through November 30,
except during the hous between 4:00 p.m. of Friday and 4:00 p.m.
of the following Sunday.

(4) The((difeetef)) commission may authorize comnercial fishing
for salmon with gill net gear pria to the second Monday in Septem-
ber within the waters of Hale Passage, Bellingham Bay, Samish
Bay, Padilla Bay, Fidalgo Bay, Guemes Channel, Skagit Bay, and
Similk Bay, to wit: Those waters northerly and easterly of a line
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commencing at Stanwood, thence along the south shore of Skagit
Bay to Rocky Point on Camano Island; thence northerly to Polnell
Point on Whidbey Island.

(5) Whenewer the ((dtfeetef))commission determines that a stock
or run of salmon cannot be hawested in the usual maner, and that
the stock or run of salmon may be in danger of being wasted and
surplus tonatural orartificial spawning requirements, the((director))
commission may authorize units of gill net and purse seine gear in
any number or equivalents, by time and area, to fully utilize the
harvestable portions of these salmon runs for the economic well
being ofthe citizens ofthis state. Gill net and purse seine gear other
than emergency and test gear authazed by the director shall ndie
used in Lake Washington.

(6) The ((dtfeeter))commission may authoriz commercia fishing
for pink samon in each odd-numbered year from Awgust 1 throwgh
September 1 in the waters lying irside of a line conmencing at the
most eastery point of Dungeness Spit ard thence projected to Point
Partridge on Whidbey Island and a line canmencing at Olele Point
and thence projected easterly to Bush Point on Whidbey Island.

Sec. 26. RCW 75.12.015 and 1983 1¢ ex.s. ¢ 46 s 48 are each
amended to read as follows:

Except as provided in thissection, it is unlawful to fish commer-
cially for chinook or coho salmn inthe Pacific Ocean and theStraits
of Juan de Fuca.

(1) The (@irector)) commission may authoriz commercial fishing
for coho salmon from June 16 through October 31.

(2) The (@irector)) commission may authorize comnercial fishing
for chinook salmon from March 15 through October 31.

Sec. 27. RCW 75.20.110 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 36 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) Except for the north fork of the Lewis river and the White
Salmon river, all streams and rivers tributary to the Columbia river
downstream from McNary dam are established as an anadranous
fish sanctuary. This sanctuary is created to preserve and develop
the food fish and game fish resources in these streams and rivers
and to protect them against undue industrial encroachment.

(2) Within the sanctuary area:

(a) It is unlawful to construct a dam greater than twenty-five feet
high within the migration range of anadromous fish as determined
by the ((director)) commission.

(b) Except by order of the (firector)) commission, it isunlawful to
divert water from rivers and streams in quaittes that willreduce the
respective stream flow below the annual average low flow, based
upon data published in United States geological survey reports.

(3) The ((director)) commission may acquire and abate a dam or
other obstruction, or acquire any water right vested on a sanctuay
stream or river, wheh is in confli¢ with the provisions of subsection
(2) of this section.

(4) Subsection (2) (a) of this section does not apply to the
sediment retention structure to béuilt onthe North Fork Toutle river
by the United States army corps of engineers.

Sec.28. RCW 75.24.030 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 79 are each

amended to read as follows:

Only upon recommendation of the ((director)) commission may
the state oyster reserves be sold, leased, or otherwise disposed of
by the department of natural resources.

Sec.29. RCW 75.24.100 and 1993 840 s51 areeach amended
to read as follows:

(1) It is unlawlul to take geodudk clams for commercial purposes
outside the harvest area designated in a current department of
natural resources geoduck harvesting agreement issued under
RCW 79.96.080. It is unlawful to commercially harvest geoduck
clams from bottoms that are shallower than eighteen feet below
mean lower low water (0.0. ft.), or that lie in an area bowted by the
line of ordinary high tide (mean high tide) and a line two hundred
yards seaward from angbarallel tothe line ofordinary hightide. This
section does not apply to the harvest of private sector cultured
aquatic products as defined in RCW 15.85.020.

(2) Commercialgeoduck harvesting shalbe donewith ahand-held,
manually operated water jet osuction device guded and controléd
from under water by a diver. Periodically, the ((director)) commis-
sion shall determine the effect of each type or unit of gear upon the
geoduck population or the substrate they inhabit. The ((dtfeetef))
commission may require modfication of the gear or stop its use if it
is being operated in a wasteful or destructive manner or if its
operation may cause permarent damage to the botom or adjacert
shellfish populations.

Sec. 30. RCW 75.24.130 and 1983 1st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 89 are each
amended to read as follows:

The ((director)) commission may examine the clam, mussel, and
oyster beds located on aquatic lands belonging to the state and
request the commissioner of public lands to withdraw these lands
from sale and lease for the purpose of establishing reserves or
public beaches. The ((difeetef)) commission shall conserve, pro-
tect, and dewelop these reserves and the oyster, shrimp, clam, and
mussel beds on state lands.

Sec. 31. RCW 75.25.095 and 1990 c 34 s 2 are each amended
to read as follows:

((Notwithstanding RCW75.25.000,)) Ihe (@irector)) commission
may adopt rules designating times and places for the purposes of
family fishing days whera recreationalfishing license ishot required
to fish for food fish or shellfish. All other applicable laws and rules
shall remain in effect.

Sec.32. RCW 75.30.060 and 19831st ex.s. ¢ 46 s 139 are each
amended to read as follows:

A person aggrieved by a decision of the department under this
chapter may request administrative review under the informal
procedure established by this section.

In aninformalhearingbefore areview board, the rules éevidence
do not apply. Arecord of the proceeding shall bekept as provided
by chapter 34.05 RCW. After hearing the case the review board
shall notify in writing the ((dtfeeter)) commission and the initiating
party whether the review board agrees or disagrees with the
department's decision and the reasons for the board's findings.
Upon receipt of theboard's findings the (director)) commission may
order such relief as the ((director)) commission deems appropriate
under the circumstances.

Nothing in this section: (1) Impairs an aggrieved person's right to
proceed under chapter 34.05 RCW; or (2) imposes a liability on
members of a review board for their actions under this section.

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



COMPLETE TEXT OF
Referendum Bill 45 (cont.)

Sec. 33. RCW 75.50.010 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 45 are each
amended to read as follows:

Currently, many of the salmon stocks of Washington state are
critically reduced from ther sustainable level. The best interests of
ail fishing groups and the citizens as a whole are sered by astable
and productive salmon resource. Immediate action is needed to
reverse the severe decline of the resource and to insure its very
survival. The legislature finds a state of emergency exists and that
immediate action is required to restore its fishery.

Disagreement and strife have dominated the salmon fisheries for

many years. Conflicts among the various fishing interests have only

served to erode the resource. It is time fa the state of Washington
to make a major commitment to increasing productivity of the
resource and to move forward with an effective rehabilitation and
enhancement program. The ((department)) commission isdirected
to dedicate its efforts and the efforts of the department to seek
resolution to the many conflicts that involve the resource.
Success of the enhancement program can only occur if projects
efficiently produce salman orrestore habitat. The expectation ofthe
programis tooptimize theefficient use offundingon projects that will
increase artificially and naturally produced salmon, restore and
improve habitat, or identify ways to inagease the sunival of salmon.
The full utilization of state resources and cooperative efforts with
interested groups are essential to the success of the program.

Sec. 34. RCW 75.50.020 and 1985 c 458 s 2 are each amended

to read as follows:

(1) The ((director)) commission shall develop long-term regional
policy statements regarding the salmon fishery resources before
December 1,1985. The ((director)) commission shall consider the
following in formulating and updating regional policy statements:

(a) Existing resource needs;

(b) Potential for creation of new resources;

(c) Successful existing programs, both within and outside the
state;

(d) Balanced utilization of natural and hatchery production;

(e) Desires of the fishing interest;

(f) Need for additional data or research;

(g) Federal court orders; and

(h) Salmon advisory council recommendations.

(2) The ((director)) commission shall review and update each
policy statement at least once each year.

Sec. 35. RCW 75.50.030 and 19& c 458 s3 are each amendel
to read as follows:

(1) The ((director)) commission shall develop a detailed salmon
enhancement plan with propsed enhancement projects. The plan
and the regonal policy statements shall be submitted to the secre-
tary of the senate and chié clerk of the hause of representatives for
legislative distribution by June 30, 1986. The enhancement plan
and regional policy staements shall be provided by June 30,1086,
to thenatural resources commitees of thehouse of representatives
and the senate. The ((director)) commission shall provide a maxi-
mum opportunity for the public to participate in the development of

the salmon enhancement plan. To insure full participation by all
interested patrties, the ((director)) commission shall solict and con-
sider enhancement project proposals from Indian tribes, sports
fishermen, commercial fishermen, private aquaculturists, and other
interested groups or individals for potentialinclusion in the salmon
enhancement plan. Joint or cooperative enhancement projects
shall be considered for funding.

(2) The following criteria shall be used by the ((dtfeeter)) com-
mission in formulating the project proposals:

(a) Compatibility with the long-term policy statement;

(b) Benefit/cost analysis;

(c) Needs of all fishing interests;

(d) Compatibility with regional plans, including harvest manage-
ment plans;

(e) Likely increase in resource productivity;

(f) Direct applicability of any research;

(g) Salmon advisory council recommendations;

(h) Compatibility with federal court orders;

(i) Coordination with the salmon anl steelhead advisory conmis-
sion program;

(j) Economic impact to the state;

(k) Technical feasibility; and

() Preservation of native salmon runs.

(3) The ((difeetef)) commission shall not approve projects that
serve as replacement funding for projecs that exist pria to May 21,
1985, unless no other sources of funds are available.

(4) The ((director)) commission shall prioritize various projects
and establish a recommended implementation time schedule.

Sec. 36. RCW 75.50.040 and 1985 c 458 s 4 are each amende
to read as follows:

Upon approval by the legislature of funds for its implementation,
the ((director)) commission shall monitor the progress of projects
detailed in the sdmon enhancement plan.

The ((dtfeeter)) commission shall be respansible for establishing
criteria which shall be used to meaure the success of each projec
in the salmon enhancement plan.

Sec. 37. RCW 75.50.050 and 1987 ¢ 505 82 are each amendel
to read as follows:

The ((difeetef)) commission shall report to the legislature on or
before October 30th of each year ((through 1001)) on the progress
and performance of each project. The report shall contain an
analysis of the successes and failures of the program to enable
optimum development of the program. The report shall include
estimates of funding levels necessary to operate the projects in
future years.

The ((dtfeetef)) commission shall submit the reports and any
additional recommendations to the chairs of the committees on
ways and means and the committees on natural resources of the
senate and house of representatives.

Sec. 38. RCW 75.50.070 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 46 are each
amended to read as follows:

The legislature finds that it is in the best interest of the salmon
resource of the state to encourage the development of regional
fisheries enhancement groups. The accomplishments of one exist-
ing group, the Grays Harbor fisherie enhancement task force, have
been widely recognized as being exemplary. The legislature
recognizes thepotential benefits to the state that would occue#ch
region of the state had a similar grup of dedicated citizens woking
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COMPLETE TEXT OF
Referendum Bill 45 (cont.)

to enhance the salmon resource.

The legislature authorizes the formation of regional fisheries
enhancement groups. These groups shall be eligible for state
financial support and shall be actively supprted bythe commission
and the department. The regional groups shall be operated on a
strictly nonprofit basis, and shall seek to maximize the efforts of
volunteer and private dorations to improve the salnon resource for
all citizens of the state.

Sec. 39. RCW 75.50.100 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 17 s 11 and 1993 ¢
340 s 53 are each reenacted and amended to read as follows:

The dedicated regional fisheries enhancement group account is
created in the custody of the state treasurer. Only the ((director))
commission or the ((diroctor'3)) commission's designee may au-
thorize expenditures from the account. The account is subject to
allotment procedures under chapter 43.88 RCW, but no approprtia-
tion is required for expenditures.

A surcharge of one dollar shall be collected on each recreational
personal use food fish license sold in the stée. A surcharge of one
hundred dollars shall be collected on each commercial salmon
fishery license, each salmon delivery license, and each salmon
charter license sold in the state. The department shall study
methods for collecting and making available, an annual list includ-
ing names and addresses, of all persons who obtain recreational
and commercial salmon fishing licenses. This list may be used to
assist formation of the regional fisheries enhancement groups and
allow the broadest participation of license holders in enhancement
efforts. The results of the study shall be reported to the house of
representatives fisheries and wildlife committee and the senate
environment and natural resources committee by October 1,1990.
All receipts shall be placed in the regional fisheries enhancement
group account and shall be used exclusively for regional fisheries
enhancement group projects for the purposes of RCW 75.50.110.
Funds from the regimal fisheries enhancement group account shall
not serve as replacement funding for department operated salmon
projects that exist on January 1, 1991.

All revenue from the department's sale of salmon carcasses and
eggs that return to group failities shall be deposited in the regional
fisheries enhancement group account for use by the regional
fisheries enhancement group that produced the surplus. The
((director)) commission shall adopt rules to implement this section
pursuant to chapter 34.05 RCW.

Sec. 40. RCW 75.50.110 and 1990 c 58 s4 are each amended
to read as follows:

A regional fisheries erhancement group advisory board is estab-
lished tomake recommendations tothe ((dtfeeterllcommission. The
advisory board shall make recommendations regarding regional
enhancement group rearing project proposals and funding of those
proposals. The members shall be appointed by the ((dtreetef))
commission and consist of two conmercial fishing represertatives,
two recreational fishing representatives, and three at-large posi-
tions. The advisory board membership shall include two members
serving ex officio tdoe nominated, one throwgh theNorthwest Indian
fisheries commission, and onethrough the Colunbia river intertribal

fish commission.

The department may use account funds to provide agency
assistance to the groups. The level of account funds used by the
department shall bedetermined by the (¢flirector)) commission after
review and recommerdation by the regiond fisheries enhancement
group advisory boad andshall not exceed twenty percert of annual
contributions to the account.

Sec. 41. RCW 75.50.130 and 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 48 are each
amended to read as follows:

The ((dtreetef))commission shallprepare a salmon recovey plan
for the Skagit river. The plan shal include strategies for employing
displaced timber workers to conduct salmon restoration and other
tasks identified in the plan. The plan shall incorporate the best
available technology in order to achieve maximum restoration of
depressed salmon stocks. The planmust encourage therestoration
of natural spawning areasand natural rearirg of salmon buimust not
preclude the development of an active hatchery program.

Sec. 42. RCW 75.52.050 and 1984 c 72 s 5 are eadr amended
to read as follows:

The ((director of eachdeportment)) commission shallestablish by
rule:

(1) The procedure for entering a cogperative agreement and the
application forms for a permit to release fish or wildlife required by
RCW 75.08.295 or 77.16.150. The procedure shall indicate the
information required fromthe volunteer group as well ashe process
of review bythe department. The process of review shall include the
means to coordinate with other agencies and Indian tribes when
appropriate and tocoordinate the review of any necessay hydraulic
permit approval applications.

(2) The procedure for providing within forty-five days of receipt of
a proposal a written response to the vdunteer group indicating the
date by which an acceptance or rejection of the proposal can be
expected, the reason why the date was selected, and a written
summary of the process of review. The response should also
include any suggested modifications to the proposal which would
increase its likelihood of approval and the date by which such
modified proposal could bexpected tobe accepted. Ifthe proposal
is rejected, the department must provide in writing the reasons for
rejection. The volunteer group may request the director or the
director's designee to review information provided in the response.

(3) The priority othe uses towhich eggs, seed, juveniles, obrood
stock are put. Use by cooperatie projects shall be second ipriority
only to the needs of programs of the department or of other public
agencies within theterritorial boundaries of the state. Sdes ofeggs,
seed, juveniles, or brood stock have a lower priority than use for
cooperative projects.

(4) The procedure for notice in writing to a volunteer group of
cause to revoke the agreemant for the project ard the procedure for
revocation. Revocation shall be documented in writing to the
volunteer group. Cause for revocation may include: (a) The
unavailability of adequate biological or financial resources;
(b) the development of u nacceptable biological or resource man-
agement conflicts; or (c)a violation of agreenent provisions. Notice
of cause to revoke for a violation of agreement provisions may
specify a reasonable peria oftime within which the voluntee group
must comply with any violated provisions of the agreement.

(5) Anappropriate method of distribuing amongvolunteer groups
fish, bird, or animal food or other supplie available for the program.
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COMPLETE TEXT OF
Referendum Bill 45 (cont.)

Sec. 43. RCW 77.16.135 arid 1993 sp.s. ¢ 2 s 74 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1) The ((dtfeeter)) commission shall revoke all licenses and
privileges extended under Title 77 RCW of a person convicted of
assault on a state wildlife agent or other law enforcement officer
provided that:

(a) The wildlife agent or other law enforaaent officer was on duty
at the time of the assault; and

(b) The wildlife agent or other law enforcement officer was
enforcing the provisions of Title 77 RCW.

(2) For the purposes of this section, the definition of assault
includes:

(a) RCW 9A.32.030; murder in the first degree;

(b) RCW 9A.32.050; murder in the second degree;

(c) RCW 9A.32.060; manslaughter in the first degree;

(d) RCW 9A.32.070; manslaughter in the second degree;

(e) RCW 9A.36.011; assault in the first degree;

() RCW 9A.36.021; assault in the second degree; and

(g) RCW 9A.36.031; assault in the third degree.

(3) For the purposes of this section, a conviction includes:

(a) A determination of guilt by the court;

(b) The entering of a guilty plea to the charge or charges by the
accused;

(c) A forfeiture of bail or a vacation of bail posted to the court or

(d) The imposition of a deferred or suspended sentence by the
court.

(4) No license described under Title 77 RCW shall be reissuel to
a person vidating this section for a minimum of ten years, at which
time a person may petition the director for a reinstatement of his or
her license or licenses. The ten-year period shall be tolled during
any time the convicted person is incarcerated in any state or local
correctional or pend institution, in community supervision, or home
detention for an offense under this section. Upon review by the
director, and if all provisions of the court that imposed sentencing
have been campleted, the drector may reinstate in whde or in part
the licenses and privileges under Title 77 RCW.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 44. By July 1,1996, the fish and widlife
commission shall submit to tre committees on natural resources of
the house of representatives and the senate a report identifying
other statutory changes necessary for implementation of the
commission's recommendations regarding its responsibilites in the
department of fish and wildlife.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 45. Sections 2 throuch 43 ofthis act shall
take effect July 1, 1996.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 46. This act shall be submitted to the
people for their adoption and ratification, or rejection, at the next
succeeding general election to be held in this gate, in accordance
with Article I, section 1 of the state Constituton, as amended, and
the laws adopted to facilitate the operation thereof.

COMPLETE TEXT OF
Substitute Senate Joint
Resolution 8210

BE IT RESOLMED, BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRE-
SENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, IN LEGISLA-
TIVE SESSION ASSEMBLED:

THAT, At the next general election to be held in this state there
shall be submitted to the qualified voters of the state for their
approval and ratification, or rejection, an amendment to Article 1V,
section 3 of the Constitution of the state of Washington to read as
follows:

Article 1V, section 3. The judges of the supreme court shall be
elected by the qualified electors of the state at large at the general
state election at the times and places at which state officers are
elected, unless some other time be providd by the legislature.The
first election of judges of the supreme court shall be at the election
which shall be held upon the adoption of this Constitution and the
judges elected thereat shalbe classfied by lotso that twashall hold
their office for the term of thre@ years, two for the tem of five years
and one for the term of seven years. The lot shall be dravn by the
judges who shall for that purpose assemble at the seat of govern-
ment, and they shall cause the result thereof to be certified to the
secretary of state, and filed in his office. The ((judge having the
shortest term to 3ervo not holding his office by appointment or
election tofill avacancy, shallbollsupreme court shdl select achief
justice from its own membeship to serve for a fouryear term at the
pleasure of a majority of the court as prescribed bv supreme court
rule. The chief justice((7-and)) shall preside at all sessions of the
supreme court((, and in ca3o there shallbe two judges having in like
manner the same short tem, the other judges of the supremo court
shall determine which of them shall be chief justice)). In case of the
absence of the chief justice, the ((judge having in like manner the
shortest ornext shortestterm to serve stall presided majority of the
remaining court shall select one of their merbers to sene asacting
chief justice. After the first electian the terms of judges eleted shall
be six years from and after the second Monday in January next
succeeding their elecion. If a vacancy occur in the offie of a judge
of the supreme court the governor shall only appoint a person 1q
ensure the number of judges as specified bv the legslature, tohold
the office until the election and qualification of a judge to fill the
vacancy, which election shall take place at the next succeeding
general election, andthe judge so electal shall hold the office faihe
remainder of the unexpired term. The term of ofice of the judges of
the supreme court, first elected, shall commence as soon as the
state shall have been admitted into the Union, and cortinue for the
term herein provided, and until their successors are elected and
qualified. The sessions of the supreme court shall be hedtltheseat
of government until otherwise provided by law.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall
cause notice of the foregoing constitutional amendment to be
published at least four times during the four weeks next preceding
the election in every legal newspaper in the state.
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Washington's Presidential Primary, which gives citizens the opportunity to cast a vote for the nomination of presidential
candidates, will be held March 261996. It isthe second such primary in Washimgton since a citizen-ponsored measure was
approved by the Legidature in 1989. Any person who is a registered voter in Washigton is eligible to vote in the presidetial
primary. The adoption of a presidential primary has not eliminated the precinct caucus system, which continues to have an
important role in the state's process for nominating presidential candidates.

The 1996 Presidential Primary will reflect two important changes made since the first presidential primary in 1992. First,
the upcoming primary is scheduled about two months eatier than before, giving Washington voters more nationwide impact.
Second, in addition to the Republian and Demaocrat ballots an"unaffiliated" ballot willbe available for voters who do not wish
to participate in the nominating process of either party. All of the candidates listed on the party bHdots will appear on this new
independent ballot.

Voters are not required to register with a political party to vote in the presidential primary. They may sign a declaration
specifying that they want to re@ive a particular party's ballot and particpate in that party's presdential primary. This request,
which pertains only to the presidential primary, will be recorded, but does not constitute a political party registration or a
declaration of party membership.

You may vote in the presidential primary by absentee ballot. Absentee ballot requests will be available from your county
auditor (or in King County, the Division of Records & Elections) prior to the presidertial primary. For more information about
the 1996 Presidential Primary, please call the state voter hotline at 1-800-448-4881.

Contributions to Candidates and Political Committees: An individual may not give more han: a) $500 in the primary
election and $500 in the geneal election to a legislaive candidate; and b) $1,000 in the primary and $1,000 in the gereral to
a candidate for Governor, Lieutenant Governor or the other statewide executive offices. Individuals may give an unlimited
amount to apolitical party, ballot issue comnittee or other political committee During the 21 days before the geeral election,
however, a person may contribute no more than $5,000 to a local or judicial office candidate, political party or committee.

Reporting by Candidates and Political Committees: Most candidates running for public office must file a personal
financial affairs statement. Many candidates andpolitical committees also have tdile periodic reports shaving the source and
amount of campaign contributions and a listing of campaign expenditures. These reports are open to the public. Copies are
available at the Public Disclosure Commission office in Olympia or at the county elections office in the county where the
candidate or committee treasurer lives.

Independent Expenditures: Anyone making expenditures totaling $100 or more in support of or opposition to a stee or
local candidate or ballot measure (not including contributions made to these recipients) must file a report with the Public
Disclosure Commission within five days. Forms are available from PDC or the county elections office. Also, all political
advertising must identify the person paying for the ad.

For additional information, contact the Public Disclosure Commission, 711 Capitol Way, Room 403, P.O. Box 40908,
Olympia, WA 98504-0908, (360) 753-1111.

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 addition, 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 expese. Finally, indirect political contributions, such asadvertising for a politicd party or admission
to a program with proceeds going to a political party or candidate, may not be deducted as a business expense.

Presidential Election Campaign Fund Checkoff: Individuals, however, may make a deductible contribution to the
Presidential Election Campaign Fund Checkoff. This fund was established to help pay for presidential election campaigns.
$3 may be taken ($6 on a joint retun) from an individual's taxes to go to a general fund, not for any pecific party, to meet the
expenses of the 1996 presidential election. The contribution will not increase your tax or reduce your refund.



Justice of the Supreme Court

Position 1

Isn't It Time Our Courts Protected The People?

We need experienced, independent-minded judges with a track
record protecting the rights of ordinary people. Richard Sanders
has that record.

Most Experienced - Richard Sanders is a citizen lawgr whose
landmark cases helped shae constitutional law in Washngton for
26 years. His trial and appellée work will make him one of thenost
experienced justices on the Court.

Richard B. City Hall Not Above Law - Sanders challenges government for
abusing its citizens. When courts found the City of Seattle in
SANDERS contempt for enforcing an unconstitutional law against property

owners, the Seattle Times editorialized: Sanders' successful ac-
tion "makes an important point: City Hall is not above the law."

A Voice for Families, Victims - Increasingly, government
tramples individual and family rghts. Richard's statewide support
comes from ordinary people, not just incumbent officials and
judges. He's not beholden to government, but to citizens, whose
rights an independent judiciary must protect.

Opposes Lowry Appointee - Sanders' opponent is a career
judge, appointed three times by Democrat Governors. Richard
comes to public service from the privatsector. AUW graduate, he
and his attorney wifg Kathleen, pradice law together. They live in
Bellevue with their three children.

Nonpartisan

Campaign Address:

Sanders for Supreme Court

4122 128th Avenue S.E., Suite 301
Bellevue, WA 98006

Telephone: (206) 957-7330
E-mail: CourtVote@aol.com

Justice Rosselle Pekelis of the Washington Supreme Court is one
of our state's outstanding judges with a strong, 14-year judicial
record of integrity, hard work and fairness.

Common Sense Approach —As a mother of fou, grandmother,
past PTA President, and active Little League Board member,
Rosselle Pekelis brings a common sense approach to justice,
understanding the law's impat on thelives of real people.She has

Rosse”e earned the support of the Washington State Council of Police
Officers, the Washingtan State Labor Council, every Justice on the
P EK EL |S Supreme Court, and countless citizens across the state.

