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A Message from Secretary of State Sam Reed
As I prepare to leave public service after 12 years as your Secretary of State and 
45 years in government, I extend my warmest thanks for the great opportunity 
to serve you and this tremendous state. It has been an honor.

Together, over the past decade, we have reformed our election system and 
made it fair, accessible, accurate and secure. In the aftermath of the 2004 
governor’s race, the closest in U.S. history, we established a statewide database 
of registered voters, online voter registration and candidate filing, and a 
thousand other upgrades to the integrity of the election system.  

We successfully defended the people’s right to an open Top 2 Primary system 
and have advocated for broader participation in our elections by people with 
disabilities, citizens whose understanding of English is limited, and those who 
serve in our military or live abroad. One of my favorite projects has been an 
annual tour of our college campuses to encourage our inspiring and talented 
young people. This work of reform and outreach never ends.

Likewise, we are working together to champion civility in government and in our 
public dialogue, to promote civic engagement and civic education. This is the 
work of all of us.

As I reminisce over the last 12 years, I am proud that we, together, saved the 
State Library, created the nation’s first Digital Archives, improved customer 
service at the Corporations and Charities Division, welcomed the Combined 
Fund Drive and Domestic Partnership Registry into our office, protected crime 
victims with our Address Confidentiality Program, created a Corporations for 
Communities Award program, championed heritage and oral history through 
a new Heritage Center, advocated for open and transparent government, and 
promoted international trade and friendship.

This year we celebrate 100 years of legislation by petition, the centennial year 
of our initiative and referendum process. Our populist system is more robust 
than ever with six ballot measures and two advisory votes for your decision. 
Likewise, you have been asked to vote for President; U.S. Senate; and nine 
statewide elected officials, including open races for Governor, Secretary of State, 
Attorney General and Auditor. Ten congressional seats, including the newly 
awarded 10th District; the Legislature; the courts; and many important local 
offices and issues will be determined by voters this year.

In closing, my request is that you take seriously your privilege and responsibility 
to vote. It’s your voice. We face so many important choices that will affect our 
country, state and local communities for years to come. It has never been more 
important to vote and take part in forging our future together.

       Best wishes,

 

       Sam Reed

Voter Information Hotline (800) 448-4881

Visit our online Voters’ Guide at www.vote.wa.gov.
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Voting in Washington State
Voter qualifications
To register to vote, you must be:

•  A citizen of the United States;

•  A legal resident of Washington State;

•  At least 18 years old by Election Day;

•  Not under the authority of the 
   Department of Corrections; and

•  Not disqualified due to a court order.

Voter registration
You may register to vote at www.myvote.wa.gov. 
In Washington State, you do not declare political 
party affiliation when you register to vote. There are 
registration deadlines prior to each election. You must 
update your registration if you move or change your 
name. You do not need to register before each election.  

Replacement ballots
Call your county elections department to request a 
replacement ballot. 

Contact your county elections department
Contact your county elections department for 
questions about your voter registration, or assistance 
with your ballot. The phone number and address of 
your county elections department is located in the 
back of this pamphlet.

Accessible and alternative language pamphlets
Contact the Office of the Secretary of State for  
voters’ pamphlets in accessible formats or Spanish, 
Chinese and Vietnamese. The state Voter Information 
Hotline is (800) 448-4881.

Visit a voting center
Washington voters receive their ballots in the mail. 
Voting centers are open to serve you during regular 
business hours beginning 18 days before Election 
Day and until 8 p.m. on Election Day.

Voter registration materials, ballots, provisional 
ballots, sample ballots, instructions for how to vote, 
and a ballot drop box are available.

Voting centers must be accessible for voters with 
disabilities and offer accessible voting options.

To locate a voting center near you, contact your 
county elections department. The phone number 
and address of your county elections department is 
located in the back of this pamphlet.

Restoring your right to vote after felony conviction
If you were convicted in Washington State Superior 
Court, your right to vote is restored as long as you 
are not either in prison or on community custody for 
that felony with the Washington State Department of 
Corrections.

If you were convicted in another state or in federal 
court, your right to vote is restored as long as you 
are not currently incarcerated for that felony. You 
must register to vote.

View election results
View election results at www.vote.wa.gov after 
8 p.m. on Election Day. 

Voting in Washington State
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Visit www.vote.wa.gov/accessibility for

Audio 

Plain text

Call (800) 448-4881 to request audio on a 

CD 

USB drive

The federal Voting Rights Act requires the Office of the 
Secretary of State and four counties in Washington 
to provide translated elections materials. Currently 
Adams, Franklin and Yakima counties provide elections 
materials in Spanish. King County provides elections 
materials in Chinese and Vietnamese.

For more information visit
Para más información visite
欲知詳情，請上網

Để biết thêm thông tin ghé

Accessible pamphlets available 

Language assistance available

se habla español    中國口語 Việt Nam được nói

} www.vote.wa.gov
(800) 448-4881
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The Initiative 

Any registered voter may propose an initiative to create 
a new state law or to amend or repeal an existing law.

 

For an initiative to appear on the ballot, the sponsor 
must circulate the complete text of the proposal among 
voters and obtain a number of voters’ signatures equal 
to 8 percent of the total number of votes cast for the 
office of Governor at the last regular gubernatorial 
election.

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

The Ballot Measure Process

The Referendum

Any registered voter may demand that a law proposed by 
the Legislature be referred to voters prior to taking effect. 

 

For a referendum to appear on the ballot, the sponsor 
must circulate among voters the text of the legislative 
act, and obtain a number of voters’ signatures equal to 
4 percent of the total number of votes cast for the office 
of Governor at the last regular gubernatorial election.

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

Initiatives to the People are submitted for a vote 
of the people at the next state general election, if 
certified to have sufficient signatures.

Initiatives to the Legislature are submitted to the 
Legislature at its regular session in January, if certified 
to have sufficient signatures.

A yes vote will make an initiative law.

A no vote will prevent an initiative from becoming law.

Please note: The information here is not intended as a substitute for the statutes governing 
initiative and referendum processes, but rather should be read in conjunction with them.

For more information go to www.vote.wa.gov and select “Initiatives & Referenda.”

Referendum Bills are proposed laws referred to 
voters by the Legislature.

Referendum Measures are laws recently passed 
by the Legislature that voters have demanded, by 
petition, be referred to voters prior to taking effect.

A vote to approve will confirm the law.

A vote to reject will repeal the law.

The Washington State Constitution gives voters two methods of legislative power —    
the initiative and the referendum.
While differing in process, both initiatives and referenda leave ultimate legislative authority  
in the hands of the people.
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Initiative Measure

1185
Proposed by initiative petition:

Initiative Measure No. 
1185 concerns tax and 
fee increases imposed 
by state government.
This measure would restate existing statutory 
requirements that legislative actions raising 
taxes must be approved by two-thirds legislative 
majorities or receive voter approval, and 
that new or increased fees require majority 
legislative approval. 

Should this measure be enacted into law?
[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were written 
by the Office of the Attorney General as required by law. The 
Fiscal Impact Statement was written by the Office of Financial 
Management as required by law. The Secretary of State is not 
responsible for the content of arguments or statements (WAC 
434-381-180). The complete text of Initiative Measure 1185 is 
located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
A Washington statute provides that any action or 
combination of actions by the legislature that raises 
taxes may be taken only if approved by at least 
two-thirds legislative approval in both the house of 
representatives and the senate.

Another Washington statute provides that a state 
fee may only be imposed or increased in any fiscal 
year if approved with majority legislative approval 
in both the house of representatives and the senate, 
and must be subject to certain accountability 

procedures specified in statute.  These requirements 
do not apply to assessments made by agricultural 
commodity commissions or to the forest products 
commission.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure,  
if Approved
This measure would restate the current statutory 
language regarding tax increases, revising it to state 
that any action or combination of actions by the 
legislature that raises taxes may be taken only if 
approved by a two-thirds vote in both the house of 
representatives and the senate.

The measure would restate the current statutory 
language relating to increases in state fees, 
revising it to state that a fee may only be imposed 
or increased in any fiscal year if approved with 
a simple majority vote in both the house of 
representatives and the senate.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Fiscal Impact through Fiscal Year 2017 
Initiative 1185 is estimated to decrease state 
transportation revenues and expenditures from 
requiring new legislative approval to impose tolls 
on state highways and bridges. The total fiscal 
impact is indeterminate, but state toll revenue 
and transportation expenditures are estimated to 
decrease $22,800,000 to $33,100,000 in fiscal year 
2017. Requiring new legislative approval to impose 
fees will also prevent implementation of certain 
businesses and health care certifications, which is 
estimated to decrease state revenue by $2,713,000 
and decrease state costs by $3,611,000 over five 
fiscal years. There is no fiscal impact on local 
governments. 

General Assumptions 
• The initiative applies prospectively with an 

effective date of Dec. 6, 2012.  

• Approval of the initiative will require some state 
agencies to obtain new legislative approval 
to impose or increase certain fees after the 
effective date of the initiative (see Office of 
Attorney General Informal Opinions discussing 
I-1053 – Roach dated 12/20/10 and Benton dated 
02/17/11).

• Fees set by statute (either a specific amount or 
formula) are assumed to be unaffected by the 

Initiative Measure 1185
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initiative (see Office of Attorney General Informal 
Opinions discussing I-1053 – Roach dated 
12/20/10 and Benton dated 02/17/11).

• The initiative does not impact any new or 
increased fees adopted by state agencies prior to 
the effective date (see Office of Attorney General 
Informal Opinions discussing I-1053 – Roach 
dated 12/20/10 and Benton dated 02/17/11).

• Because it is unknown what actions will be 
taken by future legislatures, no fiscal impact 
is assumed or estimated from the initiative’s 
requirement that any action or combination 
of actions by the Legislature that raises taxes 
may be taken only if approved by a two-thirds 
vote of each house of the Legislature, and then 
only if state expenditures in a given fiscal year, 
including new revenue, will not exceed state 
expenditure limits established in law.

• The initiative is limited to taxes and fees 
imposed by state government. Therefore, there 
is no fiscal impact on local governments.

• Estimates are based on information provided by 
agencies for fiscal notes created during the 2012 
legislative session and rounded to the nearest 
$1,000.

• Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal 
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.

State Government Revenue and Expenditure 
Estimates – Assumptions 
The fiscal impact of I-1185 is attributable to its 
requirement that some agencies will require new 
legislative approval in order to impose or increase 
certain fees that the Legislature authorized during 
the 2011 and 2012 legislative sessions. During this 
period, it is estimated that the Legislature approved 
the imposition or increase of 113 fees. Of that 
amount, an estimated 11 new or increased fees are 
assumed to be affected. 

Transportation Revenue, Expenditure and Cost 
Estimate Assumptions
During the 2011 and 2012 legislative session, the 
Legislature authorized the imposition of tolls that 
are assumed to require new legislative approval:

• Interstate 405 high-occupancy vehicle lanes in 
Engrossed House Bill 1382 (2011).

• The Alaskan Way Viaduct replacement project in 
Substitute Senate Bill 6444 (2012).

• The Columbia River Crossing project in 
Engrossed Substitute Senate Bill 6445 (2012).

For the Columbia River Crossing project and 
Interstate 405 high-occupancy vehicle lanes, it is not 
known when tolls would be set during the period 
covered by this fiscal impact statement (FY 2013–17) 
or the toll amount. Therefore, the state revenue 
and state expenditure impact from the requirement 
of new legislative approval to impose tolls is 
indeterminate. 

The Legislature enacted legislation requiring the 
Alaskan Way Viaduct replacement project financing 
plan to include no more than $400 million in toll 
revenue (see RCW 47.01.402). Assuming the initiative 
requires new legislative approval to impose tolls 
on the Alaskan Way Viaduct replacement project, 
state toll revenue is estimated to decrease within 
a range of $22,800,000 to $33,100,000, and state 
toll costs are estimated to decrease within a range 
of $10,100,000 to $11,500,000 over five fiscal years 
assuming tolling does not begin until FY 2017. It is 
assumed that state expenditures for this project 
or other transportation projects will be reduced or 
eliminated by $12,700,000 to $21,600,000 to balance 
expenditures to the total decrease in state toll 
revenue.

In addition, legislative approval was given 
in Substitute Senate Bill 5700 (2011) and the 
transportation appropriation act for the Washington 
State Transportation Commission to review and 
adjust tolls during the 2011–13 biennium for the 
Tacoma Narrows Bridge and the State Route 520 
corridor. Tolls for the Tacoma Narrows Bridge and 
the State Route 520 corridor are set annually and 
must be used to pay bonds (debt); pay costs related 
to the operation, maintenance and management 
of the facility; and if necessary, repay amounts to 
the Motor Vehicle Fund. It is not known if it will be 
necessary during the 2011–13 biennium to increase 
tolls for the Tacoma Narrows Bridge and the State 
Route 520 corridor, and therefore impact on state 
revenues and expenditures is indeterminate.

Business Certifications and Endorsements 
Assumptions
During the 2012 legislative session, the 
Legislature authorized the imposition of fees to 
fund Department of Health costs for activities 
related to four new health care certifications and 
endorsements:

• Medication assistant endorsement for certified 
nursing assistants in Engrossed Substitute 
House Bill 2473 (2012).

Initiative Measure 1185
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• Dental anesthesia assistant certification in 
Engrossed Second Substitute Senate Bill 5620 
(2012).

• Reflexologist certification in Engrossed 
Substitute Senate Bill 6103 (2012).

• Medical assistant certification in Engrossed 
Substitute Senate Bill 6237 (2012).

RCW 43.70.110 and 43.70.250 require that state costs 
for each professional, occupational or business 
licensing program administered by the Department 
of Health be fully borne by the members of that 
profession, occupation or business. Assuming the 
initiative requires new legislative approval of the 
department’s fee authority, it is assumed that current 
law will also prevent the creation of these four 
new health care certifications and endorsements. 
Therefore, state fee revenue is estimated to 
decrease $2,454,000 and state costs are estimated to 
decrease $3,350,000 over five fiscal years.

During the 2011 legislative session, the Legislature 
authorized in Second Substitute Senate Bill 5034 the 
imposition of fees to fund Utility and Transportation 
Commission costs related to the certification of 
private wastewater operators. The commission is 
not required to engage in rulemaking to implement 
the certification until it has collected sufficient 
payments to cover its projected costs. Assuming 
the initiative requires new legislative approval for 
the commission’s fee authority, it is also assumed 
that commission will not engage in rulemaking. 
Therefore, state fee revenue is estimated to 
decrease $259,000 and state costs are estimated to 
decrease $261,000 over five fiscal years.

See Table 1.1 and Table 1.2 for details on state 
revenue and state cost impacts from business 
certifications and endorsements

Recreation Fees Assumptions
During the 2012 legislative session, the Department 
of Fish and Wildlife, the Department of Natural 
Resources and the Parks and Recreation 
Commission were authorized in Engrossed Second 
Substitute House Bill 2373 the option of offering a 
Family Discover Pass transferrable among vehicles. 
The agencies are required to collectively set the 
price of the pass at an amount no more than $50. 
The requirement of new legislative approval 
will prevent the agency from offering the Family 
Discover Pass. The state revenue and expenditure 
impacts are indeterminate because it is unknown 
how the sales of the Family Discover Pass would 
impact overall Discover Pass sales.

Initiative Measure 1185

Table 1.1  State Business Certification and Endorsement Revenue Impact
State Revenue Impact FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Health Professions Account $0 $864,000 $308,000 $919,000 $363,000

Public Service Revolving Fund $81,000 $20,000 $85,000 $42,000 $31,000

State Total $81,000 $884,000 $393,000 $961,000 $394,000

Table 1.2  State Business Certification and Endorsement Cost Impact
State Revenue Impact FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Dept. of Health $220,000 $1,546,000 $773,000 $403,000 $408,000

Utility and Transportation 
Commission

$81,000 $53,000 $53,000 $37,000 $37,000

State Total $301,000 $1,599,000 $826,000 $440,000 $445,000
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Four Times the Voters Have Approved Initiatives Requiring 
Either a Two-Thirds Vote of the Legislature…
…or majority vote of the people to raise taxes. Four times. 
Just two years ago, 64% of voters approved it. The people 
clearly want tax increases to be an absolute last resort.
Nonetheless, Olympia will take it away next year unless we 
pass I-1185. Recent history shows why I-1185 is necessary to 
protect struggling taxpayers.

For the Two Years Following Voters Approval in 2007, I-960 
Worked Exactly as Voters Intended
With I-960, tax increases were a last resort and Olympia 
balanced its budgets without raising taxes. In 2010, they 
suspended I-960 and increased taxes a whopping $6.7 
billion (10-year cost according to state’s budget office), a 
huge betrayal of the public trust. I-1185 stops them from 
doing that again.

We Need Certainty in Tough Economic Times
The worst thing state government could do is hamper the 
conditions for economic growth. We need an economic 
climate where families feel confident, employers expand, 
job growth is positive. I-1185 provides a stable future, giving 
families and employers the certainty they need to prosper.

Olympia Faces Another Big Deficit Because Unsustainable 
Spending has Once Again Outstripped Revenue
We simply can’t afford to have it all. With I-1185’s extension 
of I-960’s taxpayer protections, Olympia will be encouraged 
to reform government, prioritize spending and re-evaluate 
existing programs. Without I-1185, they’ll resort to job-
killing, family-budget-busting tax increases. Hold Olympia 
accountable for your tax dollars – vote yes.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Since 1993, Washington’s had the two-thirds requirement. In 
those 20 years, during legislative sessions when it’s been in 
effect, tax hikes were a last resort resulting in more reform 
and fewer taxes. When Olympia suspends it (like 2010), tax 
increases become a first resort with less reform and much 
higher taxes. It shouldn’t be easy for government to take 
more of the people’s money. Protect yourself by extending 
I-960’s various protections with I-1185 – vote yes.

Argument Prepared by 
Erma Turner, retired hairdresser, businesswoman, our 
favorite supporter, Cle Elum; Darryl Ehlers, farmer, husband, 
father, poet, gathered 1169 signatures, Lynden; Jack Fagan, 
retired policeman, retired navy, grandfather, bowler, 
fisherman, hunter; Larry Stanley, retired small business 
owner, active in community, Spokane; Brad Carlson, family 
small business owner, Evergreen Memorial Gardens, 
Vancouver; Suzie Burke, businesswoman, Fremont’s biggest 
small business advocate, Seattle
Contact: (425) 493-8707;  YesOn1185@gmail.com; 
www.YesOn1185.com

Tim Eyman, funded by big corporate interests, is back 
with Initiative 1185. This flawed and unconstitutional 
measure makes it nearly impossible to provide adequate 
funding for public schools and social services.

Cuts funding for vital services
Measures like 1185 may sound like a way to protect 
taxpayers, but Colorado passed a similar measure 
with disastrous results. It cut off funding for schools, 
roads, and immunizations for kids, and caused so many 
problems that Colorado’s Republican Governor proposed 
a measure to suspend it, which voters passed.

1185 rewards special interests
Public Disclosure Commission reports show most of the 
million dollars plus spent to put 1185 on the ballot came 
from big oil companies, beer companies, and other Olympia 
special interests. These corporations want to rig the rules to 
prevent having to pay their fair share. 

1185 blocks closing tax loopholes
Eyman’s initiative is so poorly written that under 1185 it 
only takes a majority vote to give corporations a special tax 
loophole – but then requires a two-thirds vote to eliminate 
that same loophole. That’s wrong.

1185 is unconstitutional
A respected judge recently ruled the core provision of 1185 
is unconstitutional. Why? Our constitution plainly states that 
legislation passes with a majority vote. Other states with a 
two-thirds rule did it by amending their constitutions, but 
Eyman has refused to propose a constitutional amendment. 
Community leaders across Washington oppose 1185 
because it is designed to block efforts to make the wealthy 
and powerful pay their share. Vote no on 1185.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
Another year, another deceptive Eyman initiative. BP and 
Conoco Phillips are spending hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to pass this initiative to protect costly and unfair 
tax breaks for Big Oil and other special interests. 1185 
means further deep cuts for our schools, on services 
for seniors and the disabled, and public safety. Vote 
no on 1185 to stop Eyman and his big money backers 
from trashing our constitution to suit their own selfish 
purposes.

Argument Prepared by
Douglas MacDonald, former Washington State Secretary 
of Transportation; Don Orange, Vancouver small business 
owner, chair, Main Street Alliance; Pam Kruse, Pierce 
county public school teacher; Reuven Carlyle, Business 
owner, public school parent and citizen legislator; Teri 
Nicholson, Registered Nurse, Spokane; Gerald Reilly, 
Chair, ElderCare Alliance, Olympia
Contact: voteno1185@gmail.com; www.no1185.org

Argument For  
Initiative Measure 1185

Argument Against  
Initiative Measure 1185

Initiative Measure 1185
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Initiative Measure

1240
Proposed by initiative petition:

Initiative Measure No. 
1240 concerns creation 
of a public charter 
school system.
This measure would authorize up to forty 
publicly-funded charter schools open to 
all students, operated through approved, 
nonreligious, nonprofit organizations, with 
government oversight; and modify certain laws 
applicable to them as public schools.

Should this measure be enacted into law?
[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

The Official Ballot Title was written by the Office of the Attorney 
General as required by law and revised by the court. The 
Explanatory Statement was written by the Office of the Attorney 
General as required by law. The Fiscal Impact Statement was 
written by the Office of Financial Management as required by 
law. The Secretary of State is not responsible for the content of 
arguments or statements (WAC 434-381-180). The complete text 
of Initiative Measure 1240 is located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
The legislature has provided for the education 
of resident children through creation of a public 
school system. Public schools are operated by local 
school districts under the overall supervision of the 
state superintendent of public instruction. Children 
between the ages of eight and eighteen must 
attend public school, subject to certain exceptions 
including enrolling in private school or receiving 
homeschool instruction.

School districts are local government bodies 
responsible for operating the “common schools” 
(kindergarten through twelfth grade) in their 
boundaries. A board of directors elected by the 
people of the district governs each school district. 
Each board appoints a superintendent of schools 
and employs teachers, administrators, and other 
staff as needed.  School district boards must comply 
with certain statewide standards, but each board 
is responsible for selecting the number, size, and 
location of school buildings, employing staff, and 
choosing curriculum and textbooks for that district.

Each school district must allow all children residing 
within its geographic boundaries to enroll in its 
schools. Each school district has discretion to 
determine where an enrolled student attends school. 
Most districts assign students to schools on a 
geographic basis but may also offer students some 
choice of schools within a district. Many districts 
offer special programs that are available to students 
on a non-geographical basis. If agreed to by both 
districts, a student may attend school in another 
district.

Currently, public schools are established by local 
school district boards and cannot be created or 
operated by any other entity. They are primarily 
funded by the state. The legislature appropriates 
funds to the superintendent of public instruction for 
distribution to school districts. District allotments 
consider a number of factors but are primarily 
based on the number of students enrolled in the 
district. In addition to their state funding, districts 
may levy voter-approved special property taxes and 
seek funding from the federal government and/or 
private sources for district educational programs.

State laws impose various requirements for 
education programs offered by school districts. 
Examples of state requirements include provisions 
relating to student/teacher ratios, alternative 
education programs, special education, student 
transportation, bilingual instruction, highly capable 
students, visual and auditory screening of students, 
immunization, early childhood programs, school 
attendance, compulsory course work, food services 
for students, and management of school district 
property.

The state board of education is a state agency 
made up of sixteen members, including the 
superintendent of public instruction, members 
appointed by the governor, and members elected 
by local school boards. The board of education 
develops educational policy and provides strategic 
oversight of the public school system.

Initiative Measure 1240
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The Education Employment Relations Act (Chapter 
41.59 RCW) governs school district employment 
relations issues. This statute provides for collective 
bargaining as to wages, hours, and terms and 
conditions of employment, and sets requirements 
and limitations on the collective bargaining 
process. Collective bargaining matters are within 
the jurisdiction of the public employment relations 
commission, a state agency.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure,  
if Approved
This measure would allow the authorization of 
a limited number of charter schools within the 
state’s public school system. The measure uses 
the terms “charter school” and “public charter 
school” interchangeably, and defines the term as a 
public school governed by a charter school board 
and operated according to the terms of a charter 
contract, which is entered into pursuant to the 
terms of the measure. The measure would limit the 
number of charter schools to forty over a five year 
period, with no more than eight charter schools 
established per year.

A public charter school would include one or more 
of grades kindergarten through twelfth. Each 
charter school would be operated by a nonprofit 
corporation meeting the requirements of public 
benefit nonprofit corporations (a nonprofit 
corporation that has been designated as a tax-
exempt charity under the federal internal revenue 
code). The nonprofit corporation could not be a 
sectarian or religious organization. Charter schools 
would be open to all students, and could only limit 
admission based on age group, grade level, or 
capacity of the school. Charter schools would be 
subject to supervision by the superintendent of 
public instruction and the state board of education.

Public charter schools would be created either as 
“new” charter schools (public schools that did not 
previously exist) or “conversion” charter schools 
(existing public schools converted into charter 
schools). Conversion charter schools must enroll 
all students already attending the school who wish 
to remain enrolled. If new charter schools have 
insufficient capacity to enroll all students who apply, 
admission would be determined by lottery, with 
preference given to siblings of already enrolled 
students.

The measure establishes two different ways that 
public charter schools could be authorized. First, 
the measure would create a new state agency, 
the Washington charter school commission. 

The commission could authorize charter schools 
anywhere in the state and enter into charter 
contracts with such schools. The commission would 
administer the charter schools it authorizes by 
managing, supervising, and enforcing the schools’ 
charter contracts. The commission would consist 
of nine members. The governor, the president of 
the state senate, and the speaker of the house of 
representatives would each appoint three members, 
and no more than five members could be of 
the same political party. The members would be 
required to have experience and expertise in public 
and nonprofit governance, public school education, 
and management and finance; and a demonstrated 
commitment to charter schools.

Second, the measure would allow local school 
district boards to authorize public charter schools 
within their school district boundaries. To authorize 
charter schools, a school district board would first 
have to apply to the state board of education to 
be approved as an authorizer of charter schools. 
The measure sets minimum requirements for the 
application. An approved school district board 
would be required to execute a six-year contract 
with the board of education, agreeing to certain 
responsibilities as an authorizer. Approved school 
district boards could then authorize and enter into 
charter contracts with charter schools, and would 
be responsible for managing, supervising, and 
enforcing those charter contracts. The state board of 
education would oversee approved school district 
boards and under certain circumstances could 
revoke its approval of the school district board as an 
authorizer of charter schools.

Under the measure, nonprofit corporations seeking 
to operate a public charter school would apply to 
the charter school commission or to an approved 
school district board. The measure sets minimum 
requirements for applications to operate charter 
schools. Applicants could apply to only one 
authorizer at a time, but could re-apply or apply to a 
different authorizer if rejected. The measure provides 
that preference would be given to approving 
applications for charter schools designed to enroll 
at-risk students.

A public charter school’s basic structure and 
operations would be set forth in its charter contract. 
The charter contract would be a renewable, five-
year contract between the authorizer (the state 
charter school commission or an approved local 
school board) and the charter school board. The 
charter school board would be appointed or selected 
according to the approved terms of the charter 
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school application submitted by the nonprofit 
corporation. Subject to the terms of the charter 
contract, the charter school board could hire and 
discharge employees and enter into contracts to 
carry out the school’s functions, including purchase 
or rental of real property, equipment, goods, 
supplies, and services. Contracts for management 
of the charter school could only be with nonprofit 
corporations. The charter school board could also 
borrow money and issue debt, but could not use 
public funds allocated to the school as collateral. The 
state, the charter school commission, and the local 
school district would not be held responsible for the 
debt.

The measure would set minimum requirements for 
what must be addressed in public charter school 
contracts, including academic and operational 
performance expectations and measures by 
which the performance will be judged. Charter 
contracts may be revoked or not renewed under 
certain circumstances, including failing to meet 
performance expectations.

Public charter schools would receive allocation of 
state funding based on their student enrollments, 
including both basic education funding and other 
categories of state funding for public schools. A 
portion of this allocation would be used to fund 
administrative oversight by the authorizer of the 
charter school (the charter school commission or 
the local school district board).  Charter schools 
authorized by local school boards and conversion 
charter schools would also be entitled to per-
pupil allocations of local levy proceeds, but new 
charter schools authorized by the charter school 
commission could receive funds only from levies 
submitted to voters after the school’s start-up date. 
A charter school would not be able to charge tuition, 
levy taxes, or issue tax-backed bonds. A charter 
school could accept and administer grants and 
donations from governmental and private entities, 
and would be eligible to apply for state grants on 
the same basis as a school district.

Public charter schools would be exempt from 
most state statutes and rules applicable to school 
districts, except statutes and rules made applicable 
through the school’s charter. However, charter 
schools would be required to comply with certain 
laws such as local, state, and federal laws regarding 
health and safety, parents’ rights, civil rights, 
and nondiscrimination. Charter schools would be 
required to employ certificated instructional staff 
(with certain exceptions also applicable to other 
public schools), would be required to provide basic 
education as defined by statute, would be subject 

to performance audits, and would be subject to 
open public meetings and open public records laws. 
Charter schools would be prohibited from engaging 
in sectarian practices.

Public charter schools and their employees would 
participate in state retirement programs for 
teachers, school employees, and public employee 
retirement systems, unless including them would 
jeopardize the status of the retirement systems 
as governmental plans for purposes of the 
internal revenue code and related federal laws. 
Charter school employees would also be eligible 
to participate in state employee health benefit 
programs.

Public charter schools would generally be subject 
to the same collective bargaining requirements as 
other public schools, but the bargaining unit for 
collective bargaining would be limited to employees 
of the charter school rather than including 
employees from several schools or a school district.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Fiscal Impact through Fiscal Year 2017
Initiative 1240 is anticipated to shift revenues, 
expenditures and costs between local public school 
districts or from local public school districts to 
charter schools, primarily from movement in student 
enrollment. This will result in an indeterminate, 
but non-zero, fiscal impact to local public school 
districts. Impacts on state expenditures are also 
indeterminate, but non-zero, because it is unknown: 
1) how charter schools will impact enrollment in the 
state’s education system, or 2) the extent to which 
charter schools will receive state categorical funding 
or state grants. Known state agency implementation 
costs are estimated at $3,090,700 over five fiscal 
years.

General Assumptions:
• Estimates assume 40 charter schools will be 

authorized over five years. The proportion 
authorized by a local public school district 
(“school district”) or by the Washington 
Charter School Commission (“Commission”) is 
unknown.

• Charter schools would be tuition-free public 
schools within the state system of common 
schools under the supervision of the Office of 
Superintendent of Public Instruction and State 
Board of Education (“Board”).
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• State funding for charter schools would be 
provided in the same manner as other public 
schools.  

• It is unknown where charter schools will be 
located, their size or the composition of their 
staff or students (“characteristics”).

• Estimates assume charter schools could first be 
authorized for operation for the 2013–14 school 
year.  

• The effective date of the initiative is Dec. 6, 2012.  

• Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal 
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.

State and Local Government Revenue and 
Expenditure Estimate – Assumptions
State school funding for charter schools would 
be provided in the same manner as other public 
schools. Categorical funding would be allocated to 
charter schools based on the same funding criteria 
used for noncharter schools.  

To the extent charter schools attract students from 
private or home schools, overall state student 
enrollment in the K-12 public school system could 
increase, increasing state expenditures. The cost of 
funding a student, using 2011–12 average school 
year costs, is $5,814 for basic education funding and 
transportation costs. However, under current law, 
the state would be required to fund these students 
should they choose to enter the public school 
system. Therefore, the fiscal impact to the state and 
school districts from any new student enrollment is 
indeterminate, but non-zero.

Depending on the characteristics of a charter 
school, state funding such as basic education and 
categorical funding may shift (decreasing for one 
entity and increasing for another entity) between 
school districts or from school districts to charter 
schools. However, such shifts occur under current 
law. Current law allows parents to enroll their 
children in schools outside their resident school 
district, within certain limitations. Moreover, parents 
may enroll their children in any of more than 300 
public alternative schools and programs in school 
districts throughout the state. Students may also 
enroll in courses or programs at a community 
college, technical college and certain four-year 
universities. Charter schools provide another 
enrollment option, but they do not change current 
law that state funding follows the student. Therefore, 
the fiscal impact to school districts from providing 
state funding to charter schools is indeterminate, 
but non-zero.

Charter schools are eligible for state matching funds 
for common school construction. A charter school 
is eligible to apply for state grants on the same 
basis as a school district. State grants are allocated 
based on criteria set in law or rule, and may be 
competitively allocated, prioritized within available 
funds or subject to legislative appropriation. 
Because the characteristics of charter schools are 
unknown, the fiscal impact to the state and school 
districts from making charter schools eligible for 
grants and matching funds is indeterminate, but 
non-zero.   

Charter schools authorized by a school district and 
conversion charter schools are eligible for local 
levy moneys approved by the voters before the 
start-up date of the charter school, and must be 
included in levy planning, budgets and funding 
distribution for local levies after the start-up date of 
the charter school. Charter schools authorized by the 
Commission are not eligible for local levy moneys 
approved by the voters before the start-up date of 
the charter school, but must be included in levy 
planning, budgets and funding distribution for local 
levies submitted to the voters after the start-up date 
of the charter school. 

Under current law, school districts are authorized to 
impose a property tax levy within their boundaries 
to generate additional operating budget funds. 
These levies for maintenance and operations 
purposes can be imposed for up to four years and 
are limited to a set percentage of a state-defined 
school district levy base. The school district’s levy 
base is a composite of the prior year’s state and 
federal revenues, adjusted by inflation and other 
factors. To the extent the charter school changes 
a school district’s state and federal revenues, the 
school district’s levy base may increase or decrease, 
changing the amount of property tax that can be 
collected. Because the characteristics of charter 
schools are unknown, the revenue impact on school 
districts’ property tax levies is indeterminate, but 
non-zero.

State funding is also available to reduce property 
tax rates for school district maintenance and 
operations levies. To be eligible for state local effort 
assistance, the school district must be located in an 
area with above-average school district property tax 
rates. However, because it is unknown where charter 
schools will be located, the fiscal impact to the state 
to provide local effort assistance to school districts 
is indeterminate, but non-zero.

Authorizers of charter schools may receive an 
oversight fee. The fee is to be set by the Board 
and must be calculated as a percentage of state 
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operating funding allocated to the charter school, 
but may not exceed 4 percent of the charter school’s 
annual funding. Because the fee calculation and 
the amount of state operating funds allocated 
to the charter school is unknown, there is an 
indeterminate, but non-zero, revenue impact to the 
state and school districts.

State and Local Government Cost Estimate – 
Assumptions
The state will incur known costs to implement 
the initiative estimated to total $3,090,700 over 
five fiscal years. See Table 2.1 for details on state 
estimated costs. Assumptions by agency are as 
follows:

• The initiative establishes a nine-member 
Commission as an independent state agency.  
The Commission’s mission is to authorize 
charter schools. Estimates assume the need for 
operational and staff support to the Commission 
at the cost of $970,300 over five fiscal years.

• The initiative requires the Board to develop 
an annual application, approval process and 
timelines for entities seeking approval to be 
charter school authorizers no later than 90 days 
after the effective date of the initiative. The 
Board is also responsible for oversight of the 
performance and effectiveness of authorizers 
it approves. Duties also include the setting 
of an authorizer oversight fee. The Board, in 
collaboration with the Commission, must 
issue an annual report on the state’s charter 
schools for the preceding year. In the fifth year 
following the operation of charter schools for a 
full school year, the annual report must contain 
a recommendation on whether the Legislature 
should authorize the establishment of additional 
charter schools. Estimates assume these new 
duties will require additional operational and 
staff support to the Board at the cost of $815,000 
over five fiscal years.

• Estimates assume the Office of Superintendent 
of Public Instruction will require additional 
operational and staff support to allocate and 
reconcile funds paid to charter schools and to 
perform duties as the Board’s fiscal agent. These 
costs are estimated at $764,400 over five fiscal 
years.

• Charter school employees’ certificated and 
classified staff may participate in public 
employee collective bargaining. Any bargaining 
unit or units established by the charter school 

must be separate from other bargaining units in 
the school districts, educational service districts 
or institutions of higher education. Each charter 
school is a separate employer from the school 
district. It is not known to what extent charter 
school employees will seek representation 
and collectively bargain. If all charter school 
employees were to seek representation and 
bargain, the maximum estimated cost to the 
Washington State Public Employment Relations 
Commission is estimated at $461,000 over five 
fiscal years.

• Charter school employees may also participate 
in the state’s health benefit programs through 
the Public Employees Benefits Board in 
the same manner as other public school 
employees. Charter school employees must 
become members of state retirement systems 
if their membership does not jeopardize the 
federal tax status of these retirement systems. 
The one-time cost of seeking a federal tax 
status determination is estimated at $80,000 
in fiscal year 2013. No additional state costs 
are assumed for the provisions of retirement 
contributions and health care benefits as those 
are a component of the state’s basic education 
funding to school districts. 

School districts that choose to become authorizers 
of charter schools will incur costs to solicit and 
review applications, contract with charter school 
boards, monitor and oversee their authorized 
charter schools, and annually report to the Board. 
Because costs will depend on the characteristics 
of charter schools, there is an indeterminate, but 
non-zero, cost impact to school districts to become 
authorizers of charter schools.
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Table 2.1  Known State Cost Impact
Known State Costs FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

State Charter Schools 
Commission

$117,100 $213,300 $213,300 $213,300 $213,300

State Board of Education $171,000 $161,000 $161,000 $161,000 $161,000

Office of Superintendent of Public 
Instruction

$239,200 $131,300 $131,300 $131,300 $131,300

Public Employment Relations 
Commission

$0 $120,500 $116,500 $112,000 $112,000

Department of Retirement 
Systems

$80,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

State Total $607,300 $626,100 $622,100 $617,600 $617,600

Initiative Measure 1240

Students in grades K-12 can vote online for actual candidates and ballot measures.  
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      go to www.sos.wa.gov/elections/mock

 2.  Read the student voters’ guide

 3.  Vote online for real candidates and measures

Results will be posted after voting closes on 
Friday, November 2, at 1 p.m.
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Charter schools are independently-managed public schools 
operated by approved nonprofit organizations. They are 
free, open to all students, and receive funding based on 
student enrollment just like traditional public schools.
Under I-1240 public charter schools must meet the 
same academic standards as traditional public schools, 
and their teachers must meet the same certification 
requirements as teachers in other public schools. 
However, charter schools have more flexibility in 
curriculum, budgets and staffing, and in offering more 
customized learning experiences for students.

 I-1240 finally allows Washington parents and students the 
option of public charter schools
Washington is one of the few states without public charter 
schools. I-1240 will allow up to 40 public charter schools 
to be authorized in Washington over five years, overseen 
by a state commission or local school board with strict 
accountability and oversight. I-1240 requires annual 
performance reviews and an evaluation after five years 
before additional charter schools could be allowed.

Our current public school system isn’t meeting the needs of all 
students
Although many students do well in traditional public 
schools, far too many are falling through the cracks 
and are at risk of dropping out. Allowing public charter 
schools provides another option to help these struggling 
students succeed.

Forty-one other states have public charter schools
Charter schools in other states are helping struggling 
students stay in school and succeed. A yes vote on 1240 
will finally give Washington families the option of public 
charter schools for our children, just like families in 41 
other states have.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Charter schools are public schools, open to all students, 
accountable to a local school board or state commission, 
and do not take a penny from our public school system or 
students. They’re funded based on student enrollment just 
like other public schools. I-1240 requires strict accountability 
and oversight, drawing on successful charter school laws 
in other states to finally allow this important public school 
option for Washington parents and schoolchildren. Please 
vote yes on 1240.  

Argument Prepared by 
Todd Hausman, Public School Teacher, Bellingham 
Member, Washington Education Association; Jana Carlisle, 
Garfield High School Parent Volunteer; Jerry Dyar, Public 
School Counselor, Spokane; Thelma A. Jackson, Ph.D., 
Steering Committee Member, Black Education Strategy 
Roundtable; Carol Frodge, Teacher/Former Principal, PTA 
2011 Outstanding Advocate Award; Lynne Tucker, Parent and 
Special Education Advocate, Seattle
Contact: (877) 704-5577; info@YESon1240.com; 
www.YESon1240.com

Please vote no on Initiative 1240, the charter school 
initiative. Along with thousands of other teachers, 
classified school employees, community members and 
parents, we urge you to vote no on I-1240, which creates 
an expensive new system of privately operated – but 
publicly funded – charter schools in Washington. There are 
many good reasons to oppose I-1240:
Charter schools will drain millions of dollars from existing 
public schools. At a time when school funding has already 
been cut dramatically, our children cannot afford this 
initiative. Charter schools will prevent us from doing what 
the state Supreme Court has ordered – provide adequate 
funding for basic public education so all students have 
the chance to succeed. 
Charter schools will serve only a tiny fraction of our 
student population. We need to make sure that all kids 
get a quality public education. Charter schools are an 
unproven, risky gamble. Research conducted by Stanford 
University and others shows that, overall, charter schools 
do not perform better than public schools, and nearly 40 
percent of them do worse. 
Charter schools undermine local control. This initiative lets 
out-of-state charter school operators make the rules. That 
means less accountability to Washington taxpayers.
Washington voters have already rejected charter schools 
three times. I-1240 is a discredited idea, and it’s time to 
move on. Our state’s children can’t afford I-1240. Please 
join teachers, classified school employees, community 
members and parents: Vote no on I-1240.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
There is no guarantee that kids who are struggling will 
have access to charter schools. I-1240 diverts taxpayer 
money into unaccountable, unproven charter schools that 
would serve a tiny fraction of our students. Attendance 
will be determined by a lottery. After years of budget 
cuts, I-1240 will drain millions of dollars from existing 
classrooms. I-1240 will undermine the recent Supreme 
Court order to increase school funding so all students can 
succeed. Vote no on I-1240.

Argument Prepared by
Freedom Johnson, Renton School District Teacher and 
WEA member; Megan Ives, Parent of three students in 
Spokane Public Schools; Colleen Bradley, Marysville 
School District Paraprofessional and SEIU 925 member; 
Linnea Hirst, Co-President, League of Women Voters of 
Washington; Estela Ortega, Executive Director, El Centro 
de la Raza; Oscar Eason Jr., President, Alaska/Oregon/
Washington State Area Conference NAACP
Contact: (253) 765-7157; 
info@peopleforourpublicschools.org;  
www.peopleforourpublicschools.org

Argument For  
Initiative Measure 1240

Argument Against  
Initiative Measure 1240

Initiative Measure 1240
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Referendum Measure

74
Passed by the Legislature and Ordered Referred by 
Petition:

The legislature passed 
Engrossed Substitute 
Senate Bill 6239 
concerning marriage 
for same-sex couples, 
modified domestic-
partnership law, and 
religious freedom, and 
voters have filed a 
sufficient referendum 
petition on this bill.
This bill would allow same-sex couples to marry, 
preserve domestic partnerships only for seniors, 
and preserve the right of clergy or religious 
organizations to refuse to perform, recognize, or 
accommodate any marriage ceremony.

Should this bill be:
[   ]  Approved 
[   ]  Rejected

Votes cast by the 2012 Legislature on final passage:
Senate: Yeas, 28; Nays, 21; Absent, 0; Excused, 0
House: Yeas, 55; Nays, 43; Absent, 0; Excused, 0

The Official Ballot Title was written by the Office of the Attorney 
General as required by law and revised by the court. The 
Explanatory Statement was written by the Office of the Attorney 
General as required by law. The Fiscal Impact Statement was 
written by the Office of Financial Management as required by 
law. The Secretary of State is not responsible for the content of 
arguments or statements (WAC 434-381-180). The complete text 
of Engrossed Substitute Senate Bill 6239 is located at the end of 
this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
Washington law currently provides that marriage is 
a civil contract between a male and a female, who 
are both at least eighteen years old and otherwise 
capable of marrying. The law prohibits marriage if 
the parties to the marriage are of the same sex or are 
closely related, or if a party to the marriage is already 
married to somebody else. A marriage is void if one of 
the parties is under age seventeen, unless a superior 
court judge waives the age requirement based on 
a showing of necessity. A marriage entered into in 
another state or jurisdiction is recognized as valid 
unless Washington law would have prohibited the 
marriage if it had been formed here.

The state also currently maintains a domestic 
partnership registry. Two individuals of the same sex 
may enter into a state-registered domestic partnership 
if they meet certain requirements. Two individuals may 
also enter into a state-registered domestic partnership 
if at least one of them is over 62 years old. The other 
requirements for entering a domestic partnership are 
that the couple share a residence, are both at least 
eighteen years old, are not closely related, and neither 
is married or in a domestic partnership with anyone 
else. A legal union of two persons that was validly 
formed in another state or jurisdiction, and that is 
similar to a domestic partnership, is recognized as a 
domestic partnership in Washington.

The same rights, responsibilities, and obligations 
that state law grants or imposes on married couples 
and their families also apply to state-registered 
domestic partners. The terms spouse, marriage, 
marital, husband, wife, widow, widower, next of 
kin, and family, when used in state statutes, apply 
equally to state-registered domestic partnerships as 
well as to marital relationships and married persons. 
Similarly, laws about dissolution and invalidation of 
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You are voting to Approve or Reject  
the bill passed by the Legislature

Approve - you favor the bill passed 
by the Legislature.

Reject - you don’t favor the bill passed 
by the Legislature.
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marriage apply equally to state-registered domestic 
partnerships. Gender-specific terms such as husband 
and wife used in any statute, rule, or other law are 
construed to be gender neutral, and applicable to 
individuals in state-registered domestic partnerships.

The Washington Law Against Discrimination prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation. 
This prohibition applies to employment, real estate 
transactions, credit transactions, insurance, and to 
the full enjoyment of any of the accommodations, 
advantages, facilities, or privileges of any place 
of public resort, accommodation, assemblage, or 
amusement.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure,  
if Approved
If approved, this measure would allow same-sex 
couples to marry. Other prohibitions on marriage, 
such as those based on age, being closely related, 
and already being married to somebody else would 
continue to apply. Marriage laws would apply without 
regard to gender. This measure specifies that gender-
specific terms like husband and wife will be construed 
to be gender-neutral and will apply to spouses of the 
same sex.

This measure provides that clergy are not required 
to perform or recognize any marriage ceremony. 
No religious organization, or religiously-affiliated 
educational institution, would be required to provide 
accommodations, facilities, advantages, privileges, 
services, or goods related to the performance of 
a marriage. Clergy, religious organizations, and 
religiously-affiliated educational institutions would 
be immune from any civil claim or cause of action, 
including a claim or cause of action based on the 
Washington Law Against Discrimination, based on a 
refusal to perform or recognize any marriage, or to 
provide facilities, advantages, privileges, services, or 
goods related to the performance of a marriage.

State and local governments would be prohibited 
from basing actions relating to penalties, benefits, 
licenses, or contracts on the refusal of a religious 
organization to provide such accommodations, 
facilities, advantages, privileges, services, or goods. 
State and local governments would be prohibited 
from basing actions relating to penalties, benefits, or 
contracts on the refusal of a person associated with 
a religious organization to solemnize or recognize 
a marriage. The measure does not change or affect 
existing law regarding the manner in which a religious 
or nonprofit organization may be licensed to provide 
adoption, foster care, or other child-placing services.

This measure would also recognize, as valid in 
Washington, marriages between same-sex couples 
entered into in another state or jurisdiction and 
recognized as valid in that other state or jurisdiction, 
unless either party to the marriage was already 
married to a different person or the parties to the 
marriage are closely related. It would also recognize 
certain legal unions between two persons, other 
than marriages, entered into in another state or 
jurisdiction. This provision applies if the legal union 
provides substantially the same rights, benefits, and 
responsibilities as a marriage, but does not meet the 
definition of a domestic partnership in Washington. 
Washington law would then treat such couples 
as having the same rights and responsibilities as 
married spouses in this state, unless the relationship 
is otherwise prohibited by Washington law or the 
couple does not marry within one year of becoming 
permanent residents of Washington. Two individuals 
would not be prohibited from obtaining a marriage 
license in Washington on the basis that they validly 
entered into a legal union, other than a marriage, in 
another state or jurisdiction.

After June 30, 2014, state-registered domestic 
partnerships would be available only to couples in 
which one partner is at least 62 years old. The parties 
to existing same-sex domestic partnerships may either 
get married or dissolve their domestic partnership. 
Same-sex domestic partnerships, in which neither 
party is over 62 years old, will be automatically 
converted into a marriage as of June 30, 2014, unless 
the parties either get married or dissolve the domestic 
partnership before that date. The Secretary of State 
would be required to send letters to each same-sex 
domestic partner advising of these changes.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Fiscal Impact through Fiscal Year 2017 
Referendum 74 would enact legislation, Engrossed 
Substitute Senate Bill 6239, that allows same-sex 
couples to marry, applies marriage laws without 
regard to gender and specifies that laws using 
gender-specific terms like husband and wife include 
same-sex spouses. After 2014, existing domestic 
partnerships are converted to marriages, except for 
seniors. Fewer state domestic partnership filings and 
a corresponding increase in marriage licenses are 
estimated to decrease state revenue by $81,000 and 
increase county revenue by $128,000 over five fiscal 
years. A one-time state cost is estimated at $15,000 for 
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required state mailings to those currently registered in 
the domestic partnership program.  

General Assumptions 
• Estimates are based on information provided by 

state agencies during the 2012 legislative session 
for Engrossed Substitute Senate Bill 6239 and the 
Washington State Department of Commerce Local 
Government Fiscal Note Program. 

• In 2009, the Legislature passed Engrossed 
Second Substitute Senate Bill 5688, Engrossed 
House Bill 1616 and Engrossed Substitute House 
Bill 1445, which generally expanded the rights, 
responsibilities and obligations accorded state-
registered same-sex and senior domestic partners 
to be equivalent to those of married spouses, 
except that a domestic partnership is not a 
marriage. Consequently, the conversion of existing 
same-sex domestic partnerships to marriages 
and the ability of same-sex couples to marry are 
estimated to have insignificant fiscal impact on 
state and local government revenues, costs or 
expenditures.

• The domestic partnership program continues only 
for couples where at least one of the partners is 62 
years of age or older.  

• Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal 
year of July 1 through June 30.

State and Local Government Revenue and 
Expenditures Estimate – Assumptions 
• Because the domestic partnership program will 

be limited to couples where at least one of the 
partners is 62 years of age or older, the Secretary 
of State estimates a decrease of fee revenue of 
$38,000 each fiscal year from fewer registrations.  

• Assuming the decrease in domestic partnership 
filings will result in a corresponding increase in 
marriages, and the maximum cost of a marriage 
license is $64, revenue is estimated to increase 
$20,400 to the state and $28,000 to counties each 
fiscal year. For each marriage license, estimates 
assume the state receives $27 and the county 
retains $37 of each license fee. Local revenues 
support the county general fund, family court, 
family services, records preservation fund and 
historical programs. State revenues support the 
displaced homemaker program, child abuse 
programs, the centennial records preservation 
program, the state archives and the state heritage 
center.  

State and Local Government Cost Estimate – 
Assumptions 
• The Secretary of State estimates a one-time cost 

of $15,000 for two required mailings that includes 
a summary of this law to each partner who is 
registered in a domestic partnership.

Referendum Measure 74

Have questions?

Your county elections department can:
 
register you to vote;
send you a replacement ballot; 
provide accessible voting assistance; 
provide additional voters’ pamphlets; and 
locate your nearest ballot drop box.

Your county elections department has answers.

County contact information is located in the 
back of this pamphlet. 
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Only Marriage Provides the Security to Build A Life Together 
Imagine if you couldn’t marry the person you love? Parents 
dream of their children being happily married and settled 
into a lifetime, loving relationship. They don’t dream of 
walking their son or daughter down the aisle into a domestic 
partnership. Marriage matters. 

Vote Approve to Uphold the Freedom to Marry 
The law allows caring and committed same-sex couples to 
be legally married. Committed same-sex couples are our 
neighbors, our friends and family, our co-workers. They 
should have the freedom to marry and build their lives 
together, without government interference. It’s not for us to 
judge, or to deny them that opportunity. 

Treat Everyone as We Want to Be Treated 
Think of your own reasons for wanting to marry - you can 
imagine why same-sex couples dream of the happiness, 
security and responsibility of marriage. Same-sex couples 
may seem different, but when you talk with a committed 
same-sex couple, you realize they hope to marry for similar 
reasons as everyone else - to share and build a life together, 
to be there for each other, in good times and bad, in sickness 
and in health, and to make that special vow before family 
and friends to be together forever. 

Vote Approve to Protect Religious Freedom 
We are all God’s children. This law guarantees religious 
freedom and won’t change how each religion defines 
marriage. It protects the rights of clergy, churches, and 
religious organizations that don’t perform or recognize 
same-sex marriages.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Marriage is two people vowing their love and commitment 
together. Same-sex partners shouldn’t be denied access to 
their loved one in emergencies because they aren’t married. 
The American Academy of Pediatrics agrees legalizing 
same-sex marriage promotes healthy families and children. 
Washington State Psychological Association and Children’s 
Alliance approve R-74. This law doesn’t change existing anti-
discrimination laws or schools. Lawsuits haven’t increased 
in states with same-sex marriage. Liberty and pursuit of 
happiness are core American values.

Argument Prepared by 
Kim Abel, Co-President, League of Women Voters of 
Washington; Denise Klein, CEO, Senior Services; Chris 
Boerger, Bishop, Northwest Washington Synod, Evangelical 
Lutheran Church; Ed Murray, State Senator, Born in 
Aberdeen; Jamie Pedersen, State Representative, Democrat; 
Born in Puyallup; Maureen Walsh, State Representative, 
Republican, Walla Walla; small business owner 
Contact: (425) 954-3252; 
info@WashingtonUnitedForMarriage.org;  
www.WashingtonUnitedForMarriage.org

Marriage is more than a commitment between two loving 
people. It was created to benefit the next generation. 
Traditional marriage promotes child well-being because 
kids need both a mother and a father. Extensive social 
science shows that children do best when raised by their 
married parents.
The new marriage law passed by legislators did not 
enact same-sex marriage – it redefined marriage for 
all, stripping it of its essential man/woman nature and 
tossing common-sense out the window. Women can now 
be “husbands” and men can be “wives.”

Our “Everything But Marriage” Law Already Provides Gays Full 
Legal Equality
Washington same-sex couples already enjoy full legal 
equality. The new marriage legislation did not provide any 
new substantive legal rights for gay couples.

Redefining marriage has consequences.
God’s creation of marriage as the union of one man and 
one woman is the foundation of society and has served 
us well for thousands of years. People who disagree with 
this new definition could find themselves facing sanctions, 
as has occurred elsewhere. Church groups have lost their 
tax exemptions. Small businesses were sued. Wedding 
professionals have been fined. Charities opposing gay 
marriage were forced to end services. Young children were 
taught about gay marriage in public school.
Gays and lesbians are entitled to respect and to live as they 
choose, but they don’t have a right to redefine marriage. 
Being opposed to same-sex marriage doesn’t mean you 
dislike gays and lesbians. It means you support traditional 
marriage. Please reject R-74 to reject redefining marriage.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
Proponents of Referendum 74 focus on what same-sex 
couples want. But marriage isn’t only about adults’ 
desires; it’s about what children need. Marriage is 
society’s way of connecting fathers and mothers to their 
children. Voters gave gay couples full legal equality 
through the “everything but marriage law” just two years 
ago. Referendum 74 will provide no new legal benefits; 
it redefines marriage for everyone and has serious 
consequences for society. Please, reject Referendum 74.

Argument Prepared by
Joseph Backholm, President Preserve Marriage 
Washington; Joe Fuiten, Senior Pastor Cedar Park Church; 
Matt Shea, State Representative, District 4
Contact: (425) 361-1548; 
replies@preservemarriagewashington.com;  
www.preservemarriagewashington.com

Argument For  
Referendum Measure 74

Argument Against  
Referendum Measure 74
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Initiative Measure

502
Proposed to the Legislature and Referred to the People:

Initiative Measure 
No. 502 concerns 
marijuana.
This measure would license and regulate 
marijuana production, distribution, and 
possession for persons over twenty-one;  
remove state-law criminal and civil penalties  
for activities that it authorizes; tax marijuana 
sales; and earmark marijuana-related revenues.

Should this measure be enacted into law? 
[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

Votes cast by the 2012 Legislature on final passage:
The Legislature did not vote on this measure.

The Official Ballot Title and Explanatory Statement were written 
by the Office of the Attorney General as required by law. The 
Fiscal Impact Statement was written by the Office of Financial 
Management as required by law. The Secretary of State is not 
responsible for the content of arguments or statements (WAC 
434-381-180). The complete text of Initiative Measure 502 is 
located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
It is a crime under both Washington and federal 
law to grow, distribute, or possess marijuana, or to 
involve a minor in a marijuana-related offense.

State law generally makes these crimes felonies. 
People convicted of felonies can serve time in state 
prison. People who possess 40 grams or less of 
marijuana, however, commit a misdemeanor. It is 
also a misdemeanor to make, possess, or deliver any 
paraphernalia used to grow, store, conceal, or use 

marijuana. Those convicted of misdemeanors can 
serve up to 90 days in a local jail. Minors who grow, 
distribute, or possess marijuana can be punished 
through juvenile court.

It is not a state law crime, however, to grow, 
distribute or possess marijuana with respect to 
certain medical uses or with respect to medical 
research, under certain conditions.

Washington law also makes it illegal to drive under 
the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug. 
State law provides that every person who drives 
in Washington has consented to a test to find out 
whether he or she has alcohol or any drug in his 
or her blood. The results of these tests can be used 
in criminal trials, and in proceedings to suspend, 
revoke, or deny a driver’s license. The state can also 
suspend, revoke, or deny the driver’s license of a 
person who refuses the test.

Like state law, federal law also makes it a crime to 
grow, distribute, or possess marijuana. People also 
commit a federal crime if they provide places for 
growing, distributing, or storing marijuana. It is also 
a federal crime to use a telephone to buy or sell 
marijuana. Federal law makes all of these crimes 
felonies, except that it makes possessing marijuana 
a misdemeanor. Like state law, federal law allows 
limited use of marijuana for medical research, but 
does not allow medical use of marijuana.

State law cannot modify the federal laws making it a 
crime to grow, distribute, or possess marijuana.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure,  
if Approved
For persons over age 21, this measure would 
remove state law criminal and civil prohibitions with 
respect to growing, manufacturing, distributing, 
and possessing marijuana consistent with a state 
marijuana licensing and regulatory system.

Without violating state law, people over age 21 could 
grow, distribute, or possess marijuana, as authorized 
under various types of licenses. People could only 
buy limited amounts of marijuana at a time, and 
possession of marijuana by people over age 21 in 
amounts that do not exceed that limit would not 
violate state law. It would still be a crime to grow, 
distribute, or possess marijuana except by following 
the licensing and other requirements of this measure.

A license to produce marijuana would make it legal 
under state law to grow marijuana. A license to 
process marijuana would make it legal under state 
law to process and package marijuana. It would 
also make it legal under state law to make products 
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that contain marijuana. Licensed producers and 
processors could sell marijuana at wholesale, 
but could not sell marijuana at retail directly to 
consumers. Licensed retailers could sell marijuana, 
and products containing marijuana, to consumers at 
retail. Licensed retailers could also sell paraphernalia 
items used to store or use marijuana.

It would cost $250 to apply for a license. It would 
also cost $1,000 every year to get and keep a license. 
A separate license would be required for each 
location. Locations could not be within 1,000 feet 
of any school, playground, recreation centers, child 
care center, park, transit center, library, or game 
arcade. Producers and processors could not have any 
financial interest in any licensed marijuana retailer.

It would still be a state law crime for a person under 
age 21 to grow, sell, or possess marijuana. It also 
would remain illegal under state law for anybody, 
including people who have licenses under this 
measure, to sell marijuana or products containing 
marijuana to people under 21 years old.

Licensed marijuana retailers could not sell any 
products other than marijuana and items used 
to store or use marijuana. Licensed marijuana 
retailers could not allow people under age 21 on 
their premises. Signs posted by licensed marijuana 
retailers that are visible to the public would be 
limited in size and content. No marijuana could be 
displayed in a way that is visible from a public place. 
It would be illegal to open or consume any marijuana 
product on the premises. Licensed marijuana 
retailers could be fined for violations. This measure 
would prohibit any person from opening a package 
containing marijuana in public view.

This measure would limit advertising of marijuana. 
Advertisements would need to be at least 1,000 feet 
away from any school, playground, recreation center, 
child care center, park, transit center, library, or game 
arcade. Advertisements would be banned from buses 
and light rail, and from government property.

The state could deny, suspend, or cancel licenses. 
Local governments could submit objections for the 
state to consider in determining whether to grant or 
renew a license. The state could inspect the premises 
of any license holder. Prior criminal conduct could 
be considered for purposes of granting, renewing, 
denying, suspending or revoking a license. The state 
could not issue a license to anybody under age 21. 
The state could adopt further rules to implement this 
measure.

This measure would require licensed producers 
and processors to submit marijuana samples to an 

independent lab for regular testing. The state would 
receive test results. Marijuana that does not satisfy 
state standards would be destroyed.

Sales of marijuana would be taxed. Marijuana excise 
taxes, in the amount of 25% of the selling price, 
would be collected on all sales of marijuana, at 
each level of production and distribution. Sale by a 
marijuana producer to a marijuana processor would 
be subject to a 25% tax. A sale by the processor to 
a retailer would be subject to an additional 25% tax. 
Sales of marijuana by a retailer would be subject to 
an additional 25% tax. State and local sales taxes 
would also apply to retail sales of marijuana.