. A Judge, Not a Politician — Justice Pekelis is an experienced
Nonpartlsan judge who has served on the Supsor Court, the Court of Appeas,
Campaign Address: and now onthe Supreme Court. She has been naned Washington
Committee to Retain State Trial Lawye's "Judge of the Year" and is rated "Exceptionky
Justice Rosselle Pekelis Well-Qualified" by every major statewide bar association that
P.O. Box 22546 makes endorsements. Rosselle isnot apolitician pushing a narrow
Seattle, WA 98122 political agenda. She is a judge.

Telephone: (206) 722-0659 Strong Statewide Support — Rosselle Pekelis is endorsed by

Democrats, Republicans, and Independents; former Governors
Albert Rosellini, John Spellman and Booth Gardner; Attorney
General Christine Gregoire; Pierce County Prosecutor John
Ladenburg; and King County Prosecutor Norm Maleng.

NOTE: Candidate information was not avalable at the time of this publicéion for the King County Superior Court positions that
became vacant after the September primar. Information provided by candidates forhese positions tothe Office ofthe Secretary

of State will be available by telephoning the state's toll-free voter hotline at 1-800-448-4881.

The above statements are an exact reproduction of those submitted by the candidates. The Office of the Secretary of State has no editorial authority.
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King County
Proposition No. 1

]
BALLOT TITLE

PROPOSITION NO. 1

For the purpose of upgrading the County's automated
fingerprint identification system (AFIS) and operating the
AFIS Program which assists law enforement agencies in
King County to rapidly identify ad convict crimnals, shall
King County be authoized to increase its regwr property
tax levy by nomore than $0.0665 per $1,00 of assessed
valuation for five conseative years with colection begin-
ning in 1996, all as provided in Ordinance No. 119487

(This shall not be construed to constitute an excess levy
and shall be subject to other applicable statutory limits.)

Statement for

Explanatory Statement

If approved by the voters, Proposition 1 would autbarize King County to increase
its regular property tax levy by not more than $0.0665 per $1000 of assessed
valuation, to support the continued operation and the enhancement of an auto-
mated fingerprint identification system (AFIS). AFIS is 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, with collection
beginning in 1996 and wold be in excess of the 1086 limitation on levy inageases
provided for by state law. Pursuant to King County Ordinance No. 11948, the
existing automated fingerprint identification system tax approved by the voters on
November 4, 1986 and on November 6, 1990 will expire on December 31, 1995.

Statement against

Proposition 1 Will Continue Funding of the NO STATEMENT SUBMITTED.

AFIS System

Proposition 1 replaces thecurrent AFIS levy whichexpires

32

this year. Without continued fundirng, the AFISsystem willbe
severely cut back, greatly reducigits crime-fighting abilities.
Proposition 1 Will Fight Crime

The AFIS system has bean a tremendous success. AFIS
has matched over 4,750 prints left at crime scenes with
suspects in its daabase. AFIS has one of the highest case
hit rates in the western United States. Last year AFIS
identified 850 criminal suspects caught lying when booked
into King County Corectional Facilities, including 33 wanted
for murders, assaults and other serious offens& Continued
funding of AFIS is integral to fighting crime in King County.

Proposition 1 Will Improve the AFIS System

Proposition 1 will provide the funds to improve the AFIS
system. Dangerous juvenile criminals will be fingerprinted,
along with inmates at the new Regional Justice Center.
Additionally, the computer system will be upgraded and
technology grants will be provided to suburban police de-
partments to access the AFIS system by computer.

Vote "Yes" on Proposition 1

Proposition 1 will give law enforcement a sophisticated,
effective tool for making King Caunty a safer place in which
to live.

STATEMENT PREPARED BY: JANE HAGUE, RON
SIMS, STAN McNAUGHTON

The Division of Records and Elections is not authorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
The complete text of this measure may be reviewed at the Division of Records and Elections.



Scott
NOBLE

Democrat

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 2111
Seattle, WA 98111-2111

Jerry (Getty)
GUITE

Republican

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 98010

Des Moines, WA 98198

PHONE NUMBER: (206)227-6453

King County Assessor

'Thanks, Scott...One of the few candidates
able to deliver 100percent on a promise."
— Vashon Island Beachcomber. Jan. 5, 1995

| kept my promise to make major changes
and reforms. The Assessor's office is now
more fair, more responsive, more professionia
and more accountable to you.

REFORMSTHROUGH BETTER MANAGE-
MENT e Adopted professional appraisal stan-
dards with accountability and assessments
documentation, bringing a more fair, and less
speculative approach to valuing property.
« Streamlined the appeals process; now more
open to taxpaye information; less adversarial.

"Noble's short tenure has been met with
widespread praise, especially because of the
aggressive approach he has taken to réorming
the troubled system." — Eastsideweek. Feb.
22, 1995

RESULTS FROM A QUALIFIED ASSES-
SOR < The smallest increase in fifteen years
for a county-wice revaluation of property (3%).
e A 55% decrease in assessment appeals

JERRY GUITE runs an efficient organiza-
tion. His Marketing BA, MBA, and successful
management of a multi-million dollar yearly
business qualify him for Tax Assessor. Jerry
and his wife operate AAA Liquidating and
Auction Service, which Jerry fourded in 1972.
The Wall Street Journal featured him as a
successful entrepreneur.

JERRYGUITE's memberships includeKent
and Des Moines Chambers of Commerce;
Eagles; American Legion; and Membership
and Past Presidency in the Seattle Executive
Association.

JERRY GUITE owns commercial, residen-
tial, and undeveloped properties and under-
stands the need for taxelief. Fie proposes the
following changes in the Tax Assessor's Of-
fice: e« Limit computation of assessment to
market value. « Index assessmeis tothe most
recent year's market value at property ex-
change. = Index thesenior homestead program
to bring annual household income limits in line
with increased assessments and taxes.
* Compile annually a listing of all outstanding
levies and bonds and the amount of the

(from 15,559 in 1922 to 7,010 in 1994. « An 8
1/2% decrease in theotalhomeowner shareof
property taxes since 1991.

"Noble followed professional standards...
[and] is wing Echnology to is highest and kest
use to provide more accurate valuations."

RESPONSIVENESS - FIXING THE PROB-
LEMS « Revised over 336 of assessment ap-
peals, correctng values due tainique property
characteristics, including development restric-
tions. = Doing more with less; makng govern-
ment smarter, not bigger; saving money with
new technology.

My top priority is to be accountable to you
through professional standards, and it is criti-
cal all citizers know propety values are estab-
lished accurately, fairly, and efficiently. 1 am
proud to have net the chalkenges of reforming
the Assessor's office. | hpe forthe privilege to
continue serving as your King County Asses-
sor.

Thank you.

taxpayer's contribution for each.

If elected as Assessor. Jerry plans to
either return to King County or refuse 20%
of his salary.

JERRY GUITE, an Air Force Veteran and
Lifetime member of the Disabled American
Veterans, has contrituted time taconduct hun-
dreds of charitable auctions which raised mil-
lions of dollars for Seafair, Kiwanis, Rotary,
Lions Club, the Fogotten Childrens' Fund, the
Normandy Park Police, Thomas Academy, St.
Philomena School, King County Boys & Girls
Clubs, Boys and Girl Scouts, an others. Jerry
and Patty have sponsored Little League Boys
and Girls Baseball and Soccer Teams for over
20 years.

JERRY and Patty GUITE celebrated their
28th Wedding Anniversary this August. Their
son Rob graduated with honors from the Uni-
versity of Montana Law School this Spring.

Endorsements Include: Norward Brooks,
Ph.D.; Reed Davis, Ph.D.; Congressman
Randy Tate; Councilman Chris Vance; Senator
Pam Roach; Senator Ray Schow.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Metropolitan King County Council

Greg
NICKELS

Democrat

Gene
GOOSMAN

Republican

Larry
GOSSETT

Democrat

UNOPPOSED

Talk is cheap, especially when it's from politicians. So you should ask: "What have you actually
accomplished for my neighborhood?"

Real accomplishments set Greg Nickels apart from other elected officials. His hard work to preserve
our neighborhoods is making a difference. With Greg on our side, we get results.

* Seaured the first mmey to replace the First Avenue South Bridge, forcing the Stak to act. « Passed
tough laws stopping tobacco sales to children. = Secured funding for police storefronts in West Seattle,
Park Lake, andn WhiteCenter, where crimeis now down28%. = Created"drug free" zone aroundschools,
parks, and bus stops»Funded programs to kep kids offstreets. « Renovated Boren Field. White Center
Heights Park, and Qber Park- * Protectedthousands of acres of open spae from dewelopers. 'Created
the Primary Election Voters Pamphlet that you are reading.

It's clear, Greg's record is more than talk No one works harder tohelp us protect our neighborhoods,
whether it's from criminals who threaten our safety or from developers who threaten our quality of life.

The fight to protect our neighborhoods is never over. Let's keep Greg Nickels working for us!

For more information about Greg, call 938-2266.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 1910 47 SW, Seattle, WA 98116 PHONE: (206)938-2266

Gene Goosman offers a portfolo of new ideas for eliminating inefficiency in government expenditures
and finances. Gene, a successful contractor, offers his knowledge and experience of commerce and
contracts, alongwith common sense ofnanaging abusiness forprofit. The 'Whie Center Library""Carco
Theater," the "Red Baron Restaurant" are just three of his achievements.

Because of our freedoms, Gene has made it up the ladcer of success the hard way and is now ready
and willing to work and share his ideas with you, the people of King County.

Full employment is everyone's concern and goal. This can be accomplished by using interest free
"United States Notes" for the construction of all capital improvements, avoiding the 66 2/3% compound
interest presently being charged, angaying offexistingdebts. Presidents Lincoln and Frankh Roosevelt
successfully used interest free "United States Notes."

The Goosmans, longtime residents of King County, are founders of "Equal Justice for All" They have
worked for over twenty years to help educate citizens on the Constitution, Judicial reform and honest
money. Gene believes in God given rights and our Constitutions.

Common sense, with integrity, must go hand in hand for GOOD government!

Vote for Gene Goosman!
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 16362, Seattle, WA 98116 PHONE: (206)938-0234

I am a candidate for re-election to the Metropolitan King County Council, District Ten. | have served
for two years in this sed and | have paricipated in the creation of several new and innovative initiatives.
As Vice-Chair of the Council's Law, Justice and Human Services Committee, | payed a leadership role
during 1994 irthe creation of innovative public safety angouth development initiatives aimed at reducing
the rising rate of youth crime and violence in King County.

As Vice-Chair of the Council's Labor Policy Committe| collabaated with othe Councilmembers in the
development of a comprehensive set of progressive policies which will provide guidelines for improving
relations with King County's 12,000 employees in the future. As Chair of the Council's Transportation
Committee, lam involved in a process that will enable the County to signdittly improve roads, increase
bus service and explore ways of providing effective rail service.

Finally, |1 have led the effort to expand the County's commitment to improving the employment,
promotion andcontracting opportunities forpeople ofcolor, women andohysically challengedindividuals.

My work has just begun and with vour vote | will continue as your representative on the Metropolitan
King County Council.

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



Anne
ELLINGTON

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
720 3 AV, #1400

Seattle, WA 98104

PHONE NUMBER: (206)587-7196

Court of Appeals
Division No. 1, District No. 1, Position No. 7

Court of Appeals Judge Ame Ellington con-
sistently received excellent ratings in her 10
years as a trid court judge. She has earned a
reputation for intelligence, legal ability, com-
passion, courage, and a passion for justice.
Three times she was named Outstanding
Judge (by King County Bar Association,
Washington State Trial Lawyers Association
and Washington Women Lawyers) She is the
former PresidingJudge o King CountySuperior
Court and worked long and hard to improve
court administration, courthouse security, and
to make courts more accessible and respon-
sive to citizens.

Judge Ellington's philosophy is one of re-
spect for litigants and for the rule of law. She
views courts as certral to our democracy, and
believes their primary role is to protect indi-
vidual rights of citizens and peacefully resdve
citizens' disputes. She graduated from Uni-
versity of Washington Law School (1974) and
served as Supreme Court law clerk, assistant
attorney general, andpartner in docal law firm
before her election to Superior Court in 1984.

UNOPPOSED

County Prosecutor Norm Maleng an@ounty
Executive Gary Locke join Chief Justice Bar-
bara Durham as honorary chairs of her cam-
paign. She is endorsed by Mayor Norm Rice,
Representative Ida Ballasiotes, Seattle Pdice
Officers' Guild, King County Pdice Union, ard
King County Labor Council. She has received
the highest ratings from the State Bar Asso-
ciation, Asian Bar Association, Hispanic Bar
Association, Loren Miller Law Club, and Wash-
ington Women Lawyers ("Exceptionally Well
Qualified").

Litigants and jurors who have been in her
courtroom recognize and respect her fairness
intelligence, integrity, hard work andher devo-
tion to justice. Her supporters include former
County Assessor Harley Hoppe and former
Washington Environmental Council President
Darlene Madenwald, former U.S. AttorneyMike
McKay, and faomer Governors Booth Gardner
and John Spellman.

WE DESERVE HIGHLY QUALIFIED AND
EXPERIENCED JUDGES ON OUROURTS.
VOTE FOR JUDGE ELLINGTON.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Port of Seattle
District No. 2

Gary
GRANT

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 50143

Bellevue, WA 98015

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 432-7255

Bill
ELDER

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
14005 252 PL SE

Issaquah, WA 98027

PHONE NUMBER: (206)391-3683

LOCAL FOCUS: The Port of Seattle is anong the Nation's

largest Port districts It owns/develops marine and transpor
tation facilities around Seattle's harbor and owns/operates

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, Fishermen's Termi-

nal and Shilshole Marina. Itis governed by five Commis-

sioners elected by King County voters for four year terms.

The Port of Seattle Commission provides
direction for the operdion of Sea-Tac Interna-
tional Airport and for marine cargo facilities
and port-related real estate development.
The Port is a diverse, modern business that
provides significant economic and environ-
mentalbenefits toKing Countyresidents. Since
| was elected tahe Port Commission wehave:
e nurtwred new business by attractig four new
international air routes, each adding about
$100 million to the local economy; « begun
expanding Terminal 5, making it one of the
world's most efficient, generating hundreds of
good paying jobs, and restorirg apolluted site
to productive use; ¢ started construction of a
new international conference center, cruise
ship terminal and short-stay moorage facility
on the central waterfront.

I have been mindful of the public's concern
with taxes. As aresult, your levy rate hadeen
reduced to 29 cents per $1,000 of as sessed
valuation from 44 cents per $1,000 - a reduc-
tion of more than a thirdI'm proud of that, and

It's time for a change at the Port!! Every
year residents of King County pay$36 million
in property taxes to the Port of Seattle.

Much of this money is wasted on unwse
subsidies and extravagance. Due to ineffi-
cient operations, our Port cannot offer com-
petitive prices tocargo shippers onits own. So
tax money is used to make up the difference.
Mr. Grant justifies this because jobs are cre-
ated. But at$300.000 pernew job (documented
in League of Women Votes study), this isvery
wasteful. Nor should taxpayes subsidize prof-
its offoreign anddomestic shippingcompanies.

Port politicians are also criticized for being
elected by special interest groups and then
spending time and money on foreign junkets,
entertainment expenses, and posh buildings
— instead of focusing on overseeing opera-
tions here at home.

Our money is also used to promote ex-
cessive out-of-state population growth.
The Port uses our taxes to outbid other cities
and states for industrial development and the

will make only the most prudent public invest-
ments with your tax dollars.

Environmental issues have been a priority
for me throughout my public service on the
King County Council, in the Washington
Legislature and on the Port Commission.
| spearheaded open space, parks and farm-
lands preservation measures that enjoy broad
public support. The Port has been a driving
force for cleaning up the waters of Elliott Bay
and contaminated shore sites. Recently, we
entered into a unique relationship with local
Indian tribes to restore salmon runs in King
County.

As a Port Commissioner, | look forward to
working with yau in the future to address air-
capacity issues; » expand passenger cruise
ships as a major industry for our region;
* address environmental issues related to
growth; = promote regional cooperation and
economic development; and « assure family-
wage jobs in our community.

population migration that inevitably follows.
This has helped make us the thirtenth largest
county in America at 1.6 million people, and
growing. The results include: < Crowding,
crime, and traffic congestion (fourth worst na-
tionally). « Water shortages and environnental
degradation, including lost salmon runs, open
space and increased water pollution from
suburban sprawl. = Deaeased property rights
(more people means more regulation). e In-
creased property taxes to build schals, parks
and roads.

If elected. I'll represent vou honestly. My
goals will beto: 1) Make the Port accounthle
by requiring voter approval of major capital
projects and tax swsidies. 2) Reduce special
interest influence in Port business. 3) Focus
the Port on m&king King County abetter place
to live, not just bigger.

Qualifications: < Management consultant,
sixteen years. « Former administrator. « Mas-
ters degree, Business Administration, Univer-
sity of Washington.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible tor the contents therein.
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Paul
SCHELL

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
1201 3 AV, 40th Floor

Seattle, WA 98101-3099

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 583-8581

Ronald
NEWENHOF

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
10038 2 AV SW

Seattle, WA 98146-3810

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 767-4343

Port of Seattle

| am seeking the opportunity to continue to
serve as a member of the Port of Seattle
Commission. We are poised to increase the
gains we've made during the past few years,
but some difficult decisions and choices must
be made. Some of the issues | look forward
to continuing work on are: * Securing needed
additional air capacity at Sea-Tac Airport.
« Developing regional cooperation along the
Cascadia corridor in order to maintain global
economic competitiveness. « Expansia ofthe
Port's capacity and capability as a caalyst for
economic development, international tourism,
and trade related jobs in our region.

The Port Commission has launched several
major projects and initiatives during the past
five years and the positive impact on our local
economy and our community will be felt
for years to come. Some of them include:
« reducing the tax levy rate by one third (1/3);
« construction of the Bell Street Pier, which

I have lived in South Seattle af my lifeand
am a graduate of Sealth Hidn School. In 1967
I went to work for Fisher Mills where | worked
for two years before going to wak for the Port
of Seattle. For 27 years | have worked for tk
Port of Seattle's Logistics Dept. as a ware-
houseman. I am a membeof the ILWU Local
9 and have served actively on their Executive
Board, Contract Negotiating Committee and
Labor Relations Committees.

I am not a politi@n. 1 am not backd by big
business nor am | obligated to any special
interest agenda. What | amis a hard worker,
obligated to my own conscience.lt is this kind
of representation that our community has
lacked on the Port of Seattle Commission for
many years. It is this kind of representation
that | believe I an give.

| have an intimate understanding of the
concerns of those people impacted by Sea-

Position No. 5

includes a state-of-the-art conference center,
cruise ship terminal, short-stay moorage, and
other related uses; « canstruction on what will
be the largest and most up-to-date shipping
terminal for American President Lines (APL);

* renovation of three Sea-Tac Airport con-
courses; = a patnership with Westin Hotels to
build anew hotelin the terminal; « regular direct
flights to Moscow (Aeroflot), Taipei (EVA),
Shanghai (China Eastern), and eastern Russia
(Alaska). Each route is assessed as adding
$100 million to the local economy; and « host-
ing APEC, Russian President Boris Yeltsnand
numerous other political and economic digni-
taries.

In addition, the Port has focused new inter-
est on economic development placing greater
emphasis on partnering with organized labor,
private businesses and other governmental
entitiesinan efforttobuild ourregion's economic
base.

Tac airport. | too ive on a regubrly scheduled
flight path. Like many of you, | oppose the
building of a third runway. Economic benefits
exist but what it comes down to is a quality of
life issue. Too many alternatives exist to force
those already shouldering a buiden to take on
more.

My many years on the waterfrmt have given
me the added advantage to see and under-
stand the economic potential of this area as
well as the unique problems that growth and
change can cause.The expansion of Terminal
5 and the Central Waterfront Project offer a
great reward under a strong coadinated man-
agement between the Portand the commurity.

It is time that the community that pays the
bills now has the representation that it de-
serves. With Ron Newenhof as Port Com-
missioner, it will.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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City of Burien
Proposition No. 1

I  Explanatory Statement

BA L LOT -I-I-I-L E This election will decide whether the City should annex to and be a part of King

County Fire Protection District No. 2. This proposal must be approved by a majority

of voters in both the City ard in District No. 2. The City of Burien currently contracts

with both District No. 2 and the North Highline Fire District for fire prevention and
emergency medical response services.

Annexation of Burien into District No. 2 will make Brien a pat of the District for all

PROPOS,ITION NO,‘ 1 District purposes. Annexation will have no effect on othe City services. The District

Shall the City of Burien, Washington be an-  yjjipe responsible forhe total operation ofhe fire preventio andemergency medical

nexed to and be a part of King County Fire response services throughout the City, including the portion of the City now served

Protection District No. 2? by the North Highline Fire Distrit Upon annexation, a contract will become effective

between District No. 2 andhe North Highline Fire Distict in order to contiie service

to the portion of Burien that North Highline currently serves. |If the voters approve

annexation, City residents will be able to vote in District No. 2 elections and will be

eligible to sewve as District Na 2 Commissiorers. Upon annexation, City tax payers

will be subjed to the real propery tax levy authorized by the Dstrict. The maximum
_ real property tax levy thatan be authorized by the City will be reducdby the amount

38

of real property tax levy authorized by the District.

Statement for

Voters should approve annexation by the City of Burien
into King County Fire District No. 2, our 75 year old Burien
Fire Department. Approved in June by the Burien City
Council, this citizen and local firefigiers pushed annexation
will not result in any change in the high qualiy of fire service
provided by King County Fire District No. 2 to the Burien
area. It will not expand the area that is now so efficiently
served by the District which has the quickest emergency
response times in the region but levies a very low tax rate.
Annexation by Burien will simply enable our local fire de-
partment to continue to remain as the independent fire
agency serving Burien, Normandy Park and North Hilllt will
also giveBurien citizensthe rightto voteonfire commissioners
elected to District No. 2's Board (which they have been
deniedsince city incorpoation in1993). Annexation enables
these Fire Commasioners and you Fire Chief to beffeplan
for future fire department needs. With this anrexation, your
fire department officials will know with some certainty that
District No. 2will contirue to serve the City oBurien and can
budget resources accordingly.

Rebuttal of statement against

The Burien City Council voted 7-0 supporting annexation
of Burien into King County Fire District 2. A citizens poll
overwhelmingly supports annexation. The concerns ex-
pressed in the Against Statement have been resolved by
contract with the North Highline Fire Department who also
has agreed to the annexation. Service will improve, taxes
will decrease and the citizens will regain control.

The annexation will save tax dollars ad givecontrol to the
citizens. VOTE YES.

Statement against

Quality fire and emergency medical services are now
provided by two fire departments under contract to Burien.
The City currently controls the costs of services through
negotiation and will lose contrd over the cost of fire sendes
if control is relinquished through annexation. Annexation
into District #2 will do nothing to improve services or control
costs, and could lead to significatly higher costs in the near
future for new facilities and equipment. If Burien annexes to
District #2,the district will have tduild anew station toserve
the area now served by the North Highline Fire District as
soon as six years after annexation. That will cost approxi-
mately $750,000 plus equipment and staff.

Burien is presently engaged in its long-term planning
efforts that willhape the future othe City. It isimportant that
all options for delivery of municipal services be left avalable
to planners and that no irreversible decisions be made until
all planning options are evaluated.

No problem exists for delivery of fire services to Burien.
Annexation into District #2 will not save money.

Vote NO on annexation into District #2. Do not eliminate
your options.

Rebuttal of statement for

Under the City of Burien's present contract arrangement
for fire services, fire districts are able to plan service levels
and resource needs. It also enables City officials to control
expenditures of all tax revenues generated within the City's
boundaries. City officials are responsible to determine the
future needsand servicedelivery mechanisms forthe citizens
of Burien. Annexation intoDistrict #2 willreduce City Council
control over its resources.

Vote NO on annexation.

JOHNSON, MAX ROUSHMAN, GARY HOBBICKBURCHAM* JOEPH FACAN =~ COoKr JEANANNE

The Division of Records and Elections is not authorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
The complete text of this measure may be reviewed at the Division of Records and Elections.
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Shirley
BASARAB

Catherine (Kitty)
MILNE

City of Burien
Council

My goals include: = To tiy to fill the great shoes of retiring councilmember, Vivian Matthews. « To
reach out to the community and listen to their input. = To help guide our strategic plan and local
ordinances sothey truly reflecthe hopes and wilbf thecommunity. = To secure compensation for Sea-
Tac Airport's noise, pollution, devalwation and tax-based economic impacts on Buren and its citizens
* To increase Buien's tax base by increasiig values, revenue bases and othe sources, not by adding
additional taxes to the citizens.

My Bio: < Registered Dental Hygienist and Bachelor of Science from the University of Oregon;
* Business owner; « Resident of Burien for almost 20 years; « Married with two children, Wendi (17)
and J.J. (12); = Former columnist for the Highline Times/Des Moines News.

UNOPPOSED

I am deepy honored thatl am again unoppsed for my Coundl position. My decisions will continue
to reflect my pronise for responsible ard open government, sensible growth, and enhanced quality of
life.

We have a qualified staff providing cost-effective, efficient services in a modern City Hall. | have
worked to reduce police costs and impnee services, develop an Emergency Preparedness Plan, and
annex into Burien Fire District #2.

I wil continue to vigorously fight a third runway and represent you on riegal issues. | will work with
our Planning and Economic Development Commissions to complete Comprehensive Zoning that
revitalizes our business community and protects our residential areas.

I have woked to develop Lake Burien Park, Hightie Community Center, two latenight programs for
teens, three elementary afterschool programs, and provided funds for the Senior Center and other
community/social services.

Working together, we can create the city we all desire.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11913 27 PL SW, Buien, WA 98146 PHONE: (206)248-2549

UNOPPOSED

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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City of Burien
Council

Don
NEWBY

Melton
PARKER

Don Newby, a 15-year Burien resident, worked hard for families and senior citizens during his first
term to ensure our safety, keep city hall small and responsive, and make Burien financially sound.

He helped save $800,000 on a rew police contract without reducing service. He initiated Burien's
first five-year financial forecast, saw to it that our city stayed within budget, and opened Lake Burien
Park.