The measure directs the state to spend designated 
amounts from the marijuana excise taxes, license 
fees, penalties, and forfeitures for certain purposes. 
Those purposes include spending fixed dollar 
amounts on: administration of this measure; a 
survey of youth regarding substance use and 
other information; a cost-benefit evaluation of the 
implementation of this measure; and web-based 
public education materials about health and safety 
risks posed by marijuana use. Remaining money 
would be distributed as follows: 50% for the state 
basic health plan; 15% for programs and practices 
aimed at prevention or reduction of substance 
abuse; 10% for marijuana education; 5% for other 
health services; 1% for research on short-term and 
long-terms effects of marijuana use; and .75% for a 
program that seeks to prevent school dropouts. The 
remaining 18.25% would be distributed to the state 
general fund.

This measure would also amend the law that 
prohibits driving under the influence. It would 
specifically prohibit driving under the influence of 
marijuana. Consent to testing to determine whether 
a driver’s blood contains alcohol or any drug would 
specifically apply to marijuana as well. State law 
that currently specifies a level of blood alcohol 
concentration for driving under the influence would 
be amended to also specify a level of the active 
ingredient in marijuana. A person who drives with a 
higher blood concentration of that active ingredient, 
or who is otherwise under the influence of marijuana, 
would be guilty of driving under the influence. For 
persons under 21, any level of the active ingredient 
of marijuana would be prohibited.

Federal marijuana laws could still be enforced in 
Washington. 
 

Initiative Measure 502



24

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Fiscal Impact through Fiscal Year 2017
Initiative 502 would license and regulate marijuana 
production and distribution; tax marijuana sales; 
earmark marijuana-related revenues; and specifically 
prohibit driving under the influence of marijuana. 
The total fiscal impact on state and local government 
revenues, expenditures and costs is indeterminate 
due to the significant uncertainties related to federal 
enforcement of federal criminal laws related to 
marijuana. However, the initiative’s provisions related 
to driving under the influence of marijuana, which 
are not affected by federal criminal law enforcement, 
are estimated to generate known state fee revenue 
of $4,295,000 and known state agency costs of 
$2,754,000 over five fiscal years.

General Assumptions
• Federal laws classify marijuana as a controlled 

substance and provide criminal penalties for its 
manufacture, distribution, possession or use. 
These federal criminal laws are enforced by federal 
government agencies that act independently of 
state and local government law enforcement 
agencies. To the extent that the federal government 
continues to enforce its criminal laws related to 
marijuana, it would impede the activities permitted 
by this initiative.  

• Estimates rely on published surveys and reports 
that acknowledge the difficulty in obtaining 
accurate and objective data due to the product’s 
illegal nature. The inherent unreliability of existing 
data makes analysis extremely difficult.

• Portions of the initiative pertaining to driving 
under the influence of marijuana and the 
decriminalization of marijuana possession 
take effect Dec. 6, 2012. There is no date certain 
for implementation of the licensing and 
taxation portions of the initiative.  Therefore, an 
implementation date of Dec. 1, 2013, is assumed 
for the purpose of developing estimates only.

• Practices authorized under Chapter 69.51A RCW 
for medical marijuana patients and designated 
providers are assumed unaffected by this initiative.

• Estimates are based on information provided by 
agencies for fiscal note 502 XIL created during the 
2012 legislative session and subsequently updated 
and rounded to the nearest $1,000.  State agencies 
estimates are not adjusted to account for the effect 

of federal criminal law enforcement on conduct 
authorized by the initiative.  

• Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal 
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.

State and Local Government Revenue Estimates – 
Assumptions
The initiative creates a closed, highly regulated 
industry that does not presently exist anywhere. 
Unlike other agricultural commodities, production 
would be solely for in-state consumption. In addition, 
the licensure and regulation provisions of the initiative 
could ease federal criminal law enforcement activities 
by identifying marijuana producers, processors and 
retailers. These features may prevent the development 
of a functioning marijuana market. Consequently, 
the total amount of revenue generated to state and 
local government could be as low as zero. Assuming 
a fully functioning marijuana market and the 
assumptions following in this summary, estimated 
total revenue generated to the state could be as high 
as $1,943,936,000 over five fiscal years. Because the 
range of impact is wide, the estimated impact on state 
and local government revenues is indeterminate, 
but non-zero. See Table 3.1 and Table 3.2 for details 
on state and local revenue impacts assuming a fully 
functioning marijuana market.

Consumption Assumptions
There is no way to determine with precision the 
consumption of marijuana in the state before or 
after the effective date of the initiative. Therefore, 
for purposes of this fiscal impact statement only, 
an estimate of marijuana users was created using 
the U.S. Department of Health and Human Service, 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration’s National Survey on Drug Use and 
Health, 2008–2009 data for Washington. The survey 
estimates the percentage of marijuana users to 
be 17.18 percent for persons 18 to 25 years of age 
and 5.57 percent for those 26 years of age or older. 
Assuming Washington’s population of marijuana 
users is increasing at the same rate as the national 
use contained in the survey, the number of users in 
calendar year 2013 is estimated to be 18.4 percent for 
persons 18 to 25 years of age and 6.1 percent for those 
26 years of age or older. Applying those percentages 
to the state’s forecasted 2013 population, estimates 
assume 363,000 Washington marijuana users in 
calendar year 2013. Estimates also assume a 3 percent 
increase in sales beginning in 2015 to account for 
population growth and inflation.  
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Frequency of consumption is estimated using the 
pattern contained in the United Nations Office on 
Drug and Crime, 2006 Bulletin on Narcotics, Review 
of the World Cannabis Situation, page 48. The 
frequency of consumption by users ranged from a 
low of 18 percent consuming once a year to 3 percent 
consuming daily. Applying this consumption pattern 
to an estimated 363,000 Washington marijuana users, 
and assuming 2 grams of marijuana per use, the 
number of grams consumed annually is estimated at 
85,100,000 grams.

Estimates assume all users will purchase through 
a Washington State Liquor Control Board (“LCB”) 
licensee; no assumption is made that a portion of 
these users will purchase from the illegal market or 
from medical marijuana retailers. No assumption 
is made about current medical marijuana users 
migrating sales to LCB-licensed retailers. No 
assumption is made about migration of consumers 
from out of state to purchase usable marijuana 
in Washington. No assumption is made on the 
consumption of marijuana-infused products. No 
assumption is made concerning any change in pricing 
or volume of sales of liquor, beer or wine.

License Revenue Assumptions
There is a $250 application fee and a $1,000 issuance/
renewal fee for each marijuana licensee through 
LCB. All license fees are deposited into the Dedicated 
Marijuana Fund.

• We lack sufficient data to estimate the number of 
marijuana producers and marijuana processers 
who will apply for a license. Therefore, for 
purposes of this estimate, 100 marijuana 
producers and 55 marijuana processers (half of 
marijuana producers processing their own product 
and five additional processors) are assumed. No 
assumption is made for the number of processors 
of edible marijuana products because this market 
is unknown.

• The number of retail outlets, and thus retail 
licenses, is determined by LCB in consultation with 
the Office of Financial Management, taking into 
account population, security and safety issues, and 
discouraging purchases from illegal markets. The 
initiative also caps retail licenses by county. Given 
the initiative’s similarities with previous state 
monopoly liquor laws, the number of retail outlets 
is estimated at 328 (the same number of state and 
contracted liquor stores that were in operation 
Dec. 31, 2011).

• Estimates assume that licensees will be charged 
fees for activities that are costs of doing business 
such as sampling, testing and labeling.

Tax Revenue Assumptions
The initiative creates marijuana excise taxes equal to 
25 percent of the selling price on each wholesale sale 
and retail sale of marijuana from a licensed producer, 
processor or retailer. All funds from marijuana excise 
taxes are deposited into the Dedicated Marijuana 
Fund.

General state and local sales and use taxes apply 
to retail sales of tangible personal property, which 
includes usable marijuana. State sales tax is deposited 
into the State General Fund.

• Although some marijuana-infused products could 
be exempt from retail sales tax as a food product, 
no assumption is made to the consumption of 
these products. Therefore, the estimate assumes 
all marijuana consumed is subject to retail sales 
tax.  

• Local government estimates use the statewide 
average local sales tax rate of 2.412 percent.

State business and occupation (B&O) taxes will apply 
to these activities. State B&O taxes are deposited into 
the State General Fund.  

• The state B&O rate for retailers is 0.471 percent. 
The state B&O rate for processors and wholesalers 
is 0.484 percent.

• Estimates assume producers are exempt from 
state B&O tax under RCW 82.04.330 as these are 
sales of agricultural products. 

• City B&O taxes may apply. Using data from the 
Washington State Department of Revenue’s 
2010 Tax Reference Manual, total local B&O tax 
is approximately 8.6 percent of total state B&O 
tax. Estimates assume this ratio for city B&O tax 
revenue impacts.

For all fiscal years, estimates assume a $3 per gram 
producer price, a $6 per gram processor price and a 
$12 per gram average retail purchase price.

• Prices are based on a review of current medical 
marijuana dispensary prices in this state.

• Estimates assume 50 percent of marijuana is both 
produced and processed by the same seller. The 
remaining 50 percent is produced and then sold to 
a processor.

• Estimates do not assume that increased 
consumption or competition will reduce prices.

Initiative Measure 502



26

Federal Fund Assumptions
State and local agencies are recipients of a variety of 
federal funds under mutual cooperation agreements 
with federal agencies to reduce drug trafficking and 
drug production in the United States. It is assumed 
that the state would no longer meet the requirements 
of a marijuana eradication grant between the 
Washington State Patrol and the U.S. Department of 
Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration, resulting 
in an estimated state revenue loss of $368,000 in 
FY 2014 (the estimated amount remaining of a $1.5 
million grant on the effective date of the initiative). 
Other grants between the Washington State Patrol and 
the Office of National Drug Control Policy would also 
be at risk. Portions of these grants are passed through 
to local agencies. However, an estimated $202,000 
of grant funds is not included as a state or local 
government revenue loss because it is not known 
what actions the Office of National Drug Control Policy 
will take under the terms of the grant. No revenue 
impact is estimated for local governments because it 
is assumed that grant funds will be fully spent by the 
effective date of the initiative.

Driver’s License Administrative Actions 
Assumptions
The initiative adds presumptive levels of intoxication 
for tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) concentration when 
a driver is arrested for suspicion of driving under the 
influence (0.0 for drivers under the age of 21; 5.00 
nanograms per milliliter of blood for drivers age 21 
or older). The initiative adds the requirement that the 
Department of Licensing (“DOL”) administratively 
suspend or revoke the driver’s license of a person 
who tests above the presumptive level of THC. 
Assuming an estimated increase of 4 percent in 
the DOL workload for administrative suspension/
revocation hearings, increased fee revenue to the state 
is estimated at $4,295,000 over five fiscal years.

State and Local Government Expenditure Estimates 
– Assumptions
Disbursements from the Dedicated Marijuana Fund 
are made quarterly by LCB to state agencies to expend 
for specific programs and services. Disbursements 
are also made to specific accounts. Expenditures are 
dependent on the amount of revenue generated under 
the initiative. Because revenues could be as low as 
zero, estimated expenditures could be as low as zero. 
However, assuming the revenue generated from a 
fully functioning market, estimated state expenditures 
from the Dedicated Marijuana Fund could be as high 
as $1,590,668,000 over five fiscal years. Because the 

range of impact is wide, the estimated impact on state 
and local government expenditures is indeterminate, 
but non-zero. See Table 3.3 for details on state 
distributions from the Dedicated Marijuana Fund 
assuming a fully functioning marijuana market.

The initiative generates an estimated range of zero to 
$349,341,000 over five fiscal years from state sales 
tax and state B&O taxes. These taxes are deposited 
into the State General Fund, which may be used for 
any governmental purpose as appropriated by the 
Legislature.

The initiative generates an estimated range of zero 
to $40,000 over five fiscal years from background 
check fees that are deposited into the Fingerprint 
Identification Account. Funds from this account may 
be used only to conduct identification record checks by 
the Washington State Patrol.   

The initiative generates an estimated range of zero 
to $380,000 over five fiscal years from driving under 
the influence reissuance fees that are deposited into 
the Impaired Driver Safety Account. Funds from 
this account may be used only to fund projects to 
reduce impaired driving and provide funding to local 
governments for costs associated with enforcing 
laws relating to driving and boating while under the 
influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug.  

The initiative generates an estimated range of zero to 
$3,875,000 over five fiscal years from hearing fees and 
Ignition Interlock Driver’s License application fees that 
are deposited into the Highway Safety Account. Funds 
from this account may be used only for carrying out 
the provisions of law relating to driver licensing, driver 
improvement programs and traffic safety programs.

The initiative generates an estimated range of zero to 
$119,786,000 over five fiscal years in local sales tax 
and city B&O taxes. The use of these funds will be 
determined at the local level or as authorized by state 
law.

State and Local Government Cost Estimate – 
Assumptions
Due to the uncertainty of enforcement of federal 
criminal laws related to marijuana, total state costs are 
indeterminate, but non-zero. However, assuming full 
implementation of the initiative and a fully functioning 
marijuana market, total state costs are estimated to 
increase to $65,726,000 over five fiscal years. See 
Table 3.4 for details on state cost impacts assuming a 
fully functioning marijuana market.
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State Agency Implementation Cost Assumptions
State agency costs are estimated to be $62,972,000 
over five fiscal years to implement licensing, 
regulation and taxation of marijuana and to implement 
the programs and services supported by the Dedicated 
Marijuana Fund. Costs by agency are as follows:

• LCB will incur costs estimated at $13,590,000 for 
rulemaking, licensure and enforcement of the 
initiative.  

• The Department of Agriculture will incur a one-
time cost of $26,000 to assist LCB in developing 
testing laboratory accreditation standards.

• The Washington State Patrol will incur costs 
estimated at $28,000 to conduct background 
checks for LCB license applicants.

• The Office of Administrative Hearings will incur 
costs estimated at $40,000 for appeals of LCB 
licensing denial, suspension and revocation actions. 

• The Office of the Attorney General will incur costs 
estimated at $318,000 to provide legal services for 
advice to LCB.

• The Department of Revenue will incur costs 
estimated at $90,000 to administer tax collection 
programs from those licensed under the initiative.

• The Health Care Authority will incur costs 
estimated at $38,839,000, assuming that funds 
deposited into the Basic Health Plan Trust Account 
will be used to implement a program similar to 
the subsidized Basic Health Plan with increased 
eligibility to enroll.

• The Department of Social and Health Services and 
Department of Health will incur costs estimated 
at $10,041,000 to implement the programs and 
services funded through the Dedicated Marijuana 
Fund. 

• The University of Washington and Washington 
State University will have costs related to the 
public education and research grants from the 
Dedicated Marijuana Fund. Because the scope of 
these tasks cannot be fully determined, costs to 
the institutions are indeterminate, but non-zero. 

To the extent the federal government chooses to 
pursue criminal charges against state employees 
for the permitting, regulation or revenue collection 
aspects of the initiative, the state may incur additional 
costs for the defense of the employee for acts 
performed within the scope of employment (See RCW 
10.01.150). Because it is not known what actions the 
federal criminal law enforcement agencies may take, 
this cost is indeterminate. 

State and Local Government Law Enforcement Cost 
Assumptions
The state, counties and cities are anticipated to 
experience increased costs from additional driving 
while under the influence administrative actions, 
arrests, prosecutions and incarcerations. Data are 
not available to accurately predict the total amount 
of costs that will accrue to the state and local 
governments; however, some costs can be estimated. 
Known costs by state agency are estimated at 
$2,754,000 over five fiscal years:

• The Washington State Patrol will incur costs 
estimated at $2,118,000 for additional training to 
employees on marijuana impairment. County and 
city law enforcement agencies may also require 
additional training to employees on marijuana 
impairment, but the cost is indeterminate because 
the type of training and number of employees 
trained will be determined at the local level.

• The Washington State Patrol Toxicology Laboratory 
will incur costs estimated at $125,000 for blood 
testing for driving under the influence cases.

• The Department of Licensing will incur costs 
estimated at $423,000 to administratively suspend 
or revoke driver’s licenses for driving under the 
influence.

• The Office of the Attorney General will incur costs 
estimated at $85,000 for defending judicial appeals 
of DOL driving under the influence decisions.

• The Administrative Office of the Courts will incur a 
one-time cost of $3,000 for information technology 
changes to the Judicial Information System.

The state, counties and cities are anticipated to 
experience decreased costs from fewer marijuana 
possession and use arrests, prosecutions and 
incarcerations. Data are not available to accurately 
predict the amount of savings that will accrue to the 
state and local governments. This estimate assumes 
that beginning Dec. 6, 2012, individuals 21 years of age 
or older are legally authorized to possess and use:

• One ounce of useable marijuana.

• Sixteen ounces of marijuana-infused product in 
solid form. 

• Seventy-two ounces of marijuana-infused product 
in liquid form.

• Marijuana-related drug paraphernalia.

The fiscal impact statement does not estimate state 
costs or state savings due to social impacts from 
approval of the initiative.  

Initiative Measure 502
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Table 3.1  State Revenue Impact
State Revenue Impact FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Dedicated Marijuana Fund $0 $248,639,000 $434,201,000 $447,213,000 $460,615,000

Total State General Fund $0 $47,418,000 $97,682,000 $100,611,000 $103,630,000

Fingerprint Identification Account $8,000 $8,000 $8,000 $8,000 $8,000

Impaired Driver Safety Account $48,000 $82,000 $83,000 $83,000 $84,000

Highway Safety Account $505,000 $832,000 $839,000 $846,000 $853,000

Federal Grants $0 - $368,000 $0 $0 $0

State Total $561,000 $296,611,000 $532,813,000 $548,761,000 $565,190,000

Table 3.2  Local Revenue Impact
Local Revenue Impact FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Total Local Sales Tax Revenue $15,856,000 $32,664,000 $33,644,000 $34,653,000

Total Local B&O Tax Revenue $403,000 $830,000 $855,000 $881,000

Local Total $16,259,000 $33,494,000 $34,499,000 $35,534,000

Table 3.3  State Expenditure/Distribution of Dedicated Marijuana Fund
State Expenditure/Distribution of Dedicated 
Marijuana Fund

FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Washington State Dept. of Social and Health 
Services for the Healthy Youth Survey

$375,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000

Washington State Institute for Public Policy cost-
benefit analysis of initiative. Disbursements end 
Sept. 1, 2032.

$150,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000

University of Washington Alcohol & Drug Abuse 
Institute for web-based public education materials

$15,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000

Washington State Liquor Control Board for 
administration

$3,750,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000

Washington State Dept. of Social and Health 
Services Behavioral Health and Recovery for 
prevention and reduction of substance abuse

$36,652,000 $64,272,000 $66,224,000 $68,234,000

Washington State Dept. of Health for marijuana 
education and public health programs

$24,435,000 $42,848,000 $44,149,000 $45,489,000

University of Washington for research on short- and 
long-term effects of marijuana use

$1,466,000 $2,571,000 $2,649,000 $2,729,000

Washington State University for research on short- 
and long-term effects of marijuana use

$977,000 $1,714,000 $1,766,000 $1,820,000

Deposit into Basic Health Plan Trust Account $122,174,000 $214,241,000 $220,746,000 $227,447,000

Washington State Health Care Authority for health 
care contracts with community health centers to 
provide primary health and dental care, migrant 
health, maternity health care services

$12,217,000 $21,424,000 $22,075,000 $22,745,000

Building Bridges program $733,000 $1,285,000 $1,324,000 $1,365,000

Deposit into State General Fund $45,693,000 $80,126,000 $82,559,000 $85,065,000

State Total $248,637,000 $434,201,000 $447,212,000 $460,614,000
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Table 3.4  State Costs
State Costs FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

Liquor Control Board $684,000 $5,151,000 $2,585,000 $2,585,000 $2,585,000

Dept. of Agriculture $26,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Washington State Patrol $2,143,000 $32,000 $32,000 $32,000 $32,000

Office of Administrative Hearings $0 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000

Office of Attorney General $111,000 $73,000 $73,000 $73,000 $73,000

Dept. of Revenue $8,000 $61,000 $7,000 $7,000 $7,000

Health Care Authority $0 $6,048,000 $10,605,000 $10,927,000 $11,259,000

Dept. of Social and Health Services $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000

Dept. of Health $0 $1,232,000 $1,603,000 $1,603,000 $1,603,000

Dept. of Licensing $187,000 $59,000 $59,000 $59,000 $59,000

Administrative Office of the Courts $3,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

State Total $3,162,000 $13,666,000 $15,974,000 $16,296,000 $16,628,000

The 2012 Presidential Election is around the corner!

Are you ready?

For more information on  
Washington State elections visit 
www.vote.wa.gov    

g Register to vote

g Update my address

g  My candidates and 
ballot measures

g  Places to return my ballot

g My elected officials

www.myvote.wa.gov

The deadline to register online or change your address has passed. If you are a new voter, you can still register  
to vote by visiting your county elections department in person. Contact information is located in the back of this pamphlet.
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Our current marijuana laws have failed. It’s time for a new 
approach.

Initiative 502 frees law enforcement resources to focus on 
violent crime.
Treating adult marijuana use as a crime costs Washington 
State millions in tax dollars and ties up police, courts, and 
jail space. We should focus our scarce public safety dollars 
on real public safety threats.

Initiative 502 provides billions in new revenue for Washington 
State.
Regulating and taxing marijuana will generate over a half-
billion dollars annually in new revenue for state and local 
government. New funding will go to health care, research, 
and drug prevention.

Initiative 502 takes away profits from organized crime.
Marijuana prohibition has wasted billions of American 
taxpayers’ dollars and has made our communities less safe. 
Just as when we repealed alcohol Prohibition, we need 
to take the marijuana profits out of the hands of violent 
organized crime.

Initiative 502 protects our youth.
Decades of research show what works to prevent kids from 
abusing drugs. Based on this research, Initiative 502 restricts 
advertising and provides funding to proven prevention 
programs. It also provides funding to programs that help 
keep kids in school.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
502 puts public safety and public health first. 502 keeps 
marijuana illegal for people under 21 and sets a marijuana 
DUI standard like we have for alcohol. 502 also provides 
hundreds of millions in new revenue for drug prevention 
programs that work. Finally, almost all marijuana law 
enforcement is handled by state and local police – it’s time 
for Washingtonians to decide Washington’s laws, not the 
federal government. Get the facts: www.NewApproachWA.
org. Vote Yes on 502.

Argument Prepared by 
John McKay, U.S. Attorney, Western District of 
Washington, 2001-2007; Kim Marie Thorburn, M.D., 
former Spokane Regional Health District Director; Leslie 
David Braxton, Senior Pastor, New Beginnings Christian 
Fellowship; Charles Mandigo, former Seattle F.B.I. Special 
Agent in Charge; Roger Roffman, UW professor and 
marijuana dependence treatment professional; Jolene 
Unsoeld, U.S. Representative, 3rd Congressional District, 
1989-1995
Contact: (206) 633-2012; Campaign@NewApproachWA.org; 
www.NewApproachWA.org 

Two Different Perspectives Against Initiative 502:

If You Support Legalization, Vote No On I-502
I-502 would create laws that risk the incrimination of 
innocent people. The proposed per se DUI mandate will 
lead to guaranteed conviction rates of unimpaired drivers, 
due to an arbitrary, unscientific limit. A direct conflict with 
federal law will prevent any legal production, distribution, 
or retail of cannabis. 
With no home growing permitted, and no legal retail 
system, individuals will be forced to the same black market 
that promotes violence and crime in our communities. 
I-502 creates situations in which state employees and 
business applicants can be charged with manufacture or 
delivery of marijuana, money laundering, or conspiracy, 
due to self-incrimination. Sharing marijuana with another 
adult constitutes felony delivery. To learn more, or to 
support real reform, visit www.SensibleWashington.org. 

If You Support Safe & Healthy Communities, Vote No on I-502
Legalizing marijuana will greatly increase its availability 
and lead to more use, abuse, and addiction among 
adults and youth. Most 12th graders currently report not 
using marijuana because it is illegal. Marijuana recently 
surpassed alcohol as the number one reason youth enter 
substance abuse treatment. I-502 provides no funding 
for additional treatment costs leaving that burden to 
taxpayers.
I-502 creates new regulations without additional funds to 
enforce those regulations. Marijuana possession will still 
be illegal under federal law. This conflict leaves growers, 
users and employees who sell marijuana at risk for 
federal prosecution and taxes generated by I-502 subject 
to seizure by federal authorities.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
We agree that it’s time for a new approach, but not the 
one offered in Initiative 502. It conflicts with federal 
law, voiding the possibility of any newly generated tax 
revenue. It decriminalizes marijuana possession, but not 
retail or home growing, forcing people to the dangerous 
black market. This decreases public health and safety and 
supports organized crime. Furthermore, our state simply 
can’t afford the increased social costs associated with this 
initiative.

Argument Prepared by
Anthony Martinelli, Sensible Washington Steering 
Committee member, Communications Co-Coordinator; 
Douglas Hiatt, Lawyer; Gilbert Mobley, MD, Diplomat, 
American Board of Emergency Medicine; Jim Cooper, 
Substance Abuse Prevention Professional, Community 
Organizer; Steven Freng, Psy.D., MSW, Chemical 
Dependency Prevention/ Treatment Professional; Ramona 
Leber, Former Mayor City of Longview, Public Safety 
Advocate
Contact: (206) 799-8696; nooni502pac@gmail.com; 
www.SensibleWashington.org

Argument For  
Initiative Measure 502

Argument Against  
Initiative Measure 502

Initiative Measure 502
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Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution

8221
Proposed to the People by the Legislature
Amendment to the State Constitution:

The Legislature has 
proposed a constitutional 
amendment on 
implementing the 
Commission on State 
Debt recommendations 
regarding Washington’s 
debt limit. 
This amendment would, starting July 1, 2014, 
phase-down the debt limit percentage in three 
steps from nine to eight percent and modify the 
calculation date, calculation period, and the term 
general state revenues.

Should this constitutional amendment be:
[   ]  Approved
[   ]  Rejected

Votes cast by the 2012 Legislature on final passage:
Senate: Yeas, 38; Nays, 7; Absent, 0; Excused, 4
House: Yeas, 91; Nays, 7; Absent, 0; Excused, 0

The Official Ballot Title was written by the Legislature. The 
Explanatory Statement was written by the Office of the Attorney 
General as required by law. The Secretary of State is not 
responsible for the content of arguments or statements (WAC 
434-381-180). The complete text of Engrossed Senate Joint 
Resolution 8221 is located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Constitutional Provision as it Presently 
Exists
Article VIII, section 1 of the Washington State 
Constitution establishes a limit on the amount of 
certain debt the state may assume. It does so by 
limiting the annual cost of principal and interest 
payments the state may agree to pay. When 
contracting for new debt, the state may not agree 
to annual payments of principal and interest that 
would raise the total annual payments of principal 
and interest above nine percent of the average of 
the prior three years of “general state revenues,” as 
defined by the Constitution.

Article VIII, section 1 defines “general state 
revenues” to be used in calculating the state debt 
limit. In general, the term includes all state moneys 
received in the state treasury that are not dedicated 
to a specific use. Examples of state moneys that are 
not part of “general state revenues” include fees or 
revenues derived from state ownership or operation 
of projects or facilities; federal and private grant 
moneys dedicated to specific purposes; money in 
retirement system funds; and money received from 
taxes levied for specific purposes (such as the state 
property tax, which is dedicated by statute to the 
support of common schools).

Not all state debt is subject to the debt limit in 
Article VIII, section 1. For example, bonds payable 
from the gas tax and motor vehicle license fees 
are excluded, as are bonds payable from income 
received from investing the Permanent Common 
School Fund.

Article VIII, section 1 pledges the full faith, credit, 
and taxing power of the state to the payment of 
debt created pursuant to the section.

The Effect of the Proposed Amendment,  
if Approved
The amendment would change the calculations 
for determining how much debt Washington may 
assume. First, it would reduce the percentage rate 
used in calculating the state debt limit, from 9.0 
percent of “general state revenues,” as currently 
provided; to 8.5 percent starting July 1, 2014; 

Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221

   continue on page 33
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Kids’ Art Contest

Students in grades 4 and 5
Enter your voting-themed artwork in the  
Kids’ Art Contest. The winner will be featured 
in the 2013 statewide Voters’ Pamphlet.  
 
For contest rules, visit the Civics Education 
page at www.vote.wa.gov. The deadline is 
April 19, 2013. 

“If I Could Vote...”
Sophiana James
Sammamish, WA

Winner of the 2012  
Voters’ Pamphlet 
Kids’ Art Contest 
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8.25 percent starting July 1, 2016; and 8.0 percent 
starting July 1, 2034. The amendment also would 
clarify that this percentage rate calculation is 
applied at the time the state enters into contracts to 
assume debt.

Second, beginning July 1, 2014, the amount of new 
debt that may be contracted each year would be 
calculated based on the average of the prior six 
years of “general state revenues,” rather than the 
prior three years, as it is currently.

Third, the amendment would change the definition 
of “general state revenues” to include the state 
property tax, starting July 1, 2014. This change 
would allow the state property tax to be included 
in “general state revenues” when calculating the 
debt limit. The state property tax is dedicated by 
statute to the support of common schools, and that 
dedication to schools would not be changed by the 
amendment.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Not required by law

Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221

If you are a victim of domestic violence, 
sexual assault, trafficking, and/or stalking, 
or if you are a criminal justice participant 
who is a target of felony harassment 
because of the work you do, and have 
chosen not to register to vote because 
you are afraid your perpetrator will locate 
you through voter registration records, 
the Office of the Secretary of State has a 
program that might be able to help you. 

The Address Confidentiality Program 
(ACP) works together with community 
domestic violence and sexual assault 
programs in an effort to help keep crime 
victims safer. 

The ACP provides participants with a 
substitute address that can be used 
when conducting business with state 
or local government agencies. ACP 
participants are eligible to register as 
Protected Records Voters, meaning the 
registration information is not public 
record. All ACP participants must be 
referred to the program by a local 
domestic violence or sexual assault 
advocate who can help develop a 
comprehensive safety plan.

Call the ACP toll-free at (800) 822-1065 
or visit www.sos.wa.gov/acp.

Address Confidentiality Program
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Washington’s constitution limits the amount of money the 
state is allowed to borrow to finance capital investments 
in schools, university and college buildings, water, sewer 
and storm water projects, and other public infrastructure. 
Washington’s excellent credit rating means borrowing 
costs are low. The state does not borrow to pay operating 
expenses.
The current limit lets debt capacity spike up during good 
economic times but drops sharply during recessions 
when more capacity is needed for job creation. 
By lowering the constitutional debt limit from 9 percent 
to 8 percent and averaging over six years, this measure: 
Stabilizes and smoothes the state’s ability to borrow; 
Gradually reduces the state’s long-term debt burden; 
Lowers the share of the operating budget used to pay 
principal and interest (debt service) on the debt; Creates 
more stability for construction projects and improves 
the quality of long-term capital planning for education, 
recreation, and state facilities by averaging general state 
revenues over six years and including state property 
taxes in the debt limit calculation; Means less borrowing 
when construction costs are high and more capacity 
to borrow when costs are lower; and Keeps borrowing 
costs low by protecting our excellent credit rating. A 
downgrade would cost taxpayers millions. Good credit 
allows us to use taxpayer money for more projects 
instead of paying higher interest rates.
Vote yes to reduce our debt burden, plan our investments 
better, get a better deal for taxpayers, and create and 
sustain jobs here – not on Wall Street.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Vote yes. SJR8221: Doesn’t increase construction 
project costs – it keeps costs down by maintaining 
Washington’s excellent credit rating. Doesn’t reduce 
jobs – it preserves debt capacity for job-creating projects 
during economic downturns. Doesn’t add costs to schools 
and local governments – state government funds only 
a small percent of their infrastructure costs now, which 
can continue without local tax increases. Doesn’t take 
property taxes away from schools – these taxes must be 
spent on schools under current law.

Argument Prepared by 
James McIntire, Washington State Treasurer, Democrat; 
Hans Dunshee, State Representative, 44th District, 
Democrat; Linda Evans Parlette, State Senator, 12th 
District, Republican; Judy Warnick, State Representative, 
13th District, Republican; Karen Fraser, State Senator, 
22nd District, Democrat
Contact: No information submitted

Statement against Limiting the State’s Infrastructure Investments
SJR 8221 should be rejected because it increases the 
costs of infrastructure investments, reduces jobs and 
shifts money away from schools to other programs. It will 
have dire unintended consequences for taxpayers.

Undermines Job Creation
Schools, community colleges, universities, skills centers, 
hospitals, water treatment plants, sewers and many other 
vital public infrastructure projects are funded directly 
through the state’s capital budget. These projects ensure 
that Washington has quality facilities to foster economic, 
job and educational growth. Support infrastructure 
investments necessary for economic growth: Vote no on 
SJR 8221.

Tax Shift to Local Governments
By reducing the state’s capacity to invest in infrastructure, 
it will shift the burden of funding school construction and 
other projects to local governments. Local governments 
pay higher interest rates on their bonds, resulting in 
increased project costs. Ultimately, local governments 
will have to increase taxes to pay for these projects and 
taxpayers will pay more for the same facilities. Stop the 
need for local tax increases and vote no on SJR 8221.

Shifts Property Tax Revenue Away from Schools
SJR 8221 takes property tax revenues away from 
schools and puts it into the state’s general fund where 
it will compete against other programs. In the last 
two years, the legislature has taken roughly $2 billion 
from infrastructure programs and put it into operating 
programs. Now, SJR 8221 will do the same for school 
funding; shifting it to other programs. Protect school 
funding and vote no on SJR 8221.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
Washington State has an excellent credit rating because 
our debt level is low and as a result we have been rewarded 
with record low interest rates. SJR 8221 would increase the 
cost of bond financing by shifting construction financing 
to revenue bonds or local government bonds, which carry 
much higher interest rates. SJR 8221 shifts property taxes 
away from schools. We can’t afford SJR 8221. Vote no on 
SJR 8221 and protect Washington jobs.

Argument Prepared by
Marc Jenefsky, AIA, President, American Institute of 
Architects Washington Council; Bob Hasegawa, State 
Representative, 11th District; Maralyn Chase, State Senator, 
32nd District; Jeff Johnson, President, Washington State 
Labor Council, AFL-CIO; Dave Myers, Executive Secretary, 
Washington State Building Construction Trades Council
Contact: (360) 943-6012; office@aiawa.org; 
www.aiawa.org

Argument For  
Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221

Argument Against  
Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221

Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221
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Senate Joint Resolution

8223
Proposed to the People by the Legislature
Amendment to the State Constitution:

The Legislature has 
proposed a constitutional 
amendment on  
investments by the 
University of Washington 
and Washington State 
University.
This amendment would create an exception to 
constitutional restrictions on investing public 
funds by allowing these universities to invest 
specified public funds as authorized by the 
legislature, including in private companies or 
stock.

Should this constitutional amendment be:
[   ]  Approved
[   ]  Rejected

Votes cast by the 2012 Legislature on final passage:
House: Yeas, 93; Nays, 4; Absent, 0; Excused, 1
Senate: Yeas, 45; Nays, 4; Absent, 0; Excused, 0

The Official Ballot Title and the Explanatory Statement were 
written by the Office of the Attorney General as required by 
law. The Secretary of State is not responsible for the content 
of arguments or statements (WAC 434-381-180). The complete 
text of Senate Joint Resolution 8223 is located at the end of this 
pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Constitutional Provision as it Presently 
Exists
The state constitution generally limits the 
investment of state funds. Article VIII, sections 5 and 
7 and article XII, section 9 prohibit the investment 
of state funds in the stocks and bonds of private 
companies, associations, or corporations. Previous 
constitutional amendments have made exceptions 
to these restrictions to permit the legislature to 
authorize investment of certain funds in private 
stocks and bonds. Funds that currently may be 
invested in private stocks and bonds include public 
pension and retirement funds, industrial insurance 
(workers’ compensation) funds, funds held in trust 
for persons with developmental disabilities, the 
permanent common school fund, and permanent 
higher education funds. Permanent higher 
education funds are funds primarily derived from 
the sale, lease, or management of lands granted 
by the United States to the State of Washington at 
statehood for educational purposes.

The Effect of the Proposed Amendment,  
if Approved
If the amendment were adopted, it would create a 
new exception to the constitutional restrictions on 
investing public funds. The state constitution would 
no longer prohibit investment of public monies 
of the University of Washington and Washington 
State University in private stocks and bonds. 
The legislature would specify which funds of the 
universities could be invested and determine how 
the funds could be invested.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management

Not required by law

Senate Joint Resolution 8223
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Senate Joint Resolution 8223 – Taking a stand for higher 
education
The global recession has resulted in historic reductions 
in funding for public higher education. These cuts have 
caused universities to limit course offerings, which has 
made it more difficult for students to enroll in the classes 
they need to graduate. Washington now ranks 40th 
nationally in terms of the percentage of residents with a 
bachelor’s degree or more. 
SJR 8223, supported by broad bipartisan majorities in 
the Legislature, would support Washington students by 
providing new dollars to our public universities without 
more tax revenue. 
The citizens of Washington have already amended this 
section of the State Constitution in order to allow higher 
return investments of pension and retirement funds and 
other public funds. Allowing this investment authority 
for University of Washington and Washington State 
University funds is a common sense way to maximize 
funding for higher education. Already, the Legislature and 
voters have granted the very same investment authority 
for University trust land revenues.
Finally, all investments will be managed on behalf of the 
universities by the highly-regarded professionals at the 
Washington State Investment Board, which is bound by 
the highest fiduciary standards.
Vote yes for Senate Joint Resolution 8223 to provide a 
more secure future for our students. Mr. Gates and Mr. 
Carson have signed this statement in their individual 
capacities as private citizens and do not speak for 
the University of Washington and Washington State 
University nor their respective Board of Regents. 

Rebuttal of Argument Against
With state cuts threatening access and quality of higher 
education, SJR 8223 is common sense, responsible reform 
that mitigates increased reliance on tuition. Supported 
by students, the State Treasurer and bi-partisan elected 
leaders, this amendment allows existing, dedicated non-
state funds to be invested responsibly for maximum benefit. 
The State Investment Board – not universities – will invest 
funds, guaranteeing independent oversight. To prepare the 
business and civic leaders of tomorrow requires taking 
action today. Vote yes!

Argument Prepared by 
Lisa Brown, State Senator, Senate Majority Leader; Larry 
Seaquist, State Representative, Chair, House Higher 
Education Committee; Bill Gates, Sr., Regent, University 
of Washington; Scott Carson, Regent, Washington State 
University
Contact: sjr8223@yahoo.com 

This proposed Constitutional amendment does not support 
higher education. It gambles with students’ tuition and 
other public funds rather than investing in education.

Big Change
This amendment is tied to a new law (SSB 6468) that 
allows UW and WSU to declare public money “not 
needed for immediate expenditure” and gamble that 
money in the stock market, with no limits on what they 
can declare “not needed” or how they can invest. Once 
the Constitution is changed, and with universities’ new 
unlimited tuition setting authority, all bets are off for what 
comes next.

Profit or Loss? 
In 2009 UW’s endowment lost half a billion dollars in 
stocks. Gambling on Wall Street will have disastrous 
effects when the stock market crashes again, cutting into 
university operating funds. 

Holding Back 
UW and WSU held $1.5 billion in cash during the financial 
crisis. They fired workers, cut services, and increased 
tuition, making things worse. They prioritized holding cash 
over instructional programs. They are rich, but plead poor. 

Education Last 
UW and WSU want “flexibility” to run peripheral enterprises 
- hospitals, internal banks, venture funds, sports teams - by 
holding public money as collateral. “Flexibility” means 
making education last in line for support. Greed Mentality. 
This is a bad Constitutional amendment. It perpetuates the 
greed mentality Wall Street wants us to buy into. Do you 
want UW and WSU speculating on stocks or investing in 
education? Vote No. Send UW and WSU a clear message 
about our education priorities.

Rebuttal of Argument For 
The proposed exception allows UW and WSU to gamble 
on stocks with operating funds. Prior constitutional 
exceptions are for trust funds. The State Investment 
Board also lost 23% in the crash. The scheme diverts from 
operations, without limitations, ten times the money it 
might make, and no guarantee that proceeds will ever 
support students. The legislature voted to let the public 
decide if this is bad policy. Don’t let universities divert 
operating funds to stocks.

Argument Prepared by
Gerald Barnett, Ph.D., Citizen; Maralyn Chase, State Senator, 
32nd District; Bob Hasegawa, State Representative, 11th 
District; Jim McCune, State Representative, 2nd District; 
Sharon Tomiko Santos, State Representative, 37th District
Contact: (206) 587-5554; Info@publicmission.org; 
www.publicmission.org

Argument For  
Senate Joint Resolution 8223

Argument Against  
Senate Joint Resolution 8223

Senate Joint Resolution 8223



37

Advisory Vote

1
Engrossed Senate Bill 6635

Advisory Vote of the 
People
The legislature eliminated, without a vote of the 
people, a business and occupation tax deduction 
for certain financial institutions’ interest on 
residential loans, costing $170,000,000 in its first 
ten years, for government spending.  

This tax increase should be:
[   ]  Repealed 
[   ]  Maintained

The official short description was written by the Office of 
the Attorney General as required by law. The ten-year cost 
projection was provided by the Office of Financial Management 
as required by law. The Secretary of State is not responsible  
for this content (WAC 434-381-180). 

Ten-Year Cost Projection
Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Advisory Vote 1

What is an Advisory Vote?
Advisory Votes are non-binding; 
the results do not change the law.

You are advising the Legislature whether, 
in your opinion, this tax increase should 
be repealed or maintained.

Repealed - you don’t favor the tax 
increase passed by the Legislature. 

Maintained - you favor the tax increase 
passed by the Legislature.

Advisory Votes are the result of Initiative 
960, approved by voters in 2007. The 
voters’ pamphlet content required for 
Advisory Votes differs from other state 
ballot measures (RCW 29A.32.070).

For additional information about 
Engrossed Senate Bill 6635, including  
the complete text of the bill, visit  
www.vote.wa.gov/completetext or call 
(800) 448-4881.

Engrossed Senate Bill 6635
Fiscal  

Year
B&O Tax:  

Certain 
Financial 

Institutions

B&O Tax: 
Manufacturers 
of Agricultural 

Products

B&O Tax: 
Newspapers

Leasehold Excise 
Tax: Publicly 

Owned Cargo 
Cranes and Docks

Retail Sales 
Tax: Data 

Center Server 
Equipment

Total

2012

2013 $14,472,000 -$6,692,000 -$7,000 -$5,027,000 $2,746,000

2014 $15,080,000 -$7,300,000 -$8,000 -$5,749,000 -$2,384,000 -$361,000

2015 $17,296,000 -$7,300,000 -$7,000 -$6,026,000 -$4,769,000 -$806,000

2016 $19,144,000 -$6,317,000 -$7,153,000 $5,674,000

2017 $20,704,000 -$6,622,000 -$11,922,000 $2,160,000

2018 $20,704,000 -$6,942,000 -$11,922,000 $1,840,000

2019 $20,704,000 -$7,277,000 -$11,922,000 $1,505,000

2020 $20,704,000 -$7,629,000 -$14,306,000 -$1,231,000

2021 $20,704,000 -$7,997,000 $12,707,000

Total $169,512,000 -$21,292,000 -$22,000 -$59,586,000 -$64,378,000 $24,234,000

Why doesn’t the 
cost of the tax 
increase match the 
total ten-year cost 
projection? 

The estimated cost 
of the Business and 
Occupation (B&O) 
tax increase is $170 
million, rounded to 
the nearest million 
as required by I-960. 

ESB 6635 also 
decreases other  
taxes. The 
$24,234,000 total 
includes those tax 
decreases. 
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District 17
Sen. Don Benton
(R, Vancouver), (360) 786-7632, 
don.benton@leg.wa.gov

District 23
Sen. Christine Rolfes
(D, Bainbridge Island), (360) 
786-7644, christine.rolfes@leg.
wa.gov

District 28
Sen. Mike Carrell
(R, Lakewood), (360) 786-7654, 
michael.carrell@leg.wa.gov

District 33
Sen. Karen Keiser
(D, Kent), (360) 786-7664, 
karen.keiser@leg.wa.gov

District 34
Sen. Sharon Nelson
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7667, 
sharon.nelson@leg.wa.gov

District 40
Sen. Kevin Ranker
(D, Orcas Island), (360) 786-7678, 
kevin.ranker@leg.wa.gov

District 42
Sen. Doug Ericksen
(R, Ferndale), (360) 786-7682, 
doug.ericksen@leg.wa.gov

District 46
Sen. David Frockt
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7690, 
david.frockt@leg.wa.gov

Senate: Absent, 1
District 5
Sen. Cheryl Pflug
(R, Maple Valley), 
no longer in office

Senate: Excused, 3
District 7
Sen. Bob Morton
(R, Kettle Falls), (360) 786-7612, 
bob.morton@leg.wa.gov

District 16
Sen. Mike Hewitt
(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7630, 
mike.hewitt@leg.wa.gov

District 39
Sen. Val Stevens
(R, Arlington), (360) 786-7676, 
val.stevens@leg.wa.gov

Final passage votes for  
Engrossed Senate Bill 6635
Senate: Yeas, 35
District 1
Sen. Rosemary McAuliffe
(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7600, 
rosemary.mcauliffe@leg.wa.gov

District 2
Sen. Randi Becker
(R, Eatonville), (360) 786-7602, 
randi.becker@leg.wa.gov

District 3
Sen. Lisa Brown
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7604, 
lisa.brown@leg.wa.gov

District 6
Sen. Michael Baumgartner 
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7610, 
michael.baumgartner@leg.
wa.gov

District 8
Sen. Jerome Delvin
(R, Richland), (360) 786-7614, 
jerome.delvin@leg.wa.gov

District 10
Sen. Mary Margaret Haugen
(D, Camano Island), (360) 786-
7618, marymargaret.haugen@
leg.wa.gov

District 11
Sen. Margarita Prentice
(D, Renton), (360) 786-7616, 
margarita.prentice@leg.wa.gov

District 12
Sen. Linda Evans Parlette 
(R, Wenatchee), (360) 786-7622, 
linda.parlette@leg.wa.gov

District 13
Sen. Janéa Holmquist Newbry
(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7624, 
janea.holmquistnewbry@leg.
wa.gov

District 14
Sen. Curtis King
(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7626, 
curtis.king@leg.wa.gov

District 15
Sen. Jim Honeyford
(R, Sunnyside), (360) 786-7684, 
jim.honeyford@leg.wa.gov

District 18
Sen. Joe Zarelli
(R, Vancouver), 
no longer in office

District 19
Sen. Brian Hatfield
(D, Raymond), (360) 786-7636, 
brian.hatfield@leg.wa.gov

District 20
Sen. Dan Swecker
(R, Rochester), (360) 786-7638, 
dan.swecker@leg.wa.gov

District 21
Sen. Paull Shin
(D, Edmonds), (360) 786-7640, 
paull.shin@leg.wa.gov

District 22
Sen. Karen Fraser
(D, Olympia), (360) 786-7642, 
karen.fraser@leg.wa.gov

District 24
Sen. James Hargrove
(D, Hoquiam), (360) 786-7646, 
jim.hargrove@leg.wa.gov

District 25
Sen. Jim Kastama
(D, Puyallup), (360) 786-7648, 
jim.kastama@leg.wa.gov

District 26
Sen. Derek Kilmer
(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7650, 
derek.kilmer@leg.wa.gov

District 27
Sen. Debbie Regala
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7652, 
debbie.regala@leg.wa.gov

District 29
Sen. Steve Conway
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7656, 
steve.conway@leg.wa.gov

District 30
Sen. Tracey Eide
(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-7658, 
tracey.eide@leg.wa.gov

District 31
Sen. Pam Roach
(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7660, 
pam.roach@leg.wa.gov

District 32
Sen. Maralyn Chase
(D, Shoreline), (360) 786-7662, 
maralyn.chase@leg.wa.gov

District 35
Sen. Tim Sheldon
(D, Potlatch), (360) 786-7668, 
timothy.sheldon@leg.wa.gov

District 36
Sen. Jeanne Kohl-Welles
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7670, 
jeanne.kohl-welles@leg.wa.gov

District 37
Sen. Adam Kline
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7688, 
adam.kline@leg.wa.gov

District 38
Sen. Nick Harper
(D, Everett), (360) 786-7674, 
nick.harper@leg.wa.gov

District 41
Sen. Steve Litzow
(R, Mercer Island), (360) 786-
7641, steve.litzow@leg.wa.gov

District 43
Sen. Ed Murray
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7628, 
edward.murray@leg.wa.gov

District 44
Sen. Steve Hobbs
(D, Lake Stevens), (360) 786-
7686, steve.hobbs@leg.wa.gov

District 45
Sen. Andy Hill
(R, Redmond), (360) 786-7672, 
andy.hill@leg.wa.gov

District 47
Sen. Joe Fain
(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7692, 
joe.fain@leg.wa.gov

District 48
Sen. Rodney Tom
(D, Bellevue), (360) 786-7694, 
rodney.tom@leg.wa.gov

District 49
Sen. Craig Pridemore
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7696, 
craig.pridemore@leg.wa.gov

Senate: Nays, 10
District 4
Sen. Mike Padden
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7606, mike.padden@leg.wa.gov

District 9
Sen. Mark Schoesler
(R, Ritzville), (360) 786-7620, 
mark.schoesler@leg.wa.gov

Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires each Advisory Vote to include a list of every Legislator, how they 
voted on the bill, and their party preference, hometown, and contact information.



39Advisory Vote 1
House of 
Representatives: 
Yeas, 74
District 1
Rep. Derek Stanford
(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7928, 
derek.stanford@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Luis Moscoso
(D, Mountlake Terrace), (360) 
786-7900, luis.moscoso@leg.
wa.gov

District 2
Rep. Jim McCune
(R, Graham), (360) 786-7824, 
jim.mccune@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. J.T. Wilcox
(R, Yelm), (360) 786-7912, 
jt.wilcox@leg.wa.gov

District 3
Rep. Andy Billig
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7888, 
andy.billig@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Timm Ormsby
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7946, 
timm.ormsby@leg.wa.gov

District 4
Rep. Larry Crouse
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7820, larry.crouse@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Matt Shea
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7984, matt.shea@leg.wa.gov

District 5
Rep. Jay Rodne
(R, North Bend), (360) 786-7852, 
jay.rodne@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Glenn Anderson
(R, Fall City), (360) 786-7876, 
glenn.anderson@leg.wa.gov

District 6
Rep. Kevin Parker
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7922, 
kevin.parker@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. John Ahern
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7962, 
john.ahern@leg.wa.gov

District 7
Rep. Shelly Short
(R, Addy), (360) 786-7908, 
shelly.short@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Joel Kretz
(R, Wauconda), (360) 786-7988, 
joel.kretz@leg.wa.gov

District 8
Rep. Brad Klippert
(R, Kennewick), (360) 786-7882, 
brad.klippert@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Larry Haler
(R, Richland), (360) 786-7986, 
larry.haler@leg.wa.gov

District 9
Rep. Susan Fagan
(R, Pullman), (360) 786-7942, 
susan.fagan@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Joe Schmick
(R, Colfax), (360) 786-7844, 
joe.schmick@leg.wa.gov

District 10
Rep. Norma Smith
(R, Clinton), (360) 786-7884, 
norma.smith@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Barbara Bailey
(R, Oak Harbor), (360) 786-7914, 
barbara.bailey@leg.wa.gov

District 12
Rep. Cary Condotta
(R, East Wenatchee), (360) 
786-7954, cary.condotta@leg.
wa.gov 

Rep. Mike Armstrong
(R, Wenatchee), (360) 786-7832, 
mike.armstrong@leg.wa.gov

District 13
Rep. Judy Warnick
(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7932, 
judy.warnick@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Bill Hinkle
(R, Cle Elum), (360) 786-7808, 
bill.hinkle@leg.wa.gov

District 14
Rep. Norm Johnson
(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7810, 
norm.johnson@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Charles Ross
(R, Naches), (360) 786-7856, 
charles.ross@leg.wa.gov

District 16
Rep. Maureen Walsh
(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7836, 
maureen.walsh@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Terry Nealey
(R, Dayton), (360) 786-7828, 
terry.nealey@leg.wa.gov

District 17
Rep. Paul Harris
(R, Vancouver), (360) 786-7976, 
paul.harris@leg.wa.gov

District 18
Rep. Ed Orcutt
(R, Kalama), (360) 786-7812, 
ed.orcutt@leg.wa.gov

District 19
Rep. Dean Takko
(D, Longview), (360) 786-7806, 
dean.takko@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Brian Blake
(D, Aberdeen), (360) 786-7870, 
brian.blake@leg.wa.gov

District 20
Rep. Richard DeBolt
(R, Chehalis), (360) 786-7896, 
richard.debolt@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Gary Alexander
(R, Olympia), (360) 786-7990, 
gary.alexander@leg.wa.gov

District 21
Rep. Marko Liias
(D, Mukilteo), (360) 786-7972, 
marko.liias@leg.wa.gov

District 22
Rep. Sam Hunt
(D, Olympia), (360) 786-7992, 
sam.hunt@leg.wa.gov

District 24
Rep. Kevin Van De Wege
(D, Sequim), (360) 786-7916, 
kevin.vandewege@leg.wa.gov

District 25
Rep. Bruce Dammeier
(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7948, 
bruce.dammeier@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Hans Zeiger
(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7968, 
hans.zeiger@leg.wa.gov

District 26
Rep. Jan Angel
(R, Port Orchard), (360) 786-
7964, jan.angel@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Larry Seaquist
(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7802, 
larry.seaquist@leg.wa.gov

District 27
Rep. Laurie Jinkins
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7930, 
laurie.jinkins@leg.wa.gov

District 28
Rep. Troy Kelley
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7890, 
troy.kelley@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Tami Green
(D, Lakewood), (360) 786-7958, 
tami.green@leg.wa.gov

District 29
Rep. Steve Kirby
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7996, 
steve.kirby@leg.wa.gov

District 30
Rep. Mark Miloscia
(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-7898, 
mark.miloscia@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Katrina Asay
(R, Milton), (360) 786-7830, 
katrina.asay@leg.wa.gov

District 31
Rep. Cathy Dahlquist
(R, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7846, 
cathy.dahlquist@leg.wa.gov

District 34
Rep. Eileen Cody
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7978, 
eileen.cody@leg.wa.gov

District 35
Rep. Kathy Haigh
(D, Shelton), (360) 786-7966, 
kathy.haigh@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Fred Finn
(D, Belfair), (360) 786-7902, 
fred.finn@leg.wa.gov

District 36
Rep. Mary Lou Dickerson
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7860, 
marylou.dickerson@leg.wa.gov

District 37
Rep. Sharon Tomiko Santos
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7944, 
sharontomiko.santos@leg.
wa.gov 

Rep. Eric Pettigrew
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7838, 
eric.pettigrew@leg.wa.gov

District 38
Rep. Mike Sells
(D, Everett), (360) 786-7840, 
mike.sells@leg.wa.gov

District 39
Rep. Dan Kristiansen
(R, Snohomish), (360) 786-7967, 
dan.kristiansen@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Kirk Pearson
(R, Monroe), (360) 786-7816, 
kirk.pearson@leg.wa.gov

District 40
Rep. Kristine Lytton
(D, Anacortes), (360) 786-7800, 
kristine.lytton@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Jeff Morris
(D, Anacortes), (360) 786-7970, 
jeff.morris@leg.wa.gov

Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires each Advisory Vote to include a list of every Legislator, how they 
voted on the bill, and their party preference, hometown, and contact information.
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District 41
Rep. Marcie Maxwell
(D, Renton), (360) 786-7894, 
marcie.maxwell@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Judy Clibborn
(D, Mercer Island), (360) 786-
7926, judy.clibborn@leg.wa.gov

District 42
Rep. Jason Overstreet
(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7980, 
jason.overstreet@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Vincent Buys
(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7854, 
vincent.buys@leg.wa.gov

District 43
Rep. Frank Chopp
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7920, 
frank.chopp@leg.wa.gov

District 44
Rep. Hans Dunshee
(D, Snohomish), (360) 786-7804, 
hans.dunshee@leg.wa.gov

District 45
Rep. Roger Goodman
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7878, 
roger.goodman@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Larry Springer
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7822, 
larry.springer@leg.wa.gov

District 46
Rep. Gerry Pollet
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7886, 
gerry.pollet@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Phyllis Gutierrez Kenney
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7818, 
phyllis.kenney@leg.wa.gov

District 47
Rep. Mark Hargrove
(R, Covington), (360) 786-7918, 
mark.hargrove@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Pat Sullivan
(D, Covington), (360) 786-7858, 
pat.sullivan@leg.wa.gov

District 48
Rep. Ross Hunter
(D, Bellevue), (360) 786-7936, 
ross.hunter@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Deb Eddy
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7848, 
deborah.eddy@leg.wa.gov

District 49
Rep. Sharon Wylie
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7924, 
sharon.wylie@leg.wa.gov

House of 
Representatives:  
Nays, 24
District 11
Rep. Zack Hudgins
(D, Tukwila), (360) 786-7956, 
zack.hudgins@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Bob Hasegawa
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7862, 
bob.hasegawa@leg.wa.gov

District 15
Rep. Bruce Chandler
(R, Granger), (360) 786-7960, 
bruce.chandler@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. David Taylor
(R, Moxee), (360) 786-7874, 
david.taylor@leg.wa.gov

District 17
Rep. Tim Probst
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7994, 
tim.probst@leg.wa.gov

District 18
Rep. Ann Rivers
(R, LaCenter), (360) 786-7634, 
ann.rivers@leg.wa.gov

District 21
Rep. Mary Helen Roberts
(D, Lynnwood), (360) 786-7950, 
maryhelen.roberts@leg.wa.gov

District 22
Rep. Chris Reykdal
(D, Tumwater), (360) 786-7940, 
chris.reykdal@leg.wa.gov

District 23
Rep. Sherry Appleton
(D, Poulsbo), (360) 786-7934, 
sherry.appleton@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Drew Hansen
(D, Bainbridge Island), (360) 
786-7842, drew.hansen@leg.
wa.gov

District 24
Rep. Steve Tharinger
(D, Dungeness), (360) 786-7904, 
steve.tharinger@leg.wa.gov

District 27
Rep. Jeannie Darneille
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7974, 
j.darneille@leg.wa.gov

District 29
Rep. Connie Ladenburg
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7906, 
connie.ladenburg@leg.wa.gov 

District 31
Rep. Christopher Hurst
(D, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7866, 
christopher.hurst@leg.wa.gov

District 32
Rep. Cindy Ryu
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7880, 
cindy.ryu@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Ruth Kagi
(D, Lake Forest Park), (360) 786-
7910, ruth.kagi@leg.wa.gov

District 33
Rep. Tina Orwall
(D, Normandy Park), (360) 786-
7834, tina.orwall@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Dave Upthegrove
(D, Des Moines), (360) 786-7868, 
dave.upthegrove@leg.wa.gov

District 34
Rep. Joe Fitzgibbon
(D, Burien), (360) 786-7952, 
joe.fitzgibbon@leg.wa.gov

District 36
Rep. Reuven Carlyle
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7814, 
reuven.carlyle@leg.wa.gov

District 38
Rep. John McCoy
(D, Tulalip), (360) 786-7864, 
john.mccoy@leg.wa.gov

District 43
Rep. Jamie Pedersen
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7826, 
jamie.pedersen@leg.wa.gov

District 44
Rep. Mike Hope
(R, Lake Stevens), (360) 786-
7892, mike.hope@leg.wa.gov

District 49
Rep. Jim Moeller
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7872, 
jim.moeller@leg.wa.gov

House of 
Representatives: 
Absent, 0

House of 
Representatives: 
Excused, 0

Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires each Advisory Vote to include a list of every Legislator, how they 
voted on the bill, and their party preference, hometown, and contact information.
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Advisory Vote

2
Substitute House Bill 2590

Advisory Vote of the 
People
The legislature extended, without a vote of the 
people, expiration of a tax on possession of 
petroleum products and reduced the tax rate, 
costing $24,000,000 in its first ten years, for 
government spending.  

This tax increase should be:
[   ]  Repealed 
[   ]  Maintained

The official short description was written by the Office 
of the Attorney General as required by law. The ten-year 
cost projection was provided by the Office of Financial 
Management as required by law. The Secretary of State is not 
responsible for this content (WAC 434-381-180). 

Ten-Year Cost Projection
Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Advisory Vote 2

Substitute House Bill 2590
Fiscal Year Petroleum Products Tax

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017 $20,209,000

2018 $4,279,000

2019

2020

2021

Total $24,488,000

What is an Advisory Vote?
Advisory Votes are non-binding; 
the results do not change the law.

You are advising the Legislature whether, 
in your opinion, this tax increase should 
be repealed or maintained.

Repealed - you don’t favor the tax 
increase passed by the Legislature. 

Maintained - you favor the tax increase 
passed by the Legislature.

Advisory Votes are the result of Initiative 
960, approved by voters in 2007. The 
voters’ pamphlet content required for 
Advisory Votes differs from other state 
ballot measures (RCW 29A.32.070).