You can count on Don to cantinue working toward giving us greater control of our police services,
while reducing cost. He'll keep applying his computer and markiing experience to promote Burien as
a location for new high-tech retail and service busimsses. And hell continue to adwocate our quality
of life threatened by a third runway.

Don and his wife, Mary, a teacher at Gregory Heghts, have two children, Brent 23, and Alyssa, 12,
who attends Sylvester Middle School.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 2464 SW150 ST, Buien, WA 98166 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
431-5991

As a concerned citizen of Burien, | feel it is my ciwd responsibility to help this City set the standard
for others to follow. I am very corcerned about the quality of life kere, and | feel that thee is room for
improvement. We all must work together to solve tomorrow's problems. Burien is a vibrant city and
as such needs dynamic leadeship. | am running for City Council to get this Gitmoving and out of the
bureaucratic inertia which is slowing us down to achievgour vision. As a prospedive public senant,
I want to listen tpour concerns, be accessible, andexecute what the comnunity wants done. The time
for change is now. Let's not embrace the status quo any longer. Working together as a community
of concerned citizens, lam confident we canmeet any present or future challengs which may confront
us.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 66478, Burien, WA 98166 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
713-7602

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



Complete Text of Resolution for
City of Seattle Charter Amendment No. 1

Explanatory statement and arguments for and
against City of Seattle Charter Amendment No. 1
begin on the next page.

RESOLUTION 29199

A RESOLUTION regarding a proposed charter amendment changing the
system of electing members of the City ®uncil from the present at-arge
system to a distict system; authorizing the Office of the City Clerk to
take those actions necessary to pwblish the text of the propsed charter
amendment as required by law; auttorizing the Executive Diretor of the
Ethics and Elections Commission to ke those actions necessary to
include in the Novenber 1995 vaers' pamphlet information regarding the
proposed charter amerdment; and requeding the King County Divison
of Records and Elections place the propcsed charter amendment on the
November 1995 eledion ballat if, but only if, the Diision of Records and
Elections determines that the petitons bear a sufficient number of valid
signatures to qualify the propogd amendment for placement on the
November 1995 ballot.

WHEREAS, proponents of a district system for electing members of the
Seattle City Coundl have submitted to the Offie of the City Clerk
petitions bearing a facidly sufficient number of signatures to qualify
the proposed charter amendment for placemert on the November
1995 ballot;

WHEREAS, the Offte of the City Qerk has forwarded the petitions to
King County Division of Records and Elections for verification whether
the petitions bear a sufficient number of valid signatures to qualify the
proposed amendment for placement on the Novemter 1995 ballot;

WHEREAS, King Couwnty Division of Records and Elections has
informed the Office of the Gty Clerk that the County will be unable to
complete the validation process by the date originaly requested and
now estimates that the Caunty will complete the verification process
by no later than Sepember 28,1995;

WHEREAS, King County Division of Records and Elections has
informed the Office of the Gty Clerk that in order to plae the
proposed charter amendment on the Novenber 1995 ballot, the
County must, pursuant to ROV 29.13.020, receive from the City by no
later than Sepember 22,1995 a resoluion requesting the County to
place the propsed charter amendment on the November 1995 ballot;

WHEREAS, if the County certifies that the propsed amendment has
qualified for the Novenber 1995 ballot, the City, the Offie of the City
Clerk, and the Ethics aml Elections Commission have certain legal
obligations to meet in order to plee the propcsed amendment on the
ballot and in order to inalde information regarding the proposd
amendment in the votes' pamphlet for the Novenber 1995 election;

WHEREAS, if the Couny certifies that the propsed amendment has
qualified for placement on the November 1995 ballot, the City, the
Office of the Ciy Clerk, and the Ethics and Elections Commission
also face practical deadlines such as those immsed by the priners of
the election ballot and the votes pamphlet;

WHEREAS, the City may, in order to meet its legal obligations and the
associated practical deadlines, need to take certan actions before the
County has completed the signaure validation process;

Now therefore:

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SEATTLE, THE MAYOR GONCURRING, THAT:

Section 1 . The Office of the Aty Clerk is authorized to take those
actions necessary to plae Charter Amendment 1 on the Noember
1995 ballot, including but not linited to publishig the text of the
proposed charter amendment as provded by City ordhance and state
law.

Section 2. The Ethics and Elections Commission is auhorized to take
those actions necessary to plece information regarding Charter
Amendment 1 inthe November 1995 voters' pamphlet.

Section 3. If King County Division of Records and Elections certifies
that the petitiors in support of Clarter Amendment 1 contan a sufficient
number of valid sigratures to qualify the prgposed amendment for
placement on the Novanber 1995 ballat, the King County Diision of
Records and Elections is requested, in the form of this resaltion, to
place the propcsed charter amendment on the November 1995 babt.

Section 4. Actions taken prior to the passge of this reslution which
are consistent with it are hereby ratified and confrmed.

ADOPTED by a majaity of all members of the City Guncil the 18 day
of September, 1995, ard signed by me in open sessia in authenticaion
of its passage this 18 day of September, 1995.

Jim Street, President of the City Courcil

Filed by me this 19 dy of September, 1995.
Judith E. Pippn,City Clerk

THE MAYOR CONCURRING:
Norman B. Rice Mayor, September 19,1995

The following constitutes this amendment to the Charter of the City
of Seattle:

ARTICLE IV
Legislative Department

Sec. 2. CITY COUNCIL, MEMBERS: The City Council shall consist of
nine (9) members, elected from the City at large hy districts. The City
Council, through its legslative powers, shall determine the boundaies of
each district in a manner corsistent with exsting state and federal law.

Subdivision B. ELIGIBILITY: No person shall be eligible for member-
ship in the City Council unless he or she shall be a citizen of the United
States, and agualified elector of the State of Washington,-anda registered

corresponds with the Council position sought by the candicte at the time
of filing his or her declaation of candidacy.

Note for abovelegal languagechange Inthe Charter:
Text that is underlined or begins with the words "new section" changes
current law. Unmarked text is existing law.

The above text is an exact reproduction of the text sulmitted by the spaisor. The Office of the Secretary of State has no editoral authority.
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City of Seattle Charter Amendment No. 1

SEATTLE PROPOSED CHARTER
AMENDMENT NO.1
(Election of Councilmembers)

Shall the Charter of the City of Sattle be amended to
require that the City Courtil create nire council districts,
to require that candidaes for the City Cauncil reside in
the district which corregponds to the Council position
sought, and to require that each Coucilmember be
elected by the voters in thadistrict; replacing the current
at-large system?

Statement for:

Yes on Seattle Chater Amendment No. 1

Summary of Proposed Amendment to Seattle City Gharter -
Charter Amendment No. 1 would change the method of electing members of the Seattle City
Council from the present "at large' system to a "distrit" system.

The Law as It Now Exists -

The nine members of the Seattle City Gouncil are currenty elected on an "at large" bass. This
means that qualified residents of any area within the city ae equally eligible for election to any
position on the Couril and that all regisered voters in the city mayvote for a candidae for any
or all positiors up for election

The Effect of the Charter Amendment If Approved -

If the proposed charter amendment were to be adopted, the City Council would establish by
ordinance nine council districts. Each council district would be represented by one elected
councilmember, who must be a resident of that council district at the time of filing his or her
declaration of candidacy. A voter would be alowed to vote only for the council position repre-
senting the cauncil district in which the vaer resides.

City resources could be spent more equitaly when Councilmembers
are accountable to their home distrits.

A record number of Seattle voters (more that 40,000) signed petitions

It is time to bring Seattle government home to where people live. By
electing councilmembers from distiicts, Seattle residents would get a
long awaited voice in city government. "Professional city politician/
lawyer" would no lorger be the dominant career background for new
Seattle City Cowncilmembers. People involved with their community,
neighborhood or school affairs could decide to run for City Council.
They could actually get elected from the districts in which they live.
Those who know these canddates best - you, their neighbas - would
have the man say in who got eleted.

Seattle voters livein varied and diverse neighborhood districts through-
out this city. Each have theér own distind character and needs. Many
important citywide issues relate to you own neighbahood. But these
issues are sedom debated at City Hal or in the neighborleods.

Most city legislation is worked out belind closed doors before a coun-
cil vote is overt&en. A consensus amongst Councilmembers usually
EMERGES that provides no enlightening debate followed by often
unanimous, 9 to 0 votes. This led one newspaper columnist to ask
"how has the governing body of such an interesting dynamic city be-
come so dull and seemingly irrelevant?" At-large rather than district
elections is the culprit

Imagine how refreshing it wold be to hear Councilmenbers or candi-
dates discuss their ideas for improving your area of the city. That is
what will happen after this measure passes.

Charter Amendment No. 1 would finally bring long needed chang to
city government. Instead of appealing to hundreds of thousands of
voters to get elected, a new Council membewould need to reach only
60,000 citizens in his or her avn district.

Charter Amendment No. 1 wailld LESSEN THE ENORVMOUS
IMPACT THAT BIG, CITYWIDE MONEY HAS IN COUNCIL
CAMPAIGNS. No longer would expensive citywide campaigns be
necessary.

Today Council candidates campaign to reach more than 500000 citi-
zens and spend over $100,000 to get electedWhere do would-be city
Councilmembers go to fill those huge campaign coffers? To large,

citywide special intereg groups, that's where!

to give you an opportunity to wte on this mwh needed reform.

A"YES" VOTE ON CHARTER AMENDMENT ONE WILL BRING
CITY GOVERNMENT BACK TO THE PEOPLE WHERE IT BE-
LONGS.

Rebuttal to Statement Against
Amendment 1

Opponents insult voters' intelligence when claiming this creates "a
ward-like system." Charter Amendment No. 1 creags districts like
most other major American cities have — not wards.

Regional decision makirg is the responsilility of county governnent.
Five full-time County Councilmembers and the Executive reside in
Seattle. This charter amendment Is about cty not regional gov-
ernment!

Can you name the City Councilmembr who looks out for your area b
the City? If the livability of your neighbohood were threatened, whom
would you rather call at City Hall? Your own district's councilperson
or all nine at-large coungdmembers?

In 1910, when our existing at-lage city election system was created,
Seattle's population was only 237,000. Now it's doubled tomore than
500,000. Communicating politically was a lot easier 85 years ago.
We need to update our city's election system by bringing gov-
ernment back home to the people. District voting will do that.

Statements prepared by: Norm Maleng, Kara Marchioro, Eddie Rye
Jr., Annabelle Fisher, Ed Striedinger, Mich&l T. Waske, Pam Roats,
Faye Gameau

Citizens for a Community Based City Cauncil
P. O. Box 3¥84

Seattle WA 98133

206/525-4872

Fax: 528-5590

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

CHARTER AMENDMENT 1 INTENDS TO BRING SPECIAL
INTEREST, WARD-STYLE POLITICS TO SEATTLE.

Today each City Councilmember is elected by all the people of the
city. When making a decision he or she must consider and fairly
balance the needs of all the city's neighborhoods. The proposed
ward system rewards the politidan who consicers only the needs of
his or her own district and punishe the politician who works for good
of the whole.

CHARTER AMENDMENT 1 WILL SEVERELY REDUCE
NEIGHBORHOODS' ABILITY TO INFLUENCE THE CITY
COUNCIL.

Today you have avote in selecting all nine Councilmerhers. All nine
have reason to listen to youzome to your neighborhood and respond
fairly to your concerns.Under a ward-style system you will beble to
vote for only one Councilmenber out ofnine. If your single represen-
tative is ineffective, or disagrees with you, or simply does not sit on
the right committee, your ability to influence city decisions will be
greatly diminished.

THE GROWING DEMANDS OF REGONAL DECISION -
MAKING AND COOPERATION REQUIRE CITY
COUNCILMEMBERS WHO SPEAK FOR THE WHOLE CITY.

Today more andmore important decisions effecting city residents are
made by regiondbodies such as Metro, the Regional Transit Agency
and the King County Growth Management Planning Council.
Councilmembers' ability to know and speak for the whole city are
greatly enhanced because they represent the whole city. Since the
city rarely has more than hree Councilmembers on a regianal com-
mittee, under a ward-style system most parts of the city would be
unrepresented on most regicmal committees most of the time.

SEATTLE GOVERNMENT IS NOT FERFECT BUT IT WORKS
FAR BETTER THAN MOST.

Seattle's "Neighborhoods Program", developed through City Cound
initiative, has been rec@nized by the Ford Foundation as one of the
nation's 10 most innovative programs.lts neighborhood planningpro-

gram has no equal inierms of financial, human and political resources
committed to improving neighborhoods' capacity to make decisions
for themselves. The city's bond rating is one of the highest of major
American cities. Our mayor is now serving as President of the Na-
tional Conference of Mayors, in part based onis city's deserved repu-
tation ofhaving one ofthe Nations' most honest, progressive and well-
managed governments.

WARD POLITICS WILL DIVIDE OUR CITY.
PLEASE VOTE NO ON CHARTER AMENDMENT 1!

Rebuttal to Statement for Amendment 1

DISTRICT ELECTION SYSTEMS ARE MORE LIKELY THAN
AT-LARGE ELECTIONS TO FOSTER POLITICS-AS-USUAL AND
SPECIAL INTEREST MONEY.

A look at elections for district seats on the King County Council and
State legislative district elections shows campaign expenditures per
voter which are much higrer than City Council elections. The Seattle
City Council enacted campaign finance reform legislaion well ahead
of the county and the state and the City'limits on campaign contrib-
tions are lower.

CITY COUNCIL ELECTIONS HAVE CONSISTENTLY
ATTRACTED STRONG CHALLENGERS OF DIVERSE
BACKGROUNDS.

Four out of nine current Seattle City Councilmembers defeated in-
cumbents to earn their seats, one of the highest proportions in the
nation. Every City Cauncil race this year is being cotested. By con-
trast, three of four County Cauncil district incumbents are running for
re-election unopposed.

PLEASE VOTE NO ON WARD STYLE POLITICS.
VOTE NO ON CHARTER AMENDMENT 1!

Statements prepared by: Jim Sreet, Betty Jane Narve, Paul
Kraabel, Lucy Steers, Norm Rie, Seattle League of Women Voters.

Neighbors Against a Divided Sedtle
607 Second Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104

(206) 612-4324

The Office of Secrefary of State is not autlorized to edt statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
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- ]
PROPOSITION NO. 1

(Low-Income Housing Levy)

To support low-income housing, home ownership and
neighborhood stability, shall Seattle be authorized to col-
lect $59,211,000for low-income housingthrough additional
1996-2002 property taxes d $8,458,714 annually (approxi-
mately $0.20 per $1,000 assessed value), of which
$53,415,000 at$7,630,714 annually (approximaely $0.18
per $1,000) will support households up to 50% of median
income under RCW 84.52105, and set maimum regular
property taxes for 1996 collection at $3.35 per thousand
under RCW 84.55.050, implementing Ordinance 1177117

City Attorney's Explanatory Statement:

1. The Proposal

Ordinance 117711 would permit the City to raise $59,21,000 for low-income housing programs
through additional regula property taxes for seven years The programs would include: produc-
tion and rehabiliaation of rental units, an operating and maitenance trust fund forrental housing,
rehabilitation assistance tohome owners,and assistance tohome buyers. The Ordinanceadopted
an Affordable Housng Financing Plan descriling the intended uses of the funds, which aresum-
marized in Sectin 8 ofthe Ordinance. The programs and dolla allocations could be modified by
the City Council and Mayor within certain limits specified in the Ordinarce and in State law.

2. The Law as it Now Exists

Seattle's regular property taxes are limited to 106% of the highest amount that was or could have
been levied in the past three years (plus an amunt to accownt for the value of new constru¢ion

in the City). This limit, called the "lew lid," may be lifed by majority vote of the electorate. The

levy lid may ke lifted for a partialar purpose, or for a limted time, or both.
il

In addition to the levy lid, State law generally limits city regular property taxes to $3.60 per $1,000
of assessed value. "Excess" levies approved by a 60% vote do not count against that limit or the

Statement for

Yes on Proposition 1
Affordable Housing Levy

Proposition 1 renews the successful affordable housing levy of 1986.
A YES! vote will continue a proen program that serves working fami-
lies with children, senior citizens, peope with disabilities and victims of
domestic violence. A YES! vote will help proule the necessary foun
dation for famiies and individuals to succeed in our commurity.

BUILDS ON SUCCESS

The 1981 and 1986 voter-approved measures exceeded their goals
by producing 20-30 percent more units than expected. But more im-
portant than building units, these homes are bringing hope and stability
to thousands of lives.

CREATES AFFORDABLE HOMES

Affordable homes built or preseved by the rerewed levy will be oper-
ated primarily by community groups. These organizations work with
local contractors and architects to produce quality homes throughout
Seattle that are affordable and enhance their surrounding neighbor-
hoods.

The renewed levy will:

« build or presere more than 1,0® affordable rental units.

= provide low-cost loans for critical home repars to low-incane
homeowners, primarily seniors.

=« revitalize distressed commurities by establishing a revohing loan
fund to provide down payment assistance, helping renters
become owners.

MEETS CRITICAL NEEDS

Levy dollars will serve the critical needs of low-income people in our

community. For example:

= the nurse's aide who is making $12,60/year ($6.10/hour) and rais-
ing two childen. With 30 percent of her income going to rent, she
can afford $316/nonth for a two-bedroom apartment. The average
two-bedroom apartment in Seattle rens for $642/month.

= your elderly neighbor who has lived in his hore for 30 years, but
may be forced to move beause he can'tafford to repair a badly
deteriorated roof.

A MODEST COST

In fact, we can meet ths essential need in arr community at a slightly
lower cost than the lew that expired last year. This renewal is a con-
tinuation of a long-standing commitmernt to providing affordable hous-

ing. With recent cuts in fedeal programs it is even more critical that
Seattle continue its commitment. The owner of a $150,000 home
will pay anaverage of $29per year over the next seven years. That's
about $2.50 a month — or less tlan a dime a day.

BY VOTING YES FOR HOMES ON PROPOSITION 1 WE CAN
MEET CRITICAL HOUSING NEEDS IN OUR COMMUNITY FOR
A MODEST COST.

Rebuttal to Statement Against Prop. 1

HOUSING OPPONENTS UNDERSTAND THE NEED FOR
HOUSING, BUT THEY DON'T KNOW THE FACTS:

< The 1981 bond exeeded production goals by 300 units.The
1986 levy is on track to praluce 200 more wnits than promised.

= Levy funds will not be used to replace housing lost due to
Convention Center expanson.

« A major goal of the lew is to preserve and repair existing
affordable housing. In the 198 levy, more than 80 perent of
the units were rehabilitated and presewed.

<« All rental producion funds are awarded on a competitve basis.

« If King County passes a caunty-wide housing levy, the county
tax would be a replacenent. Seattle residents won't pay twice.

A YES! vote for Proposition #1 will continue a proven program that
enables thousands of families and individuals to be successtll
members of our community.

Statements prepared by. Constance W. Rice, James R. Faustich
and Kay Godefroy

YES! for Homes
26082nd Ave #190
Seattle, WA 98121-1212
(206) 448-9757

Fax: 448-9367

The Office of Secretary of State is not auhorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
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levy lid. (Also, certain voter-approved taxes to finance affordable housirgy
or emergency medical servces are exempt from the $3.60 limit.Housing
funded with taxes exempt from the $3.60 limit must serve househdaldvith
incomes at or below 50% of melian income.

State law provides that a city may make loans and grants of general city
funds to owners or developers of housing for persons with incomes at or
below 80% of median incane.

3. Effect of This Measure, If Approved

If Proposition 1 were approved, Seattle could levy up to $8,458,714 per

year for seven years in property taxes above what would otherwise be

allowed by the levy lid. This would translate to an estimated $0.20 per

$1,000 assessed value. Approximately 90% ($7,630,714 per year or an

estimated $0.18 per $1,000) waild fund housing programs serving house-
holds with incomes at or belov 50% of median income, and would be ex-
empt from the $3.60 limit

Statement Against

THE 1986 SEATTLE HOUSING LEVY DID NOT ALLEVIATE OUR

HOUSING PROBLEMS

Our housing dilemma has worsened asthe previous housng levy did
not come close to fully funding the 1,000 housing units promised by
the City. Since 1986, our homeless population has risen from 3,00t
4,000 and the number of households on the howsing waiting list has
skyrocketed from 1,000 in 19® to 12,000. 40,000 additional house-
holds in Seatle are at risk of beiry priced out of Seatle or into public
assistance if we increase property taxes today.

CITY POLICIES HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO OUR HOUSING
DISASTER

By encouraging the demolition of affordable housing for vanity civic
projects and high-rent living, thereby escalating property values and
rents, the City has displaced thousands of working families and the
elderly. The Convention Center andhe postponed, scaled-downCom-
mons alone will consume 1,000 affordable units while theousing levy
once again falsely promises to create 1,000 new units. Does this
make any sense at al? Who benefits from this?

ELIMINATE THE PROFIT MOTIVE FROM HOUSING

PROVIDERS

In our present system, levy money is awarded to housing providers
based on proposds, not on compditive bids. For some of these pro-
viders, their salaries are paid for by the City AND they receive cost
plus developer fees proportional to the size of the project. Conse-
quently, there is little incentive to economize costs and to oppose
projects that destroy existing affordable housing.

To get the best barg for our buck, we muspromote tenant-managed
housing, tenant-built housing job programs, and an aggressive policy
to reclaim and renovate abandoned housing stock. In addition, our
displaced neighbors and communities must be involved early in the
planning of future housing needs.

A KING COUNTY HOUSING LEVY IS NEEDED, NOT A SEATTLE
LEVY

The Seattle housing levy is a stopgap measue that does not address
our regional housing problems. If King County won't contribute their
fair share, then we should conside forming our own city/county entity.
In the meantime, we have enough funds remaining to last another

The amounts levied per $1,000 would vary with changes in the assessel
value of all taxable property. The maximum rate for regular property taxes
that could be levied for cdection in 1996 wold be the rate allowed by the
levy lid plus the raé needed to rase $8,458,714 (an estimated $0.20 per
$1,000) for housing, but in no cae more than $3.35 per $1,@0.

Ordinance 117711provides that if King County proposes ard County vot-
ers pass a low-income housing levy prgoosition that satisfies certain con-
ditions, then the taxes collectel under Propasition 1 will be reduced by the
annual amount to be provied to Seattle under the County balld proposi-
tion.

After Proposition 1 expires, City reglar property taxes would be limited by
the 106% levy lid calculated as though Proposition 1 had not been ap-
proved, and by the $3.60 per $100 limit.

year, Besides, if theCity Council can afford to hand over $5 million of
taxpayer money annually to haise the Sonics and $24 million of HUD
money to houseNordstroms without a vote, then there mustpe plenty
of money available without a tax incease.

Please help those mos in need in our city.
Vote NO on Propositon #1.

Rebuttal to Statement for Prop. 1

Providing affordable housing is aitically important in our community.
It's irresponsible for the City to claim the present levy exceeded its
goals by 20-30 percent. The lewy created only 60% of the units prom-
ised and required $36 million of additional public morey to prop it up.
Three times as many units could have been provided if the City ex-
plored cost-efficient sdutions, including rental assistance certificates
that house people in their neigborhoods.

City policies that pronote the demolition of working class homes and
businesses in favor of higher property values and unattainable stan-
dards of living, along with zoning and housing restrictions that hinder
affordable housing construction have contributed to our housing di-
lemma. Prevention is cheaper than intevention.

There is enough levy money left over today to sustain our present
needs without a tax inaease. Vote NO on the hausing levy. It's time
we face our housing neels head on.

Statements prepared by Jordan Browerand Michael Spence

Citizens for Affordable Howsing
P.O. Box 2562

Seattle WA 98125-1122
(206)464-4842

The Office of Secretary of State is not authorized to edt statements, nor is it regponsible for their contents.
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COMPLETE TEXT OF
Proposition No. 1

ORDINANCE 117711

AN ORDINANCE relating to ow-income housing, submitting to the vaters of Seattle
a proposition authorizing additional regular property taxes tor low-income housing,
including assistance to home buyers and home owners needing repairs; adopting a
housing financing plan; creating a Levy Oversight Committee; and providing for the
annual levy and collection of taxes.

WHEREAS, the housing levy authorized in Ordinance 112904 and approved by the
voters in 1986 (the "1986 Levy") expired with the oollection of 1994 property taxes;
and

WHEREAS, the 1986 Levy succeeded in developing and preseving substantial quan-
tities of low-income housing, exceeding its orighal goals, but substantial unmet hous-
ing needs remain in the Gity, particularly for households with incomes below 50% of
median income ("very low-income households"); and

WHEREAS, the senior housing bond issue authorized in Ordinance 110124 and ap-
proved by the voters in 1981 produced 1,268 housing units, exceeding by 27% the
original goal; ard

WHEREAS, RCW 84.52.105 authorizes a city, bymajority approval of the voters, to
levy additional regular property taxes that are not subject to the statutory limit on the
dollar rate of city regular property taxes under RCW 84.52.043, for the purpose of
financing affordable housing for very low-income households; and

WHEREAS, RCW Chapter 84.55 generally limits the dollar amount of regular prop-
erty taxes that a city may levy in any year to 106% of the amount levied in a prior
year, with certain adjustments, but RCW 84.55.050 allows a cty to lift the 106% "lid"
by majority approval of the voters, and allows a city to include in the ballot proposi-
tion a limit on the purpose for which the additional taxes levied will be used and to
provide for the expiration of the additional taxing authority; and

WHEREAS, RCW 35.21.685 authorizes a cityto make grants or loans to owrers and
developers for the acquisition, construction, or rehabilitation of low-income housing;
and

WHEREAS, Resolution 29165 outlines the goals and objectives of this Ordinance
and sets guidelines and schedules for work programs; Now, Therefore,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Findings. The City Council hereby makes the following findings:

A. The City of Seattle has insufficient safe, sanitary, and decent housing afford-
able to low-income households to meet the present and anticipated needs of such
households, as documented in the Housing Appendix to the Comprehensive Plan;
the City's 1995 Consolidated Plan; and the Affordable Housing Financing Plan at-
tached to this Ordinance as Exhibit A.

B. Affordable housing for households with incomes below 30% of median and for
persons with special needs often cannot be successfully developed or preserved
without a commitment of funds for operating and maintenance costs not covered by
rental income.

C. The inability of low-income households in avner-occupied homes in Seattle to
finance needed home repairs contributes to unsafe conditions and deterioration of
neighborhoods, and adversely affects the public health, safety and welfare.

D. Promoting and preserving home ownership for low-income households con-
tributes to the stability of families and neighborhoods; helps preserve the physical
condition of residential properties; and addresses the shortage of safe, sanitary,
affordable housing both by maintaining and enhancing the supply of owner-occupied
housing and by limiting the demand for scarce low-income rental housing that other-
wise would exist from households unable to afford to puchase homes or to maintain
existing homes.

E. The additional taxes to be levied under this Ordinance will enable the City to
provide for the housing needs of low and very low-income households and to pro-
mote home ownership opportunities for low-income households, and thereby to fulfill
the purposes of federal, State, County and City laws and policies, including without
limitation the federal HOME Investment Partnerships Act, the Sate Growth Manage-
ment Act ("GMA"), the Cauntywide Policies adopted under GMA, and the Cty's Com-
prehensive Plan.

Section 2. Definitions. The following terms used inthis Ordinance shall have the
definitions stated below unless the context otherwise clearly requires:

"Low-income housing" means housing that will serve "low-income house-
holds."

"Household" means a single person, family or unrelated persons living together.

"Low-income household" means a household with income less than or equal to
eighty percent (80%) of median income, as deermined by the United States Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development (or any successor agency), with adjust-
ments for household size, for King County, Washington.

"Very low-income housing" means housing that will serve "ver low-income house-
holds."

"Very low-income household" means a household with income less than or equal

to 50% of median income, as determined by the United States Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development (or any successor agency), with adjustments for house-
hold size, for King County, Washington.
To the extent permitted by gpplicable State law, income determinations for purposes
of any of the foregoing definitions may bebased on statistics for a federally defined
area that includes King County or a portion thereof including Seattle, and may take
into account such exclusions, adjustments and rules of computation as may be pre-
scribed under federal housing laws, regulations or policies, or as may be established
in City planning documents consistent with federal laws, regulations or policies.

Section 3. Affordable Housing Financing Plan. The City Council hereby adopts
the affordable housing financing plan atached to this Ordinance as Exhibit A to sere
as the plan for the expenditure of funds provided for low-income housing pursuant to
this Ordinance (the "Plan"). The City Council reserves the right to amend the Plan
as it may determine is necessary or appropriate to best meet the housing needs of
low-income households, subject to the limitations of Section 5 of this Ordinance and
consistent with applicable law. The City Council determines that the Plan is consis-
tent with the City's Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy required by the
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable Housing Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C Section
12701 et seq., which is now included in the City's Consolidated Plan pursuant to
federal regulations.

Section 4. Lew of Additional Regular Property Taxes. To finance affordable housing
for low-income households, the City shall submit to the qualified electors of the City
a proposition as authorized by RCW 84.52.105 and 84.55.050, and upon the ap-
proval of the qualified electors the City shall be autlorized to impose additional regu-
lar property tax levies totaling FIFTY NINE MILLION TWO HUNDRED ELEVEN
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($59,211,000.00), inthe amount of EIGHT MILLION FOUR
HUNDRED FIFTY EIGHT THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED FOURTEEN DOLLARS
annually over seven (7) consecutive years. The additional levies shall commence
with property taxes levied in 1995 for ctlection in 1996 Pursuant to RCW84.55.050,
if the voters approve the proposition authorized by this Ordinance the maximum total
dollar rate for regular property taxes to be collected in 1996 shall be increased to
$3.79 per thousand dollars of assessed valuation, if the September Proposition re-
ferred to in Section 15 of this Ordinance is approved, or to $3.35 per thousand dol-
lars of assessed valuation, if the September Proposition is not approved. If the full
amount authorized under this Section is not kevied in anyyear, then except as other-
wise authorized under this Ordinance, the City Council shall determine by Ordinance
the reductions in amounts allocated to particular subfunds or accounts under this
Ordinance.

Section 5. Rental Housing for Households with Very Low Incomes . Of the total
dollar amount to be collected pursuant to Section 4 above, the amount of FIFTY
THREE MILLION FOUR HUNDRED FIFTEENTHOUSAND DOLLARS ($53,415,000),
authorized to be colleted in installments of SEVEN MILLION SIX HUNDREDTHIRTY
THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED FOURTEEN DOLLARS ($7,630,714) per year for
seven (7) consecutive years (an estimated increase in the dollar rate of $0.18 per
thousand dollars of as sessed valuation each year), shall be dedicated to financing
affordable housing for very low-income households pursuant to RCW 84.52.105 and,
therefore, shall not be sulject to the dollar rate limitations on regular property taxes
in RCW 84.52.043. There is established in the City Treasury, as a subfund of the
Low-Income Housing Fund, the "1995 Lav-Income Housing Levy Subfund” into which
shall be placed the additional taxes to which this Section applies. There also is
created, as a subfund of the Low-Income Housing Fund, the "1995 Levy Operating
and Maintenance Subfund"” for the deposit of that portion of the additional taxes au-
thorized under this Section that are to be used for the Operating and Maintenance
Trust Fund program described in the Plan. The City Council shall direct the transfer
of monies fromthe 1995 Low-Income Housing Lewy Subfund to the 1995 Levy Oper-
ating and Maintenance Subfund at suchtimes and insuch amounts as it determines
to be appropriate in order to implement the Plan. Pending expenditure for the pur-
poses authorized in this Ordinance, amounts deposited in such subfunds may be
invested inany investments pemitted by applicable law. All investment earnings on
the balances in each such subfund shall accrue to such subfund. Amounts to be
received by the City from payments with respect to loans, recovery of grants, insur-
ance proceeds, or proceeds of sale o disposition of property, to the extent that such
amounts are attributable to the additional tax revenues authorized pursuant to this
Ordinance ("program income"), shall be deposited in the1995 Low-Income Housing
Levy Subfund except as specified in Sections 6 and 7 below. Program income de-
posited in such subfund shall be used for very low-income housing unless the City
Council shall otherwise direct pursuant to an express finding that it is not reeded for
such purpose.

Section 6. Home Buyer Assistance Subfund.

A. The Home Buwyer Assistance Program is inended to provide low-income house-
holds with opportunities to have more permanent stakes in their communities. To-
ward that end, a flexible approach shall be uilized that may include, but shall not be
limited to, community land trusts, cooperatives and lease-to- own program compo-
nents. The amount of Four Hundred Fifty Three Thousand Dollars ($453,000.00)
per year of the tax revenues collected pursuant to this Ordinance that are not sub-
jectto RCW 84.52.105 shall be deposited ina new "1995 Levy Home Buyer Assis-
tance Subfund," which is hereby established within the Low-Income Housing Fund,
unless otherwise directed by ordinance. Pending expenditure for the purposes au-
thorized in ths Ordinance such funds may be invested in any investments permitted
by applicable law. All investment earnings on the balances in such subfund shall
accrue to such subfund. Any program income received by the City attributable to
amounts disbursed from the 1995 Levy Home Buyer Assistance Subfund shall be

The above text is an exact reproduction of the text submitted by the sponsor. The Office of the Secretary of State has no editorial authority.
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deposited in such subfund unless otherwise directed by Ordinance. Such program
income shall be used for low-Income housing eligible for funding with tax revenues
received pursuant to this Ordinance. None of the tax revenues described in this
Section or program income earned thereon shall be used for rental housing intended
to serve households with incomes above 50% of median income, but the restriction
in this sentence shall not affect the Home Buyer Assistance Program.

B. There shall be established in the 1995 Levy Home Buyer Assistance Subfund
a "Home Purchase Loan Revolving Account." The first TWO HUNDRED EIGHTY
FIVETHOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED FOURTEEN DOLLARS ($285,714) of tax rev-
enues deposited inthe 1995 Levy Home Buyer Assistance Subfund from colledions
for each year from 1996 through 2002 shall be credited to such Account. All invest-
ment earnings on the balances in such Account shall accrue to such Account. All
money in such Account, including program income, shall be used solely for loans to
assist in the aqquisition of homes by lowincome households and for expenditures in
connection with such loans consistent with guidelines to be approved by the City
Council, provided, that if the City shall issue debt pursuant to Section 11 of this
Ordinance then tax revenues, investment earnings and program income in such
Account may be used for debt service and related costs to the extent attributable to
the portion of any borrowings that is committed to home purchase assistance loans
consistent with the terms of this subsection B. The terms of each loan made to a
home buyer from such Account shall provide that the City may collect the entire
balance owing upon sale of the home, to the extent permitted by applicable law. Any
program income received by the City attributable to amounts disbursed from the
Home Purchase Loan Revolving Account shall be credited to that Account. The
restrictions on the use of the money in the Account under this subsection are basic
to the purposes of this Ordinance and shall not be subject to modification under
Section 8 of this Ordinance so long as such money may lawfully be used consistent
with such restrictions.

Section 7. Rental Housing for Households with Incomes From 50% to 65% of
Median Income. The amount of Three Hundred Seventy-five Thousand Dollars
($375,000.00) of the tax revenues collected each year under this Ordinance that are
not subject to Section 5 of this Ordinance, shall be used to fund low-income rental
housing for households who have incomes greater than 50% but not more than
65% of median income, including related administration . Such tax revenues, and
program income received by the City attributable to amounts used to fund low-in-
come rental housing under this Section, shall be degposited in the Lowlncome Hous-
ing Fund, but not in the subfunds established under this Ordinance. The Director of
Finance is authorized to establish a separate account in the Low-Income Housing
Fund for such revenues and program income. Expenditures of all money collected
for the purposes of this section shall be limited to funding housing development in
Special Objectives Areas within The dty of Seattle as defined in the Gty's Consoli-
dated Plan (or successor document), as amended from time to time, subject to the
rules for each Special Objectives Area. Funding low-income rental housing in these
areas is intended to promote revitalization of deteriorated neighborhoods in the City.

Section 8. Administration: Use of Proceeds. The City Department of Housing
and Human SerVices, or such other department as may bedesignated by Odinance,
shall administer programs with the proceeds of the additional levies authorized by
this Ordinance. Anticipated programs to be financed with the levies authorized un-
der this Ordinance, more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
incorporated by this reference, are listed below together with the total amount allo-
cated to each:

Very low-Income households only:
Rental housing production: 1s50% of median)
Operating and Maintenance Trust Fund
Home owner rehabilitation
Administration
Low-income households:
Rental Housing Production (50%-65% of median)

$39,084,000.00
$ 8,751,000.00
$ 2,917,000.00
$ 2,663,000.00

$ 2,458,000.00

Administration $ 167,000.00
Home buyer assistance $ 2,917,000.00
Administration $ 254,000.00

The above programs and any others adopted bythe City Council for use o the funds
derived under this Ordinance shall be referred to as "Levy Programs.” The City
Council, upon recommendation of the Oversight Committee described in Section 12
of this Ordinance, or upon recommendation of the Mayor, or on its own motion, may
establish the timing of the allocations to the particular Levy Programs and make
changes, including additions and celetions, in the programs and/or inthe amount of
funds allocated to any program, consistent with the basic purposes of this Ordi-
nance and applicable law. However, the amount to be collected each year that shall
be allocated to home buyer assistance, rental housing production that is not inteded
to serve very low-income households, and related administration shall not exceed
EIGHT HUNDRED TWENTY EIGHT THOUSAND DOLLARS ($828,000). Further-
more, of the respective amounts allocated above to administration, not more than
sixty percent (60%) of each sum may be expended without authority expressly granted
by ordinance.

Section 9. Administrative and Financial Plans.

A. Every two years, or at such other intervals as the City Council may specify,
commencing in 1996 and continuing through 2002, and thereafter if so specified by
the City Council, the Director of Housing and Human Services, or other department
head as may ke designated by the Mayor, shall prepare an administrative and finan-
cial plan covering all of the Levy Programs.

B. Unless otherwise requested by the City Council, each administrative and fi-
nancial plan shall include: criteria for evaluating and selecting projects; guidelines
for loans or grants; requirements for project sponsors; progress and performance
reports on ongoing projects; program reviews to ensure that levy funds are used for
their stated purposes; and fhancial budgets for each Levy Program. An administra-
tive and financial plan may include such other information as the Mayor or Director of
Housing and Human Services may deem appropriate or the City Council may re-
quest.

C. The administrative and financial plans shall be submitted to the City Council
for its approval, with such modifications as the City Council may require. All criteria,
guidelines, and requirements contained in the previous administrative and financial
plan shall remain in effect pending approval by City Council of a new administrative
and financial plan, unless otherwise provided by ordinance.

Section 10. Appropriations and Funding Approvals. The City Council shall appro-
priate from hie Low-Income Housing Fund, including the 1995 LowIncome Housing
Levy Subfund, 1995 Levy Operating and Maintenance Subfund and the 1995 Levy
Home Buyer Assistance Subfund, as partof the City budget or supplementally, such
monies derived from the levies authorized in this Ordinance as it deems necessary
to carry out the Levy Programs. The Director of Housing and Human Services or
other department head as may be designated by the Mayor or City Council, or the
designee of such director (any such director or designee is heranafter referred to as
"Director"), is hereby authorized, for and on behalf of the City, to select projects for
funding and to approve, make, and modify loans, grants or other expenditures under
the Levy Programs, provided that such authority is subject to the appropriation of
sufficient funds. The Director is further authorized, for and on behalf of the City, to
execute and deliver such documents and instuments as he or e may determine to
be necessary or appropriate to implement the financing of specific projects or to
carry out the Levy Programs.

Section 11. Bonds and Notes. To the extent permitted by applicable law the City
may issue bonds, notes or other evidences of indebtedness payable wholly or in part
from the proceeds of the additional taxes authorized under this Ordinance, and ap-
ply such tax proceeds to the payment of principal of, interest on, and premium (if
any) on such bonds, notes or other evidences of indebtedness and to the payment
of costs associated with them.

Section 12. Oversight Committee. Conditioned upon voter approval of the ballot
proposition authorized by his Ordinance, there isestablished an Owersight Commit-
tee for the purpase of monitoring the progress of Levy Programs and reporting to the
Mayor and City Council on the progress of Levy Programs. The Committee shall
inform the Mayor and the City Council of Levy Program accomplishments and prob-
lems and make recommendations on the Administrative and Financial Plans and on
actions to be taken, including additions to or deletions of programs or amounts of
funds allocated to the several programs (subject to Section 5 of this Ordinance), so
that Levy Programs may be conducted in a timely and efficient manner. The Com-
mittee may elect officers and establish rules of procedure. The Director of Housing
and Human Services or such other department head as may be designated by the
Mayor shall provide the Committee such information as is necessary for the Com-
mittee to determine the status of individual programs and projects. The Oversight
Committee shall consist of thirteen (13) voting members, selected as follows: one
(1) shall be a Ciy employee appointed by the Mayor or his designee; one (1) shall be
a City employee appointed by the City Council; the remainder shall be persons out-
side City government, of whom five (5) shall be appointed by the Mayor, five (5) by
the City Guncil, and one (1) shall beappointed by the Seatle-King County Advisory
Council on Aging. All members not appointed by the City Cauncil shall besubject to
confirmation by the City Council. Subject to applicable law, an individual sewing as
an officer, director or trustee of an entity that receives or competes for funding under
this Ordinance, or who has an interest in such an entty, shal not thereby be disquali-
fied from serving on the Committee, but shall fully disclose any such relationships
and shall not vote on any matter in which the interest of such entity is directly in-
volved. Upon the resignation, retirement, death, incapacity or removal of a Canmit-
tee member, the authority appointing such member may appoint a replacement for
the balance of the term. Committee members shall serve without compensation.
The City Council shall prescribe by ordinance or resolution the terms of office of
Committee members, which may be staggered to provide continuity, and the initial
committee members shall be selected within six months after voter approval of the
additional taxing authority authorized by this Ordinance. The City Council may pre-
scribe such ather rules relating to the operation of the Committee as shall be neces-
sary or appropriate. The Oversight Committee shall continue in existence through
December 31, 2003 and thereafter if so provided by Ordinance.

Section 13. Conditional Expiration or Reduction. The limitations in this Section
are adopted in recognition of the fact that providing for low-income housing is a
regional responsibility and in order that, if funding for low-income housing is pro-
vided on a Countywide basis pursuant to future voter-approved levies, Seattle tax-
payers will nat experience an increase in ther total tax burden. The levy of adlitional
taxes authorized by this Ordinance shall be subject to the following limitations:

A. Total Expiration in Case of County Lew Providing Sufficient Funds to Replace
Seattle Lew. If prior to the year 2002 there shall be placed on the ballot by King
County and approved by the requisite majority of the voters of King County, a ballot
proposition for the levy of additional property taxes for low-income housing satisfy-
ing all of the criteria of this Section ("Superseding County Levy"), then the authority
to levy additional regular property taxes under this Ordinance shall terminate and
expire in the year in which the County first levies the taxes authorized by the Super-
seding County Levy, so that the last year in which additional taxes are collected
under this Ordinance shall be the year immediately prior to the first year in which
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additional taxes are collected under the Superseding County Levy. For purposes of
this Section, a "Superseding County Levy" shall mean only a voter-approved ballot
measure with the features in subsections 1 and 2 beow:

1. The ballot measure shall provide for a portion of the additional taxes to be
dedicated solely to low-income housing in The City of Seattle (which may include
administrative costs and amounts for the operation and maintenance of such hous-
ing), to be administered by The City of Seattle pursuant to an Interlocal Cooperation
Agreement that shall have been authorized and executed by the City and County
prior to the vote on the County ballot measure. The portion of the taxes levied each
year, pursuant to a County ballot measure, that satisfies this subsection A.1 shall be
referred to as the "qualifying portion” for that year.

2. The qualifying portion as defined in subsection A.1 above to be mllected in
each year through 2002 pursuant to the County ballot measure shall at least equal
the dollar amount per year of the additional taxes authorized under this Ordinance.

B. Reduction. If prior to the year 2002 there shall be placed on the bdlot by King
County and approved by the requisite majority of the voters of King County, a ballot
proposition for the levy of additional property taxes that would be a Superseding
County Levy except that the dollar amount of the qualifying portion to be cdlected in
any year through 2002, as defined in subsection A.1 of this Section, is less than the
annual additional taxes authorized hereunder, then the authority to levy additional
regular property taxes under this Ordinance shall be reduced, commencing with the
taxes to be collected in the first year in which additional taxes are to be collected
pursuant to the County ballot measure, by an amount each year equal to the qualify-
ing portion for that year. To the extent that the qualifying portion in any year is re-
stricted to financing very low-income housing, the reduction under this subsection
shall apply first to reduce, dollar for dollar, the portion of the additional taxes autho-
rized by tis Ordinance that are so restricted under Section 5 of this Ordinance. To
the extent that the qualifying portion is not restricted to financing very low-income
housing, the reduction under this subsection shall apply first to reduce, dollar for
dollar, the portion of the additional taxes authorized by this Ordinance that is not so
restricted, and any excess shall apply in reduction of the additional taxes for such
year that are restricted under Section 5 of this Ordinance. Tothe extent that the
reduction applies to the portion of the additional taxes that are not restricted under
Section 5 of this Ordinance, the City Council shall specify by ordinance any neces-
sary allocation of the reduction between home buyer assistance and low-income
rental housing.

Section 14. Contingent Reinstatement. If the additional levies authorized by this
Ordinance are terminated or reduced under Section 13 of this Ordinance but, prior ©
2002, the qualifying portion of the taxes authorized pursuant to the County ballot
measure is not levied in any year or if the dollar amount of the qualifying portion is
reduced (and after such reduction is below the annual amount of additional taxes
that would have been authorized under this Ordinance), for any reason, then to the
extent pemitted by applicable law, the taxing authority granted by this Ordinance is
automatically reinstated or increased as necessary to provide the City, in theaggre-
gate, with the same amual dollar amount of additional taxes for low-income housing,
to be cdlected in years through 2002, as would have been provided under this Ordi-
nance in the absence of Section 13.

Section 15. Proposition. Ballot Title. There shall be submitted to the qualified
electors of the City a ballot proposition for the purpose of authorizing the levy of
additional regular property taxes and lifting the 106% lid under RCW Chapter 84.55
for the purposes described in this Ordinance. The City Clerk is hereby authorized
and directed, not less than 45 days nor more than 48 days prior to the date of the
1995 general election (November 7, 1995) to certify to the King County Director of
Records and Elections a proposition in the following form:

THE CITY OF SEATTLE PROPOSITION NO. 1
(LOW - INCOME HOUSING LEVY)

To support low-income housing, home ownership and neighborhood stability, shall
Seattle be authorized to collect $59,211,000 for low-income housing through addi-
tional 1996-2002 property taxes of $8,458,714 annually (approximately $0.20 per
$1,000 assessed value), of which $53,415,000 at $7,630,714 annually (approximately
$0.18 per $1,000) will support households up to 50% of median income under RCW
84.52.105, and set maximum regular property taxes for 1996 collection at $3.79 per
thousand under RCW 84.55.050, implementing Ordinance 117711?

Levy, Yes [] Levy, No []

The City Council has authorized a separate ballot proposition for the September 19,
1995 election relating to a Commons park, other improvements in the South Lake
Union area, and athletic fields ("September Proposition"), which also would affect
the dollar rate for City regular property taxes. Therefore, the total dollar rate stated
in the above ballot title shall be adjusted, if appropriate, as follows: The City Clerk
shall review such official or unofficial reports for the September election as are avail-
able on or before the last day for certification of the ballot proposition authorized by
this Ordinance, and if the Clerk determines that the City's September Proposition
has not been approved by a majority of the votes cast thereon, then the Clerk shall
substitute "3.35 per $1,000" for "$3.79 per $1,000" in the ballot title set forth above.

Section 16. Severability. If any one or more provisions of this Ordinance shall for
any reason be held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect any other provision of this
Ordinance or the levy of additional taxes authorized hereby, but this Ordinance shall
be construed and enforced as if such invalid provisions had not been contained
herein, except that any provision that by reason of its extent or the range of persons
eligible to benefit therefrom shall be held to be invalid, then such provision shall be

deemed to be in effect to the extent permitted by law or to benefit only such class of
persons as may lawfully be granted the benefit thereof.

Section 17. Effectiveness. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty
(30) days from and after its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned
by the Mayor within ten (10) days after presentation, it shall take effect as provided
by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the 10th day of July, 1995, and signed by me in open
session in authentication of its passage this 17th day of July, 1995.

Sue Donaldson, President ProTem of the City Council
Approved by me this 26th day of July, 1995.

Norman B. Rice, Mayor
Filed by me this 27th day of July, 1995.

Judith Pippin, City Clerk

EXHIBIT A

AFFORDABLE HOUSING FINANCING PLAN FOR A NEW HOUSING LEVY
July 17,1995

A. SUMMARY OF PLAN
LEVY AMOUNT: $59.2 MILLION, 7-YEAR PROPERTY TAX LEVY

= The $59.2 Million levy will produce an estimated minimum of 1,030 units.

= The owner of a $150,000 home would pay an average of $29 per year overthe
seven years, which is about $2 less per year than the average annual cost of the
1986 levy.

= The new housing levy would replace the 1986 voter-approved $49,975 million
housing levy that expired in 1994.

= New housing levy funds would leverage an estimated $43 to $50 million in

other public and private funding.

LEVY FOCUS — Households would include:

= Working families with children who need affordable housing. Examples of
individuals working within the targeted income range are salesclerks, secretaries,
nurse's aides, grocery clerks, fast food workers, data entry operators, and other
struggling to meet their family's basic needs for food, utilities, and medical care be-
cause of high rents.

= People with disabilities who need housing and service support to live
independently in the community.

Examples of individuals in this group are predominantly people currently living on
disability income, including people who are homeless.

= People who are elderly and who need housing assistance to remain in
their homes or whoneed assisted living alternatives.

Examples are elderly people on fixed incomes who are often unable to obtain a
traditional mortgage to make critical home repairs or low-income elderly who can
benefit from assistance with medications, personal care, and housekeepng but do
not need the costly intensive care of a nursing home.

= Families who are victims of domestic violence.

Examples are women and children who, for personal safety, must forego the
economic benefits of a combined family income.

LEVY PROGRAMS:

= Repair assistance for very low-income homeowners (at or below 50% of
median income).

= Rental units for very low-income renters (at or below 50% of median income).
= Home buyer assistance for low-income households (at or below 80% of
median income).

LEVY FEATURES:

= Program flexibility will permit maximum creativity in devising new solutions to
meet people's housing needs.

= Levy funds will permit the City to take advantage of new opportunities in the
private and public sectors by creating partnerships to reduce needed local funding.
= Levy funds will be an impatant resource in carying out new Neighborhood Plans.
= New Seattle Housing Levy builds on success of two previous voter approved
housing measures: 1981, $50 million Senior Housing Bond Issue that exceeded
production goals by nearly 30%; 1986, $49,975 million Housing Levy that will ex-
ceed production goals by an estimated 20%.

= Levy will renovate run-down housing, helping to stabilize and improve neighbor-
hoods.

= Levy will increase affordable housing opportunities and help maintain diversity in
our neighborhoods.

- Mixed-use and mixed-income housing development will provide stable
livingarrangements for individuals and families while promoting economic develop -
ment for the community (levy funds will finance only the portion of the prgect that will
serve eligible low-income households).
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LEVY ALLOCATION CHART:

The following chart shows proposed levy programs designed to respond to critical
housing needs.
Estimated units produced by levy programs are provided.

New Seattle Housing Levy Allocation Chart

Levy Estimate

of Units
Programs Produced

Levy
Critical Housing Needs Allocation
RENTERS:
< Over 33,000 Seattle renter house- Rental 1j000

holds have income less than Production

$36,200 (3-person household)

per year and pay more than 30%

of their income for rent and utili-

ties (27% of total renter house

holds).

$41,542,000

« 9,000 families have income less
than $23,150 (3-person house
hold) and pay more than 30% of
their income for housing.