For additional information about 
Substitute House Bill 2590, including  
the complete text of the bill, visit  
www.vote.wa.gov/completetext or call 
(800) 448-4881.
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Final passage votes for  
Substitute House Bill 2590
House of 
Representatives: 
Yeas, 93
District 1
Rep. Derek Stanford
(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7928, 
derek.stanford@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Luis Moscoso
(D, Mountlake Terrace), (360) 
786-7900, luis.moscoso@leg.
wa.gov

District 2
Rep. Jim McCune
(R, Graham), (360) 786-7824, 
jim.mccune@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. J.T. Wilcox
(R, Yelm), (360) 786-7912, 
jt.wilcox@leg.wa.gov

District 3
Rep. Andy Billig
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7888, 
andy.billig@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Timm Ormsby
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7946, 
timm.ormsby@leg.wa.gov

District 4
Rep. Larry Crouse
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7820, larry.crouse@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Matt Shea
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7984, matt.shea@leg.wa.gov

District 6
Rep. Kevin Parker
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7922, 
kevin.parker@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. John Ahern
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7962, 
john.ahern@leg.wa.gov

District 7
Rep. Shelly Short
(R, Addy), (360) 786-7908, 
shelly.short@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Joel Kretz
(R, Wauconda), (360) 786-7988, 
joel.kretz@leg.wa.gov

District 8
Rep. Brad Klippert
(R, Kennewick), (360) 786-7882, 
brad.klippert@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Larry Haler
(R, Richland), (360) 786-7986, 
larry.haler@leg.wa.gov

District 9
Rep. Susan Fagan
(R, Pullman), (360) 786-7942, 
susan.fagan@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Joe Schmick
(R, Colfax), (360) 786-7844, 
joe.schmick@leg.wa.gov

District 10
Rep. Norma Smith
(R, Clinton), (360) 786-7884, 
norma.smith@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Barbara Bailey
(R, Oak Harbor), (360) 786-7914, 
barbara.bailey@leg.wa.gov

District 11
Rep. Zack Hudgins
(D, Tukwila), (360) 786-7956, 
zack.hudgins@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Bob Hasegawa
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7862, 
bob.hasegawa@leg.wa.gov 

District 12
Rep. Cary Condotta
(R, East Wenatchee), (360) 
786-7954, cary.condotta@leg.
wa.gov 

Rep. Mike Armstrong
(R, Wenatchee), (360) 786-7832, 
mike.armstrong@leg.wa.gov

District 13
Rep. Judy Warnick
(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7932, 
judy.warnick@leg.wa.gov

District 14
Rep. Norm Johnson
(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7810, 
norm.johnson@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Charles Ross
(R, Naches), (360) 786-7856, 
charles.ross@leg.wa.gov

District 15
Rep. Bruce Chandler
(R, Granger), (360) 786-7960, 
bruce.chandler@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. David Taylor
(R, Moxee), (360) 786-7874, 
david.taylor@leg.wa.gov 

District 16
Rep. Maureen Walsh
(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7836, 
maureen.walsh@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Terry Nealey
(R, Dayton), (360) 786-7828, 
terry.nealey@leg.wa.gov

District 17
Rep. Tim Probst
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7994, 
tim.probst@leg.wa.gov  

Rep. Paul Harris
(R, Vancouver), (360) 786-7976, 
paul.harris@leg.wa.gov

District 18
Rep. Ann Rivers
(R, LaCenter), (360) 786-7634, 
ann.rivers@leg.wa.gov  

Rep. Ed Orcutt
(R, Kalama), (360) 786-7812, 
ed.orcutt@leg.wa.gov

District 19
Rep. Dean Takko
(D, Longview), (360) 786-7806, 
dean.takko@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Brian Blake
(D, Aberdeen), (360) 786-7870, 
brian.blake@leg.wa.gov

District 20
Rep. Richard DeBolt
(R, Chehalis), (360) 786-7896, 
richard.debolt@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Gary Alexander
(R, Olympia), (360) 786-7990, 
gary.alexander@leg.wa.gov

District 21
Rep. Mary Helen Roberts
(D, Lynnwood), (360) 786-7950, 
maryhelen.roberts@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Marko Liias
(D, Mukilteo), (360) 786-7972, 
marko.liias@leg.wa.gov

District 22
Rep. Chris Reykdal
(D, Tumwater), (360) 786-7940, 
chris.reykdal@leg.wa.gov  

Rep. Sam Hunt
(D, Olympia), (360) 786-7992, 
sam.hunt@leg.wa.gov

District 23
Rep. Sherry Appleton
(D, Poulsbo), (360) 786-7934, 
sherry.appleton@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Drew Hansen
(D, Bainbridge Island), (360) 
786-7842, drew.hansen@leg.
wa.gov 

District 24
Rep. Kevin Van De Wege
(D, Sequim), (360) 786-7916, 
kevin.vandewege@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Steve Tharinger
(D, Dungeness), (360) 786-7904, 
steve.tharinger@leg.wa.gov

District 25
Rep. Bruce Dammeier
(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7948, 
bruce.dammeier@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Hans Zeiger
(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7968, 
hans.zeiger@leg.wa.gov

District 26
Rep. Jan Angel
(R, Port Orchard), (360) 786-
7964, jan.angel@leg.wa.gov

District 27
Rep. Laurie Jinkins
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7930, 
laurie.jinkins@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Jeannie Darneille
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7974, 
j.darneille@leg.wa.gov

District 28
Rep. Troy Kelley
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7890, 
troy.kelley@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Tami Green
(D, Lakewood), (360) 786-7958, 
tami.green@leg.wa.gov

District 29
Rep. Connie Ladenburg
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7906, 
connie.ladenburg@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Steve Kirby
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7996, 
steve.kirby@leg.wa.gov

District 30
Rep. Mark Miloscia
(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-7898, 
mark.miloscia@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Katrina Asay
(R, Milton), (360) 786-7830, 
katrina.asay@leg.wa.gov
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District 31
Rep. Cathy Dahlquist
(R, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7846, 
cathy.dahlquist@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Christopher Hurst
(D, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7866, 
christopher.hurst@leg.wa.gov

District 32  
Rep. Cindy Ryu
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7880, 
cindy.ryu@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Ruth Kagi
(D, Lake Forest Park), (360) 786-
7910, ruth.kagi@leg.wa.gov

District 33 
Rep. Tina Orwall
(D, Normandy Park), (360) 786-
7834, tina.orwall@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Dave Upthegrove
(D, Des Moines), (360) 786-7868, 
dave.upthegrove@leg.wa.gov

District 34
Rep. Eileen Cody
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7978, 
eileen.cody@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Joe Fitzgibbon
(D, Burien), (360) 786-7952, 
joe.fitzgibbon@leg.wa.gov

District 35
Rep. Kathy Haigh
(D, Shelton), (360) 786-7966, 
kathy.haigh@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Fred Finn
(D, Belfair), (360) 786-7902, 
fred.finn@leg.wa.gov

District 36
Rep. Reuven Carlyle
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7814, 
reuven.carlyle@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Mary Lou Dickerson
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7860, 
marylou.dickerson@leg.wa.gov

District 37
Rep. Sharon Tomiko Santos
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7944, 
sharontomiko.santos@leg.
wa.gov 

Rep. Eric Pettigrew
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7838, 
eric.pettigrew@leg.wa.gov

District 38
Rep. John McCoy
(D, Tulalip), (360) 786-7864, 
john.mccoy@leg.wa.gov  

Rep. Mike Sells
(D, Everett), (360) 786-7840, 
mike.sells@leg.wa.gov

District 39
Rep. Dan Kristiansen
(R, Snohomish), (360) 786-7967, 
dan.kristiansen@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Kirk Pearson
(R, Monroe), (360) 786-7816, 
kirk.pearson@leg.wa.gov

District 40
Rep. Kristine Lytton
(D, Anacortes), (360) 786-7800, 
kristine.lytton@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Jeff Morris
(D, Anacortes), (360) 786-7970, 
jeff.morris@leg.wa.gov

District 41
Rep. Marcie Maxwell
(D, Renton), (360) 786-7894, 
marcie.maxwell@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Judy Clibborn
(D, Mercer Island), (360) 786-
7926, judy.clibborn@leg.wa.gov

District 42
Rep. Vincent Buys
(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7854, 
vincent.buys@leg.wa.gov

District 43 
Rep. Jamie Pedersen
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7826, 
jamie.pedersen@leg.wa.gov

Rep. Frank Chopp
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7920, 
frank.chopp@leg.wa.gov

District 44
Rep. Hans Dunshee
(D, Snohomish), (360) 786-7804, 
hans.dunshee@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Mike Hope
(R, Lake Stevens), (360) 786-
7892, mike.hope@leg.wa.gov

District 45
Rep. Roger Goodman
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7878, 
roger.goodman@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Larry Springer
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7822, 
larry.springer@leg.wa.gov

District 46
Rep. Gerry Pollet
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7886, 
gerry.pollet@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Phyllis Gutierrez Kenney
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7818, 
phyllis.kenney@leg.wa.gov

District 47
Rep. Mark Hargrove
(R, Covington), (360) 786-7918, 
mark.hargrove@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Pat Sullivan
(D, Covington), (360) 786-7858, 
pat.sullivan@leg.wa.gov

District 48
Rep. Ross Hunter
(D, Bellevue), (360) 786-7936, 
ross.hunter@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Deb Eddy
(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7848, 
deborah.eddy@leg.wa.gov

District 49
Rep. Sharon Wylie
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7924, 
sharon.wylie@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Jim Moeller
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7872, 
jim.moeller@leg.wa.gov

House of 
Representatives: 
Nays, 1
District 42
Rep. Jason Overstreet
(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7980, 
jason.overstreet@leg.wa.gov

House of 
Representatives: 
Absent, 0

House of 
Representatives: 
Excused, 4
District 5
Rep. Jay Rodne
(R, North Bend), (360) 786-7852, 
jay.rodne@leg.wa.gov 

Rep. Glenn Anderson
(R, Fall City), (360) 786-7876, 
glenn.anderson@leg.wa.gov

District 13
Rep. Bill Hinkle
(R, Cle Elum), (360) 786-7808, 
bill.hinkle@leg.wa.gov

District 26
Rep. Larry Seaquist
(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7802, 
larry.seaquist@leg.wa.gov
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District 46
Sen. David Frockt
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7690, 
david.frockt@leg.wa.gov

District 47
Sen. Joe Fain
(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7692, 
joe.fain@leg.wa.gov

Senate: Nays, 0

Senate: Absent, 0

Senate: Excused, 9
District 5
Sen. Cheryl Pflug
(R, Maple Valley), 
no longer in office

District 16
Sen. Mike Hewitt
(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7630, 
mike.hewitt@leg.wa.gov

District 18
Sen. Joe Zarelli
(R, Vancouver), 
no longer in office

District 35
Sen. Tim Sheldon
(D, Potlatch), (360) 786-7668, 
timothy.sheldon@leg.wa.gov

District 39
Sen. Val Stevens
(R, Arlington), (360) 786-7676, 
val.stevens@leg.wa.gov

District 44
Sen. Steve Hobbs
(D, Lake Stevens), (360) 786-
7686, steve.hobbs@leg.wa.gov

District 45
Sen. Andy Hill
(R, Redmond), (360) 786-7672, 
andy.hill@leg.wa.gov

District 48
Sen. Rodney Tom
(D, Bellevue), (360) 786-7694, 
rodney.tom@leg.wa.gov

District 49
Sen. Craig Pridemore 
(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7696, 
craig.pridemore@leg.wa.gov

Senate: Yeas, 40
District 1
Sen. Rosemary McAuliffe
(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7600, 
rosemary.mcauliffe@leg.wa.gov

District 2
Sen. Randi Becker
(R, Eatonville), (360) 786-7602, 
randi.becker@leg.wa.gov

District 3
Sen. Lisa Brown
(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7604, 
lisa.brown@leg.wa.gov

District 4
Sen. Mike Padden
(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-
7606, mike.padden@leg.wa.gov 

District 6
Sen. Michael Baumgartner 
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7610, 
michael.baumgartner@leg.
wa.gov

District 7 
Sen. Bob Morton 
(R, Kettle Falls), (360) 786-7612, 
bob.morton@leg.wa.gov

District 8
Sen. Jerome Delvin
(R, Richland), (360) 786-7614, 
jerome.delvin@leg.wa.gov

District 9
Sen. Mark Schoesler
(R, Ritzville), (360) 786-7620, 
mark.schoesler@leg.wa.gov

District 10
Sen. Mary Margaret Haugen
(D, Camano Island), (360) 786-
7618, marymargaret.haugen@
leg.wa.gov

District 11
Sen. Margarita Prentice
(D, Renton), (360) 786-7616, 
margarita.prentice@leg.wa.gov

District 12
Sen. Linda Evans Parlette 
(R, Wenatchee), (360) 786-7622, 
linda.parlette@leg.wa.gov

District 13
Sen. Janéa Holmquist Newbry
(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7624, 
janea.holmquistnewbry@leg.
wa.gov

District 14
Sen. Curtis King
(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7626, 
curtis.king@leg.wa.gov

District 15
Sen. Jim Honeyford
(R, Sunnyside), (360) 786-7684, 
jim.honeyford@leg.wa.gov

District 17
Sen. Don Benton
(R, Vancouver), (360) 786-7632, 
don.benton@leg.wa.gov

District 19
Sen. Brian Hatfield
(D, Raymond), (360) 786-7636, 
brian.hatfield@leg.wa.gov

District 20
Sen. Dan Swecker
(R, Rochester), (360) 786-7638, 
dan.swecker@leg.wa.gov

District 21
Sen. Paull Shin
(D, Edmonds), (360) 786-7640, 
paull.shin@leg.wa.gov

District 22
Sen. Karen Fraser
(D, Olympia), (360) 786-7642, 
karen.fraser@leg.wa.gov

District 23
Sen. Christine Rolfes
(D, Bainbridge Island), (360) 
786-7644, christine.rolfes@leg.
wa.gov

District 24
Sen. James Hargrove
(D, Hoquiam), (360) 786-7646, 
jim.hargrove@leg.wa.gov

District 25
Sen. Jim Kastama
(D, Puyallup), (360) 786-7648, 
jim.kastama@leg.wa.gov

District 26
Sen. Derek Kilmer
(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7650, 
derek.kilmer@leg.wa.gov

District 27
Sen. Debbie Regala
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7652, 
debbie.regala@leg.wa.gov

District 28
Sen. Mike Carrell
(R, Lakewood), (360) 786-7654, 
michael.carrell@leg.wa.gov 

District 29
Sen. Steve Conway
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7656, 
steve.conway@leg.wa.gov

District 30
Sen. Tracey Eide
(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-
7658, tracey.eide@leg.wa.gov

District 31
Sen. Pam Roach
(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7660, 
pam.roach@leg.wa.gov

District 32
Sen. Maralyn Chase
(D, Shoreline), (360) 786-7662, 
maralyn.chase@leg.wa.gov

District 33
Sen. Karen Keiser
(D, Kent), (360) 786-7664, 
karen.keiser@leg.wa.gov

District 34
Sen. Sharon Nelson
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7667, 
sharon.nelson@leg.wa.gov 

District 36
Sen. Jeanne Kohl-Welles
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7670, 
jeanne.kohl-welles@leg.wa.gov

District 37
Sen. Adam Kline
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7688, 
adam.kline@leg.wa.gov

District 38
Sen. Nick Harper
(D, Everett), (360) 786-7674, 
nick.harper@leg.wa.gov

District 40
Sen. Kevin Ranker
(D, Orcas Island), (360) 786-7678, 
kevin.ranker@leg.wa.gov 

District 41
Sen. Steve Litzow
(R, Mercer Island), (360) 786-
7641, steve.litzow@leg.wa.gov

District 42
Sen. Doug Ericksen
(R, Ferndale), (360) 786-7682, 
doug.ericksen@leg.wa.gov

District 43
Sen. Ed Murray
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7628, 
edward.murray@leg.wa.gov
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President & Vice President
The President must be at least 35 years of age and a 
natural-born U.S. citizen. The President is indirectly 
elected by voters through the Electoral College to 
a four-year term and cannot serve more than two 
consecutive elected terms.

The chief duty of the President is to ensure that the 
laws of the United States are faithfully executed. This 
duty is largely performed through appointments of 
thousands of federal positions, including secretaries of 
cabinet agencies and all judges of the federal judiciary. 
These nominees are subject to confirmation by the 
U.S. Senate. The President is commander in chief of 
the U.S. armed forces. The President has the power to 
make treaties with foreign governments, which must be 
approved by the Senate. The President has the power to 
veto (reject) laws passed by Congress.

The Vice President shall become President in the event 
the Office of the President becomes vacant. The Vice 
President also serves as the presiding officer of the 
Senate.

Congress
The U.S. Senate and House of Representatives have 
equal responsibility for declaring war, maintaining 
the armed forces, assessing taxes, borrowing money, 
minting currency, regulating commerce, and making 
all laws necessary for the operation of government. 
One common qualification for these elected offices is 
that a candidate must be a registered voter. 

U.S. Senator

U.S. Senators must be at least 30 years of age, have 
been a citizen of the United States for nine years, and 
be a registered voter of the state from which he or she 
is elected. The Senate is made up of 100 members, two 
from each state, and each Senator’s term is six years. 

The Senate has several exclusive powers, including 
consenting to treaties and confirming federal 
appointments made by the President, and trying 
federal officials impeached by the House. 

U.S. Representative

U.S. Representatives must be at least 25 years of age, 
have been a citizen of the United States for seven 
years, and be a registered voter of the state from which 
he or she is elected. The House of Representatives is 
made up of 435 members; each state is allocated a 
different number of members based on population. 
A Representative’s term is two years. The total 
membership of the House is up for election in even-
numbered years. 

What do they do?
Qualifications and responsibilities for federal offices
Each office has different qualifications and varying responsibilities. Candidates for federal offices must meet specific 
age and citizenship requirements. 

Candidate statements are printed 
exactly as submitted. The Office of 
the Secretary of State does not make 
corrections of any kind or verify 
statements for truth or fact.
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Barack Obama
Democratic Party Nominee
President

Joe Biden
Democratic Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: Vice President of the United States 
(current); U.S. Senator; New Castle County Councilman 
(Delaware)

Other Professional Experience: Attorney; Constitutional 
law professor

Education: B.A., University of Delaware; J.D., Syracuse 
University Law School

Community Service: Throughout his career in public 
service, Vice President Biden has been a strong 
advocate for public and community service initiatives, 
including programs supporting veterans and military 
families, as well as longstanding efforts to combat 
violence against women, including dating violence, in 
schools and on college campuses.

Elected Experience: President of the United States 
(current); elected U.S. Senator in 2004; elected Illinois 
State Senator in 1996.

Other Professional Experience: Community organizer; 
Civil Rights Lawyer; Constitutional law professor

Education: Columbia University, B.A.; Harvard Law 
School, J.D.

Community Service: President Obama has devoted 
his career to public and community service. Beyond 
his legislative and political record, he worked as a 
community organizer, aiding local churches to rebuild 
communities in Chicago devastated by steel plant 
closings. He later directed one of the largest voter 
registration drives in Illinois history.

Statement: Over the last few decades, middle-
class security had been slipping away for families 
who worked hard and played by the rules. Wages 
stagnated while costs soared. Fewer employers offered 
retirement and health benefits. College tuition costs 
skyrocketed. Then the Wall Street and housing market 
crashes cost 8.8 million jobs and sent the economy 
into a deep recession. 

From day one, President Obama took immediate action 
to put Americans back to work, stopping the bleeding 
and reversing the trend. He also began laying the 
foundation for a real recovery that has strong roots and 
a job-creating economy that’s built to last.

We are now at a make-or-break moment for the middle 
class, and the President knows that we must respond by 
restoring the basic values of balance and fairness that 
made our country great.

President Obama believes Americans should be able to 
earn enough to raise a family, send their kids to school, 
own a home and put enough away to retire. That can 
happen only when hard work pays off, responsibility is 
rewarded, and when everybody plays by the same rules, 
does their fair share and has a fair shot at success.

We need an economy built to last and built from the 
middle class out, not the top down. That’s why the 
President’s plan invests in education, innovation, 
infrastructure and home-grown American energy, and 
it reforms our tax code to help create American jobs 
and responsibly reduce the deficit in a balanced way by 
asking the wealthiest to pay their fair share again.

We can’t afford to go back to the same failed policies 
that crashed our economy and devastated the middle 
class. We have to move forward.

For More Information: (312) 985-1700; 
counsel@barackobama.com; www.barackobama.com
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Mitt Romney
Republican Party Nominee
President

Paul Ryan
Republican Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: Congressman Ryan is in his 
seventh term in Congress representing Wisconsin’s 
First Congressional District. As Chairman of the House 
Budget Committee, he has worked tirelessly to rein 
in federal spending and increase accountability to 
taxpayers. He also serves on the House Ways and 
Means Committee.

Other Professional Experience: Legislative Director 
- Senator Sam Brownback (R-KS); Legislative Aide - 
Senator Bob Kasten (R-WI); Speechwriter, Economic 
Analyst - Empower America, Jack Kemp & Bill Bennett

Education: Joseph A. Craig High School; Miami 
University in Ohio

Community Service: YMCA volunteer soccer coach 
in Janesville, WI; St. Elizabeth’s nursing home - the 
Ryan family serves Christmas meals to residents in 
Janesville.

Elected Experience: Governor of Massachusetts

Other Professional Experience: CEO, 2002 Salt Lake 
Organizing Committee for the Olympic and Paralympic 
Winter Games; CEO Bain & Company; Co-Founder, 
Bain Capital

Education: JD, Harvard Law School; MBA, Harvard 
Business School; BA, Brigham Young University.

Community Service: Board Member of City Year, youth 
service organization; board Member of Belmont Hill 
School; National Advisory Council Member of the 
Marriott School of Management; Visiting Committee 
Member of the Harvard Business School

Statement: I am running for president to get America 
back to work, protect our national security, and restore 
our country’s standing as leader of the free world. 

I am not a career politician. I spent most of my life in 
the private sector, helping launch or rebuild hundreds of 
companies, including household names such as Staples, 
Bright Horizons, and The Sports Authority.

In 1999, the Winter Olympics were on the verge of 
collapse amid corruption allegations. I was asked to take 
over. I revamped the organization’s leadership, trimmed 
the budget, and restored public confidence. In the end, 
we staged one of the most successful games of all time.

As Governor of Massachusetts, I cut taxes 19 times 
while balancing the budget four years in a row. I cut red 
tape for small businesses, signed into law job-creating 
incentives, and fought hard to bring new businesses to 
the state. By the end of my term, the state had amassed 
a $2 billion rainy-day fund.

As president, I will repeal the national healthcare law. 
I’ll get rid of job-killing regulations, open new markets 
for American exports, and unlock America’s energy 
resources. I’ll reduce taxes and bring an end to runaway 
spending and borrowing in Washington, D.C. I’ll make 
the federal government simpler, smaller, and smarter. At 
the same time, I will reverse the defense cuts of the past 
three years, rebuild our military, and ensure that this 
century will be another American Century.

Together we can create an Opportunity Society where 
hard work, education, and risk-taking allow people to 
achieve their dreams.

For More Information: (857) 288-3500; 
info@MittRomney.com; www.MittRomney.com
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Gary Johnson
Libertarian Party Nominee
President

James P. Gray
Libertarian Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: By appointment of the Governor, 
served 25 years as a trial court judge in Orange 
County, California.

Other Professional Experience: Criminal defense 
attorney with U.S. Navy JAG Corps, federal prosecutor 
in Los Angeles, private attorney in the practice of 
business litigation.

Education: J.D., University of Southern California; B.A., 
UCLA

Community Service: Peace Corps Volunteer in Costa 
Rica; California Juvenile Justice Commission; 
California Judicial Council; California Department 
of Drug and Alcohol Planning, and many more 
commissions.

Elected Experience: Governor of New Mexico, 1995 - 
2003

Other Professional Experience: I am an entrepreneur, 
having grown a one-man business to one of New 
Mexico’s largest construction companies and 
employing more than 1,000 people. After selling 
that business and serving two terms as Governor 
of New Mexico, I served as Honorary Chairman of 
the Our America Initiative, a public policy advocacy 
organization devoted to promoting free markets, 
individual liberties and smaller government.

Education: B.S., University of New Mexico

Community Service: Advisory Council, Students for 
Sensible Drug Policy; Honorary Chair, Our America 
Initiative

Statement: After having built a successful business, I 
entered public service by asking the people of New 
Mexico to give me an opportunity to bring common 
sense leadership to the Office of Governor. I pledged 
to reduce taxes, reduce the size of state government, 
and get government out of the way of job creation, 
individual freedom, and innovation. I was elected, 
and reelected to a second term. The size of state 
government was, in fact, reduced, tens of thousands of 
private sector jobs were created, and the state moved 
from operating in the red to having a billion dollar 
surplus. 

During my eight years as Governor, taxes were reduced 
14 times, and never raised. I vetoed approximately 750 
bills passed by the state legislature, in keeping with 
my determination to reduce the size and cost of state 
government. When I left office, being term limited, New 
Mexico had a budget surplus and private sector job 
creation had increased substantially.

I am seeking the Office of President of the United States 
because the nation desperately needs that same kind 
of leadership today. Good government is easy when 
politics are put aside and common sense applied. I 
pledge to submit a balanced budget to Congress in 2013, 
to veto, as I did in New Mexico, any legislation that will 
result in deficit spending, and to create an environment 
of regulatory certainty that will allow the private sector 
to put Americans to work and let free people live 
their lives without fear of unnecessary government 
interference.

For More Information: www.garyjohnson2012.com

   continue
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Virgil Goode
Constitution Party Nominee
President

James N. Clymer
Constitution Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Admitted to 
Pennsylvania Bar (1978); senior member of a general 
practice law firm; admitted to practice before 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court and Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals; has represented clients in cases dealing with 
constitutional/religious liberty issues, including the 
American Center for Law and Justice, National Legal 
Foundation, Rutherford Institute and Home School 
Legal Defense Association; Chairman, Constitution 
Party National Committee (1999-2012).

Education: Juris Doctor, Washburn University School of 
Law (1978); B.S. History, Millersville University (1972).

Community Service: Active in church and para-church 
organizations, serving as deacon, elder, and teacher; 
board of directors for Dayspring Christian Academy.

Elected Experience: United States House of 
Representatives (1997-2009); Virginia State Senator 
(1973-1997).

Other Professional Experience: Army National Guard 
(1969-1973).

Education: Juris Doctorate, University of Virginia (1973); 
B.A. University of Richmond (1969).

Community Service: No information submitted 

Statement: The President of the United States should 
carefully follow our Constitution. Following our 
Constitution will mean a more limited Government 
and a greater protection of our Constitutional Rights. I 
favor a balanced budget now. With a debt of 16 trillion 
dollars, we must not only balance our budget but 
start reducing our debts. I favor eliminating a number 
of programs and departments, such as No Child Left 
Behind, NEA Funding, Public Broadcasting Funding, 
eliminating the Federal Government from public 
education, and reducing or eliminating a number 
of secretaries. I also favor reducing funding for the 
Executive Branch and eliminating the Czars. 

I want jobs in America to go first to United States 
citizens. I favor totally eliminating illegal immigration 
and stopping the magnets that attract illegals to our 
Country. For example, ending automatic birth right 
citizenship for children born of illegals in the United 
States. I also favor a nearly complete moratorium on 
new green cards while unemployment is at such high 
levels and until unemployment falls below 5%. Jobs in 
America should go to U.S. Citizens first and not to those 
from other countries. Our first priority must be good 
paying jobs for U.S. Citizens.

I have a consistent pro-life voting record and would be a 
strong supporter of life as President.

I have consistently supported defining marriage as being 
between one man and one woman. I was a co-sponsor 
of and a supporter of the Federal Marriage Amendment, 
defining marriage as being between one man and one 
woman. I support DOMA and was proud to participate in 
the Chick-Fil-A turnout.

I also support an audit of the Federal Reserve.

I am a native of Virginia where I live with my wife Lucy. 
We have one daughter and a grandson.

For More Information: (540) 483-9030; 
virgilgoodeforpresident2012@gmail.com; 
www.goodeforpresident2012.com
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Jill Stein
Green Party Nominee
President

Cheri Honkala
Green Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: NA

Other Professional Experience: Founder of Kensington 
Welfare Rights Union; National Coordinator of the Poor 
People’s Economic Human Rights Campaign.

Education: Minnesota public schools

Community Service: For the past 25 years Cheri Honkala 
has been a leading advocate for poor and homeless 
in America. In 2001 Ms. Magazine named Honkala 
Woman of the Year and she has won numerous 
awards including the Bread and Roses Human Rights 
Award, Public Citizen of the Year by the Pennsylvania 
Association of Social Workers, and the prestigious 
Letelier-Moffitt award from the Institute for Policy 
Studies. In April 2005 Mother Jones magazine named 
her Hellraiser of the Month.

Elected Experience: Lexington Town Meeting

Other Professional Experience: Physician

Education: MD, Harvard Medical School, 1979; BA, 
Psychology-Sociology-Anthropology, Harvard 
University, 1973

Community Service: Dr. Jill Stein is a mother, housewife, 
physician, longtime teacher of internal medicine, and 
pioneering environmental-health advocate. She has 
served in elected leadership roles with the Coalition for 
Healthy Communities, Citizens for Voter Choice and the 
national Physicians for Social Responsibility. She has 
has won several awards including Clean Water Action’s 
Not in Anyone’s Backyard Award, the Children’s Health 
Hero Award, and the Toxic Action Center’s Citizen 
Award. In 2002, she ran for governor against Mitt 
Romney. 

Statement: We must act to save our planet. The course 
we are on leads to irreversible climate change. Yet the 
politicians in Washington continue doling out subsidies 
to the oil companies while much of our country burns. 

We must change our economy. Almost half of Americans 
are living in or near poverty. The rich are getting richer 
while wages go down. Nothing is being done because 
the financial elite that collapsed the economy in 2008 are 
still calling the shots.

With your vote, I will implement an emergency 
program called the Green New Deal. The Green New 
Deal will create 25 million jobs, end unemployment, 
and transition our country to a green economy. It will 
guarantee public higher education and Medicare for all, 
and forgive student loan debt. It will break up the big 
banks. And it will end corporate domination of elections.

I represent an end to business-as-usual in Washington. 
As an environmental health advocate in the 1990s, I saw 
how corporate money stopped essential reforms from 
becoming law. In response, I led the effort to get fully 
publicly financed elections in Massachusetts. We put it 
on the ballot, and the electorate voted for it. Then the 
Democratic legislature repealed our clean elections law. 
That’s when I decided it was time to go Green.

My running mate, Cheri Honkala, is one of America’s 
leading advocates for the poor. She was once a 
homeless mother who slept in abandoned buildings 
with her son because they had nowhere else to go. 
Since then she has given her life to keeping people 
in their homes. And she has often stood between the 
bankers and a frightened family facing eviction. 

We ask for your votes and we invite you to find out more 
about the Green New Deal at JillStein.org

For More Information: (608) 620-3107; HQ@JillStein.org; 
www.JillStein.org
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Peta Lindsay
Socialism & Liberation Party Nominee
President

Yari Osorio
Socialism & Liberation Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Certified EMT; Writer, 
Liberation News

Education: BA, Forensic Psychology, John Jay City 
University of New York

Community Service: Born in Cali, Colombia, Osorio 
immigrated to the United States at age three. Now 
a U.S. citizen, he grew up undocumented. Harsh 
anti-immigrant policies propelled Osorio to become 
an advocate for social and economic justice. He is a 
volunteer organizer in the ANSWER Coalition (Act Now 
to Stop War and End Racism) and organizes against 
New York City’s “stop and frisk” policy. In October 
2011, he was arrested on the Brooklyn Bridge with 700 
others as part of the Occupy Wall Street movement.