Operating and N/A
Maintenance
Trust Fund

= 8,000 elderly have income less
than $18,050 (1-person house
hold) and pay more than 30% of
their income for housing.

$8,751,000

< Nearly 11,000 households are on
Seattle Housing Authority waiting
lists: nearly 7,000 are families.

= 3,900 to 4,300 persons are with
out permanent housing on a given
day in Seattle and are homeless.

HOMEOWNERS:

< Over 12,000 Seattle homeowners
are low-income and are estimated
to need assistance with home re-
pairs.

Homeowner 191
Rehabilitation

$2,917,000

< Home ownership is inaeasingly
out of reach for many Seattle
residents: in 1994, a low-income
family with income between
$24,000 and $38,400 could only
afford a home price of $75,400
to $120,600 — average home
sales price in 1994 was
$170,502.

Homebuyer 139
Assistance

$2,917,000

Administration $3,084,000

TOTALS: 1.360 $59,211,000

B. BUILDING ON PAST SUCCESS
A new housing levy would build on and continue past success with voter ap-
proved housing measures:

1981 — SEATTLE SENIOR HOUSING BOND ISSUE
Seattle voters approved a $50 million bond issue in 1981 to produce 1,000 units for
seniors. A total of 1,268 units were produced. Units were primarily built in 40 to 50
unit new construction projects spread throughout the City. The first building was
completed in 1983; the last building completed in 1986.

Seattle Housing Authority (SHA) owns and gperates the Senior Housing Program
units. Since the first project's opening in 1983, an estimated 2,000 seniors have
been housed. Units are expected to kst another 30 to 40 years, successfully hous-
ing an additional 3,000 to 4,000 seniors over time.

Seattle Senior Housing Program (SSHP) units are among SHA's most popular.
Long waiting lists have existed from the beginning. Currently, 1,079 seniors are on
the waiting list for SHHP units; only about 100 units are expected to become vacant
this year.

1986 —CURRENT SEATTLE HOUSING LEVY

Seattle voters again approved a $49,975 million housing levy in 1986 to pro
duce 1,000 units for low-income families and single individuals. The 1986 levy
emphasized preservation and production of downtown units, and production
ofunits for extremely low-income households, in particular, families
and single individuals who are homeless.

In summary, the 1986 levy has accomplished the following:

Original Unit Funds Units Funded

Levy Program: Funding . Committed  as of 9/94
: Goals: )

Allocation: as of 9/94:
Small Family $ 11,396,000 280 $6,040,717 151
Large Family $10, 404,000 150 $10,070,143 138
Downtown $ 6,100,000 305 $ 6,100,000 349
Special Needs $ 14,575,000 265 $ 13,818,003 408
TOTALS $42,475,000 1,000 $36,028,863 1,046

= With only 85% of levy funds committed, thus far 105% of the levy's original
1000-unit production goal, or 1,046 units of affordable housing, have been created
or restored; production remains far ahead oforiginal program goals.

= It is now estimated that over 1200 units, about 20% more units than originally
foreseen, will be kuilt once all levy funds are exhausted.

= Of the 1,046 units funded by the levy, 409 are existing units preserved for  fu-
ture low-income occupancy and 637 are new units that have been added to
Seattle's current low-income housing stock.

= Special Needs Housing has far exceeded its original goal of 265 units: 408
units of housing for people who are homeless have been produced utilizing

95% of allocated funding.

= 80% of the units (841 units) will be affordable to individuals and families with in-
comes at or below 30% of median income ($10,600 for a single person house-
hold, $15,100 for afour-person household).

= Levy units have been produced thus far in the following areas of Seattle:

Downtown 499 Units

North End 233 Units

Central Area/SE 127 Units

Other 187 Units
C. PROCESS

The development of the Affordable Housing Financing Plan began nearly a year ago.
A careful, thorough, and thoughtful process was outlined in development schedules.
Housing needs data was assembled and analyzed. 1986 Housing Levy experience
was thoroughly documented and reviewed. The best elements of the 1986 Levy that
could be transferred to the new levy were identified.

Outside advisors and experts in various areas were brought into the process in two
ways: the Housing Levy Working Group and Citizen Advisory Committee. In addi-
tion, levy proposals are being reviewed through the new Capital Project Review Pro-
cess. Finally, public opinion research results are available for review.

Housing Levy Working Group

Representatives from nearly 250 nonprofit organizations were invited to a series of
meetings to help review current needs data, discuss policy options, and formulate
program recommendations. Eight meetings were held between October 1994, and
March 1995.

In particular, the Working Group advised:

= Keeping the program mix flexible, to enable new and creative responses to
changing needs.

= Creating programs serving both renters and homeowners.

Citizen Advisory Committee

City Council Resolution 29039 established a Housing Levy Citizen Advisory Com-
mittee; City Council Resolution 29128 appointed 14 Seattle citizens to the commit-
tee. The committee was formed to provide recommendations on the scope and size
of a new housing levy. Committee members were chosen to represent a variety of
backgrounds and perspectives.

The Citizen Advisory Committee met on April 25, 1995. Committee members were
given background information on housing need, current levy program status, and
possible levy scenarios. Three questions were discussed and Committee recom-
mendations were formulated; the questions were:

= What mix of programs should be funded?

= How should the levy address neighborhood interests and priorities?

= How much should be raised for housing through a levy?

Capital Project Review Process

The Mayor's Capital Cabinet was created in early 1995 to continue the Executive's
efforts to be strategic and responsive in making wise capital investments in the fu-
ture. All special capital projects flow through the Capital Cabinet analytical process
before they are recommended for funding. There are four specific objectives the
Capital Cabinet aims to achieve:

= To identify upcoming City capital needs and investment opportunities;

= To review these capital needs and investment opportunities strategically and
comprehensively;

= To carefully analyze the fiscal and policy impacts of each project proposed,
including capital costs, operating and maintenance costs, funding alternatives,
risk assessment, and policy impacts; and

= To enhance discussions with the City Council and the public about the City's
capital investment priorities.

The Capital Cabinet is conprised of the Mayor, the two Deputy Mayors, the Director
of the Office of Management and Planning, the Director of the Finance Department,
and a department director selected by the Mayor (currently the superintendent of
Seattle City Light). The Capital Cabinet meets twice a month to review a series of
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pending capital projects and related fiscal and policy analysis to determine if the
projects meet City goals and to proritize resources. In 1995, the Capital Cabinet will
recommend the funding of projects to Council two times during the year, in May and
November.

The proposed new housing levy was one of the projects in the first round of evalua-
tion in1995. It was reviewed and dscussed at three separate Capital Cabinet meet-
ings. On May 1, 1995, the Capital Cabinet recommended to City Council that the
new housing levy be placed on the ballot sometime in the fall of 1995.

0. HOUSING NEED
Housing needs are summarized below:

Rented Need:

= Over 33,000 Seattle renter households have income less than 80% of median
income ($36,200 per year for a 3-person household) and pay mote than 30% of their
income for rent and utilities (27% of total renter households).

= 8,000 elderly have income less than 50% of median income ($18,050 per year
for a 1-person household) and pay more than 30% of income for housing.

= 9,000 families have income less than 50% of median income ($23,150 per

year for a 3-person house hold) and pay more than 30% of income for housing.

= Nearly 11,000 households on Seattle Housing Authority waiting lists: nearly
7,000 are families.

Homelessness

= 3,900 to 4,300 persons are without permanent housing on a given day in
Seattle and are homeless.

= Shelters and transitional housing providers report increasing difficulty in finding
affordable housing for their clients.

Homeowner Need

= Over 12,000 Seattle homeowners are low-income and are estimated to need
assistance with home repairs.

= Home ownership is increasingly out of reach for many Seattle residents: in
1994, a low- income family with income between $24,000 and $38,400 could

only afford a home price of $75,400 to $120,600 — average home sales price in
1994 was $170,502. One of the additional obstacles for these families is the need
for down payment assistance.

E. PROPOSED HOUSING LEVY

Principles

The New Seattle Housing Levy will provide resources to help make Seattle's new
Comprehensive Plan areality. Programs and projects will reflect the core values
that guide the Comprehensive Plan:

- Community

Housing is a key building block of Community — the new housing levy will facilitate
the building of community at the neighborhood level.

= Environmental Stewardship

Housing levy resources will help preserve and protect Seattle's buit envirnment —
new construction will add additional opportunity while enhancing neighborhood char-
acter.

= Economic Opportunity and Security

Housing opportunity will be provided through the housing levy for Seattle residents
with lower income. Levy resources will help maintain population diversity as well as
income diversity. An important levy focus will be providing better housing op-
tions for families with children.

= Social Equity

Expansion of housing opportunity for residents with lower income will promote
equal access to decent, secure housing. Providing a full range of housing options,
dispersed throughout Seattle neighborhoods, will promote equity.

New Seattle Housing Levy resources will help ensure a sustainable future for Se-
attle; the levy will help urban villages maintain diversity through development of a
variety of housing types; the levy will enable Seattle to remain attractive for children
and their families.

Principles for Design and Implementation

= Programs will be designed in ways that support and enhance community, envi-
ronmental stewardship, economic opportunity and security, and social equity.

= Programs will be designed to, where feasible, link housing produced under the
housing levy to community housing objectives described in adopted neighbor-hood
plans.

= Programs will be structured to ensure that funding guidelines can beadjusted

to respond to community housing objectives as they are identified through neigh-
borhood planning initiatives.

= Programs will identify ways for neighborhood groups to identify, advocate for,
and/or support housing projects that further housing objectives described in
adopted neighborhood plans. Annual or biennial performance reviews will be
done to monitor progress toward meeting housing objectives included in adopted
neighborhood plans.

= Programs will be designed to encourage projects resulting from creative part-
nerships and collaborations between project sponsors and affected community
groups/residents.

= Programs will emphasize projects that help stabilize neighborhoods and cre-
ate permanent investment in community-neighborhood development.

= Programs will be designed to benefit from leverage available from private and
other public funding sources.

= Programs will emphasize and promote geographic dispersion.

Focus of new levy programs will include the following households:

= Working families with children who need affordable housing.

Examples of individuals working within the targeted income range are sdesclerks,
secretaries, nurse's aides, grocery clerks, fast food workers, data entry opera-
tors, and other struggling to meet their family's basic needs for food, utilities, and
medical care because of high rents.

= People with disabilities who need housing and service support to live
independently in the community.

Examples of individuals in this goup are predominantly people currently living on
disability income, including people who are homeless.

< People who are elderly and who need housing assistance to remain in
their homes or who need assisted living alternatives.

Examples are elderly people on fixed incomes who are often unable to obtain a
traditional mortgage to make critical home repairs or low-income elderly who can
benefit from assistance with medications, personal care, and housekeeping but
do not need the costly intensive care of a nursing home.

= Families who are victims of domestic violence.

Examples are women and children who, for personal safety, must forego the
economic benefits of a combined family income.

Program Mix, Funding Allocations, Unit Goals

The chart on page 3 shows programs, allocations and unit goals. Levy funds will
produce an estimated minimum of 1,360 units —if anticipated leverage does not
occur, fewer units may be produced; any funds remaining after 1,360 units have
been produced (other than in the Operating and Maintenance Trust Fund) will be
used to produce additional units. Each program is described below; all programs
will be administered by Seattle Department of Housing and Human Services.

= Rental Production Program

The Rental Production Program will finance the acquisition, rehabiiitation, preser-
vation and new construction of property to be used as subsidized rental housing
for low-income households. Subsidized rental housing will provide permanent
housing, including transitional housing. In addition to taditional rental housing, it
includes limited equity cooperatives, mutual housing, and similar forms of hous-
ing. "Subsidized rental housing" will be construed broadly to include housing
arrangements that meet the needs of particular populations, whether or not a
landlord-tenant relationship exists.

All sizes of units and all types of households may be eligible for funding. Some of
the levy funds may be earmarked for projects serving specific populations, such
as families with children or persons with special needs. Mixed-use and mixed-
income projects will be eligible for funding, with levy funds to be used only for the
portion of the project financing that is allocable to the units that will serve very
low-income households.

Eligible applicants include all types of nonprofit agencies (including Seattle Hous-
ing Authority and public development authorities) as well as private, for-profit
owners/developers. Funds will be provided in the form of loans, with loan terms
to be outlined in program financial plans. Borrowers will be required to commit
units to serve very low income households for at least a specified term. Loan
terms may provide for forgiveness of interest and/or principal if the barower com-
plies with its commitment.

Rental Housing for Households with Incomes From 50% to 65% of Median In-
come. A portion of the amount available for rental housing will be used to fund
low-income rental housing for households who have incomes greater than 50%
but not more than 65% of median income. Funds under this provision shall be
limited to funding housing development in Special Objectives Areas within The
City of Seattle as defined in the City's Consolidated Plan (or successor docu-
ment), as amended from time to time, subject to the wles for each Special Objec-
tives Area. Funding low-income rental housing in these areas is intended to pro-
mote revitalization of deteriorated neighborhoods in the City.

Operating and Maintenance (O. and M.) Trust Fund

The O. and M. Trust Fund will provide operating subsidy to projects to enable
rental production program housing to be affordable to households with income at
or below 3% of median. Funding will be avalable to rental housing serving house-
holds with income at or below 30% of median. Funds will be used to fill the gap
between eligible operating costs and rental income. Eligible operating costs will
be outlined in program financial plans, and will include project management, utili-
ties, property taxes, operating and maintenance reserves, and contract services
relating to project support. Eligible applicants include all types of nonprofit agen-
cies (including Seattle Housing Authority and public development authorities) as
well as private owners/developers. The Trust Fund program will be set up to
provide operating subsidy for a duration to be described in the pogram financial
plan.

= Homeowner Rehabilitation

The homeowner rehabilitation program will assist very low-income homeowners
in repairing and/or rehabilitating their homes, including making them more energy
efficient. A program financial plan will outline eligible work items and the terms of
financial assistance.

= Home Buyer Assistance Program

The home buyer program will provide financial assistance to help low-income
households purchase homes. All types of units will be eligible for purchase, in-
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eluding single-family detached houses, townhouses, condominiums, cooperatives,
cohousing and homes on leased land. Innovative forms of home ownership, such
as community land trust projects or lease-to-own projects, will be eligible. Eligible
recipients of funding include home buyers as well as nonprofit groups that produce
housing for purchase by home buyers. Forms of assistance and eligibility require-
ments will be included in program financial plans. The program will initially target
any Special Objectives Area (as defined in the City's Consolidated Plan); the pro-
gram may be expanded upon a finding by City Council that expansion is needed to
further City housing objectives.

< Maximum Income

Levy Programs will initially meet the following maximum income limits; any changes
must be consistent with applicable law.

Program: Maximum Income:

Rental Production 65% of median; provided further that a little at
least 50% of funds authorized for very-low

in come households be used to produce units
for households with incomes up to 30% of

median income.
Operating and Maintenance Trust Fund 30% of median
50% of median

80% of median

Homeowner Rehabilitation

Home Buyer Assistance Program

Seven Year Duration

The new housing levy will be a seven-year levy. That duration will permit the flexibil-
ity to borrow funds from some source with repayment from the levy's property tax
revenue stream. Borrowing could pemit more production in early years when costs
will be less due to annual inflation factors. Therefore, funds raised by the levy that
are allocated to any of the Levy Programs may be used to pay principal, interest
and other amounts coming due on bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebted-
ness that may be issued to finance such Levy Programs. Any borrowing option
related costs would be eligible for levy funding or reimbursement.

Administration

New Seattle Housing Levy programs will be administered by the Seattle Depart-
ment of Housing and Human Services. The proposed levy includes 5% of total
funding for administration. It is anticipated that administration of levy programs will
require 5% based on experience with the 1986 Housing Levy.

Five percent compares favorably to administration allowances under federal pro-
grams:

= The federal HOME Program permits 10% for administration

= The federal Community Development Block Grant Program permits up to 20%
of total funding for planning and administration — the City holds administrative
funding to 10%.

Housing Levy Oversight Committee

A Housing Levy Oversight Committee made up of citizens representing various
interests and perspectives should be formed to oversee levy implementation. Spe-
cific duties should include:

= Making recommendations to Mayor and City Council on program padlicies and
guidelines;

= Overseeing use of program funds, ensuring funds are spent consistent with
program policies and guidelines;

= Monitoring the progress of levy programs and reporting to the Mayor and City
Council on the progressof levy programs.

Regular Review of Program Financial Plans

Program financial and administrative plans should be approved by City Council for
each Levy Program. Plans should be reviewed, updated, and approved by City
Council every twoyears. Periodic review of program plans has prowven to be neces-
sary under the 1986 Housing Levy; reviewing plans every two years has been an
appropriate interval.

Biennial review will permit plais to remain curent and regonsive to charging housing
conditions. In particular, programs can be revised periodically to respond to hous-
ing strategies and objectives contained in neighborhood plans adopted during the
seven-year levy duration.

You may obtain copies of Resolution 29199,
Ordinance 117711 and Resolution 29165
at the City Clerk's Office,
104 Municipal Building,600 Fourth Avenue,
SeattleWA 98104 or on PAN atwww.pan.ci.seattle.wa.us

Seattle Ethics and Elections Commission

Dear Voter:

The City of Seatle provides this portion of the Official Primary Hection
Voters' Pamphlet to assist you in m&king informed choices for the City
positions and ballot isswes that appear on the Novemter General Elec-
tion ballot. You may borrow an audio tape of this pamphlet by call-
ing 684-8576 In addition to the candidate photos and statements and
the ballot issue information and arguments, the following information is
provided to help you fully partipate in the eledion process:

Working for a Campaign

If you wish to become ative in a andidate's or ballot issue campaign,
you can contact the committee listed ith each candidae statement and
with each ballotissue argument. In addition, thisinformation is orrecord
in the C-1 forms filed by the cadidate and balld issue committees with
the Seattle City Clerk, the State Public Disolsure Commission and King
County Records & Eledions.

Making Campaign Contributions

Candidate and ballot issue cormittees need campaign contributions to

give voters thenecessary information to male informed choices.There-

fore, another method of particimting in the election pra@ess is tocontrib-

ute to committees organized to promote candidates or to promote or

oppose ballot issues. Seattle City offce candidates may accept no more
than $400 from each contributor, over a four year period. There is no

restriction on ballot issue cofributions. The committees may accept in-
kind contributions, as well as money (ontributions of $50 or more must
be by check or money order). These contributions may be made in

person, atfund-raisers or simply throwgh the mail. The comnittees must

report to the Seattk City Clerk, the Public Disclosure Commission and

King County Records & Elections the name and address of each con-

tributor of $25 or more and the occupation, name of employer and City
and state of employer for each contributor of $100 or more. This infor-

mation is available from the Seattle City Clerk, the Public Disclosure

Commission on microfiche or for review and copying at King County

Records & Elections. It may na, however, be used for comnercial pur-

poses.

Campaign Information Available

In addition to the above listed offices, the Seattle Ethics and Elections
Commission maintains the campaign finance disclosure reports for all
City office candidates and City ballot issue committees. The Commis-
sion also produes summaries of the reprts. The summaries are avail-
able in the Commision office in hard copy or on the Pulic Access Net-
work (PAN) and on the inernet as follows:

Dial in: 233-7100 14.4K(8N1)
InternetWWW: http://www.pan.ci.seattle.wa.us
InternetTelnet/FTP: pan.ci.seattle.wa.us

For The Seattle Ethcs and Eledions Commission
Carolyn M. Van Noy,Executive Director, 206/684-8577
226 Municipal Building, 600 Fourth Avenue, Seattle 98104

director® seec.ci.seattle.wa.us FAX: 206/684-8590
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Seattle City Council
Position No. 1

Sue
DONALDSON

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 15349

SeattleWA 98115-9931

PHONE NUMBER: 524-7937
FAX: 523-0259

Jordan
BROWER

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
4756 University Village PI. N.E.#368
Seattle, Washington 98105

PHONE NUMBER: 362-8616

Seattle is a special plae, with vibrant neighborhoods,
unique commercial districts, a downtown undergoing
revitalization, a spectacular natural setting, and an in-
volved and informed citizenry. With a new police chief
a new public school superintendent, and a reduced
crime rate, there is a sese of promise - that Seatle is
unique and will meet the challenges facing all urban
centers in its avn way.

To keep this promse, several areas need attenion:

< Back to Basics: Public safety, transportation, hous-
ing, business retention, parks and libraries must be the
focus of our neighborhood planning efforts. We need to
maximize the use of our existing facilities, such as
schools and community centers, and better maintain
our parks and streets. Customer service in City Hall.
must be a priority - citizens deserve answers, not ag-
gravation.

= Fiscal Responsibility and Accountability: Gov-
ernment services mustbe streamlined andexpenditures
reduced. Capital spending priorites must be clear and
communicated. Government is na the solution to ev-
ery problem and privae/public partnerships often pro-
vide new opportunities and greater flexihlity.

< Opportunities for our Youngest, Oldest and
Neediest: By promoting a city-wide ethic of commu-
nity service and incluson, we can provi@ needed ser-
vices, increase employment training, build a stronger

It's the People Who Make Sedtle Great

Jordan Brower wil rebuild strong communities around
the people who live and work here. We owe it to our-
selves and our children tgrovide a clean, healthyand
affordable place to live. It's one thing to say children
are important, but another to ersure that every kid ha
a sidewalk to get to school, an open branch library to
learn, and a maintained pak to play. It's also one thing
to say that Sedtle should be affedable, but anoter to
protect homeowners, renters, working families, the eld-
erly, and small businesses from being priced out of
Seattle.

These quality of life issues are the basics we need to
keep Seattle a great place to work and live. The City
Council thinks we should get back to basics, but why
did they abandonthem inthe firstplace? Favoring vanity
projects for powerful regional interests who play by a
different set of rules, the Cound has ignored $2 bilbn
of critical needs for image sake.

We Need to Cantrol Our Spending Before We Lose
Our Credit Rating

Behind the voters' backs, the City Couail has doubled
our debt in two years for risky public-private partner-
ships when private money waseadily available. Mean-
while, the Council has sen the basics like 911, brach
library, and athletic field improvements to the voters
declaring that Seattle residents are undertaxed. The
City Council's spending priorities are wrong. Jordan
wants you to set our spendirg priorities.

community, and redice violence.

As your councilmember, | have walked the neighbor-
hoods, held hearings for 200+ rezons inaffected com-
munities (rather than in City Hall)tackled tough issues
such as illegal billboards, broadcast tower height/place-
ment, accessory housing rules, and helicopter landng
regulations. | have also developel innovative solutions
such as neighborhood design review boards, an ordi-
nance to save historic theaters, and an advocay pro-
gram to help citzens in lard use appeals

My leadership has involved youth to improve relations
with the police, prevent vioknce, and provide services
in our parks and libraries. | developed the youth and
daycare bus fares.

Using my skills as valedictorian of Roosevelt High
School, magna cum laude graduate of Harvard/
Radcliffe, and a lawyer with over a decade of experi-
ence, | haveearned my reputation for hard-work, cre-
ativity, and responsiveness. My husband and | have
three daughters in Seattlepublic schools. | wanto make
sure that all of Seattle's children have an excellent edu-
cation and a fuure of affordable housing, jobs and op-
portunities here in Seatt.

As your councilmember, | have listaed, analyzed and
taken action. But more remains to be done. | look for-
ward to working with you to keep Seattle's pomise.

District Elections Return Decision Making toYou

You need to know your Councilmember as well as you
know your legislator. With district elections, our com-
munities will hold Councilmembers accountable
Councilmembers will be out in the community and not
locked behind a door downtown.

Jordan Brower Will Work for You

It's time to put commurities back on the City Couil. If
the Council isn't working for you, then let Jordan work
for you. Jordan Brower is a 36-year old computer sci-
ence professor and Lake City community activist. Jor-
dan stood up to death threats over illegal billboards and
the Key Arena, exposed illegal financing by the school
district, defended neighborhood planning by opmsing
the Commons for the pag three years, and pushed for
affordable housing for everyone. Jordan is a member
of theSeattle Neighborhood Coalition Citizens forParks,
and SEAMEC. Jordan is also co-founder of Citizens
for Affordable Housing.
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Sherry
HARRIS

Citizens for Sherry Harris Canmittee
PO Box 23.3

SeattleWA 98111

Phone 860-7377 Fax 860-0385

John
MANNING

The Commitee to Elect John Maming
P.O.Box 28524

Seattle, WA 98118

Phone Number: 860-1099

Fax: (206) 860-2199

Campaign Manager: Mary Eversole

Seattle City

Council fpsgn

Position No. 3

Listen. Lead. Deliver.
The best definition of public service I've ever found.

Listening to you is how | devel@ my priorities.
Leading is how I respond to your @eds.
Delivering is what | do bes

I pride myself on being in touch with today's Seattle,
whether ifs at a 7 a.mbreakfast in the Central Area, or
at 10:15 p.m when you can still find me at my City Hall
office catching up on my Email.

Very few people vie for the honor of representing the
homeless, or seniors whose roofs are literally falling
down onthem, oryoung familieswho can't afforda home
anywhere in town. But, | make it my job to deliver for
everyone:

« Making this city look better

I've deliveredaggressive environmentalprograms-clean

water, energy conservation, tree planting, making right-
of-ways into greenspace, home-repair programs for

seniors-finally getting a housing levyon the ballot that

will provide decent affordable homes for seniors and

working families.

= Making this city work better

By breaking downbarriers betweenbusiness and neigh-
borhoods, | fought for a Comprehensive Plan (now law)
that both support. Also, there's new downtown revital-
ization: downtown development that will keep-even
bring-jobs here.

Sgt. John Manning is a16 year veteran of the Seattle
Police Department who has receéved national recogni-
tion for innovative work in law enfacement, crime pre-
vention, andCommunity Policing. Cited for leadership,
dedication, integrity,and commitment, SgtManning has
received numerous awards and commendations. In
October, 1994 he was invited to speak, by President
Clinton, about his vision of Commuiity Policing, Public
Safety, andpreventive programs. Sgt. Manning is cred-
ited with the success of the East Precinct Community
Police Team. He coaches football, participates in late
night recreation programs, and acts as a mentor and
role model for youth. John Manning will bring that kird
of hands-on leadership to the City Coureil.

The seventh of tenchildren, John Mannirg was born in
Monroe, Louisiana and raised by a sirgle mother who
instilled in her children a strong work ethic, a belief in
honest, open communication, and a respect for all
people. Married for seventeen years and the father of
four, John and his wife, Juana, own and opeate a day
care center in Rainer Valley.

Public Safety. John Manning's top priority is making
Seattle a safe place to live and work. He recognizes
that issues of safety affect every aspect of our lives,
and will apply "Pwlic Safety Ciiteria"to all Counci de-
cisions. He believes in balarced and jus approaches

« Making this city feel better

Teen health-clinic funding, infant-mortality education,
AIDS education, outreachworkers toteach youngmoms
about raising healthy babies, finding more beds for our
homeless families-real accomplishments.

< Making city hall more accountable to you
Cutting down permt process time forbuildings and new
construction, establishing officehours on weekendsand
evenings, translating government bureauciecy into lan-
guage people can understand-I've made government
easier for citizens and busiress.

Being on the Gty Coundil also requires stamling up for
what's right. I've fought the good fight against bigotry
alongside Hands Off Washington. I'm also fiditing the
poorly-written property rights initiative.

With Sherry Harris, what you see is wat you get.
An independent voice. Working hard all dayevery day.
Listening, leading, delivering.

Sherry Harris is a 17-year Seattle resident. Prior to City
Council, she was an engineer at U.SNest, and aunion
steward at Boeing She's chaired City Courcil commit-
tees on Health, Human Services, Education, Housing,
Community Development and Urban Enviromment.

Endorsements/ Recommendations:

U. S. Senator Patty Murray, County Executive Gary
Locke, County Cauncilmember Larry Gossett,

the late Sen. Cal Anderson, King County Democrats,
Alki Foundation

to law enforcement and crime prevention, and will work
to implement proven preventive programsnto the City's
overall pubiic safety plan.

Economic Development John Manningbelieves small
business is the heart and soul of communities. He will
work to: give prospective business owners access to
managerial, marketing,and financialassistance; stream-
line licensing and regulatory processes; and develop
public/private partnerships to supporcommunity-based
development. He supports prograns toincrease home
ownership for families with modest incomes and en-
hanced employment opportunities for youth.

Youth and Families. John Manning supports family-
friendly initiatives, such as developing incentives for
employer-assisted child care and apprenticeship pro-
grams, working with Seattle Public Schools to expand
after-school activities and increase community access
to district faclities.

Human Rights. He is committed to the ideals of free-
dom, privacy, free speech and social justice. He sees
human rights as a public safety issue, such as safe
schools, security for senior citizens, and the rights of
al/lfamilies to live ther lives and contrbute to the com
munity without fear of violence or backlash.
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Seattle City

Councill

Position No. 5

Margaret
PAGELER

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
800 5th Ave. #134

Seattle, WA 98104

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 213-0119
Manager: GregStarosky

Charlie
CHONG

CAMPAIGN MAILUNG ADDRESS::
5012 SW Prince St.

Seattle, Washingtan 98116
PHONE NUMBER: 937-6929

Seattle is a lot better city today thmwhen 1 ran for this
job four years ago.

It's a better city for safety.

Four years ago the headlines were drive-by shootings,
gang violence, children killed. As chair of the Public

Safety Committee, | made redcing violence my num-
ber one priority. Now things have changed.

This summer's headlines read: Crime rates down.
School violence reduced. Complaints against city po-
lice plunged.

What made the difference?

Hard work. Team work. Leg work. We added more
officers, getting cops out of their cars and offices and
into our neighborhoods and schools. We appointed a
new police chief.

These and other initigives | helped launb have made
a difference in fightingcrime. With community andbusi-
ness leaders we organized a successful gun buyback
and gun lock distribution campaign. We've fostered
parent organizations like Mothers AgainsViolence and
youth programs like the Peace Academy. Tough new
gun laws ard juvenile justice reforms that | fought for in
Olympia are now helping make our neighborhoods and
streets safer.

It's a better city for neigtborhoods than it was four
years ago. | worked hard to control urban sprawl
through growth management plans that are now pro-

"If you knew Charlie, you'd vote for him," a West
Seattle resident says. When asked, people referred
to his honesty andntegrity asa community leader.Over
800 people signed peitions for him to run. Hundreds
more asked at town meeting the past year.

If elections were now by dstrict, he would be @ing to

the City Coundl needing farless campaign money than
his opponent has. And - he would work honestly and

well for all of the city.

Why replace an incumbent? Because this City
Council's members are arrogant, out-of-tach with
neighborhood people, weak when tough negotiat-
ing is needed, meekly led by the Mayor when they
should say - "No!"

About Charlie: From Hawaii. Graduate, Georgetown
University, B.S. in Foreign Service. Air Force opera-
tions staff, Korean War. Five years: Minnesota food
canning industry, executive vice president. Retied fed-
eral employee, began Vista, served as regionhopera-
tions chief, antipoverty programs. Three years: presi-
dent, Admiral CommunityCouncil. Citywide committees:
open space oversigh, shorelineparks, environmentally
critical areas, comprehensive plan implementation task
force, selection for two cabinet-level positions. Now
chair, Neighborhood Rights Campaign, presidentWest
Seattle Defense Fund.

Public Safety: Our police system may nobe designed
for 1990s' problems. Do we need:

« mae uniformed professional officers

« civlian deputies « neighborhood police precincts

tecting your neighbarhood. That's why theWashington
Environmental PAC gave me their early emlorsement.

I've tackled the unglamorous basics of electricity, wa-
ter, recycling and wastewater that make your neigh-
borhood work. We must protect our emironment while
making sure ratepayes get their morey's worth.

It's a better city for respect.

I stood firm through firestorms of protest a few years
ago to establishstandards of street civility.And I've con-
tinued to set the tone fora politics of civility, not hostility.

The recent SeattleTimes survey rated me fird among
my colleagues fa integrity.My record includes cividead-
ership as Allied Arts president, environmental activist,
Vision Seattle founder, Chicken Soup Brigade volun-
teer and former school board member. I've lived 15
years in Seattle's Lakewood-Seward Park neighbor-
hood.

Endorsements: Seattle P.-| "effective in support-
ing community policing...She has a salid grasp of city
finances." Seattle Weekly... "one of the more impres-
sive additions to the council." Seattle Times. Seattle
Police Officers Guild. King County Labor Council. Hu-
man Services and Housing NOW PAC. Washington
Environmental PAC. Seattle Firefighters Local 27 King
County Democrats.

Recommended by the Alki Foundation. Rated "very
good" by the Municiml League.

* beat or bicycle police

Quality Public Education: Give board and new su-
perintendent two years. If poor progress toward quality
schools and high scores for minority children, and with
a wiser City Courtil [after 1997 district elections?], the
City should take over, restructure, perhaps including:
« charter stools 'vouchers « several smaller digtricts
* mandatory uniforms e« more school nurses < en-
hanced arts prograns « moe independence to school
teaching staffs e« modernized and expanded public
libraries, stop cutting ba& hours.

Fiscal Priorities: Public safety, quality public educa-
tion, care for basic g/stems like roads, water and sew-
age, electricity. [Incumbents are copying our back to
basics priority bu they wasted four years with nones-
sential projects. Trust them?]

Public Participation: Public process must be honest,
inclusive, meaningful: for - not against - thepeople who
live here. No more social engineering. Citizens can
get eligible documents without suing or filing disclosure
forms. Controlled short response times with full, hon-
est answers from courteous employees. Let's take
back our city.

Our City

Charlie: "1 want to serve on the Council - not for
pride or position or power - but for our people,
whose good-spirited friendliness makes our City
special. We are the City."
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Tina
PODLODOWSKI

1202 E. Pike, #1284
Seattle, WA 98122

(206) 287-9122 phone
(206) 287-9126 fax
Email: teamtina@aol.com

Jesse
WINEBERRY

Jesse Wineberry for City Council
2215 E.Union

Seattle, WA 98122

PHONE NUMBER: 323-0522
Fax: 323-0622

Seattle City

Councll

Position No. 7

Tina Podlodowski brings her extensive experience as
arespected businessperson anddedicated community
activist to the Seattle City @uncil.

The only daughter of Polish immigrants, she became
one of the firstwomen in the country tearn a degree in
computer engineering. Tina went on tdouild asuccess-
ful 12-year career in the software industry. As an ex-
ecutive with Microsoft, Tina created multi-million dollar
businesses based on a commitment to customer ser-
vice and fiscal responsibility. As city government
struggles to provide more services with less dollars,
Tina has demonstrated the skills and experience nec-
essary to set priorities for Seattle's $1.5 billion dollar
budget and 10,000 employees. Tina knows that the
first priority of city govemment isto make sure our ba
sic city services are working well - that our neighbor-
hoods are safe, our streets clean and well kept, our
utilities maintaired.

Tina's accomplishments have been more than "high-
tech”, they've also been "high-touch", reaching all of
Seattle's neighborhoods. By creating the CITIES pro-
gram at Seattle Central Community College, Tina has
made sure that women, people of color and peofte re-
training for jobs will have the skills necessary to get
family-wage jobs. As Board President ofthe Pride Foun-
dation, Tina built a permanent source of funding for lo-
cal community groups. Tina has also worked one-on-

JesseWineberry has devoted hidife tohelping people.

Jesse Wineberry is ruinning the mog fiscally respon-
sible, lowest sperding campaign for Position 7. He will
work for a responsive, accountable and affordable
government for our neighborhoods as well as down-
town.

JesseWineberry brings to the Seattle City Council a
fresh new voice combined with a wealth of experi-
ence as a Sate legislator, community activist, Seattle
University educator, KCTS-9 television commentator
and small busiress owner.

PUTTING SEATTLE'S FAMILIES FIRST!

Jesse Wineberry's goals for the Seattle City Council
can be summedup in threesimple words,Putting Fami-
lies First! A Seattle native, Jesse has been an advo-
cate for families on the Mayds Child Cae Task Force,
Church Council of Greater Seattle, King County Boys
& Girls Club Honorary Board Member and as a mem
ber of the Seattle Auddoon Society.

Jesse Wineberry is running to get our cit/'s priorities
straight again. Jesse will fight for renewing the Family
and Education Levy, passing the Affordable Housing
Levy, increasing the wages of workirg families through
international trade, new technologies, tourism andneigh-
borhood small businesss.

NEIGHBORHOOD-BASED DISTRICT ELECTIONS
Unlike his opponert, Jesse favors a new form afieigh-
borhood based City Council to give Seattle citizens a
direct voice in city govenment.

one with at-risk youth at Lambert House, and has cared
for families and childen through Rise N' Shire.

Tina listens, andencourages people tobecome involved
in our neighborhoods. Her agenda is simple - family
wage jobs, safe streets, affordable housing, and a clean
environment for our children's future. Because 80% of
our jobs come from our small businessesTina will work
to keep and grow our small business base through sim-
plifying regulation and paperwork. She'll focus public
safety dollars on crine prevention and youth vidence.
Through localand regionalcooperation, Tina brings fresh
ideas to solving our housing needs for seniors and low-
income families.

Tina has been rated "Outstanding" bv the Municipal
League. Also endorsed by: the Seattle Times the Se-
attle P-l, the Queen Anne/Magnolia News, the West
Seattle Herald, King County Labor Council, Human
Services and Howsing NOW/PAC, Seattle Police Offie
ers Guild, Seattle Fire Figliers Union, Hon. Ron Sims,
Hon. Gary Locke, Hon. Nita Rinehart, Hon. Helen
Sommers, Hon. Frank Chopp, Hon. Larry Gossettlon.
KipTokuda and thousands of others...

Tina Podlodowski is a leader with theualifications, the
energy, and the commitment necessary to govern Se-
attle responsily.

RETURNING TO NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS
JesseWineberry will fight to end forced busing and
return our childen to safe neighbortood schools. As a
parent,Jesse knows that a qualiteeducation should be
available to our children not at the end of a long bus
ride, but in evey Seattle neighlorhood.

SELECTED ENDORSEMENTS

Jesse's support includes thousandof families, seniors,
teachers, business owners and clergy. Endorsers in-
clude Kay Bullitt, Rev. S.amuel McKinney, Samuel
Stroum, Camile Monzon, King County Councilmenber
Larry Gossett, Senator Margarita Prentice, Represen-
tative Velma Veloria, Sam Smith, Rev. Rodney Rom-
ney, Rev.Frederick B. Northup, Seattle BidingTrades
Union, Seattle Education Association, AFSCME County
& City Employees, Seattle P.I., West Seattle Herald ,
32nd & 37th Democrats, Retired Firefighters and the
King County Rainbow Codlition.

RATINGS
< Highest Rating - SEAMEC
< Highest Rating -Seattle King County Board of Re-
altors

"As your Councilmember, the questian I will ask whe
making any decision is, Does it make our families
strong, our neighborhoods safe, and our children
healthy'?"

"Please help me put Seattle's families fist with your
vote by absentee ballot or on Novemter 7th."

JesseWineberry

The above statements are an exact repraluction of those submitted by the canddates. The Office of Seaetary of State has no editorial authority.
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PTi&v Seattle City Councll
Position No. 9

Martha
CHOE

Campaign Mailing Address:
1202 East Pike, Suite 760
Seattle WA98122
(206)441-8609

Bob
ARNTZEN

Bob Arntzen for Seattle City Couwncil
5015 17th Ave.NE, #10

Seattle WA 98105

(206)524-2486

In 1993, the vitality of our retil core was fragile. Mary
of Seattle's oldest businesses were leaving, and shop-
pers were flocking to sububan malls. After the City in-
creased parking rates to $1.50 an hour, | realied we
made a mstake and needed to fix it. In an effort to en
courage shoppers, lled themove to rollbackmeter rates
to $1.00 per hourlt was a simple solution to strengthen
business in Seattle.

I've used that same common sense approach to deci-
sion making throughout my first term on the Council.
I've listened and worked to create programs directly
addressing many of Seattle's toughest issues. | am
proud of the results I've had in the aras of transporta-
tion, economic development, and youth at-risk. | todk
initiative and:

< Empowered neighborhoods to solvdocal traffichead
aches bycreating aneighborhood-based trafficimprove-
ment fund

= Championed Sedttle's needs in RTA discussions

= Created new family-wagejobs byinitiating acity-wide
apprenticeship program

< Combined law enforcement and employmaet, recre-
ation, and education opportunities to keep kids out of
gangs

Seattle is currently facing difficult budget decisions,
compounded by cuts in feleral and state revenue. As
the only Councilmemberwith aprofessional finance
background, I willcontinue to bring my strong bud
get understanding and watchdog sensibility to the

As a courier for the past seven yeas | found it ainfor-
mative experience. So much so that it enabled me to
influence city government todrop proposed regulations
on bike messngers. | am a fourth geneation Seattle-
ite. During the gold rush, my family moved to Queen
Anne where we have all graduated from Queen Anne
High School. | am 34 and was raised in Magnolia; |
have lived in the University District since 1981 when
| studied History at the UW. Throughout my career,
customer service and the promotional use of my image
has kept me in the world of the young. Being a gay
man I'm duty- bound to exemplify safe sex as the way
I have remained healthy. Seattle's vibrant night life of-
fers youngpeople opportunitiesto shareideas andthese
are the people I hope to inspire to vote in large num-
bers. This campaign has been more diffialt due to the
ban on utility pole postering. | plan to wok with neigh-
borhood chambers of commerce to increase the num-
ber of public posting places.

The City of Seattle is faced with two attempts of reap-
portionment of the Council due tdts inaccessibility and
view of the public as a pool of violators to be fined.
That is why my candidacy offers a real alternative. In
this flat ecanomy, and withthe reality o decreased funds
from other levels of government, the only expendiures
that can bejustified are themost immediate publicsafety

Council.

"[Martha is] a valuable broker between expensive
dreams and financial realities"
- SeattleWeekly 11/9/94

My priorities for a secand term aee to:

= Bring a banker's discipline to the City's budget and
capital priority decisions

< Forge consensus on a sensible, compehensive re-
gional transit plan

= Create jobs by building a stronger and more divese
economic base

I'm a graduate of Rosevelt High School and eared a
BA from the Uriversity of Washington. After four years
of teaching high schod English, I buit a successfu 10
year career in banking while earning my MBA from
Seattle University. Since my election to the Courcil in
1991, I've called on these experiences to make fair
decisions and to build a stroger future for Seattle.

It truly has been a privilege to serve as your
Councilmember.I've been recanized for effective and
energetic leadership on the Council, and | am exited
to face the challenges of the next four yeas. | appreci-
ate your support. Thank yau.

Municipal League: "OUTSTANDING"; Endorsed by:
King County Labor Cauncil, WEnPAC, King County
Democrats, Harvey Muggy Democrats, King County
Women's Political Caucus

needs. These indude establishing a downtown public
bathing facility for basic saritary practices. Natural di-
saster readiness, including thorough seismic anaysis,
requires funding preadence. The City mud purchase
the Gateway Tower as the low cost altamative to reno-
vating existing buildings, and build a new 911 center
with the savngs. The Alaska Way Viaduct must be at
the top of the list for al road projects.

In the future, the city's relations to private enterprise
should concentrate on promating local smdl business
and encouraging all business to support neighbrhood
projects open to the whole publicCommunity councils
are invaluable in implementing city policies, so they
should lead the planning and zoning processl support
the Housing Levy and a regional transit system, but
both must receive consensus through the community
councils to ensure sugport.

The above statements are an exact reproduction of those submitted by the candidaes. The Office of Secraary of State has no editorial authority.
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Joseph P.
EGAN

City of Tukwila

My fellow citizens: The future of Tukwila is definitely in your hands.

I amsure all of you are aware of the blatant prostitution and drug dealing running rampant on the
highway that runs through our city. Sleazy motels and bars provide a home base for these kinds of
activities, which prosper 24 hours a day only blocks away from our schools. Multiple pay phones
outside convenience stores where drug dealers ply their trade. "Johns" cruise the block passing by
children on their way to school. The number one problem facing Tukwila is prostitution and drug
dealing.

It is impossible to attract and keep good businesses in this kind of environment.

We must have a police foce large enough to stop these activties, and the leadership behind them.

Do not vote for more committees...Vote for me! Clean up Tukwila!

Four years ago, | promisal the citizens of Tukwila a full time commitment to address regional and
neighborhood revitalization issues. | am pgoud that I hawe kept that promise.

Revitalization of Highway 99 is arongoing process. During my tem as Mayor, | have implmented:
* Adult Ertertainment Ordinance « Citizens 99 Task Force « Ddicated Police Patrols « A Police Offie
opening on Highway 99.

THE CRIMINAL ELEMENT ON HIGHWAY 99 CAN NOT BE TOLERATED AND IS THE NUMBER
ONE PRIORITY OF THIS ADMINISTRATION.

I am also involved in many regional activitewhich affect the econanic well-being and quality of life
of our citizens: < Puget Sound Regional Council Transportation Committee « Metropolitan Transit
Committee « Duwamish Coalition for the Reclamation and Preservation of Industrial Lands » Valley
Communication (911)* Sub-Committee on Regioral Affairs « Suburlan Cities Associatione Econamnic
Development Advisory Council « Sea-Tac and King County Airport Noise Issues.

AVOTE FOR MAYOR RANTS IS AVOTE FOR EXPERIENCED LEADERSHIP AND VISION.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 16241 49 S, Tukwila, WA 98188 PHONE: (206) 244-0588

ATukwila resident for 21 years, Pam Cater was appointed to the Tukwila City Council in February
1995. A hard worker, Pam's dedi@tion and vision for our conmunity make her the best choie for the
Tukwila City Council.

Pam Carter has shown her dedication by her active involvement in community and school affairs.
She was a leaderin the Foster annexation to Tukwila, led succesul school levy and bond campaigs,
anc' nas heen honored for her volunteer work in our schools.

Pam Carter shares your vision for oucommunity. She envisions a safe, friendly city in which we can
all take pride. She values our diversity and encourages the active involvement of all community
members in government and community affairs. Pam works to ensure that our stable residential
neighborhoods will not be replaced by businesses or large apartment complexes. She believes a
prosperous business community benefits us all.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 4115 S 139 ST, Tukwila, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
244-0558

| have been in business at the same locton for 18 years and have ben privileged to med and talk
to Tukwila citizers from every walk of life and feel | can serve well the relgnts and business persons
of Tukwila.

At the age of 61, | relate easily with senior citizens and their concerns.

As a taxpayer, | am interested in how government spends our dollars and how it burdens us with
future debt.

As a parent and grandparent, | seeand hear the problems of youth and young families.

Best of all, the nature of my business makes it possible for anyone to walk in and talk about their
concerns making myself the most accessible council member when elected.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 14438 Military RD S, Tukwila, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER:
(206)241-7278

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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City of Tukwila
Councill

Wendy
MORGAN

Pamela
UNDER

Steve
MULLET

As a council member, my focus will be revitalizing neighborhoods. My only land use concern is
stopping the encroachment of industry in our neighborhood areas. | vant to keep ourselves and our
homes safe and increase the safety of pedestriasy shoppers and wokers in our busines areas. | am
a phone call away from hearing your concerns and a meeting away from acting on them.

It's been a while since | was last eouncil member, between 1982 and 187. | have lied in Tukwila
since 1977, working actively for neighborhood issues like human services, historic preservation and
libraries. | am President of the Tukwila Historical Society and past President of the Friends of the
Tukwila Library. I hae stayed current orctity issues and worked on City Coutil races. | am amember
of theDuwamish Improvement Club,Foster Community Cluband the RegiondJustice Center Advisory
Committee.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 58426, Tukwila, WA 98138-1426 PHONE NUMBER:
(206) 246-2165

I have chosen to live in Tukwila because | think it's an outstanding city.

I have always wanted to be inwlved in city govenment, but did not have the time when | was busy
with family responsibilities and working full time.

At last | have the time, energy, and enthusiasm to give back to our community. By listening to the
citizens of Tukwila and lookirg at eachissue on an individwal basis, we can m&e a positive differece
for us all.

I am dedicated tanakingour governmentmore responsive and efficiat. In orderto insure oumuality
of life, safety on our streets and in our neighborhoods must be a priority.

Having a junior at Foster High this year increases my commitment to educational excellence.

I am sening on theTukwila Pond Park Comnittee and am a Rotarian and ambassador for SWKCC
Chamber.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11918 Interurban PL S, Tukwila, WA 98168-2557 PHONE
NUMBER: (206)439-2473

These are exciting times for TukwilaThe Council willbe adopting the new comprénensive plan and
will be working on the developmental regulations necessary to guide our policies through the next
20 years. As your Council Representative, | will contine to work for balance and sdutions on all the
issues. There is no longer room in our town for "single issue politics" at the Council level. We are
geographically "next to the largest city in Washington" and we share its traffic, crime, airport noise,
employment, economic upsand downs, and sociahequities. We areasmall town withall theproblems
of the big cty but we have a good economic base and a population which has proven to be resilient
and energetic. Together we can work to continue to improve opportunities for ourselves and our
families in the future.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 3303 S 132 ST, Tukwila, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
241-6454

UNOPPOSED

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

Joan
HERNANDEZ

Jim
HAGGERTON

Mike
SCOONES

City of Tukwila
Councill

Please allow me to introduce myself to tle individuals in Tukwila whom | hae not met, my name is
Gary Griffith. 1 am thirty-five years of age and have lived in the Foster area for 30 plus years. | am
employed by The Boeing Company as a Network Systems Analyst. In addition | am a partner in a
successful photography business. Like many of you, | have had the opportunity to see our local
community evolve over the last few decades. Tukwila will face many new chdlenges in the upcoming
years that will affect each and every one of us. As a member of the community, | believe each of us
has an obligation to contribute to its developmert. As a canddate for Position No. 6 Tukwila council,
I amcommitted torepresent your viewsand encourage albf you tatake an active rolén ourcommunity.

Joan Hernandez brings a long history of community involvement and caring leadership that began
when she was appointed tohe Tukwila 2,000 Task Forcén 1985 and the Boat of Adjustment in 1986.
Elected to the City Council in 1986, Joan completed her first term in 1990, the year she served as
Council President.

"l have been able to develop positive and effective working relationships with citizens, community
leaders, city staff and elected officials.

"If re-elected, | will continue to be accessible and responsive to citizen concerns. My goals are to
see the adoption and implementation of the revised comprehensive plan, zoning code and de-
velopmental regulations in order to bring Tukwila into compliance with the Growth Management Act.
| support continuation of the residential street improvement program, redevelopment of the Highway
'99 corridor, reduction in crime through a strong emphasis on community oriented policing, and
continuation of residential revitalization strategies."

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 88003, Tukwila, WA 98138 PHONE: (206) 248-0260

As an incumbent member of Tukwila City Council and as a Hanning Commissioner for nine years,
I hawe worked hard for all Tikkwila residents. | always have an open-minded approach to all aspects
of city government in an effort to represent citizens fairly.

I will continue to fight crime that jeopalizes the safety, property, and lives of our citiens. | propse
increased efforts among residents and businesses in programs designed to prevent crime before it
happens.

I support coninued improvements in our neighbahoods, but on a planred and prioritizd basis that
is consistent with approved budgets. | havalwayssupported a strong busines community thatis vital
to accomplishing ourobjectives. | willvork tomaintain afavorable businessclimate that retainsexisting
business while attracting new, desirable business.

I am poud of my contributions toward making Tukwila a better place to live!

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 1130Industry DR, Tukwila, WA98188 PHONENUMBER: (206)
575-2644

Candidate did not submit a statement.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Seattle School District No. 1

Director, District No. 1

Ellen
ROE

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
8003 Sand Point WY NE, B54
Seattle, WA 98115-6357

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 524-2751

Ken
HARER

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
3600 Leary WY NW

Seattle, WA 98107

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 545-7837

The Seattle Public Schools have made con-
siderable progress in the operation of the Dis-
trict due to hard work of the staff. Major cuts
have been made in administratio personnel, a
major construction levy has been passed and
more site-baseddecisions havebeenpromoted.
Some gains in test scores have been made
(despite anincreasing number ofat-riskyoung-
sters). Greater gains are achievable but will
require more volunteers (40,000 now help) and
greater parent involvement will be needed.
However, even present gains may be jeopar-
dized because of major funding reductions by
both state and federal governments.