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Founding member, PSL; 
member, PSL’s Central Committee

Education: BA in History/African American studies, 
Howard University, 2008. Pursuing master’s degree in 
education from the University of Southern California.

Community Service: Lindsay has helped to lead 
countless demonstrations across the country against 
imperialist wars, racism, tuition hikes, and for women’s 
rights and the Palestinian people’s right to self-
determination. She has been a tireless advocate for 
the rights of working people. Was an organizer with 
the Philadelphia Student Union, 1996-98, the Sexual 
Minority Youth Assistance League, 1999-2001,and the 
ANSWER coalition, since 2001. Recently helped form 
Women Organized to Resist and Defend.

Statement: After causing the greatest crisis for working 
people since the Great Depression, with millions of 
layoffs and foreclosures, the banks not only received 
a massive public bailout, but have been making 
enormous profits. The Lindsay/Osorio campaign 
calls for seizing the banks to solve the crises of jobs, 
housing, healthcare and education that the majority of 
people confront. 

Federal, state and local funding for education, health 
care assistance, childcare and other social services 
are being slashed year after year. Why? The politicians 
say that there is no money. That’s a lie. The banks are 
sitting on trillions of dollars. Corporations are reaping 
great profits but paying next to nothing in taxes. The 
government spends more than a $1 trillion every year 
on war, occupation and 900 military bases around the 
world.

The Lindsay/Osorio campaign has a ten-point program 
that speaks to the needs of the 99 percent, not the 1 
percent who own the banks and corporations. We call 
for a job, free healthcare, affordable housing and free 
education to be constitutional rights; an end to war, 
sanctions and occupation; stopping racist police brutality 
and mass incarceration; defending our unions; full 
equality for women and LGBT people; forgiving student 
and mortgage debt; full rights for all immigrants; and an 
economic plan to sharply cut greenhouse gases, clean 
up the environment and build a massive renewable 
energy network.

The elections cannot solve the problems we face. Our 
campaign is part of the people’s movement in the 
schools, workplaces and streets. We are fighting for a 
different world where no one is hungry, homeless or 
deprived of health care, housing or education while a 
few live in obscene luxury. We are building a movement 
for socialism. Join us, vote for Peta Lindsay for President 
and Yari Osorio for Vice President.

For More Information: (206) 367-3820; 
seattle@pslweb.org; www.VotePSL.org

   continue
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James Harris
Socialist Workers Party Nominee
President

Alyson Kennedy
Socialist Workers Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: James Harris, 64, is a veteran trade 
unionist and a longstanding member of the National 
Committee of the Socialist Workers Party. Harris was 
the Socialist Workers candidate for U.S. president in 
1996 and 2000.

Other Professional Experience: He has advanced a 
revolutionary socialist perspective in the struggle 
for Black rights for more than four decades, in 
mobilizations against imperialist wars from Vietnam to 
Iraq and Afghanistan and in working-class politics.

Education: Cleveland State

Community Service: Harris has joined battles by working 
people to defend their unions, conditions of work and 
life and limb on the job from the relentless productivity 
drive by the bosses today.

Elected Experience: Alyson Kennedy, 61, is a production 
worker and a member of the Socialist Workers Party’s 
National Committee.

Other Professional Experience: A trade union fighter 
for more than three decades, Kennedy worked in 
coalmines in Alabama, Colorado, Utah and West 
Virginia. She joined the United Mine Workers of 
America (UMWA) in 1981. From 2003 to 2006 Kennedy 
was a leading militant in a union organizing battle at 
the Co-Op coalmine outside Huntington, Utah.

Education: Indiana University

Community Service: Kennedy joined protests against the 
lynching of Florida youth, Trayvon Martin. She is on the 
front lines of struggles to defend immigrant workers 
from government assaults. 

Statement: Working people in the United States and 
around the world are bearing the brunt of a deepening 
crisis of capitalism. Bosses and their governments 
respond to the contraction in production and trade in 
the only way they know-by taking it out on the working 
class. 

Across the globe, workers face the same conditions: 
growing unemployment, attacks on wages, speed-up, 
slashed social services, and assaults on political rights. 
Workers from China, Spain, to Mexico are the allies of 
workers here.

Oppressed layers of our class are hit hardest by this 
profit-driven offensive by the bosses, especially workers 
who are Black. Immigrant workers are scapegoated 
and subjected to super exploitation. This has led to the 
rise of workers’ resistance. Longshore workers who 
faced union busting in Longview, sugar beet workers 
locked out in the Upper Midwest, and striking Teamsters 
at Davis Wire in Kent are fighting to defend their jobs, 
wages and working conditions.

In their profit-driven competition for markets and 
resources, ruling class families in the U.S. and their 
imperialist rivals are driven toward war, and attacks on 
democratic rights. U.S. troops out of Afghanistan and all 
countries.

We stand with all those who stand up to these attacks. 
We fight for the labor movement to champion the 
struggles of the oppressed and exploited. We defend 
the right of women to choose an abortion. We call for a 
federally-funded jobs program to put millions to work.

The Democratic and Republican parties defend 
the interests of the bosses. To end this system of 
unemployment and war, working people need to rely 
on our own strength, and take political power from 
the capitalist class. To do this, we need a working class 
program and a working class party. Join us. Join with 
us.

For More Information: (206) 323-1755; 
themilitant@mac.com; www.themilitant.com
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Ross C. (Rocky) 
Anderson
Justice Party Nominee
President

Luis J. Rodriguez
Justice Party Nominee
Vice President

Elected Experience: Recognized for forty years working 
in urban peace and gang intervention in the U.S., Latin 
America, and Europe. Works on immigrant rights, labor 
rights, justice against police abuse, quality education, 
poverty, homelessness, and the prison industrial 
complex.

Other Professional Experience: Author of fifteen books 
of poetry, children’s literature, and nonfiction, including 
two memoirs. Co-founder, Tia Chucha’s Centro Cultural 
and independent press, Tia Chucha Press.

Education: Mark Keppel High School in Alhambra, 
attended East Los Angeles College and California State 
University, Los Angeles.

Community Service: Co-founder of Network for 
Revolutionary Change, coordinating leading thinkers 
and organizers to strategize for justice, peace, and 
cooperation. 

Elected Experience: Mayor, Salt Lake City, 2000-08.

Other Professional Experience: Roofer, truck driver, 
server, buck fence builder. Lawyer (civil rights, 
professional negligence, antitrust, securities fraud, 
financial institution fraud) for 21 years. Founder and 
Executive Director, High Road for Human Rights, 2008-
12.

Education: B.S. (magna cum laude), University of 
Utah, 1973; J.D. (with honors), George Washington 
University Law School, 1978.

Community Service: President of Boards of ACLU of 
Utah; Citizens for Penal Reform (founder); Guadalupe 
Educational Programs. Member, Boards of Planned 
Parenthood Association of Utah; Common Cause of 
Utah; International Council for Local Environmental 
Initiatives (ICLEI). Member Advisory Committee, 
Freedom to Marry.

Statement: My campaign is about deeply shared 
values, focused on achieving greater economic, social, 
and environmental justice for all. Instead of falling 
in line with the dominant parties that have created a 
militarist and corporatist government for sale to the 
highest bidders, we are calling for people to aspire 
to a government that is genuinely of, by, and for the 
people. 

Peace and prosperity require (1) proven pre-school and 
secondary educational opportunities so that everyone 
has a chance to excel; (2) the chance for everyone to 
obtain a college or technical education without crushing 
debt, just as our forebears committed to secondary 
education for all; (3) returning outsourced jobs to the 
U.S and putting millions of people to work in a WPA-like 
initiative; (4) equal rights under the law, regardless of 
race, religion, and sexual orientation; (5) a restorative 
criminal justice system that focuses on problem-solving, 
rather than on punishment and retribution (including an 
end to the disastrous “war on drugs”); (6) a Medicare-
for-all system that will provide essential healthcare 
for everyone, be less expensive, and provide better 
medical outcomes; and (7) responsible environmental 
stewardship, including protection of the climate through 
utilization of clean energy sources.

My foreign policy will promote peace and respect 
for human rights, not the empire-building wars of 
aggression supported by both major parties. I will 
promote long-term U.S. security and build better 
relationships with other nations by ending the immoral 
drone killings that have killed hundreds of innocent 
civilians, the assassinations of U.S. citizens without any 
semblance of due process, and the claim of authority to 
indefinitely detain even U.S. citizens without charges, 
trial, legal assistance, or right of habeas corpus. I 
will dismantle the imperial presidency and restore a 
government in harmony with fundamental U.S. values 
and our Constitution.

For More Information: (801) 990-5300; 
rockyanderson.justice@gmail.com; www.voterocky.org
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Maria Cantwell
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: U.S. Senate 2001-Present, U.S. 
House of Representatives 1993-1995, Washington State 
Legislature 1987-1993

Other Professional Experience: Real Networks, Vice 
President of Marketing & Senior Vice President of the 
Consumer Products Division 1995-2000

Education: B.A. in Public Administration from Miami 
University

Community Service: Henry M. Jackson Foundation, 
Honorary Council of Advisors; South Snohomish 
Chamber of Commerce, Former Board Member; 
Mountlake Terrace Friends of the Library; Alderwood 
Rotary, Former Board Member; Apollo Alliance, 
Founding Board Member

United States Senator  |  6-year term

Statement: Congress is bogged down in partisanship 
and gridlock. But Senator Maria Cantwell puts politics 
aside and does what’s right for our state. Maria 
is focused on job creation and keeping America 
competitive in the global economy - because she 
knows too many families are struggling just to get by. 

That’s why Maria is working to make sure Washington 
State remains the hub of America’s aerospace industry. 
She fought unfair foreign competition to help Boeing 
win the $35 billion Air Force contract that could mean 
11,000 jobs for our state. Now Maria is helping develop 
apprenticeship and job training programs so we have a 
skilled workforce for those jobs.

Maria’s fighting to increase Pell Grants and help middle 
class kids afford college. She co-sponsored a bill giving 
returning veterans access to a college education. She’s 
working to give laid-off workers and veterans access to 
job training at community colleges so they can develop 
the skills they need for new jobs.

To create opportunities for businesses to hire more 
workers, Maria voted to cut taxes for small businesses 
and manufacturers while pushing banks to loan to small 
businesses that want to grow. Maria recognizes that the 
federal deficit is a dagger pointed at the heart of our 
economy, so she’s working to cut wasteful government 
spending. She is pushing to end tax breaks for 
companies that ship jobs overseas and instead provide 
tax incentives for companies that create jobs here. And 
Maria is working to develop Washington’s new clean 
energy industry, which will create thousands of jobs 
across our state.

Maria kept her commitment to protect Social Security 
and Medicare, fighting attempts by both parties to cut 
these vital programs. 

Senator Maria Cantwell is focused on making life better 
for our families and for the people of Washington State.

For More Information: (206) 285-2012; 
maria@cantwell.com; www.cantwell.com
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Michael Baumgartner
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Washington State Senator, 2010 – 
present

Other Professional Experience: Mike was an economic 
development consultant and former diplomat who 
advised international and Northwest firms. In 2007 
Mike served as an Economics Officer at the US 
Embassy in Baghdad, earning commendations 
from General Petraeus and Ambassador Crocker. In 
2009 he worked on a State Department-contracted 
counternarcotics program in Afghanistan, helping 
farmers grow wheat.

Education: Gonzaga Prep, Pullman High; WSU – BA, 
Economics (1999); Harvard – MPA, International 
Development (2002).

Community Service: Mike served as a Jesuit volunteer in 
Mozambique in 1999. He is a member of the Knights of 
Columbus.

Statement: Michael Baumgartner left a successful 
career in international development to help his country 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. Then, he challenged and 
defeated an entrenched incumbent and won election to 
the State Senate. 

As a State Senator, Michael has shown he can work 
with both parties to find pragmatic solutions, balance 
budgets, reform government spending and improve 
education. He sponsored legislation to protect higher 
education funding and prevent further cutbacks.

Michael has the background, experience, and common 
sense necessary to be an outstanding U.S. Senator. 
He is endorsed by Senator Slade Gorton, Attorney 
General Rob McKenna, Congresswoman Cathy 
McMorris Rodgers, Secretary of State Sam Reed, and 
Representative Cary Condotta. More important, Michael 
is supported by hundreds of Washington small business 
owners, veterans, and educators. Michael and his wife 
Eleanor have a young son, Conrad, and are expecting 
another child this year.

“I love Washington. I was born and raised here, the son 
of two educators. After studying at WSU and Harvard, 
my economic development career took me around the 
world. Washington’s wonderful, natural environment and 
friendly, innovative people make it the best place in the 
world.

“Now, America is struggling. In the past 12 years, 
reckless spending and poorly planned wars have helped 
double the national debt and millions don’t have jobs. 
Too many politicians care more about special interests 
than finding solutions. The US Senate hasn’t passed a 
budget in more than three years. DC is broken.

“I want to help turn things around, here and overseas. 
I’ve seen firsthand the progress our troops have made 
in Afghanistan against amazing odds. Now it’s time to 
bring them home and concentrate on rebuilding our 
economy. Our children should inherit a thriving America 
- not one in debt and decline. I’d be honored to have 
your vote. We’ve got work to do.”

For More Information: (206) 337-2242; 
michael@VoteBaumgartner.com; 
www.VoteBaumgartner.com
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Jaime Herrera Beutler
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: I’ve been fighting for Southwest 
Washington families and small businesses in Congress 
since 2010. My focus is on economic recovery, 
protecting seniors, and fighting against government 
waste and overspending. From 2007-2010, I served in 
the Washington State House of Representatives.

Other Professional Experience: I was a Senior Legislative 
Aide to U.S. Congresswoman Cathy McMorris 
Rodgers. I also worked my way through college, 
learning the value of hard work.

Education: B.A., University of Washington, 
Communications

Community Service: I volunteered in New York City 
following 9/11, and also with the Starbucks’ children’s 
literacy program, elderly care facilities, juvenile 
detention centers, park restorations and after-school 
programs.

United States Representative  |  District 3  |  2-year term

Statement: I ask for your vote so I can keep fighting 
for you in Congress. From day one as your U.S. 
Representative, serving the families and communities 
of Southwest Washington has remained my mission. 
I’ve listened to you, and I’ve stood up to both political 
parties including my own when it’s necessary to put 
the needs of families and communities here first. 

Bringing jobs back to Southwest Washington is 
priority one. I’m fighting to make job creation easier, 
removing red tape and barriers to job growth. I’ve 
led Congressional efforts to help our wood products 
industry and protect manufacturing jobs. I’ve fought 
for solutions to empower small businesses to grow 
and hire. And I won’t let up; we must get Southwest 
Washington’s economy growing and people back to 
work.

I fight to make government accountable to you. I am 
your watchdog on government bureaucracy. When 
an agency oversteps its mission or ignores the will 
of the community, I act to make sure it works as our 
servant, and not our master. I also helped pass a strong 
safeguard against insider trading in Congress into law, 
because elected officials should never put personal 
profit before serving people.

Saving taxpayer money means standing strong against 
government overspending. Our national debt is killing 
jobs now and it threatens future generations. Since my 
first day in Congress I have hunted down government 
inefficiency and fought to remove waste from the 
federal budget. Seniors have earned Social Security and 
Medicare. That’s why I’ve fought to strengthen both vital 
trust funds for senior citizens who depend on them.

No one will work harder for Southwest Washington than 
I will. It is an honor to serve you in Congress and I ask 
for your vote.

For More Information: (360) 597-3065; 
info@VoteJaime.com
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Jon T. Haugen
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: Jon Haugen is not a Professional 
Politician, he served our nation for 24 years as a 
member of the U.S. Military; he flew as a Navy Pilot.

Other Professional Experience: During his Military 
career he served at Naval Air Station Whidbey Island 
in addition to sites across our nation and around the 
world.

Education: Graduate of the United States Naval 
Academy, 1981; top third of his class.

Community Service: Jon Haugen got into politics to 
fight for education. He testified before the House and 
Senate committees in support of Simple Majority and 
then traveled around the state to restore democracy to 
the School Levy Ballot.

Statement: Patriot. As an 18 year old Jon Haugen 
raised his hand and made a pledge to our nation as 
a member of the U.S. Military. He graduated from 
the United States Naval Academy, in the top third of 
his class. He served as a Navy Pilot. In his 24 years 
of service Jon Haugen served around the world 
including with our allies in NATO (North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization) and later as a Commanding Officer 

Fiscal Conservative. Jon Haugen is the only candidate 
to offer an I-5 bridge plan that saves $3 billion without 
tolls or light rail. Jon Haugen finds ways to save money 
locally and will do so in D.C. as our Representative. This 
election is about increasing jobs and expanding the 
economy; strengthening Social Security and Medicare; 
reducing our debt and deficit.

Jon Haugen does not support the Romney-Ryan budget 
that ends Medicare, punishes the elderly, the poor, 
students and the disabled while giving taxes breaks 
to the rich but not balancing the budget until the year 
2040. Jon Haugen does support the Simpson-Bowles 
bi-partisan budget plan to grow our economy, save 
Medicare and strengthen Social Security plus reduce our 
debt and deficit.

As a United States Military service member Jon Haugen 
worked with others to solve problems, he will bring that 
common sense approach to solve the challenges we 
face.

Jon Haugen has been married for 27 years. His wife is 
a Registered Nurse. The Haugen’s have three children; 
all attended Community College thanks to ‘Running 
Start’ and all three graduated from Washington State 
Universities.

Jon Haugen says: “I have made no pledge to a former 
lobbyist, Grover Norquist, my only pledge is to our 
nation, the same one I made as an 18 year old. I ask for 
your vote. Thank you.”

For More Information: (360) 907-8340; 
Jon@HaugenVet.com; www.HaugenVet.com
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Governor
The Governor is the chief executive officer of the state. 
The Governor appoints hundreds of positions, including 
directors of state agencies. The Governor reports 
annually to the Legislature on affairs of the state and 
submits a budget recommendation. The Governor may 
veto (reject) legislation passed by the Legislature.

Lieutenant Governor
The Lieutenant Governor is elected independently of the 
Governor. The Lieutenant Governor acts as Governor if 
the Governor is unable to perform the official duties of 
the office and is first in line of succession if the office of 
Governor becomes vacant. The Lieutenant Governor is 
the presiding officer of the state Senate.

Secretary of State
The Secretary of State is the state’s chief elections officer, 
chief corporations officer, and oversees the state Archives 
and Library. Primary functions include certifying election 
results, filing and verifying initiatives and referenda, 
publishing the state voters’ pamphlet, registering 
and licensing corporations, limited partnerships and 
trademarks, registering charitable organizations, and 
collecting and preserving historical records of the state. 
The Secretary of State is second in line of succession for 
the office of Governor.

State Treasurer
As the state’s fiscal officer, the state Treasurer’s 
principal duties are to manage and disburse all funds 
and accounts, be responsible for the safekeeping and 
interest on all state investments, account for and make 
payments of interest and principal on all state bonded 
indebtedness, and maintain a statewide revenue 
collection system for the purpose of expediting the 
deposit of state funds into the Treasury. 

State Auditor
The state Auditor conducts independent financial, 
accountability, and performance audits of all Washington 
state and local governments. The state Auditor conducts 
investigations of whistleblower assertions about state 
agencies and also investigates reports of fraud, waste, 
and abuse received through its citizen hotline. Audit and 
investigation results are documented and reported to 
governments and the public.

Attorney General
The Attorney General serves as legal counsel to the 
Governor, members of the Legislature, state officials, and 
more than 230 state agencies, boards and commissions, 
colleges and universities. The office also represents the 
various administrative agencies and schools in court 
or administrative hearings. The Office of the Attorney 
General enforces consumer protection statutes and 
serves the public directly by providing information on 
consumer rights and fraudulent business practices.

Superintendent of Public Instruction
Superintendent of Public Instruction is a nonpartisan 
position. As head of the state educational agency and 
chief executive officer of the state Board of Education, 
the Superintendent is responsible for the administration 
of the state kindergarten through twelfth grade 
education programs. The regulatory duties of the office 
include certification of teaching personnel, approval 
and accreditation of programs, and apportionment of 
state and local funds. The Superintendent also provides 
assistance to school districts’ improvement areas.

Commissioner of Public Lands
The Commissioner of Public Lands is the head of the 
Department of Natural Resources, overseeing the 
management of 5 million acres of forest, agricultural, 
range, tidal, and shore lands of the state. Subject to 
proprietary policies established by the Board of Natural 
Resources, the Commissioner is responsible for the 
exercise of all duties and functions of the department.

Insurance Commissioner
The Office of the Insurance Commissioner regulates 
insurance companies doing business in Washington, 
licenses agents and brokers, reviews policies and rates, 
examines the operations and finances of insurers, and 
handles inquiries and complaints from the public.

What do they do?
Qualifications and responsibilities for state executive offices
To run and serve in a state executive office, a candidate must be a registered voter of the state. State executive 
officers are elected statewide to serve four-year terms.

Candidate statements are printed 
exactly as submitted. The Office of 
the Secretary of State does not make 
corrections of any kind or verify 
statements for truth or fact.
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Jay Inslee
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: Washington State House of 
Representatives – 1989-1992 representing Yakima 
Valley; U.S. House of Representatives 1993-1994 
representing Eastern Washington; U.S. House of 
Representatives 1999-2012 representing Kitsap, King 
and Snohomish counties.

Other Professional Experience: Attorney, author 
of Apollo’s Fire: Igniting America’s Clean Energy 
Economy.

Education: Ingraham High School, Seattle, WA; 
graduated from the University of Washington with 
a B.A. in economics in 1972; graduated Magna Cum 
Laude from Willamette University Law School in 1976.

Community Service: Charter member of Hoopaholics 
to raise money for Childhaven; coached youth 
sports; served as an honorary board member of the 
Washington Wildlife and Recreation Coalition.

Statement: My mission as governor is this - to create 
a stronger and growing economy for Washington. We 
invent, we create, and we build. It was our innovations 
that led the revolution in aerospace, then software. 
Today we are on the cusp of new revolutions in health 
sciences and clean energy technology. This is our 
moment to grow our economy and create jobs. We 
need to seize it. 

Having lived, worked, and represented both sides of 
the Cascades, I understand how our economy works. 
Making Washington a hub for clean energy will launch 
small businesses across the state, allowing wind and 
biofuels from the east to power skyscrapers in the west.

To build this stronger economy and ensure every 
child has an opportunity for a successful future, we 
must adopt a no-excuses approach to education. 
I’ll implement proven reforms that produce more 
innovative schools and insist on high quality teachers 
in every classroom. We will prioritize our investments 
in: early childhood education; science, technology, 
engineering and math (STEM); and make college more 
accessible and affordable. No excuses.

I will bring this forward-thinking to our state by 
implementing lean management techniques to improve 
government services and efficiency and deliver health 
care at lower cost. In order to create change we need a 
leader who is willing to buck the status quo. I am one 
of the few who voted against the bank bailout and the 
deregulation of Wall Street.

We need a leader who is willing to protect senior 
citizens’ health care and pensions. I am the only 
candidate in this race who will stand up to protect 
a woman’s right to choose, which is why I’ve been 
endorsed by Planned Parenthood Votes Northwest.

We can build a working Washington. I would be honored 
to have your vote.

For More Information: (206) 533-0575; 
Jay@JayInslee.com; www.jayinslee.com

   continue
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Rob McKenna
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: King County Council; Washington 
State Attorney General

Other Professional Experience: Perkins Coie law firm, 
1988-1996

Education: University of Washington, Economics B.A. 
and International Studies B.A.; University of Chicago, 
law degree

Community Service: Bellevue and Renton school 
bond/levy campaigns, 1994-2002; Bellevue Schools 
Foundation, 1993-2002; Bellevue College Foundation, 
2000-2012; Boy Scouts Chief Seattle Council board, 
2003-present; Seattle-King County Land Conservancy 
board, 1993-1995; Evergreen Forest Trust board, 
2000-present; Washington State Army Advisory 
Board, 2011-present; President, National Association 
of Attorneys General, 2011-12; Norm Maleng Honoree 
award, Eastside Domestic Violence Program, 2010; 
Friend of Children award, Washington State PTA, 2008.

Governor  |  4-year term

Statement: Son of a teacher and a soldier, Rob 
McKenna learned the value of public service from his 
parents, and wants to continue serving Washington’s 
people as Governor. He will take our state in a New 
Direction, promoting excellence in public schools, 
helping innovative businesses create jobs and 
reforming state government. 

Rob graduated from Sammamish High and the UW. 
Marilyn and Rob are the parents of four children who 
have attended public school, and their passion for 
education led him to serve as president of the Bellevue 
Schools Foundation and Bellevue College Foundation. 
Rob’s education platform is simple - put students first, 
fully fund our schools and stop cutting our colleges and 
universities.

Rob knows the private sector creates jobs, not 
government. He traveled across Washington learning 
from small business owners about our state’s 
burdensome tax system and redundant regulations. His 
New Direction plan cuts government red tape, provides 
small business tax relief and reduces health care costs 
by giving employees greater control over their health 
spending.

McKenna has been a leader as Washington’s Attorney 
General, reducing staff while increasing productivity. 
He made the office a national model for protecting 
consumers from mortgage fraud and identity theft, 
earning his peers’ bipartisan “Outstanding Attorney 
General” award.

McKenna grew up in a military family. Living around 
the world gave him a great appreciation for different 
backgrounds and viewpoints. Rob used that experience 
to build bipartisan support for laws fighting prescription 
drug abuse, domestic violence and to crack down on sex 
offenders.

Washington faces tough budget challenges that threaten 
public schools and higher education, the social safety 
net and our economic future. Rob McKenna is an 
experienced leader who works across party lines to 
solve problems. For great public schools, government 
reform and more private sector job creation, please vote 
Rob McKenna for Governor.

For More Information: (425) 449-8244; 
Rob@RobMcKenna.org; www.robmckenna.org

  end
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Brad Owen
(Prefers Democrat Party)

Elected Experience: Brad Owen was elected as 
Washington State’s 15th lieutenant governor in 
1996 and re-elected since. Prior to his election as 
lieutenant governor, Owen served as Shelton finance 
commissioner from 1976-1979, as a member of the 
Washington State House of Representatives from 
1976 - 1983, and in the Washington State Senate from 
1983 - 1996.

Other Professional Experience: No information 
submitted

Education: No information submitted

Community Service: Brad Owen is the chair of 
Washington State Mentors, as well as chair of the 
Legislative Committee on Economic Development 
and International Relations. He serves on the advisory 
board for the Drug Free America Foundation.

Statement: Brad Owen is a leader we can trust! 
Supported by democrats, republicans, business 
owners and labor leaders; he is known for being 
bipartisan and working with all members of the 
Washington State Senate! In these tough times, we 
need an experienced leader who knows how to get 
things done.

Elected as Washington State’s fifteenth lieutenant 
governor, Brad Owens’ top priority is to stimulate our 
economy and help create family wage jobs. He has 
traveled the world building economic alliances with 
friendly nations and wants to continue his work in 
helping Washington State businesses increase their 
share of the world markets. More than any other state, 
Washington depends on international trade and needs 
leaders who can market our products throughout the 
world.

Brad Owen is dedicated to making Washington a 
state for healthy kids and safe communities. He has 
made substance abuse prevention, anti bullying and 
child welfare as one of his top priorities in office. 
For the last two decades he traveled throughout the 
state with a musical, multi media program to deliver 
positive messages about substance abuse and bullying 
awareness to youth and for years has been chair of 
Washington State Mentors.

To learn more, please go to www.BradOwen2012.com

For More Information: (360) 490-9086; 
bradowen@msn.com; www.BradOwen2012.com

Bill Finkbeiner
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Fourteen years in the State 
Legislature, including a term as Senate Majority 
Leader.

Other Professional Experience: Business owner, 
investing in sustainable real estate. Worked for five 
years at Microsoft (contractor 1995 - 2000) and helped 
start Washington’s first online high school.

Education: M.B.A. University of Washington, B.A. 
Whitman College, Lake Washington High School.

Community Service: Bill and his wife Kristin are active 
in their community and their children’s lives. Over 
the years, along with serving on boards of 4Culture, 
Kirkland Boys and Girls Club, and Cascade Land 
Conservancy, Bill has also coached his daughter’s 
soccer team and helped his son’s lacrosse club build 
new sports fields.

Statement: Bill Finkbeiner knows the gridlock 
and partisan bickering in our State’s Capitol is 
unacceptable. As the Lieutenant Governor, Bill 
Finkbeiner will work with both political parties to 
encourage a more cooperative, less partisan, and less 
lobbyist-influenced government. 

Bill Finkbeiner has the experience to succeed. He served 
14 years in the Legislature, including a term as Senate 
Majority Leader, before returning to private business. 
Now, he’s bringing his business and political experience 
forward to push change through the marbled halls of the 
Capitol.

Some of the reforms are simple, like getting rid of the 
aisle that separates Republicans and Democrats on 
the floor of the Senate. Other changes – reducing the 
number of partisan staff and limiting the influence of 
lobbyists – are more complicated; but all will make 
Olympia more open to citizens and less beholden to 
special interests.

Bill Finkbeiner has won support from both Democrats 
and Republicans. His endorsements include: Rob 
McKenna, Cathy McMorris Rodgers, Dino Rossi, Slade 
Gorton, Sam Reed, Washington Conservation Voters, 
NARAL, Michael Heavey and Larry Springer. Bill is a 
lifelong Washington resident. He and his wife Kristin 
(co-founder of MomsRising) and their two children live 
in Kirkland.

For More Information: (425) 454-8515; 
bill@billfinkbeiner.org; www.billfinkbeiner.org
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Kim Wyman
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Serving a 
fourth term as Thurston County 
Auditor, conducting voter 
registration, administering 
elections, preserving historic records, providing 
financial, accounting, licensing and title services.

Other Professional Experience: Ten years as Thurston 
County Elections Manager, Assistant Records Manager, 
and 18 months as a U.S Army Civilian Training and 
Development Specialist.

Education: Bachelor of Arts, California State University, 
Long Beach; Master of Public Administration, Troy 
State University; Certified Elections Registration 
Administrator, Auburn University, Election Center; and 
Washington State Certified Election Administrator.

Community Service: Lacey Rotary Club, Timberline High 
School Interact, TwinStar Credit Union Supervisory 
Committee, United Way of Thurston County, Women’s 
Leadership Council, and Miss Thurston County 
Scholarship Program.

Statement: We expect the Secretary of State to ensure 
honest elections and uphold citizen confidence in 
the accuracy of counts, security of ballots, and voter 
accessibility. Meeting these expectations requires 
experience and proven, unbiased stewardship of our 
elections and public records. 

Kim Wyman is an elections expert and leader. As 
a four-term County Auditor, Kim leads a nationally 
recognized, award winning office. She streamlined the 
ballot counting process – saving taxpayer dollars, led 
the way for email ballot delivery that improved military 
and overseas voter access, preserved important historic 
documents, and increased your access to public records.