The District faces many problems that can
only be dealt with by adequate funding to
provide the necessary services! Special edu-
cation requirements mandated by both state
and federal laws are currently underfunded
by both. Required bilingual education (for
78 different language groups) is also severely
underfunded! Citizens must lobby govern-

The school district needs change.

We have anew superintendent and a newly-
passed construction bond. Now we need ad-
ditional change—on the school board. The
incumbent | challenge was the only board
member to vote against hiring our new super-
intendent and doesn'support reforms weneed.

What this school district needs most—but
has the least—is experience in managing our
facilities. 1 can bring that to te table.

I'm a businessman who owns a constration
company with annual sales over $2 million. 1
currently run the Monorail and have helped the
city more than double the income from Mono-
rail operations. Having supervised 50 people
as the Seattle Center's Technical Services
Supervisor and as Chair of the Supervisory
Committee ofthe Seattle Federal Credit Union,
I have experience working with government
organizations.

| have an MBA in finance, a BF#& Industrial
Designand abachelor's degreein Architecture.

ment to either change the requirements or to
provide adequate funding. Our responsiility to
educate homeless children necessitates them
being picked up and taken to their assigned
school regardless of their current housing lo-
cation. Perhaps we are asked to do toomuch
in the schools.

Lastly, Iwould support the returrto neighbor-
hoodschools (elimination ofmandatory busing),
however | would not support wide-open enroll-
ment without racial balance guidelines as that
could result in schools being ruled segregated
by state and federa governments and the with-
drawal of the substantial funding which they
provide!

These are a few of the serious problems
which the District fa@s. My active involvement
as the parent of six children (all of whom are
graduates of the Seattle Public Schools) and
my 20 years of experience and understanding
gained serving on the Seattle SchobBoard will
be important and useful in their resolution.

I'm also a dad—the proud father of two
daughters. The majority of our school board
members don't have children in our public
schools today. I'm more in touch with today's
families who hawe to cope with our schoad and
the $317 million bureaucracy they've created.

I'll work for a customer-service approach to
our schools—a commitment to recruit and re-
tain middle-class students who now go else-
where.

Let's: concentrate on raising achievement
levels, starting with basic math and English;
develop job skills and a work ethic that's not
totally directed at college prep, but othecareer
paths that can provide satisfying work and a
good living; increase the diversity of our pro-
grams so that we're not just warehousing our
kids, but giving them real choices.

| want to help our new superintendent — by
adding facilities management expertise — as
well as a perspective that comes from being a
parent.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible tor the contents therein.
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Scott
BARNHART

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
4117Burke AVN

Seattle, WA 98103

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 632-8416

The education of Seattle's children should
be the number one priority in Seattle. The
Seattle Public Schools have many strong pro-
grams and consistently provide education
comparable to other public angbrivate schools
in the region. Despite these strengths, the
District faces major challenges. Poverty is
closely associated with low academic
achievement and forty percent of the children
in the public schools come from families with
incomes below the poverty level. As a city,
citizens, and parents we canrot afford to hawe
our children educated at less than their full
potential. For these reasons, if we are to raise
academic achievement, we must seek to neu-
tralize the adverse effects of poverty. These
efforts, must rely heavily on families first and
public programs second, tg@rovide aseamless
set of services for children before, during and
after school.

Over the past four years | have strongly
supported moves to raise the level of manage-

UNOPPOSED

Seattle School District No. 1

Director,

District No. 2

ment and accountability of District resources,
programs, and facilities. If elected, | will con-
tinue to support efforts to insure the District
provides excellent customer service with a
goal of recruiting, retaining and educating the
vast majority of Seattle's children. The time is
now to take concrete steps to eliminate man-
datory busing on the bass of race. This move
will allow children to go to the schools of their
and their family's choice; usually neighbor-
hood schools. This change will also result in
shifts in the numbers and needs of students in
many schools and must be coupled with bud-
geting which allocates funds on the basis of
need.

On a personal note | am married with two
children who attend thé&eattle Public Schools.
I am employed as a faculty member at the
University of Washington School of Medicine
and practice medicine full time at Harborview
Medical Center.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Seattle School District No. 1

Director, District No. 3

Linda
HARRIS

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
3828 48 AV NE

Seattle, WA 98105

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 524-8608

Steve
HALL

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 15780

Seattle, WA 98115

E-MAIL: schoolhall@aol.com
PHONE NUMBER: (206)524-4014

Linda Harris is running for a seond term on
the Seattle School Board. Born in 1946, Linda
attended public schools in California and
graduated from the University of California,
Berkeley. She taught in the 1970's in Califor-
nia. Since moving here in 1981 she has been
active inSeattle Schools as garent, computer
lab volunteer, and tutor in many <hools in the
District, her older son graduated from Garfidd
High School, and her younger son is a studat
at Roosevelt High School.

Four years ago Linda used the campaign
slogan "Cooperation Worls." Linda did indeed
bring acooperative spiritto Boardproceedings.
Today the Board carries on its business in an
atmosphere of consensus and honest com-
munication. In October, 1994, she waselected
Board President. She still serves in that posi-
tion.

Throughout Board decision-making, Linda
keeps her focus on the children anl the teach-
ers inthe classrooms. During herterm, restruc-

I have 17 years aduccessful Board of Direc-
tors leadership experience that qualify me to
improve our Seattle Public Schools. As the
parent of a child in this Digtrict, | have a vision
of how to achieve quality education and of the
kind of community our children wauld enjoy as
adults if they were better educated today.

I wikkstablish aSeattle SchoolBoard Student
Learning Committee. Seattle Public Schools
need a vision that can draw more of the com-
munity to its support to achieve high quality
education. It's not now spelled out anywhere
that the Board has the ultimate responsibility
for developing, recommending or continually
upgrading education to the highest quality
academic program obtainable.

Bureaucratic detail inthe School Board By-
Laws is excessive. | will insist we continue to
empower parents, teachers and principals at
the site level who understand the problems,

turing has reduced central administration ex-
penses from 12% to 6%f theDistrict's budget.
The savings have gone directly to the schools
to support classroom needs.

Linda successfully led the Board during its
search and hiring of a new superintendent.
The major respnsibility of the School Boad is
to set goals for the superintendent and to
evaluate performance based on these goals.
Linda now wants to work to assure strong
leadership from the new superintendent.

Linda's experience has taught her how to
bring people together, working toward com-
mon goals, ard she has done that over the last
four years. She will continue tevolve parents,
teachers, principals, and the commurty asthe
Board sets policies for the future. She will
demand that future decisions are based on
long-range plans that are built on evaluation
and data. Most importantly she will maintain
her focus on the needs of our children.

and who best know how to solve them. | will
also establish the means at the site level for
graduatesto support theneeds oftheir schools.

I will insist that the School Board manages
accountability. Too often School District time-
tables are not met, coss are over budget, and
policies and procedures are not strictly en-
forced. The Seattle School Board needs a fail-
safe system of accountability which imposes
sanctions for failure.

Graduated from McGilvra Elementary
School, Lakeside School and UW School of
Business Administration, I'm asuccessful Sales
and Marketing Manager and have experience
with the REI CO-OP Board, the Lakeside
School AlumniBoard andseveral otherboards.
| founded a 500 member recreational club,
chaired an Elementary School Science Fair
featuring Bill Nye and now serve as a parent
volunteer.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Seattle School District No. 1
Director, District No. 6

Barbara
SCHAAD-LAMPHERE

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
2704 38 AV SW

Seattle, WA 98126

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 938-0608

Gerald A.
SMITH

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS:
1727 Harbor AV SW, N-405
Seattle, WA 98126-2058

PHONE NUMBER: (206) 933-8539

Barbara believes that public education is
the cornerstone of democracy. Barbara will
work to see that schools serve our children,
our neighborhoods and our city well.

Barbara focuses on kids and education.
As a mother of two, she became a PTA
leader six years ago. She hasn't stopped
since. Barbara's worked on school based
decision making in our schools, ensuring
levy money iswisely spent, expanded before
and after school care for Seattle's children,
and state wide education reform.

Barbara's first priority as a school board
member will be to raise expectations. If our
kids are to succeed at high levels, they must
have high goals set for them We must start
with a solid teaching of the basics.Then the
skills necessary for the 21st Century: prob-
lem solving, communication skills, the ability
to work together in groups aml knowing how
to use and access information.

In order to reach these high standards,
Barbarabelieves resources and responsitil-

Gerald A. Smith is a Senior Deputy Pros-
ecuting Attorney in the King County
Prosecutor's Office. Born in Seattle in 1942,
Jerry graduated from West Seattle High
School and earned degrees in History and
Political Science, ardaJuris Doctorfromthe
University of Washington. He lives in West
Seattle. His son is a junior at Garfield High
School. Jerry serves on the Highly Cgable
Education Advisory Committee, the APP
Parents Steering Committee, and the Boad
of Directors of the Highline/West Seattle
Mental Health Center.

Academic Excellence - NotForced Busing
- The Seattle School District must returto its
fundamental purpose — providing a quality
education for all chidren in the safe, acces-
sible, and supportive environment of neigh-
borhoodschools. It isime toabandon "forced
busing" and make academic excellence the
District's primary goal rather than continue a
failed social experiment that has resulted in
the physical and academic decline of the
District. Parents must be able to send their
children to a quality neichborhood schoal or

ity rest at the local schoal level. The princi-
pal, teachers and parerts know the kids the
best. Our local schools must have the flex-
ibility to meet the needs of each student so
that all children succeed at high levels.

Finally, Barbara believes schools must
reconnect with their communities. Local
schools have worked to regain the confi-
dence of parents and students. They also
need to increase the level of confidence of
the larger conmunity around them. Reach-
ing out to their neighbors and local busi-
nesses, schools will involve mare people in
the education of our kids. Greater involve-
ment means more success for our schools,
our students and our communities.

Barbara has thecommitment and vision to
make adifference onthese important issues.
With Barbara on the Seattle School Board,
we can expect to see change we will be
proud of.

choose another school if that better serves
the child's needs.

Safe and Effective Neighbdhood Schools
- Jerry's priorities for the District are aca-
demic excellence and safety. Neighbor-
hood schools, school based management,
and systematic evaluation of programs, ad-
ministrators, andteachers willassure quality
and cost effedive education. His service as
Chairperson of the Education Summit Sub-
committee onSchool Safety andDrug Abuse
convinced Jerry of the need for safe neigh-
borhood schools where all children can
succeed.

Commitment to Quality Education - The
School Board needs a commitment to aca-
demic excellence for children in neighbor-
hood schools through accountability and
fiscal responsibility. Jerry will bring such a
commitment together with experience as a
parent, aprosecutor, and éoard member of
a large community service organization.

Endorsements - Jerry is endorsed by
Representative Mike Heavey and Repre-
sentative Dawn Mason.

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

63



Highline School District No. 401
Director

For four years Ihave served on theHighline School Board, taking the reponsibility to serve the best
interests of allstudents very seriously. Sudent learning hasto bethe top prioity for our school system.

« Academics are best encouraged in safe schools with high expectations.

= Accountability meansmore than maximizirgdollars to classroomsit means students, teachersand

D adminitrators are held to high standards.
« Advocacy is important to build the strengths of our community and reduce the risks children and
| families face in their lives.
S I want to have the opportunity to continue working to improve the Highline Schools.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 1077219 AV SW, Seattle, WA 98146 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
T Tom 244-6629
R SLATTERY

UNOPPOSED

Education is morethan reading, writing and arithmeticlt isa blend ofvocationaltraining forthe world
V- of work and economics and the understanding and appreciation of the arts and history. Our children
AMP o ;

need to know about the world they live in and how diverse people can work together for a safe and
secure future. We have lived in the Highline distri¢ for thirty years ard our two chidren started in and
graduated from Highline schools. Through PTA and other community groups | vdunteer many hours

D . - L - .
on behalf of children in our district and state and have an understanding of the need for community
| involvement in local schools. | serve on several boards where we work on difficult issues and make
difficult decisions. | am dedicated to working toward high standards and excellence in academics in

S our schools and providing the best educational experiences for all our children.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 66900, Seattle, WA 98166-0900 PHONE NUMBER:
T Carol (206) 244-7633
R  MOHLER
I My goal isto direct the district back taeaching basic academcs. | will: « Redirect dollars to benefit
C student learning. « Return to Reading, Writing and Arithmetic—Bring back phonics. < Rase the
requirements and standards. = Reduce administration. * Repair and Reopen neighborhood
T schools. < Represent parents—not rubber stamp the district.

| received a BA from WWSU and worked as a recreation manager for the city of Surrey, B.C. and
Redmond, Washington. | served with my husband and children in Irian Jaya, Indonesia doing
humanitarian work and community development.

I have three children iHighline schools and'm commited toensure they receive a quality academic
education. | have a visiam for public eduation that will give our children hope and a future ard | have
the courage of my convictions to renew and rebuild our schools.

We won't solve today's problems in education by re-decting those who created them. Please vote

Susan for me.
SANTIE CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11432 3 AV S, Seattle, WA 98168 PHONE: (206)241-8852

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Highline School District No. 401

Shay
SCHUAL-BERKE

Candy
RICHARDSON

Director

Children are important to me.We must invent congructive solutions to challerges that schools face
today, not tear down our schools.

COMMUNICATION WITH COMMUNITY: The district must listen and respond to taxpayers The
district must develop business-like practices to produce quality students and satisfy customers
(taxpayers). Honest, open relationships can develop in which the community will invest time and
resources.

QUALITY INEDUCATION: We must achieve quality!1l) improve school-community communication
2) build partnerships between schools, community, businesses 3) pursue academic excellence and
strong job preparation 4) practice fiscal responsibility/accountability 5) address violence in schools.

COMMITMENT AND EXPERIENCE: My children attend pulic schools; | am conmitted to making
schools work. As aphysician Ihave a strong educationdbackground and business experience. | have
a track record of service professiaally and volurteer for many sports, civic and educational organiza-
tions.

Strong, healthy communities require excellent public schools! For information, call 878-9575.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 17011 11 PL SW, Seattle, WA 98166 PHONE: (206)878-9575

I am a mother of 2 schoolge children and have over 10 yees of direct experience with the HigHine
School District as parent, volunteer, and activist.

What | have fourd in ourschool district is asometimes seemingly indifferent school board, declning
academic standards, apparent lack of commnunication between the community and the adminigration,
and unwise district use of resources.

I believe a school board member mgt represent the community, parents, and students. Our district
has theresponsibility toprovide aquality education forALL students whiledemonstrating accountahility
to the community.

As a school board member | feel that | could very capably iménce desirable changes in our district.
Funding must start from the classroom upwards and communication must be improved between the
district and thecommunity. I am not a&rubber stamp'person. School board priorities must be tprovide
for our students first and administration last.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.0.BOX 58872, Tukwila. WA 98138 PHONE: (206)248-2934

In 1994, following a nation-wide search, a superintendent was selected with a track record of
increasing student achievement and reducing drop-out rates. Iproved assessment methods arebeing
introduced in our schod district for use wih staff and students. A new senior administrative team is in
place.

The Highline Schml District isundergoing major changes « Adninistrative costs hawe been reduced
significantly. e Maintenance and construction planning and management methods have been
improved. = Comprehensive computer hardware and software standards are being implemented to
insure cost-effective use of limited technobgy funds beng diverted from the gereral fund. < increased
teacher, parent and community involvenent being achiewed through implenenting site-based decision
teams. < Students are offered career exploration opportunities and guidance to help them focus their
high school curriculum on their post high schol jobs or education.« Vcaational and acadenic courses
are being strengthened.

My decision to seek another term is mativated by the desire to follow through.

UNOPPOSED

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Renton School District No. 403
Director

Susan E.
GUERRERO

Joy is married and has two adult children. She, her husband, and her children are proud to have
attended and graduated from Renton schools. She has served on numerous community and school
organizations including PTA, Girl Scouts and the Renton Civic Theater Board.

Joy, in her secand term of office, is currenty school board presdent. During her tenure she was a
strong advocate for school safety improvements, educational technology enhancements for all
schools, andthe moderniation of schoolbuildings. Joy willcontinue tosupport mearningful community
involvement in the education process.

Improved state funding for education and the continuation of modernizing and upgrading our
facilities are among my top priorities for the next four years. I'm proud of the Renton community's
continued support for our students and the school district. 1 want to be a part of keeping the Renton
School District among the top school districts in Puget Sound."

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 2925 Morris AV SRenton, WA 98055 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
255-0957

UNOPPOSED

| seek another term, with the following objectives: 1) to continue the effective working relationship
between all board members and the superintelent; 2) tocommunicate district plans, and receive and
respond tocitizeninput, as appropriate tahe operations of thedistrict; 3)to promae educationalreform
locally, by providing the educations that best meet the needs of our 21st century workforce and
citizenry; 4) to participate further in building an alliance which collectively funds and implements
Communities in Schools, a nation-wide program directed toward removing or reducing the potential
problems outside the classroom that children sometimes experience; 5) to again actively advocate
ample funding for K-12 education, as cited in our state constitution, with all of the 18 legislators that
represent portions of our school district; and 6) to give more time as a board member now that I am
retired.

I maintain a professional manner with the people Iwork with and will represent my employer, THE
VOTERS, in gositive manner. As aparent whohas reared one child throgh the Renton schods and,
with another one starting Kindergarten, 1 know how importat communication and respect are to both
parents and students.

For too long the votershave felt dack of communicaion andrespect from the School District overall.
It is time for a change in the Renton School District and | would like to be a part of this change.

I have bea involved with the Cascaé Vista Neighbotood Traffic Safety Improvements Project for
the area between 128th-116th and 168th-Petrovitsky, Junior Achievement - 1991, and various
community volunteer activities such as th&nited Way's clean-up at Woolthnd Park Zoo, and a United
Way project at five nonprofit agencies that benefit children.

Please vote for me. Thank you!
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 17054124 AVSE, Renton, WA 98058 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
228-3439

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Renton School District No. 403

Terence
GEIGER

Jim
BERWICK, JR.

Gene
LUX

UNOPPOSED

Director

Public education is a saious responsibility of the entire community that insures general prepared-
ness for job productivity and sound citizenship of those being served.

A school board member should bring tihis position work ski, expertise and strorg leadership that
speak to this responsibility.

High academic standards and accountability are a must.

To serve in an effective manrr a school board menber needs to have a backgound that includes
all of the above.

My background includes: « Caonmunity involvement with state and lochartscouncils, neighborhood
community councils and public art projects. < Experience teaching in various school districts and
colleges. = An appropriate education with a graduate degree and a Washington state teaching
credential. < A hands-on insight to labor market activities with work experience outside the field of
education.

And finally a school board member needs a strong commitment to education and the democratic
process.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11817 87 AV S, Seattle, WA 98178 PHONE: (206)772-6274

Jim Berwick - the incumbert - is anindependent thinking, 63 year old, retired Boeing Engineer who
has lived in the Lakeridge/Bryn Mawr area since 1965.

As a board member, Jim has served on the Renton School District Budget and Technology
Committees; is Vice-President of the King County School Directors Association and is a National
School Board Association Federal Relations Network representative.

Jim believes in thealue of agood education. He obtained aBachelors of Electrial Engineeringplus
four years of graduate studies from the University of Delaware.

Jim believesthat thebest educational opportunitiespossible, within financially andegally responsible
means, must be provided for the childre; that more of the distict's "Stakeholders" must participate in
the decisions made and that althogh changes must be made, dl major changes should be precaled
by a carefully planned and moniored "Pilot" to prove its benefit before district wide implementation.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 8026 S Lakerldge DR, Seattle, WA 98178 PHONE NUMBER:
(206) 772-1729

Fire Protection District No. 20

Commissioner

Fire District 20 serves Skyway, Lakeridge, Bryn Mawr and Campbell Hill, an area surrounded by
Renton, Tukwila and Seattle.

A paid full-time staff of six firefighters is supported by an exceptionally well-trained 30-member
volunteer contingent which responds day or night to 140 calls pe month, 75% of which are medically
related.

Thanks to the farsighted planning of past administrative leadership, the Fire District has two fire
stations with state-of-the-art firefighting and lifesaving equipment.

The new admiistration and training facility wil provide our pesonnel with the abilty to better sene
the 22,000 residents of District 20.

Experienced management staff will continue its superior training programs to maintain our high
standards.

This progress has been accomplished with no special levies or service fees.

It has been a privilege to serve as Commissioner. | would be grateful for your support on Novem-
ber 7.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Water District No. 20
Commissioner

Margaret M.
MOSLEY

UNOPPOSED

I've been a resident of this area in King County since 1952. Have been involved in community
activities as Beverly Park Community Club, member of Our Lady of Lourdes parish and assisted in
many functions there as Scauting and teen clib activities involving the whde Archdiocese of Seattle.
Recently have retired as a Registeed Nurse from Svedish Hospital as the firg 50 year veteran. | am
a people person and godlistenerto theirneeds andinvolvement in water qualiy, supply and demaul.
I do attend purveyor's meetings regarding Seattle Water Capital Improvement programs overview.
Many challenges in increasing federal, state and local regulations, meeting projected demands,
continued conservation and all the supply and management options.

For these reasons I feel qualified for commissioner on the Water District 20 Board.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 122721 AV S, Seattle, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
243-3656

Water District No. 125
Commissioner

Bill

I have lived ithis areaforthe past 33years and havebeena watercommissionerforthe past 2years.
As a Commissioner | dtend Water Alliance and the Water Purveyor meetings to keep abreast of the
water resources in this area. I proud to sayur District is irthe lowest rates of the 22Districts of King
County. Also our bills are 3rd lowest in the high consumption part of the year.

We, as commissoners, are responsible for thdinances ofthe District and are prodto be freeof debt
due to good management of funds.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 13609 28 PL S, SeaTac, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
243-5384

BROWNFIELD, SR.

UNOPPOSED

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



Rainier Vista Sewer District ——,
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Proposition No. 1

I Explanatory Statement

BALLOT TITLE

The voters of Rainier Vista Sewer District shall vote on the merger of Rainier
Vista Sewer District into Val VueSewer District. If a majority of the voters appove

PROPOSITION NO. 1 the merger, Rainier Vista Sewer District will cease to exist on tHate ofthe official
Shall Rainier Vista Sewer District, King County, certification ofthe election, and VaVue Sewer Distrct will survive under itgriginal
Washington, bemerged intoVal VueSewer District, name. Upon merger, Val Vue Sewer District will take over the operation, funds,
King County, Washington, pursuant to Chapter rights and responsibilities of Rainier Vista Sewer District. A commissioner of
56.32 RCW, Rainier Vista Sewer District Resolu- Rainier Vista Sewer District shal continue to had office as a conmissioner of Val
tion No.658, and the merger agreemat authorized Vue Sewer Districtuntilthe commissionersterm of officeexpires, the commissioner
by Resolution No. 658? resigns or the commissioner's office becomes vacant for any reason, whichever

occurs first.

Statement for

On November 7th thevoters of Rainier Vista Sewer District
will vote on the merger of their Sewer District with Val Vue
Sewer District. This merger promises the most efficient ard
effective use of resources for the following reasons:

¢ COST SAVINGS - Consolidation of the two Disticts and
more efficient use of maintenance equipment will reduce
costs, which will help keep rates under control.

* IMPROVED SERVICE - Currently the District contracts
with outside crews tonaintain sewer linesand pump stations.
After the merger, all maintenance will be performed by Val
Vue's maintenance crew, whichis fully equipped andrained.

* NO LAY OFFS - These efftiencies and cost savings will
be achieved without any loss of jobs. Staff reduction will
occur through normal attrition and retirement.

The similar conmposition of the Districts will ensure that the
transition to joint operations will be simple and smooth.

STATEMENT PREPARED BY: FRANCIS (BOB) SHEEN,
RON MALASPINO, CATHY TAYLOR

Statement against

NO STATEMENT SUBMITTED.

The Division of Records and Elections is not authorized to edit statements, nor is it responsible for their contents.
The complete text of this measure may be reviewed at the Division of Records and Elections. 69
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Rainier Vista Sewer District
Commissioner

I have livel inthe community since before sewers were first installed in the area in 1999uring that
time Ihave raised my family, and operated a business in Boulevard Park, Burien and White Center.
I vas appointed to the Boad of Commissioners in 1982, and have saved since that ime, running for
re-election twice. | was President of the Washirgton State Sewer ard Water Association in 1994, and
have held a position on the WSSWA board for five years.

Those who know me know that my main corern as a commissioner has been and will contirue to
be keeping your sewer rates as low as possible, while maintaining an efficient, solvent district. 1 am
committed to making the merger of Rainier Vista Sewer District into Val Vue Sewer District work,
because of the cost savings that will result.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 12436 22 AV S, Seattle, WA 98168 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
243-2945

Time for a change from tired "good old boys!"

An unpaid position: Where is my opponent getting his campaign funds? (Developers, lawyers,
"insiders," engineers, contractors and suppliers.) Buddy-buddy deal-making, hanky-panky or what?

Community activist Ron Nelsen: e Offers voters a needed, meaningful choice! »Knows the sewer
business: elected commissiorer 1985Midway (Des Moines) Sewer Distritto1990. »Is well prepared:
keeps promises; shows good judgment; has strong character, trustworthiness, determination and
respect for others. » Advocates citizen participation proposing a voluntary "customer (ratepayers)
advisory committee™: Sewer rates; C.O.L.A.; staff benefits and salary levels; pumping systems
maintenance options; annexationsbudget; operating policies; wastewtertreatment contracts; setting
strategic goals; merging with Val-Vue Sewer District: plus examine SeaTac Deputy Mayor Terry
Anderson's push for cities taking over water and sewer districts.

Red Apple Market Head Joe Colello. elected commissioner 1993, needs Ron Nelsen's help as his
informed, experienced, qualified and cooperative board affairs partner!
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 1000717 PL S#4, Seattle, WA 98168PHONE: (206)762-1428

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Southwest Suburban Sewer District

Stan
CAREY

Gary L.
WILKINSON

SEWER

Commissioner

Married to wife, Yvonne, 44 years, lived in Gregory Heights 34 years. Raised three children that
attended Gregory Heighs Elementary, Sylvester Middle Schaol and HigHine High School. Served as
General Manager of the Midway Sewer District for the past 15 years (formerly Des Moines Sewer
District).