Her collaborative leadership style has earned Kim a 
range of endorsements from the Washington Education 
Association to Republican, Democratic, and nonpartisan 
leaders, including 44 former and current county 
auditors. When elected Secretary of State, Kim will use 
her experience to modernize elections with accuracy and 
efficiency improvements, make archived documents and 
historical artifacts more accessible, and make it easier to 
start and manage small businesses.

“One election, we didn’t get ballots while serving 
overseas. This experience convinced me to dedicate 
19 years to protecting voters and ensuring accurate 
elections. With your support, I will continue this work as 
Secretary of State.” - Kim Wyman

For More Information: (360) 742-0678; 
KimWyman12@comcast.net; www.KimWyman.com

Kathleen Drew
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: State Senator 
(1993-1997)

Other Professional Experience: 
Known as a professional manager, Kathleen 
has advised the Governor on sustainability and 
streamlining government, authored the State’s Ethics 
in Public Service Law and helped build the University 
of Washington Bothell campus into the largest branch 
campus in the state.

Education: BA, Political Science, Ohio University

Community Service: As a volunteer, Kathleen raised 
funds to build transitional homes for foster youth, 
led a citizen’s effort to identify schools capacity for a 
growing Issaquah School District, and as a member of 
Kiwanis, started an organic vegetable garden for the 
Thurston County Food Bank.

Statement: ‘Impartial’, ‘Fair’. Washingtonians want 
those qualities in their Secretary of State. And those 
are the qualities I have shown throughout my life. 
I’m not a career politician; I’m an experienced, 
effective manager, committed to fair elections and 
increased voter participation. I authored our Ethics 
in Public Service law and served on the Commission 
on Government Ethics and Campaign Finance 
Reform. As Secretary of State, I will increase dropbox 
locations, push for same-day voter registration, and 
oppose efforts to suppress voting. I’ll also streamline 
registration services for corporations, charities and 
non-profits. 

I strongly oppose the Citizens United decision and 
support repeal. I’ll work to increase transparency in the 
initiative process.

In 1992 I became the youngest woman ever elected 
to the State Senate. I never imagined that 20 years 
later women’s basic rights would still be under attack 
and the number of elected pro-choice women in office 
would decline. My management background, statewide 
experience and commitment to fair, open elections 
prepare me to be the first Democratic woman Secretary 
of State in over 50 years.

Endorsed by: Washington State Labor Council, NARAL 
Pro-choice Washington, and King, Pierce, Snohomish, 
Thurston, and Kitsap County Democrats. I ask for your 
vote.

For More Information: (206) 979-5467; 
kathleendrew2012@gmail.com; 
www.kathleendrew2012.com

Secretary of State  |  4-year term
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Jim McIntire
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: State Treasurer; 2008-current, State 
Representative, 46th District; 1998-2008

Other Professional Experience: Economist, Navigant 
Consulting, Inc.; 1999-2008; Faculty, UW Evans School 
of Public Affairs; 1983-2008; Fiscal Policy Advisor, 
Governor Booth Gardner; 1985-88; Research Scientist, 
Battelle; 1983-85

Education: PhD, Economics, UW; Master of Public 
Policy, Univ. Michigan; BA, Macalester

Community Service: Chair, Economic and Revenue 
Forecast Council, 2003-2008; Chair, House Finance 
Committee, 2003-06; Director, UW Fiscal Policy Center; 
1993-98; Chair, Washington Community Economic 
Revitalization Board; 1994-98; Chair, Common Ground 
(nonprofit housing developer) 1992-98

Statement: In the wake of the financial turmoil that has 
shaken the national and local economies, Jim McIntire 
has been a tireless advocate for the safety and security 
of public funds, transparency in financial management, 
and smart, long-term investing to safeguard your tax 
dollars. 

As Treasurer and chair of the State Finance Committee, 
Jim has been a voice for accountability, helping the 
state finance job-creating investments for transportation 
projects and capital improvements for schools, 
universities, and parks.  Jim has helped limit state debt 
to ensure that sufficient resources will be available 
for future needs and implemented reforms that saved 
$1.3 billion in interest payments during these difficult 
economic times.

A consistent voice for financial accountability, Jim 
helped safeguard public deposits in banks throughout 
the state making sure public deposits were not lost 
or placed at risk in the wake of Wall St. meltdowns 
and bank closures. He also worked with homebuyers 
to provide counseling resources to help prevent 
foreclosure.

Jim McIntire brings over 30 years of hands-on financial 
leadership and experience in both the public and private 
sector. He has made the Treasurer’s office more open 
and transparent and will be our voice for financial 
security and prosperity.

For More Information: (360) 399-6509; 
jim@jimmcintire.com; www.jimmcintire.com

Sharon Hanek
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Treasurer of non-profits including a 
Pierce County political party; local Little League, and a 
large private school.

Other Professional Experience: Owner of a successful 
tax and business advisory service; owned and 
managed a CPA firm 1985-1998; and founded a public 
policy research organization.

Education: University of Washington BA Business 
Administration and Accounting; CPA 1980; President of 
a UW international business students association.

Community Service: Youth/family service boards, 
community councils, Little League, private schools, 
political organizations, property rights alliances, 
and the Kent and White River School Districts PTAs’, 
finance, and strategic planning committees.

Statement: I will combine my 30 years of CPA, tax 
advisory, and community service with common sense 
values to navigate Washington out of a decade of 
financial distress. It is time to have a professional 
accountant examine the books and challenge the 
legislature to be more cautious in making tax and 
spending choices. We need financial transparency 
so that you and state leaders can make informed 
decisions. 

My background is not from academia; my background is 
to advise taxpayers and businesses in your hometown 
to make good choices on investment and jobs. Today 
jobs are uncertain, prices are uncertain, property 
values are uncertain and the price of education is rising 
precipitously. Olympia’s solution is to raise taxes and 
fees. My solution would be to account for what we have 
spent and prioritize the rest. I will be the accounting 
Treasurer to lead the state into an era of fiscal sanity.

I will be the treasurer who will challenge any funding 
deficiencies in the L&I, pension, and GET programs.

Vote to preserve our fiscal future. Vote for accountability. 
Vote for Sharon Hanek.

For More Information: (253) 854-7075; 
SharonHanek@gmail.com; www.SharonHanek.com
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James Watkins
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: This is a job for a professional, 
not a politician. I work professionally to make 
organizations faster, more efficient, and more effective.

Other Professional Experience: In the 23 years since 
earning my MBA, I’ve done 150+ performance 
audits. I’ve been a successful executive and principle 
consultant in large professional services firms and run 
business units for Fortune 50 firms. I’ve worked with 
major federal agencies; non-profits; and innovative 
private sector businesses, large and small.

Education: BBA, MBA, George Washington University.

Community Service: Elected to leadership in Church, 
youth organizations, etc. Citizen activist focusing 
on good/open government issues. Active charity 
fundraiser. Married 27 years; two children.

Statement: State auditor is a job for an independent 
professional, not a politician. That’s why retiring state 
auditor Brian Sonntag says “...[Watkins] is particularly 
well qualified based on his experience and background 
to advance the State Auditor’s Office and be an 
independent advocate for taxpayers.” 

I have the judgment and real world experience to make 
sure we get a dollar’s value from every dollar we pay in 
taxes. Since earning my MBA, I’ve worked successfully 
for 23 years to make organizations faster, more effective, 
and more efficient – and we need more of that in 
Olympia.

My opponent is a professional politician who voted 
repeatedly to weaken the auditor’s office, massively 
increase state spending, and hike taxes. Now, he’s 
asking you to trust him to audit and evaluate the very 
same government programs he voted to create! That’s 
like asking a fox to watch the henhouse.

We need government we can trust. Citizens won’t allow 
the legislature to raise taxes: efficiency and cost savings 
are the only way to fund our shared priorities while 
rebuilding voter trust. As your state auditor, I pledge to 
drive efficiency and effectiveness; to limit fraud, waste, 
and abuse; and defend and expand open, transparent 
government.

For More Information: (425) 390-4348; 
info@watkinsforauditor.com; 
www.watkinsforauditor.com

Troy Kelley
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: State Representative. Joint 
Legislative Audit Review Committee, Past Chairman. 
Washington Economic Development Association’s 
Leader Award. Washington Council Police and Sheriffs 
Legislator of the Year. Endorsed by Realtors, teachers, 
firefighters, nurses, retirees.

Other Professional Experience: Business Owner, 
1999-present; Lieutenant Colonel, Washington National 
Guard; Instructor, Army JAG School; Past President, 
Fortune 500 Company; Regulatory Audits, SEC; 
Department of Justice.

Education: BA, University of California, Berkeley; JD, 
MBA, State University of New York, Buffalo.

Community Service: Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, 
Tacoma PTA, VFW, United Way. Youth football and 
baseball coach. Met wife Diane in 1990. They live 
in Tacoma with their two sons and attend St. Leo’s 
Church.

Statement: Retiring State Auditor Brian Sonntag says, 
“Troy gets it! He’s the independent voice we need to 
ensure state dollars are focused on the right priorities. 
He’s unwavering in his work eliminating waste and 
holding government accountable, ensuring we 
have transparent government. We need his kind of 
leadership.” 

Troy believes in fiscal integrity. Leading by example, he 
was the first of 147 legislators to voluntarily cut his pay 
in the economic downturn. Troy is the only candidate 
in this race to cut his pay and refuse all special session 
reimbursement payments.

Troy believes our ability to focus on top priorities like 
education depends on our ability to manage budgets 
responsibly. That’s why he voted to uphold the will of the 
people ensuring lower class sizes, and uphold voter-
approved initiatives fighting unfair tax increases.  The 
News Tribune says, “The state needs more of his fiscal 
prudence. Kelley brings a welcome voice and small 
business perspective to the House and is strong on 
veterans issues.”  The Moderate Washingtonian said Troy 
supports “fiscal responsibility but doesn’t waffle and has 
stood up for basic fairness on issues that matter.”

Hire Troy Kelley as your next State Auditor. Ensure our 
tax dollars are spent wisely.

For More Information: (800) 831-8397; 
troy@troykelley.com; www.troykelley.com

State Auditor  |  4-year term



65Attorney General  |  4-year term

Bob Ferguson
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: Elected three terms to the King 
County Council; unanimously elected Chair by 
colleagues to lead legislative branch of 150 employees; 
Law and Justice Committee Chair; 3-time Budget Chair.

Other Professional Experience: Law clerk in Spokane 
for Chief Judge Nielsen of the Federal District Court 
of Eastern Washington; Law clerk for Judge Bright 
of the 8th Circuit Federal Court of Appeals; Litigation 
Attorney, Preston, Gates & Ellis, one of Washington’s 
leading law firms.

Education: Law Degree, New York University; B.A., 
University of Washington

Community Service: Bob and his family are active in St. 
Catherine’s Church; Jesuit Volunteer Corps; Children 
and Youth Justice Coordinating Council on Gangs.

Statement: A fourth generation Washingtonian, 
husband and father, Bob Ferguson brings middle class 
values and independence to the office of Attorney 
General. Bob will reform government while protecting 
families, children, and small businesses from powerful 
special interests and dangerous criminals. 

Bob will prosecute sexual predators to the fullest extent 
of the law and has a detailed plan to crack down on 
gangs. The Washington State Patrol Troopers Association, 
elected prosecutors, sheriffs, and law enforcement 
officials statewide endorse Bob.

A reformer, Bob has a record of protecting taxpayers 
and eliminating government waste. He balanced the 
County budget, pushed government to buy used 
furniture to save money, and returns part of his salary 
each year. He went against his party and risked his seat 
to eliminate four elected Council positions. Politicians 
talk about reducing government - Bob’s done it.

Son of a public school teacher and Boeing employee, 
Bob will prosecute powerful special interests that rip 
off seniors, veterans, and taxpayers. Bob will fight 
insurance companies that wrongfully deny coverage 
to hardworking people. Endorsed by Washington 
Conservation Voters, Bob will prosecute polluters and 
force the federal government to clean up Hanford. 
Endorsed by Planned Parenthood, Bob will protect a 
woman’s right to choose.

For More Information: (206) 523-7245; 
mikescottwebb@gmail.com; 
www.electbobferguson.com

Reagan Dunn
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: King County Councilmember 
(2005-present)

Other Professional Experience: Federal Prosecutor / 
Assistant US Attorney, Western District of Washington, 
Terrorism and Violent Crime Unit; Special Assistant US 
Attorney, Southern Florida and District of Columbia; 
Senior Counsel to the Director, Executive Office for US 
Attorneys, Department of Justice, Washington, D.C.; 
National Coordinator, Project Safe Neighborhoods; 
Chair, U.S. Department of Justice Firearms 
Enforcement Assistance Team; Private Attorney, Inslee 
Best Doezie and Ryder, P.S.

Education: Juris Doctor, University of Washington 
School of Law, Order of Barristers; B.A., Arizona State 
University, magna cum laude

Community Service: WSBA’s Legal Aid Committee; Fmr. 
Board Member, Eastside Legal Assistance Program; 
Board Member, Bellevue Schools Foundation

Statement: Experience: I am the only candidate with 
both experience as a prosecutor in the courtroom and 
experience leading teams of law enforcement officials 
to put dangerous criminals behind bars. Vision: I will 
fight to keep our communities safe, protect consumers 
from unethical businesses, preserve our environment, 
and get more out of our tax dollars. Washington 
should be the best place to start a small business and 
the worst place to commit a crime. 

Integrity: The U.S. Department of Justice has placed 
its trust in me, and I have passed rigorous “full-field” 
FBI background investigations resulting in Top Secret 
security clearance.

Independence: As an elected official, I have a reputation 
for doing what’s right, even when it’s not popular. I will use 
my experience as a federal prosecutor to protect the public 
from predatory businesses, polluters, cyber criminals, and 
those who prey on our most vulnerable citizens.

Broad support: I am the only candidate endorsed by 
more than 40 Democratic, Republican, and Independent 
elected county prosecutors and sheriffs, three former 
Attorneys General, and countless law enforcement 
professionals including the Council of Metropolitan 
Police and Sheriffs. I’m also proud to have key support 
from firefighters, doctors, realtors, builders, farmers, 
and many others.

For More Information: (206) 232-0339; 
info@reagandunn.com; www.reagandunn.com
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Peter J. Goldmark
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: Commissioner of Public Lands

Other Professional Experience: Lifelong rancher, 
scientist, wheat breeder, Director of Agriculture

Education: B.A. Haverford College; Ph.D. Molecular 
Biology, University of California Berkeley; Postdoctoral 
Fellowship in Neurobiology, Harvard

Community Service: Former President and member of 
the WSU Board of Regents; Okanogan School Board 
Member; volunteer wild land firefighter for over thirty 
years

Statement: A lifelong Eastern Washington rancher and 
father of five, Peter Goldmark has restored integrity to 
the management of nearly 15 million acres of forest, 
agricultural land and water resources. Peter works 
hard to maximize the potential for jobs, recreation, 
education, and wildlife preservation throughout 
Washington. 

Trained as a scientist, Peter understands the need to 
reduce our dependence on foreign oil and address 
climate change through renewable energy resources, 
which is why he passed legislation to grow this exciting 
industry.

Peter led efforts to restore Puget Sound and promote 
sustainable shellfish farming. He protected crucial 
habitat on Maury Island from international mining 
operations and launched Puget SoundCorps, putting 
youth and veterans to work on vital cleanup projects.

Endorsed by the Washington Conservation Voters, 
Peter knows that forests are essential to our quality 
of life, supporting an industry that provides jobs to 
communities across our state, while providing clean 
air and water to the benefit of all Washingtonians. 
That’s why he preserved 15,000 acres along the I-90 
corridor, created the Community Forest Trust to protect 
endangered timberlands, and kept forests open for 
recreation.

With your vote, Peter will continue restoring Puget 
Sound, sustainably managing forests, protecting 
wildlife, and developing renewable energy jobs.

For More Information: (206) 913-8619; 
info@petergoldmark.com; www.petergoldmark.com

Clint Didier
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Farmer/rancher, owner 
of Back Forty Farms, our second-generation family 
farm; NFL player 1981 – 1989; Presidential appointee to 
Washington State Committee of national Farm Service 
Agency 2000-2008.

Education: Graduated from Connell High School; B.S in 
Political Science, Portland State University.

Community Service: Connell High School Football Coach 
1999-2009, coaching teams that included my three 
sons (I also have one daughter with my wife of 30 
years, Kristi, and 2 grandchildren), and winning 2 state 
championships; Charity Tournament Director, “Fighting 
Children’s Cancer” 2004-2010; Member, Washington 
State Farm Bureau.

Statement: In Washington, we depend on the land for 
food, homes, business and recreation. But “We the 
People” also own millions of acres held in trust for 
us. Revenues from those lands (now, more than $200 
million) finance school construction and many county 
services. But the state projections show that those 
revenues are likely to go down in coming years. 

But we can turn that around to protect our children’s’ 
future by generating more revenues through sustainable 
uses of these properties.

I am a steward of the land-a second generation farmer in 
the “breadbasket” known as the Columbia Basin, and an 
avid sportsman. In order to be sustainable, I must farm 
the land to be as productive as possible but at the same 
time regard all environmental concerns including land/
water quality, and preservation of wildlife.

Much of the public lands are located in areas that have 
had little “say” in Olympia. My goal is to change that 
process. And I will run Department of Natural Resources 
as a lean organization, watching over taxpayer dollars. 
I’m a farmer who knows the land, the forests, the water 
and the wildlife. I’d like to manage them for the citizens 
of Washington.

For More Information: (509) 380-7324; 
farmerdidier@gmail.com

Commissioner of Public Lands  |  4-year term
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Randy I. Dorn
(Nonpartisan)

Elected Experience: Current Superintendent of Public 
Instruction; State Representatives for seven years, 
Chair of the House Education Committee.

Other Professional Experience: Elementary and middle 
school teacher; elementary and high school principal; 
Executive Director of the Public School Employees of 
Washington.

Education: Bachelor’s Degree from University of 
Idaho; Masters Degree in education from Pacific 
Lutheran University; Superintendent’s credential from 
Washington State University.

Community Service: Jobs for America’s Graduates 
National Board of Directors; Washington State 
Department of Natural Resources’ Board of Natural 
Resources; Association of Washington School 
Principals’ President’s Award; Washington Association 
of School Administrators’ Golden Gavel Award; 
Association for Career and Technical Education’s 
National Leadership Award.

Statement: For the past three years I’ve had the 
privilege of being your Superintendent of Public 
Instruction. I first ran for this office in 2008 to reform 
education and bring new leadership to Olympia, and 
in a few short years, we’ve made a lot of progress: 
We replaced the WASL with a better, fairer system of 
testing, Enacted reforms to hold everyone in education 
more accountable for student learning, and improved 
our ability to improve or remove struggling teachers, 
Created cutting-edge programs to prepare our kids for 
the jobs of the future by partnering with companies 
like Microsoft and Boeing, And I have consistently 
led the fight in Olympia for more education funding 
to meet our constitutional obligation to Washington’s 
kids. 

I am running for re-election because the work is not 
done. We must continue to reform our schools in order 
to maintain high standards and increase accountability. 
And we need to demand full funding of education so our 
students have the tools and resources they need to get 
the world-class education they deserve.

As a teacher, principal, and legislator I’ve always made 
our kids’ future the highest priority.

I would appreciate your vote.

For More Information: (253) 256-2147; 
info@randydorn2012.com; www.randydorn2012.com

Unopposed
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Mike Kreidler
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: Mike Kreidler has served with 
distinction as Insurance Commissioner since 2001. 
Mike also served as a school board member, State 
Representative, State Senator and U.S. Congressman.

Other Professional Experience: Mike worked as a Doctor 
of Optometry for 20 years. He was a small business 
owner and served as Director of Region 10 for the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services.

Education: Mike earned a Doctor of Optometry degree 
from Pacific University and a master’s degree in public 
health from UCLA.

Community Service: Mike is a retired Lieutenant Colonel 
in the U.S. Army Reserves. He has been a member of a 
number of community service organizations.

Statement: Mike Kreidler is a strong and independent 
voice willing to stand up to powerful industry interests 
as the state’s top advocate for insurance consumers. 
In his first three terms, Mike Kreidler saved consumers 
over $300 million in auto and homeowners’ insurance 
by cutting excessive premium rates proposed by 
insurance companies. His free advocacy program 
helped consumers recover over $160 million in 
wrongfully delayed or denied claims. 

The people of our state deserve quality, affordable 
health insurance. Mike Kreidler has worked tirelessly 
to make sure that insurance companies can no longer 
deny coverage to those of us with health issues. Mike 
is fighting for legislation that will stop non-profit health 
insurers from stockpiling excess profits. He will continue 
working with consumer, business and legislative leaders 
to make health care reform a reality and bring hope to 
the one million men, women and children in Washington 
who have no coverage today.

Mike Kreidler is a proven leader who has served the 
people of Washington with dedication, fairness and hard 
work. That’s why he’s consistently earned endorsements 
from consumer, labor, business, retiree, educational, 
and health care organizations and individuals across our 
state. Please join them by keeping Mike Kreidler as your 
Insurance Commissioner.

For More Information: (360) 352-5661; 
mike@mikekreidler.com; www.mikekreidler.com

John R. Adams
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Lake Washington School District 
Board of Directors - 8 years

Other Professional Experience: Board Member 
Washington Assigned Risk - USL&H pool; 42 years as 
Insurance Underwriter and Broker

Education: University of Washington BA Business 
Government & Society; Hartford Insurance Group 
Career Development Program; Continuing Education in 
many different areas

Community Service: US Army 1962-65; American Legion; 
Port of Seattle FTAC committee

Statement: Ex-Congressman Kriedler has been our 
State’s Insurance Commissioner for 11 years. It’s 
time for a change. Over the past seven years annual 
healthcare premiums increased 50% and employee 
share of premiums increased by 63%. If premium 
trends continue the average premium for family 
healthcare coverage will rise 72 percent by 2020. 

Our State Insurance Commissioner’s system for 
regulating private insurance companies is outdated. 
It stifles and limits competition. Access of affordable 
insurance can be expanded through smarter regulations. 
Unfair underwriting practices must be stopped to 
elminate discrimination.

I will present a series of remedies to shortcomings of 
so-called “healthcare reform” to restore choice and 
increase market availability. I will provide leadership 
for enabling group purchasing of prescription drugs in 
this state to lower healthcare coverage costs and reduce 
Co-pays. State tort laws must be reformed to address 
rising costs to medical care providers in order to make 
treatment affordable.

With my four decades of experience as an independent 
insurance broker serving Seattle’s commercial insurance 
needs, I know how to get insurance cost down for 
consumers. As a former elected member of the Lake 
Washington’s School Board, I worked for better schools 
by cutting bureaucracy that discouraged good classroom 
teaching.

For More Information: (206) 282-7000; 
adams-seagen@att.net; www.infoJohnAdams.com

Insurance Commissioner  |  4-year term
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State Legislative Offices
During legislative sessions, the Legislature is called 
upon to enact or reject legislation affecting public policy 
in the state, provide for the levy and collection of taxes 
and other revenue to support state government and 
assist local government, and appropriate funds for these 
purposes.

State Senator

A Senator’s term is four years. The state Senate is made 
up of 49 members, one from each legislative district in 
the state. One-half the membership of the Senate is up 
for election each even-numbered year. 

The Senate’s only exclusive duty is to confirm 
appointments made by the Governor. 

State Representative

A Representative’s term is two years. The state House 
of Representatives is made up of 98 members, two 
from each legislative district in the state. The total 
membership of the House is up for election each even-
numbered year. 

What do they do?
Qualifications and responsibilities for legislative offices
Each office has different qualifications and varying responsibilities. One common qualification for all of these elected 
offices is that a candidate must be a registered voter. To run and serve as a state Legislator, a candidate must be a 
registered voter of the legislative district from which he or she is elected.

Candidate statements are printed 
exactly as submitted. The Office of 
the Secretary of State does not make 
corrections of any kind or verify 
statements for truth or fact.
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Brian Hatfield
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: 19th District State Senator 
(2006-present); Coastal Caucus Chair (2007-present); 
19th District State Representative (1994-2004); House 
Majority Floor Leader (2001-2004)

Other Professional Experience: Economic Development 
Specialist, Satsop PDA (2007); Legislative & 
Community Liaison, Lieutenant Governor Brad Owen 
(2004-2006); Western Legislative Forestry Task Force 
(2000-2004); Legislative Assistant to State Senators 
Arlie DeJarnatt and Sid Snyder (1989-1994)

Education: BA - Public Administration, Washington 
State University - cum laude 1989; AA - Grays Harbor 
College 1987; Raymond High School 1985

Community Service: Co-Chair, Governor’s Prayer 
Breakfast; past service on Coastal and Lower Columbia 
CAPs; Raymond Elks and Kiawanis; 4th generation 
district resident, widowed with two children

Statement: Let’s keep Brian Hatfield’s energy, 
experience and effectiveness working for us! 

Prior to joining the Senate in 2006, Hatfield served the 
19th District in the House of Representatives for ten 
years, and was twice elected Majority Floor Leader 
by his caucus peers. Senator Hatfield now serves 
as Chairman of the Agriculture, Water and Rural 
Economic Development Committee. He also has seats 
on the Economic Development, Trade and Innovation 
Committee as well as the powerful, Ways and Means 
Committee. Hatfield chairs the Legislature’s Coastal 
Caucus and serves on our state’s Community Economic 
Revitalization Board.

A moderate, Hatfield respects and listens to all 
viewpoints and has worked well with both parties in 
Olympia. This common sense approach has provided 
real results for all of us here at home. Brian prime-
sponsored the first, bi-partisan reform of our state’s 
renewable energy initiative… …recognizing legacy 
biomass and bolstering jobs at places like Weyerhaeuser 
and Longview Fibre. Hatfield’s staunch support of 
agriculture and rural communities, earned him the 
Legislator Of The Year award from the Washington State 
Farm Bureau. Early endorsements include: Hunters 
Heritage Council and the Coalition of Coastal Fisherman.

Brian Hatfield is a leader who listens, and a Senator we 
can count on.

For More Information: (360) 942-5188; 
bhatfield@willapabay.org; www.electbrianhatfield.com

Rick Winsman
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Chamber executive; 
small business owner; business consultant/advocate.  
Helped enact legislation giving more local control to 
the use of Lodging Tax funds.  Helped establish a Public 
Facilities District for the City of Longview’s Columbia 
Theater.

Education: Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa; 
University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland

Community Service: Two term city Planning Commission 
Chairman, College of the Canyons and Lower 
Columbia College Foundations board, Co-chair 
Longview School District Citizens Advisory Panel, 
United Way of Cowlitz County board, Goodwill 
Industries, Inc. operating board, Southwest 
Washington Workforce Development Council board, 
KLTV Community Television board president.  Currently 
on the Cowlitz County Comprehensive Plan Steering 
Committee.

Statement: I know and love our community. For the past 
six years, I served as President of the Kelso Longview 
Chamber of Commerce, where I observed firsthand the 
challenges facing many of our friends and neighbors. 
Times are still tough. Honest and decent people are 
struggling to find work. We must change course, but 
Olympia is blocking the way with misplaced priorities, 
higher taxes and runaway spending. 

I’m running for State Senate to create jobs and make 
government more responsible with our tax dollars. 
During these tough times, state government must learn 
to live within its means by saving more and spending 
less. As a former small business owner, I know how 
higher taxes and reckless spending cost us jobs. The 
incumbent voted for the largest tax increase in state 
history, costing families an additional $1,200 per year.

As a father of two, I know we must improve our schools 
today to prepare our children for the jobs of the future. 
We need stronger accountability and smaller class sizes. 
The incumbent voted to increase class sizes.

The only way to change Olympia is to change the people 
we elect to represent us.  It would be my honor to work 
for you!

For More Information: (360) 430-5012; 
rick.winsman@pegasusgroupllc.com; 
www.Winsman2012.com

State Senator  |  District 19  |  4-year term
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Dean Takko
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: State Representative; Cowlitz 
County Assessor; Wahkiakum County Assessor, Beacon 
Hill Sewer District Commissioner

Other Professional Experience: Lower Columbia Fish 
Recovery Board Member; Cathlamet City Council 
member 1974-1975; past member Board of Trustees 
Washington Assn. of County officials; past board 
member Cowlitz-Wahkiakum Red Cross; past board 
member Washington Assn. of Sewer and Water 
Districts; 30 year volunteer firefighter; Lions Club past 
president and Zone Chairman

Education: BS Western Washington University

Community Service: Volunteer fireman; Lions Club; 
Board of Directors Cowlitz County Guidance 
Association; Cowlitz Substance Abuse Coalition

Statement: The 19th district, a diverse district that 
encompasses vast forest lands, the Columbia River 
as well as three major estuaries are critical to the 
economy of the area.  In my 4 terms in office I have 
strived to find the balance of preserving the natural 
beauty of these areas while at the same time using 
their natural resources for jobs.  As a lifelong resident 
of the district I will continue to work hard to protect the 
environment as we strive to create jobs in this tough 
economy.  I appreciate your past support and will 
continue to work for you. 

For More Information: (360) 423-4589; 
DTakko@comcast.net; www.electDeanTakko.com

Dixie Kolditz
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Dixie worked as 
a reporter for a major weekly newspaper in 
Johannesburg, South Africa. She is currently an 
owner of Brighton Enterprises, Inc., a supported living 
provider, and Open-Box Creations LLC, a wholesale 
home decor company.

Education: Dixie studied at Brigham Young University 
as a Scripps-Howard journalism scholarship recipient. 
She also has a degree in Public Relations from Damelin 
College, South Africa.

Community Service: Dixie has a broad history of serving 
her community. From Cub Scouts to humanitarian aid 
projects. She has also taught voter education classes 
in preparation for South Africa’s first free election.

Statement: Through Dixie’s upbringing in South 
Africa she has learned first hand the value and cost 
of freedom. She loves Washington state and has the 
courage to represent the needs and hopes of “We the 
People.” 

As an experienced small business owner, Dixie 
understands the economy and what it takes to create 
jobs. She’s passionate about getting people back to 
work and providing for their families. Dixie will create 
an environment that will attract businesses to invest and 
stay in Washington. She will also help small businesses 
by fighting against cumbersome regulations that limit 
innovation and job creation.

For More Information: (360) 609-4061; 
dixie@votedixie.com
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Brian E. Blake
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Elected Experience: State Representative 2003, 2004, 
2006, 2008 and 2010

Other Professional Experience: I’ve worked as a 
Logger and Forester, Environmental Specialist, State 
Representative for 10 legislative sessions; Chair of the 
House Agriculture and Natural Resources Committee.

Education: Bachelor of Science- Evergreen State 
College; Associate of Science- Grays Harbor CC

Community Service: Board Member at Lower Columbia 
Community Action Program; Board Member at Coastal 
Harvest food bank distribution center, Raymond 
Elks and member of Eyes In The Woods; Member of 
The William D. Ruckelshaus Center Advisory Board; 
Member of the Governor’s Blue Ribbon Panel on 
Ocean Acidification.