Have served on the Legislatie Committee for the Wahington State Association of Sewer Didricts
and last year was awarded their "Outstanding Service Award."

Member and Past President of Rotary Club.

Member and Past Master of Masonic Lodge.

I have just recently retired and will have the time and experience necessary to be a good
commissioner.

If elected, | wauld insist that every employee position be necessary and justified.

I kelieve the commissioners need to work together to establish clear policies for management to
follow, not involved in daily operations of the district and have the courage to insist that their policies
are followed.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 1920 SW 165, Seattle, WA 98166 PHONE: (206)243-2621

I am a lielong resident of the Burien area since 1942. Having been born, educated and prvileged
to raise my family here, | have a very speciaisense of community. Through community service as an
elected representative I've gained over 10years of utility administration experience.

I brirg to our sewer distict over twenty years of practical business experience as a Vice-President
of a successfu Seattle area business | emphasize the impoitance of maintaining constant ratepayer
communications through avenues suclas District Newsletters and Commnity Advisory Groups, fiscal
efficiencies through Budget and Cost Analysis, and effective Sewer System Operations through
preventative maintenance andsystem upgrade prograns. These areas are théasis for long-term rate
savings to usall.

I am seaious in my canmitment to work on your behalf and ask that you retain Stan Carey on your
Commission with your vote.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 213, Seahurst, WA 98062 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
246-0532

As a team player, | look forward to working witthe other Southwest Sewer District commissioners,
staff and citizens. | hope to be given the opportunity to help guide the district in fiscal accountability
and high ethical standards.

With 23 years of business experience in data processing and computer programming, | have the
expertise to work with government, keep rates as low as possible and guide the Southwest Sewer
District in efficient operations.

Personally, | livewith my wife and five children, ages 2 to 19, in our Burien home.

My paramount goal is to listen to the community and local businesses, and monitor fiscal
accountability as we move into the next century.

BILL TRACY SHOULD BE RE-ELECTED because he gets things done. Since his election to the
board in 1991, Bill has initiated and/or suported programs that have: * Renegotiated long-term debt
interest rates to under 6% < Establisbd a low-income raterelief plan = Repaced equipment and lines
at reduced cost « Revised internal audit practices.

BILLTRACY'S RE-ELECTION willmaintainour district's invol\ementin regional wastewater issues:
« Bilhas been electedby areacommissionersto serveon theMetropolitan King County Reginal Water
Quality Committee < Bill continues as co-chair of the White Center/Boulevard Park governance
committee.

WE NEED TO RE-ELECT BILL TRACY in order to continue and expand the highly successful
programs and operaions of our district « Bill is the only reraining directly elected commissioner due
to the untimely deaths of commissioners Seibert and McKnight.

BILL WILL CONTINUE TO REPRESENT YOU AND YOUR CONCERNS
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11514 21 PL SW, Seattle, WA 98146 PHONE: (206)248-2441

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Commissioner
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- Resident of Highline area 53 years. Married to wife, Joame, 40 years. We have four grown sons.
Owner, Jovanaovich Marine Supply, established 1970. Former State Representative. Army veteran of
the Korean War. In addition to business experience, | have vduable past experience in congruction
that I will bring to the Commission. | hawe the time and experience necessary to be your strong and
conservative voice on theCommission. | will not tolerate wasteful bureaaracy. | have been endored
by all three Legislators from the 34th District and by Kevin James of the Burien City Council.

These elected officials would not have given me their endorsement unless they personally knew |
was honest and would do a good job in representing the ratepayers.

| shall appreciate your vote!
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11227 18 PL SW, Seattle, WA 98146 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
242-9399

Continuing the tradition of excellence of the late Bruce McKnight ahDick Seibet is the reason | am
running for the remaning two years of this tem as Commissibner of the SWSSD. This Sewer District
has won many awards and serves the ratem@yers exceptionally well. | want to see the continuation of
the programs for fish enhancement, recycling and community development.

As a husband, father, 25 year resident, graduate of Central Washington University and local
business owner, | have the experiene and the desire needed to contiue the caurse that has brought
the lowest sewer rates in the region, as well as the most efficient secondary treatment facilities
available.

My goal as Commissiorer willbe to meet oexceed allFederaland State requirements fora cleaner,
safer and healthier environment for our children and all future generations.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 13044 Occidental AV S, Seattle, WA 985658 PHONE NUMBER:
(206) 244-1544

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Bryn Mawr-Lakeridge

Water & Sewer District, Commissioner

Alvin A.
DeWINTER

Joyce E.
CLARK

I, AIDeWinter filed for Position No. 4n theBoard o Commissioners forBryn MawrLakeridge Water
and Sewer District. My wife Helen andhlave lived irthe Bryn Mawr-L&eridge community for 17years.
We are blessed wth three children who spent a good part of their yaing adult lives in this canmunity.

I retired in 1981 as a manager in the steel industry. | feel that my 41 years of experience in
management and finance will be beneficid in focusing and direting our water and sewer district. It is
with this experience | will wok to provide © you a service at economical rates within the Bryn Mawr-
Lakeridge Water and Sewer District service area. | support affordable rates.

I, Al DeWinter, ask for your vote otNovember 7,1995. If elected | will serve you ad our communty
with openness, fairness and awareness that utility rates must be kept in check.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 11060 Lotus PL S,Seattle, WA 981783213 PHONE NUMBER:
(206) 772-2942

Joyce Clark, resident of the Bryn Mawr area since 1974. Engineering Application Analyst for the
Boeing company. Single mother of 2 children.

Concerned for her children as well as other children. So concerned that she offers her home as a
State Licensed Foster home for teens less fortunate than her own. Concerned about the safety and
beauty of her community.

She is also concened about area water. Water is one of the mog valuable resources of the Pacific
Northwest, and a necessity for living. It is a resource that should be available to everyone. Yet, it is
quickly becoming inaccessible to many residens due toincreasing costs. Ms. Clark is con@rned that
as amother of twoher experience withncreased waterand sewer costs is reflective dhatexperienced
by those residents whom she wishes to represent.

Ms. Clark will make sure of accountability, availability, accessibility, low — reasonable costs.

NoOvimlb®or 2?2, wd®tt©h th<g8 ©aindildlatt®e® . .

The King County/Seattle Video Voter Guide features candidates for King County
Assessor, the Seattle Port Commission, the Metropolitan King County Council, the
Seattle City Council and the Seattle School Board. The video guide will be presented
on cable televison systems in manyparts of Seattleand King County. The program will
be shown on Seattle Municipal Channel 28 on:

Monday, October 23, Noon.

Tuesday, October 24, through Sunday, October 29, Noon and 8 p.m.
Monday, October 30, Noon.

Tuesday, October 31, through Sunday, November 5, Noon and 8 p.m.
Monday, November 6, Noon.

For information about other broadcast times, please call (206) 205-9125.

The Video Voter Guide is co-sponsored by the King County Records and Elections
Division and the Seattle Ethics and Elections Commission.

The above statements are written by the candidates, who are solely responsible for the contents therein.
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Hospital District No. 1
Commissioner
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San Lwai, M.D., hasbeen an activemember of themedical community for 27 years.He understands
that cost-effective health care should not compromise quality. He was appointed Commissioner at
Valley Medical Center after an extensive search.

Lwai, a cardiolagist, joined VMC's Medical Staff in 1968. He established its first Cardiac Care Unit
and served as Medical Director.He also served as Chairma ofthe Medical Staff's Quality Assurance
Committee. Heis committed taquality patient care. Lvaiactively supports VMC's continuing education
program andhe FamilyPractice Residency. Bothprograms receivednational recognition. Additionally,
Lwai helped found the Medic One Program for King County.

Lwai believes you don't have to go "downten" to receive the finest mdical care. He started Valley
Internal Medicine in 1971, growing it from three to 73 employees. He also developed the first multi-
story medical complex for specialists in the Southend.

ARotarianfortwentyyears, Lwai isactive inpublic service. Lwaicame to Seatté asaresearch fellow
in cardiolagy atthe University olWashington. He andhis wife,Cavelle, have resided inKent since 1975
and have two grown children.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 12001 SE 200 ST, Kent, WA 98031 PHONE NUMBER: (206)
852-7206

Carole Anderson has avision...local agencies collaborating to create a healthy community where
prevention and education prevail and medical care is accessible to all. That's why she was elected
Hospital Commissioner at Valley Medical Center in 1988 and selected to serve as President since
1991.

Through Anderson's effortsVMC established asuccessfulchemical dependencyprogram, reinstated
outpatient menta health services andpreserved the24-hour Emergency Intervention Program Carole
championed VMC's prenatal/maternity support services for all women and has developed and
expanded Golden Care for Seniors at Valley.

Carole pushed the hospital tbe both socially AND fiscally resposible — withaut placing the burden
on taxpayers. Her support of cost containment programs resulted in a 30%decrease in the average
charge per discharged patient since 1992. Recently, she directed a management restructuring
reducing VMC's management payoll by$5 million annually...enabling VMC's tax rate to be lower than
48 of the 52 Districts in the State.

Carole Anderson wasbornin Kent andhas alifetime ofcommunity involvement, including Kent PTA,
Citizen's Committee on Schools, Library Boad andChildren's Orthopedic Guild. A property manager,
she and her husband Gerry have three grown sons.

CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 5640, Kent, WA 98064 PHONE: (206)852-8195

Gary Kohlwes is committel tothe health and well-keing of ourcommunity...through his professional
roles as a psychologist, Superintendent of Renton Public Schools and his personal commitment as a
civte volun,eer_ | ast January, after a community-wide search, Gary was selected to replace retired
Commissioner Charles Delaurenti. Recently, Kohlwes was elected Secretary to the Board.

Kohlwes' impact has been dramatic.He immediately directed a managenent restructuring to make
the hospital more efficient and "user friendly." Patients are now increasingly satisfied with their
experiences and the Distict's management payroll has been reduced bv $5 million annually!

Gary supports free immunization programs, encourages hospital involvement in the schools and
endorses public projects that improve community health, without duplicating services or requiring
additional taxes. Kohlwes is a strong supporter of Golden Care far Seniors at Valley and pushed for
the Emergency Room's new level Ill trauma designation.

Kohlwes has thirty years experience with public agencies. He serves on the Boards of the
Renton Chamber and First Savings Bank, Steering Committee for Renton River Days and is a long-
time Rotarian. He and his wife Betty, have lived in the Distri¢ since 1969 while raising four children.
CAMPAIGN MAILING ADDRESS: 10816 Rowan RD S, Seattle, WA 98178 PHONE NUMBER:
(206) 772-2825

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



In the state of Washngton, candidates for most ofthe offices which appear on the $ate general election ballot
are nominated atthe stateprimaryin September. The officeof Presidentisan important exception tothis procedure.
The candidates for President are nominated by the pdlitical parties at their national conventions -- based on the
results of either the presidential primary, their own caucuses and conventions, or both.

The delegates to the national conventions are selected by the parties through the precinct caucuses, county
or district conventions, and state conventions. Under national or state party rules, these national convention
delegates maybe bound or pledged t@ particular candidatebased on thenumber of votes that candidae receives
at thepresidential primary in thisstate. The followinginformation isprovided tofamiliarize Washington citizens with
these essential caucus and convention procedures.

Delegates to the national nominating conventions of the major political parties from Washington are selected
through a system of precinct caucuses, county or legislative district conventions, and finally, a state convention.
The first step in this process is the precinct caucus, a neighborhood-level meeting open to all members of a
particular political party. Precinct caucuses are held in each precinct of the state in the early spring of each
presidential year. Individuals are elected from each precirct to attend the legishtive district or county convention
where the delegates to the siate convention are chosen. The state conventions of the major political parties will,
in turn, choose delegates for the national conventions at which the Presidential and Vice Presidential nominees
are selected. Political parties may choose to base the allocation of delegates in whole or in part on the results of
the presidential preference primary.

In addition to the selection of delegates, those persons attending party caucuses and conventions have the
opportunity to determine the party platform, vote on resolutions and meet party candidates for a variety of local,
state and national offices.

DATES OF PRECINCT CAUCUSES AND CONVENTIONS

Democrats Republican
Precinct caucuses March 5,1996 March 5, 1996
County conventions April 13,1996 March-May 1996*
District conventions April 20,1996 March-May 1996*
State convention June 1,1996 May 30-June 1, 1996
Location of state convention Seattle Bellevue

information was not complete at the time this publication was prepared.

RULES AND PROCEDURES

Each political party has theuthority under the United States Constitution andstate law to adopt ruledo govern
the delegate selection process and other party activities which occur in conjunction with the caucuses and
conventions. These party rules specify the number of delegates from each precinct to the county or legislative
district convention, the number of delegates from each legislative district or county convention to the state
convention, and the procedural rules for conducting the caucuses and conventions. A copy of the rules of either
party should be available from the state comnitee of thatparty in advance of the time precintcaucuses are held.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

The dates and locations of all party caucuses and conventions receive advance press coverage and are
generally advertised by the parties. Specific questions you have about any aspect of the nominating procedure
may bedirected tothe state committee of the respective party. They may beable to respond to youinquiry directly
or theymay refer youto either yourprecinct committeeperson oryour county ordistrict chairperson. The addresses
and telephone numbers of the state committees are as follows:

Washington State Democratic Central Committee Washington State Republican Party
P.O. Box 4027 16400 Southcenter Parkway, Suite 200
Seattle WA 98104 Seattle WA 98188

(206) 583-0664 (206) 575-2900
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This summary of the procedures governing the nomination of independent and minor party candidates isNOT
meant to be inclusive. Persons interested in this procedure should review Chapter 29.24 of the Revised Code of
Washington or okdain more detailed infamation from he Office of the Secretary of Stae, 1007 S. Washington Street,
P.O. Box 40237, Olympia, WA 98504-0237 or their county auditor.

NOMINATING CONVENTION

Any nomination of a candidate for partisan pdlitical office other than by a major political party must be made by
a convention held not earlier than the last Saturday in June and not later than the first Saturday in July. Notice of
the intention to hold a nominating convention must be published in a newspaper of general circulation within the
county inwhich the convention is feld at least ten days before the date of the convention. To be valid, a canvention
must be attended by at least twenty-five (25) registered voters. In order to nominate candidates for the offices of
President and Vice President of the United States, United Staes Senator, or ary statewide office, the parties holding
the nominating convention must obtain and submit the signatures of at least two hundred (200) registered voters
of the state of Washington. In order to nominate candidates for any other office the parties holding the nhominating
convention must obtain and submit the signatures of at least twenty-five (25) persons who are registered tovote in
the jurisdiction of the office for which nominations are being made.

CERTIFICATE OF NOMINATION

The signatures and addresses of the registered voters who attended the convention and a record of the
proceedings of the convention must be submitted to the appropriate filing officer no later than one week following
the adjournment of the convention at which the nominations were made. Any candidate except for President and
Vice President who is nominated at an independent or minor party convention, must file adeclaration of candidacy
and pay the filing fee required for the office sought during the regular filing period established for major political
parties. (A nominating petition containing signatures of registered voters equal tothe dollar amount of the filing fee
is permitted for those candidates without sufficient assets or income to pay the filing fee.) The names of all of the
candidates who have been nominated by convention except for President and Vice President will be printed onthe
primary ballot together with the major party candidates for their respective offices. Candidates for President and
Vice President will only appear on the general election ballot. No other candidate's name may be printed on the
generalelection bdlot unkss he a she receives at leas one pecent of the tdal votes castfor the dfice in tlke partisan
primary arid a majority of the votes cast for candidates of that party for that office. Independent candidates need
only meet the one percent threshold in order to qualify for placement on the general election ballot.

WHERE FILINGS ARE MADE
When the candidacy is for:
A federal or statewide office, with the Secretary of State;
A legislative office that includes territory from more than one county, with the Secretary of State;
A county office or legislative office which lies entirely within a single county, with the County Auditor.
If a minor party or independent candidate convention nominates any candidate for office ina jurisdiction where

voters from more than one county vote upon the office, all nominating petitions and the convention certificates
are to be filed with the Office of the Secretary of State.
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Voter qualifications

To register to vote, you must be:
« A citizen of the United States
» Alegal resident of Washington state
« At least 18 years old by election day

In the state of Washington, you do not have to register by
political party or declare poltical party membership to vote
in the state's regular primaries or general elections.

Registration deadlines

You may register to vote at any time, but you must be
registered at least 30 days in adwance of an election if you
wish to vote at a polling place on election day.

You may also register between 30 and 15 days before an
election, but you must do so at King County Records and
Elections, 500 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA, and you will be
required to vote by absentee ballot.

How to register

Washington citizens have access to several convenient
methods of signing upto vote, including registrakon by mail
and "Motor Voter" registration.

Mail-in registration forms are available from your county
auditor or county elections department as well as many
public libraries, schools and other government officesYou
may also requesta formby filling out thebox atthe rightand
mailing it to the Secretary of State.

"Motor Voter" registration is offered when you renew or
apply for your driver's license. In most instances, a motor
voter registration takes less than a minute to complete.

Change of residence

If you move to a new county, you must complete a new
voter registration.

If you move within the same county, you donot need to re-
register, but you must request a transfer of your registra-
tion. This can be done by calling or writing your county
elections department, or by using a mail-in voter registra-
tion form.

NOTE: You must re-regster or transfer your registraton at
least 30 days before the election to be eligible to vote in
your new precinct.

Absentee ballots

You may request an absentee ballot as early as 45 days
before an election. (No absentee ballots are issued on
election day except to hospitalized voters.)

Absentee ballots may be requested either by phone or by
mail from the Elections Division. You may also apply
— in writing —to automatically receive an absentee ballot
before each election. For an application, call 296-1608.

NOTE: Absentee ballots must be signed and postmarked
or delivered to the county elections officer on or before
election day.

Election dates and poll hours

State primaries are generally held on the third Tuesday in
September. The presidential primary, conducted once
every four years, will be held on March 26, 1996.

General elections are held on the Tuesday after the first
Monday in November. Polling hours for all primaries and
elections are 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Voter information

If you need assistance with registration and voting,
contact the King County Records and Elections Division
at 296-8683.

Special services

The Office of the Secretary of State provides a toll-free
voter information service to residents within the state
of Washington. This service will be operated Monday
through Friday from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., beginning
October 16, and continuing through the day of the
election, November 7. In many instances, assistance can
be provided to those who have difficulty reading this
pamphlet because their primary language is not English.

Voters may also call to request ay of the following special
Voters Pamphlet versions: Tape-cassette, Braille,
Spanish-language or Chinese-language.

For more information, call the Secretary of State
Voter Information Hotline at 1-800-448-4881.

Request for Mail-in Voter Registration Form
(Please Print)

Name:

Address:

City: Zip Code:
Telephone: No. of forms requested:

MAIL TO: Office of the Secretary of State
Voter Registration Services
P o_ Box 40230 « Olympia, WA 98504-0230
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INSTRUCTIONS: Any registered voter may apply for an absentee ballot. Once you receive your absentee/special ballot,
vote it. Please do nol attempt to vote at the poll site also. Contact your county auditor or elections department for further
information. For your convenience, addresses and telephone numbers are listed below.

NOTE: Also listed below are phone numbers for the hearing impaired using Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD) service. The Office of the Secretary of State also provides a toll-free voter information service for the hearing
impaired: TOLL-FREE HEARING IMPAIRED VOTER INFORMATION 1-800-422-8683. If you are using an
"800 number" for TDD service, you must be prepared to give the relay service operator the number for your county.

HEARING
TELEPHONE IMPAIRED
COUNTY ADDRESS CITY ZIP NUMBER TDD SERVICE
Adams 210 West Broadway Ritzville 99169 (509) 659-0090 Ext 203 (509) 659-1122
Asotin P.O. Box 129 Asotin 99402 (509) 243-2084 1-800-855-1155
Benton P.O. Box 470 Prosser 99350 (509) 783-1310 Ext 5618 (509) 736-3063
Chelan P.O. Box 400 Wenatchee 98801 (509) 664-5431 1-800-833-6388
Clallam P.O. Box 3030 Port Angeles 98362 (360) 417-2221 1-800-833-6388
Clark P.O. Box 9812 Vancouver 98666-9812 (360) 699-2345 (360) 737-6032
Columbia 341 East Main St. Dayton 99328 (509) 382-4541 (509) 382-4541
Cowlitz 207 North 4th Kelso 98626 (360) 577-3005 1-800-833-6388
Douglas P.O. Box 456 Waterville 98858 (509) 884-9403 (509) 884-9477
Ferry P.O. Box 498 Republic 99166 (509) 775-5208 1-800-833-6388
Franklin P.O. Box 1451 Pasco 99301 (509) 545-3538 1-800-344-4358
Garfield P.O. Box 278 Pomeroy 99347 (509) 843-1411 1-800-344-4358
Grant P.O. Box 37 Ephrata 98823 (509) 754-2011 Ext 377 (509) 754-4646
Grays Harbor P.O. Box 751 Montesano 98563 (360) 249-4232 (360) 249-6575
Island P.O. Box 5000 Coupeville 98239 (360) 679-7366 (360) 679-7305
Jefferson P.O. Box 563 PortTownsend 98368 (360) 385-9119 1-800-833-6388
1-800-831-2678
King 500 4th Avenue Seattle 98104 (206) 296-8683 (206) 296-0109
Kitsap 614 Division St. Port Orchard 98366 (360) 876-7128 1-800-833-6388
Kittitas 205 W. 5th Ellensburg 98926 (509) 962-7503 1-800-833-6388
Klickitat 205 S. Columbus Goldendale 98620 (509) 773-4001 1-800-833-6388
Lewis P.O. Box 29 Chehalis 98532-0029 (360) 740-1164 (360) 740-1480
Lincoln P.O. Box 366 Davenport 99122 (509) 725-4971 1-800-833-6388
Mason P.O. Box 400 Shelton 98584 (360) 427-9670 Ext 470 1-800-344-4358
Okanogan P.O. Box 1010 Okanogan 98840 (509) 422-7240 1-800-855-1155
Pacific P.O. Box 97 South Bend 98586 (360) 875-9317 (360) 875-9400
Pend Oreille P.O. Box 5015 Newport 99156 (509) 447-3185 (509) 447-3186
Pierce 2401 S. 35th St. Tacoma 98409-7484 (206) 591-7430 1-800-833-6388
1-800-446-4979
San Juan P.O. Box 638 Friday Harbor 98250 (360) 378-3357 (360) 378-4151
Skagit P.O. Box 1306 Mt. Vernon 98273 (360) 336-9305 (360) 336-9332
Skamania P.O. Box 790 Stevenson 98648 (509) 427-9420 1-800-833-6388
Snohomish 3000 Rockefeller Avenue Everett 98201 (206) 259-4726 (206) 388-3700
1-800-562-4367
Spokane W. 1116 Broadway Spokane 99260-0020 (509) 456-2320 (509) 456-2333
Stevens P.O. Box 189 Colville 99114 (509) 684-7514 1-800-833-6388
Thurston 2000 Lakeridge Dr. S.W. Olympia 98502 (360) 786-5408 (360) 754-2933
Wabhkiakum P.O. Box 543 Cathlamet 98612 (360) 795-3219 1-800-833-6388
Walla Walla P.O. Box 1856 Walla Walla 99362 (509) 527-3204 1-800-833-6388
Whatcom P.O. Box 398 Bellingham 98227 (360) 676-6745 (360) 738-4555
Whitman P.O. Box 350 Colfax 99111 (509) 397-6270 1-800-833-6388
Yakima 128 N. 2nd St. #117 Yakima 98901 (509) 575-4044 (509) 575-4078
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Absentee Ballot Request

TO BE FILLED OUT BY APPLICANT
| HEREBY DECLARE THAT | AM A REGISTERED VOTER
PLEASE PRINT IN INK

Registered Name
Street Address
City Zip

Telephone: (Day) (Evening)

For identification purposes only: (Optional)

Birth Date . Saial Security No.

TO BE VALID, YOUR SIGNATURE MUST BE INCLUDED

Date
Signature
IF DIFFERENT, SEND MY BALLOT TO:
Street Address
City
State_ Z'P.
Country. New Registration: Yes ©Q No f~|

Mail To: ABSENTEE BALLOT Room 553, King County Administration Bldg.,

500 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104

THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE FOLLOWING:

GENERAL ELECTION
November 7, 1995

PERMANENT REQUEST
All Future Elections

IF KNOWN:

Registration No. Kl

SPECIAL NOTE
RCW 29.36.013 TERMINATION OF PERMANENT
ABSENTEE VOTER STATUS. Status as a permanent
absentee voter shall be terminated upon the occurrence
of any of the following:
1) the cancellation of the voter's
registration record;
2) the written request of the voter;
3) the death or disqualification of voter;
4) the return of permanent absentee ballot
as undeliverable.

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

Absentee Ballot Request

TO BE FILLED OUT BY APPLICANT
IHEREBY DECLARE THAT | AM A REGISTERED VOTER
PLEASE PRINT IN INK

Registered Name

Street Address __

City Zip
Telephone: (Day) (Evening)

For identification purposes only: (Optional)

Birth Date . Socid Security No.

TO BE VALID, YOUR SIGNATURE MUST BE INCLUDED

Date
Signature
IF DIFFERENT, SEND MY BALLOT TO:
Street Address
City
State_ Zip
Country. New Registration: Yes f~1 No

Mail To: ABSENTEE BALLOT Room 553, King County Administration Bldg.,

500 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104

THIS APPLICATION IS FOR THE FOLLOWING:

GENERAL ELECTION
November 7, 1995

PERMANENT REQUEST
All Future Elections

IF KNOWN:

Registration No. KI.

SPECIAL NOTE

RCW 29.36.013 TERMINATION OF PERMANENT
ABSENTEE VOTER STATUS. Status as a permanent
absentee voter shall be terminated upon the occurrence
of any of the following:
1) the cancellation of the voter's
registration record,;
2) the written request of the voter;
3) the death or disqualification of voter;
4) the return of permanent absentee ballot
as undeliverable.

If you have requested an Absentee Ballot or have a permanent request for an Absentee Ballot, please do not submit another application, yg