Statement: As a former logger who was injured in the 
woods and returned to college to learn new skills, 
Representative Blake understands the need for jobs, 
education and a strong natural resource policy. He 
is Chair of the Agriculture and Natural Resources 
Committee, where he has taken the lead on conserving 
and increasing access to our natural resources. Brian 
also serves on the General Government Appropriations 
Committee, and the Business and Services Committee, 
where he has been instrumental in bringing jobs and 
possibilities to the 19th District. Send his experience 
and knowledge back to Olympia to serve the 19th 
District. 

For More Information: (360) 589-0123; 
repbrianblake@msn.com; www.electbrianblake.com

Tim Sutinen
(Prefers Independent Party)

Elected Experience: I’m a father, a husband, and an 
entrepreneur. I’m not a career politician.

Other Professional Experience: I’m the owner of a small 
business which employs people in family wage jobs. A 
job is the best welfare program and I have experience 
creating jobs.

Education: Seasoned small business owner.

Community Service: When City of Longview installed 
red light cameras without asking voters, I took action 
and helped collect necessary petition signatures to 
give citizens the right to vote. With your support I’ll 
bring the same action to the Legislature.

Statement: My #1 priority is to restore a healthy 
economic climate and jobs by reducing red tape and 
tax burden: it’s time to start rewarding innovation 
instead of punishing it. I will listen to the voters who 
have repeatedly voted for the state to balance its 
budget without tax increases. I will fight crony and 
political sacred cow payoffs and assaults on our 
personal freedoms. 

I will also support legislation that honors promises made 
to our seniors, upholds property rights, and protects 
our right to bear arms. I’m a Life Member of the NRA. I 
would appreciate your vote.

For More Information: (360) 562-0436; 
timsutinen@gmail.com; www.timsutinen.com

State Representative  |  District 19  Position 2  |  2-year term
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Dan Swecker
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Senator Dan Swecker serves 
the 20th District and is the Vice Chair of the Senate 
Republican Caucus.

Other Professional Experience: The Sweckers owned and 
operated Swecker Salmon Farm, Inc. for 20 years. Due 
to regulatory burdens and attorney fees, the Sweckers 
were forced to sell the business and lay off employees. 
Dan does understand the burden government puts 
on business. Swecker was a Vietnam helicopter pilot 
and recipient of the Bronze Star, Purple Heart and Air 
Medal. Dan and his wife Debby live in Rochester and 
have four children and four grandchildren.

Education: Bachelor of Arts Degree

Community Service: Centralia Christian School Board 
and Foundation

Statement: The citizens of the 20th District have asked 
Senator Dan Swecker to help them find jobs, achieve 
regulatory re form, and balance the state budget 
without raising taxes, and he has delivered. His 
political leadership has been proven time and time 
again while working with stakeholders and citizens to 
help Southwest Washington remain a great place to 
live. 

Most recently and significantly, Dan sponsored an 
appropriation to provide infrastructure to the new 
Transalta Industrial Park. This million dollar grant is 
now serving as matching money for an additional 
$2.8 million dollars from the Federal Government for 
further development of the Industrial Park. The Transalta 
Industrial Park has the potential to support thousands of 
family wage jobs. Without Dan’s political relationships 
and his leadership, the money could have easily gone 
to other projects in the state. Swecker’s voting record 
supports business issues 90% of the time.

As Vice-Chair of the Republican Caucus Dan helped 
plan and implement a bipartisan coalition takeover of 
the Senate from the majority Democrats. The coalition 
created a fiscally responsible budget and reduced the 
deficit by more than a billion dollars without raising 
taxes or using gimmicks.

Re-elect Dan Swecker for Senate.

For More Information: (360) 273-5890; dans@wfga.net; 
www.danswecker.com

John E. Braun
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: None! I am not a career politician 
and do not aspire to be one.

Other Professional Experience: President, Braun 
Northwest, Inc.; Officer, U.S. Navy.

Education: BSEE, University of Washington. MBA and 
MEM, University of Michigan.

Community Service: Timberland Regional Library Board; 
Providence Centralia Hospital Community Board; 
Centralia College Foundation; Working Group to Build 
a New Facility for Greater Chehalis Food Bank and the 
Lewis County Food Bank Coalition; Former Member, 
Enterprise Washington; Former Member, National 
Association of Manufacturers ; Former Member, St 
Joseph School Commission; Former Member, Centralia 
Youth Soccer Board.

Statement: I am not a career politician and do not 
aspire to be one. Our elected officials should set 
priorities -- go to Olympia, get the job done, and go 
home. This election is about the future. It is about new 
and bold leadership. 

The only way to change Olympia is to change the 
people we elect to represent us. The voters of the 20th 
Legislative District deserve a choice. I want to use my 
experience as a job creator to keep businesses and jobs 
in our area. I will be an advocate for lowering the cost to 
do business and removing barriers so small businesses 
can grow and hire more people. Additionally, we must 
address the increasing costs of government and focus 
on basic services and sustainability.

My wife and I have four children, and I am deeply 
concerned about the future of our great state. Olympia 
has lost touch with the people. You can be assured that 
I won’t lose touch with the voters. My priorities are to 
create jobs, lower taxes, eliminate government waste 
and improve student achievement.

I ask for your trust, support and vote.

For More Information: (360) 508-6540; 
johnbraun@braunnw.com; 
www.johnbraunforstatesenate.com
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Richard DeBolt
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: House of Representatives 1997 
to Present; House Republican Leader 2004, 2006 to 
Present; Republican Floor Leader, 2001-2002; Asst. 
Republican Whip, 1997-2000

Other Professional Experience: Currently working as 
External Relations Manager for TransAlta. Former 
director, The Chamber, Centralia-Chehalis

Education: BA, International Relations, University of 
Wyoming; Attended school in Germany and England; 
Henry Tolls Fellow, 2001 recipient

Community Service: Fraternal Order of Elks; Member, 
Lewis County Historical Society; United Way of Lewis 
County

Statement: One-party control in Olympia has created 
a government that has lost touch with the needs 
of families. If elected my priority will be to get 
Washington working again. I will fight to allow 
taxpayers to keep more of their hard-earned money. 
By establishing clear priorities, we can ensure a 
balanced budget that provides sustainable funding 
for education, public safety and services for our most 
vulnerable. 

I also remain committed to developing a basin-wide 
solution to protect families and businesses from 
devastating floods. Let’s make our state and our 
communities a great place to live and work.

For More Information: (360) 219-7072; 
arnydvs@gmail.com; www.richarddebolt.com

Unopposed

State Representative  |  District 20  Position 1  |  2-year term
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Ed Orcutt
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: Ed serves on Ways and Means; 
Agriculture and Natural Resources; and the 
Community, Economic Development and Housing 
Committee. He is chair of the Economic and Revenue 
Forecast Council; serves on the Western Legislative 
Forestry Task Force and JLARC.

Other Professional Experience: Ed has been a consulting 
forester for 22 years and owner of his own consulting 
company since 2009. He is a member of WFFA and ACF.

Education: He has an A.S. and a B.S. degree in Forest 
Management.

Community Service: Ed is a member of Kalama Lions. 
He has been chairman of the Highlander Festival, 
member of Columbia Theatre Board, and a youth 
bowling coach.

Statement: Representative Ed Orcutt has earned a 
reputation as an effective, independent leader who 
works hard to make things happen for the families 
in his district. After earning his B.S. degree in forest 
management, Ed Orcutt has worked as a forestry 
consultant for over 22 years - owning his own 
company since July 2009. Ed is a leader in protecting 
forestland owners, natural resource jobs, and our 
quality of life. 

Representative Orcutt’s priorities include working to 
create more family-wage jobs, to balance budgets within 
existing means, and to fund basic education -- first. Keep 
Ed Orcutt working as our state representative!

For More Information: (360) 751-2317; 
ElectEdOrcutt@kalama.com; www.repedorcutt.com

John Morgan
(Prefers Republican Party)

Elected Experience: No information submitted

Other Professional Experience: Insurance agent for 
Mega Heath and Life, Insurance agent/field manager 
for Combind Ins Co of America, 21 years exp in 
Transportation, Owner of John Morgan Trucking

Education: Antelope Valley High, Lancaster, Ca, 
Columbia Basin Job Corps, Moses lake, Wa. Antelope 
Valley College, Lancaster, Ca.

Community Service: Parks and Recreation, 
Pearblossom,ca. Membership Chairman Capitol City 
Rifle &Pistol -CCRP,Vice President,CCRP, Range Master 
5 years CCRP, Hunters site -in CCRP,Range Saftey 
Officer,CCRP Litterock, Wa. Highway Watch & First 
Obsever, Usa

Statement: I seek Office to address regulations and 
the critical issues of employment, education and 
health care from the prspective of the members of my 
community. It will require fiscal discipline and firm 
resolve to palance the budget without an additional 
burden on our state’s taxpayers to protect jobes, 
education and ensure access to affordable heathcare. 

The regulatory recession forcing our lacal employers 
out of busness must be addressed. We must protect 
a balenced economic base through responsible fiscal 
policy, As your legislator, I will work to implement 
reforms such as zero-based budgeting and respcting the 
state’s debt limit. Thank You

For More Information: (360) 701-5856; 
johnmorgan4stcongress@hotmail.com; 
johnmorgan4stcongress.nationbuilder.com
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State Judicial Offices
Judicial candidates must be in good standing to practice 
law in the state, and are prohibited from making 
misleading or untruthful comments, or statements that 
appear to commit them on legal issues likely to come 
before them in court.

Supreme Court Justice

Nine justices sit on the state Supreme Court, each 
serving six-year terms. Three justices are up for 
election every two years and are elected statewide. 

The Supreme Court hears appeals and decides on 
cases from the Court of Appeals and other lower 
courts.

Court of Appeals Judge

A total of 22 judges serve the court in three multi-county 
divisions headquartered in Seattle, Tacoma and Spokane. 
Each division is broken up into three districts. A candidate 
must be a registered voter of the district from which he 
or she is elected. Court of Appeals Judges serve six-year 
terms.

Courts of Appeals hear and decide on most of the 
appeals that come up from the Superior Courts. 

Superior Court Judge

Superior Courts are organized by county into 31 judicial 
districts. A candidate must be a registered voter of the 
district from which he or she is elected. Superior Court 
Judges serve four-year terms.

Superior Courts hear felony criminal cases, civil matters, 
divorces, juvenile cases, and appeals from lower courts.  

What do they do?
Qualifications and responsibilities for judicial offices
Each office has different qualifications and varying responsibilities. One common qualification for all of these elected 
offices is that a candidate must be a registered voter. Judicial candidates in Washington are selected in nonpartisan 
elections; they do not identify a political party preference. 

Candidate statements are printed 
exactly as submitted. The Office of 
the Secretary of State does not make 
corrections of any kind or verify 
statements for truth or fact.
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Susan Owens
(Nonpartisan)

Legal/Judicial Experience: Susan Owens joined the 
Washington State Supreme court in 2000 after serving 
nineteen years as District Court Judge in Western 
Clallam County. She also served as the Quileute Tribe’s 
Chief Judge for five years and Chief Judge of the 
Lower Elwha S’Klallam Tribe for six years.

Other Professional Experience: Justice Owens serves on 
the Rules Committee, the Bench-Bar-Press Committee, 
and the Board for Judicial Administration.

Education: Duke University (1971); University of North 
Carolina at Chapel Hill, (J.D. 1975.)

Community Service: Justice Owens has offered 
decades of community service to our citizens and 
the issues she is passionate about. Please see www.
JusticeSusanOwens.com for complete biography.

Statement: “I bring proven experience and an important 
perspective to the Supreme Court. I’m a longtime rural 
judge, mother and independent voice for common 
sense rulings that respect our rights, our privacy—and 
our Constitution.” 

A judge for 31 years, Supreme Court Justice Susan 
Owens has served with integrity, independence and a 
strong commitment to your Constitutional rights. Prior 
to being elected to the Supreme Court in 2000, Justice 
Owens served on the Clallam County District Court for 
nearly two decades. Known for balanced, common 
sense rulings, she earned a national reputation teaching 
judges how to enforce tougher domestic violence laws.

One of the most productive Justices, authoring 
numerous important opinions on complex cases, Justice 
Owens has served with honor and the respect of her 
peers. Her plain interpretations of the law are rooted in 
common sense, free of bias, and seek to respect your 
rights and privacy.

Justice Owens has never held partisan office. A 
seasoned judge when she joined the court, she has 
earned the respect and endorsements of judges 
statewide, advocates for women, crime victims, working 
families and law enforcement. Justice Owens has earned 
high ratings and deserves your vote. Re-elect Justice 
Susan Owens.

For More Information: (360) 866-6052; 
sowens@olypen.com; www.justicesusanowens.com

Unopposed
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Steve Gonzalez
(Nonpartisan)

Legal/Judicial Experience: Current Supreme Court 
Justice. Ten years as a King County Superior Court 
Judge. Practiced criminal and civil law as an Assistant 
US Attorney, a Domestic Violence Prosecutor in Seattle, 
and an Associate at Hillis Clark Martin & Peterson.

Other Professional Experience: Chair, Access to Justice 
Board. Chair, Court Security Committee. National 
instructor on international terrorism prosecution.

Education: B.A. with Honors, Pitzer College. J.D., U.C. 
Berkeley School of Law. Rotary Scholar in Economics, 
Hokkaido University (Japan). Honorary Doctorate from 
Gonzaga University. Speaks Japanese, Spanish, and 
Chinese.

Community Service: Regularly mentors minority and 
low-income students and speaks on the importance 
of public education and understanding our judicial 
process.

Statement: Justice Steve Gonzalez is a husband and 
father with a long and distinguished career serving 
the people of Washington. Before joining the Supreme 
Court, Steve spent a decade as King County Superior 
Court Judge, where he earned the respect of attorneys, 
jurors, and litigants. Steve is passionate about justice 
for all. 

Before becoming a judge, Justice Gonzalez was a 
federal and municipal prosecutor, prosecuting terrorism, 
identity theft, and domestic violence. He also worked 
as a business attorney and regularly provided free legal 
services for people who could not pay.

Justice Gonzalez has received numerous awards and 
recognition as a jurist, including “Outstanding Judge 
of the Year” from the Washington State Bar and the 
“Vanguard Award” from KC Washington Women 
Lawyers. He is rated “exceptionally well qualified” by 
nine professional and civic organizations.

Justice Gonzalez is overwhelmingly endorsed by: All 
the State Supreme Court Justices; 250 judges across 
the state; Congressman Jay Inslee and Attorney General 
Rob McKenna; the State Labor Council and Association 
of Washington Business; Republican and Democratic 
Legislative Districts; the State Council of Firefighters and 
Patrol Troopers; Lenny Wilkens, Anne Levinson, Tomio 
Moriguchi, Sal Mungia, Governor Dan Evans, Judge 
Charles V. Johnson (ret.), and thousands more.

For More Information: (360) 207-1789; 
info@justicegonzalez.com; www.justicegonzalez.com

Unopposed

Supreme Court Justice  |  Position 8  |  short & 6-year term
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Sheryl Gordon McCloud
(Nonpartisan)

Legal/Judicial Experience: Extensive trial and appellate 
experience; hundreds of arguments to the Washington 
State Supreme Court and other appeals courts. 
Teaches Supreme Court advocacy to law students and 
practicing lawyers.

Other Professional Experience: Service on Supreme 
Court committees and statewide and national 
organizations promoting meaningful access to the 
judicial system. Obtained significant court rulings 
establishing our right to courtrooms open to the 
public and press, pregnancy disability leave, and fair 
mortgage practices.

Education: J.D., University of Southern California Law 
Center, Editor, Southern California Law Review; B.A., 
State University of New York, cum laude

Community Service: Gynecological Cancer Foundation 
and youth art and sports activities while raising two sons

Statement: Supreme Court Justices must be people 
who appreciate the effect of their decisions on ordinary 
people. As a former union member who is married to 
an educator and is the mother of two, Sheryl McCloud 
understands the concerns of women and working 
families and will bring that connection to the Supreme 
Court bench. 

For 28 years, Sheryl has been defending our 
Constitutional rights in the Washington Supreme Court 
and other appellate courts and is the best qualified 
candidate for this position. Lawyers nationwide seek her 
expertise and advice.

Sheryl McCloud has a proven record of commitment to 
communities of color and a long history of providing 
free legal assistance to those who lack the ability to 
pay - those who would be without meaningful access 
to justice without her help. In one of her first volunteer 
cases, she helped successfully defend a woman’s right 
to pregnancy disability leave in the U.S. Supreme 
Court. She’s not a career politician, but an experienced 
appellate lawyer who will bring to the court an 
unparalleled depth of experience.

Endorsements: King County Democratic Central 
Committee; James Bible; Rev. Dr. Carey Anderson (of First 
AME Church); Larry Gossett; Estela Ortega; NARAL Pro-
Choice Washington; others at  www.mccloudforjustice.com

For More Information: (206) 418-9228; 
sheryl@mccloudforjustice.com; 
www.mccloudforjustice.com

Richard B. Sanders
(Nonpartisan)

Legal/Judicial Experience: I served on the Supreme 
Court until 2011, first elected in 1995; and reelected in 
1998 and 2004. I wrote more opinions than any other 
current Justice. Before that, I practiced law for 26 
years. I also served as an adjunct professor teaching 
appellate advocacy at the UW School of Law, and 
guest lectured on state constitutional law at Seattle 
University.

Other Professional Experience: I am an Eagle Scout and 
played for the University of Washington in the Rose 
Bowl. (French horn!)

Education: B.S. and J.D., University of Washington

Community Service: I frequently lectured and wrote 
many legal articles and opinion pieces explaining our 
constitutional rights.

Statement: Why has Justice Tom Chambers endorsed 
Richard Sanders to take his seat on the Court? Because 
he knows Richard is a person of unquestioned 
integrity, devoted to protecting the rights of all citizens. 

Article 1, Section 1 of our constitution states: 
“governments...are established to protect and maintain 
individual rights.” I believe that’s also the job description 
of a Supreme Court Justice: we must look out for 
the “little guy” and protect citizen rights. Sometimes 
this makes me seem conservative, as when I support 
property rights, and sometimes it makes me seem 
liberal, as when I fight for free speech and personal 
rights to privacy. But I am consistent: we have rights the 
government must not violate.

Thomas Jefferson said the God who gave us life gave 
us liberty as well. It’s a good thought to remember. 
I have support that cuts across the spectrum, with 
endorsements including: the State Republican and 
Libertarian Parties; legislators; judges and civil 
libertarians-- and more than 1,000 endorsers, including 
the Association of Washington Business and Washington 
Realtors.

Richard Sanders has earned our support and protected 
our rights. Vote to return Sanders to the Supreme Court.

For More Information: (206) 999-9350; 
RBSanders@aol.com; www.friendsofjustice.com
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Joel Penoyar
(Nonpartisan)

Legal/Judicial Experience: Lawyer from 1974 to 1988. 
Judge in District Court, Superior Court and Court of 
Appeals from 1976 to present.

Other Professional Experience: Teacher U.S. Virgin 
Islands 1971

Education: BA University of Michigan; JD University of 
Oregon

Community Service: See my Statement

Statement: Joel Penoyar is campaigning for an 
additional term on the Washington State Court of 
Appeals. He is the longest serving judge in the state 
(36 years) and served as the Chief Judge of Division 
2 of the court which hears appeals from courts from 
Clark county north to Clallam county. 

Joel and his wife, Betsy, raised 5 children in South Bend 
and have been very active in Youth Soccer, Boy Scouts, 
Girl Scouts, and numerous other local organizations. 
Joel is a volunteer firefighter and first responder and 
high school track coach. He has taught domestic violence 
classes and judicial ethics classes.

Rural judges have an excellent chance to see the results 
of their decisions in their communities. Judge Penoyar 
believes this unique perspective and his many years 
of judicial experience are invaluable in his work at the 
Court of Appeals.

Judge Penoyar says, “It is a mistake for judges to 
attempt to mold the law to fit their own personal 
or political beliefs. More important than a “judicial 
philosophy” is a judicial work ethic: I work hard to write 
decisions that are understandable, correct, complete and 
that make sense in our real world.”

For More Information: (360) 875-6342; 
joelpenoyar@gmail.com

Unopposed

Court of Appeals Judge  |  Division 2  District 3  Position 1  |  6-year term
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Congratula  ons to Dillion Ray, of Castle Rock Elementary School, whose artwork is on the front cover!

Ballots will be mailed October 19, 2012.

Replacement Ballots.  Contact the Elec  ons Department if your ballot is damaged or lost.  A replacement  
ballot may be mailed to you; please allow one week for delivery delays.  You may also pick up a replacement 
ballot in person Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm through Elec  on Day, Tuesday, November 6, 2012, un  l 
8:00 pm.

Ballots are NOT FORWARDED.  Ballots are mailed to the address on record and are not forwarded.  No  fy the 
Elec  ons Department of any address changes at least 29 days prior to an elec  on.

Contact the Elec  ons Department:
Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm
207 North 4th Ave, Room 107
Kelso, WA 98626

Phone:  (360) 577-3005
Fax:  (360) 442-7879
Email:  elec  ons@co.cowlitz.wa.us
Website: www.vote.wa.gov/cowlitz
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Six (6) curbside ballot drop boxes will be open 24 hours per day beginning October 19, 2012, through Elec  on Day, 
November 6, 2012.  The boxes close promptly at 8:00 pm on Elec  on Day.  No Postage is Required for ballots deposited in 
the curbside ballot drop boxes.

Ballots must either be postmarked by Elec  on Day or be deposited into a ballot drop box by 8:00 pm on Elec  on Day. 

Longview,  Civic Center Circle, across from Broadway St, near the Longview Post Office boxes.
Longview, Broadway St, East of the Longview Post Office boxes.
Kelso, North 3rd Ave, between Allen and Academy, near the Kelso Post Office boxes.
Woodland, city parking lot, Davidson and 2nd St, near the City’s u  lity payment drop box.
Castle Rock, 137 Cowlitz St West, in front of the Castle Rock Library.
Kalama, North 1st St, near the Kalama Post Office boxes.

eSlate ballot marking machines will be available Monday through Friday, during  
regular business hours for the General Elec  on, beginning October 19, 2012, and 
through Elec  on Day, November 6, 2012 at 8:00 pm, at the Cowlitz County Elec  ons 
Department.

These machines provide privacy and accessibility to voters who are blind, vision 
impaired, or have a disability or condi  on that would make it difficult or impossible to 
mark a ballot in the usual way.

Elec  on Officials will be available to provide instruc  ons and assistance as needed.

Disabled Voter Assistance Available

Curbside Ballot Drop Boxes

Dear Voters of Cowlitz County:

Welcome to the 2012 Cowlitz County Local Voters’ Pamphlet.  Every four years, the Presiden  al Elec  on marks the peak 
of our elec  on cycle.  We see a renewed interest in learning about what is happening around us; likely voters become 
registered voters.

This pamphlet is your guide to this elec  on.  It is a good source of informa  on about issues and candidates, but it’s not 
the only source.  Here are some other sources of informa  on for you to consider:
Campaign Contributors
Public Disclosure Commission - www.pdc.wa.gov
Federal Elec  on Commission - www.fec.gov

Vo  ng Records
Washington State Legislature - www.leg.wa.gov
US House of Representa  ves  - www.house.gov
US Senate - www.senate.gov

Other Important References
Newspapers, business associa  ons, labor unions, civic clubs, religious organiza  ons, poli  cal organiza  ons, 
environmental organiza  ons, and judicial organiza  ons.

It is my sincere hope that you will u  lize the informa  on provided to become a more informed voter.  Every vote 
counts!

Sincerely,
Kris  na K. Swanson, Cowlitz County Auditor

Ballot Drop Box Loca  ons.....
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COWLITZ COUNTY, Commissioner District #1

COWLITZ COUNTY, Commissioner District #2

Michael A. Karnofski
(Prefers Democra  c Party) 
I want to con  nue to serve Cowlitz 
County as your commissioner.  I will 
keep working to improve the economy 
of the county, make government more 
cost eff ec  ve, and maintain the quality 
of life. 
During these diffi  cult  mes, I have 
worked hard to improve the county’s 
economy.  I represent the county on 
the Cowlitz Economic Development 
Council and Port of Longview Advisory Commi  ee.  With my 
leadership, the county provided over $1 million for economic 
development.  My varied management experience has helped 
the county achieve signifi cant budget reduc  ons. 
I also seek to maintain the quality of life by ensuring the 
eff ec  ve use of available funds for parks, including alloca  ng 
funds for the comple  on of Harry Gardner Park. 
My signifi cant private sector experience and public sector 
knowledge make me the best candidate to con  nue to 
improve the economy, quality of life, and safety of Cowlitz 
County.  
 
For more informa  on (360) 431-0626
mikecowlitzcom@gmail.com

Steve Rader
(Prefers Republican Party) 
Steven Rader is running for County 
Commissioner because the ci  zens of 
Cowlitz County expect more from their 
county government.
Recovery from economic recession 
requires tough decisions from 
strong leaders. The current Cowlitz 
County leadership has presided 
over the highest unemployment in 
the state, neglected priori  za  on 
of core func  ons of county government and disregarded 
transparency that representa  ve governance demands. Steve 
Rader believes the lack of leadership is unacceptable.
Cowlitz County has been home for Steve, his wife and their 
six children for their en  re adult life. Steve works as Regional 
Vice President in the fi nancial services industry and has 
served his community coaching youth football, baseball and 
wrestling, as well as a Cowlitz County Scout leader for Boy 
Scouts of America.
Cowlitz County ci  zens deserve be  er! Steven Rader is a hard 
working leader that brings integrity, and seeks to develop 
opportunity and prosperity. Please vote for Steve Rader for 
County Commissioner.
  
For more informa  on (360) 957-3780
srader@kalama.com

Dennis Weber
(Prefers Republican Party) 
“Experienced … knowledgeable … 
innova  ve …dedicated … a problem-
solver …compassionate … knows how 
to get things done… consensus-builder 
… driven … ”
These comments from colleagues, 
rivals, Democrats, independents, and 
Republicans describe Dennis Weber’s 
life  me of public service.
“Cowlitz County faces severe challenges: an unfair property 
tax system, infrastructure needs worse than infl a  on, 
stagnant economic growth, and threats to our environment. 
I’m ready to help create strategic solu  ons.”
Born and raised in Cowlitz County, Weber served on the 
county planning commission prior to the Longview City 
Council. A former high school government teacher, he is 
currently Longview Educa  on Associa  on president. As 
Longview mayor, he also serves on the Lower Columbia Fish 
Recovery Board, and the Regional Airport Board. Previously, 
he served on the Lower Columbia CAP Board, the local 
hospital and bus system boards, and the county’s Public 
Health Advisory Commi  ee. 

Please Vote Weber for County Commissioner! 
For more informa  on (360) 846-7768
dweber@cni.net

Terry McLaughlin
(Prefers Democra  c Party) 
A sustainable budget that provides 
essen  al county services is a 
primary responsibility of the 
County Commissioner.  This can 
be accomplished by taking be  er 
advantage of technology and inspiring 
collabora  ve eff orts with county 
leaders.  
With 16 years of private experience 
and more than 20 years of County experience including 
the Auditor’s Offi  ce, Assessor’s Offi  ce, Public Works and 
Geographic Informa  on Systems, I am uniquely qualifi ed to 
help the County through these diffi  cult  mes.  I know it is 
important that we work together to shape our future.  
My wife Denise and I were born and raised in the Kelso/
Longview area and are lifelong residents of Cowlitz County.  
We have been married for 35 years and have one son, Eric. 
I will be honored to serve as your next County Commissioner 
and to address your needs and concerns.  I will always have 
an open-door policy.

For more informa  on (360) 423-3616
trmclaughlin2012@gmail.com 
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Ronald S. Marshall
(Nonpar  san Offi  ce)  
Open, accessible and independent 
courts are vitally important to maintain 
the individual liber  es we all enjoy 
in this country and to promote a just 
society governed by the rule of law.  
That principle applies at all levels of 
our judicial system and serves as a 
guide for my service as a District Court 
Judge.
It has been my pleasure to serve the ci  zens of this county 
through most of my adult life - through 13 years in private 
prac  ce as an a  orney, 17 years in the Prosecu  ng A  orney’s 
offi  ce, as a judge since March 2011, and through involvement 
in many private nonprofi t organiza  ons.  I look forward to the 
privilege of con  nuing to serve as a District Court Judge.  I will 
seek to assure that the concerns of all who come before the 
court are addressed with respect and a desire to achieve a 
just and expedi  ous resolu  on.
For more informa  on (360) 423-6562
jersmarsh@comcast.net 

COWLITZ COUNTY PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT, Commissioner District #2

COWLITZ COUNTY DISTRICT COURT, Judge Posi  on #3

Unopposed

Mark McCrady
(Nonpar  san Offi  ce)  
For the last six years, Cowlitz PUD 
has been building the electric system 
to support the jobs and economic 
development that our children and 
grandchildren will need to succeed 
and prosper in Cowlitz County.  These 
forward thinking investments have 
resulted in a con  nuing increase of 
our system reliability.  Our reliability 
and service quality are now above the 
na  onal average, and our customers benefi t during storms 
and at other  mes when other u  li  es struggle to keep the 
lights on.
When the men and women came back to Cowlitz County a  er 
World War 2, they built the electrical system that facilitated 
the growth our county enjoyed in the 2nd half of the last 
century.  It is now our turn to provide for those who will 
follow us.  We must con  nue to upgrade our systems and 
invest in our assets.  Please support my eff orts to keep Cowlitz 
PUD moving forward with your vote.
For more informa  on (360) 425-8273
mamccrady2005@yahoo.com 

Kurt Anagnostou
(Nonpar  san Offi  ce)  
The PUD has lost sight of the people it 
represents.  It has current outstanding 
debt of $200 million.  Rates have gone 
up every year, including 18% last year.  
Salaried employees have received 
percentage pay increases (double 
digit in some cases) dispropor  onate 
to our local economy.  They went 
too aggressively into wind power.  
Ratepayers are now owed $9 million 
in breached contracts.  While other local agencies have 
 ghtened their belts, the PUD has not.

The PUD is subject to numerous contracts (power purchases, 
sales, labor, etc.) and various federal and state statutes, codes 
and regula  ons.  As an a  orney, with 25 years of prac  ce, 12 
years on Longview City Council, including 4 years as Mayor, I 
bring educa  on and experience to this posi  on.  In Longview 
I brought full public involvement and held the line on rate and 
pay increases. With your support, I will do the same for the 
PUD.
For more informa  on (360) 425-6500
ka@dajus  ce.com 
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LONGVIEW PROPOSITION NO.

1
Explanatory Statement:
The City Council of the City of Longview adopted 
Resolu  on No. 2023 concerning the ques  ons 
of whether or not the City of Longview should 
con  nue with the use of automated traffi  c safety 
cameras in school zones. This Proposi  on No. 1 is 
to consider the con  nued use of automated traffi  c 
safety cameras in school zones. This proposi  on 
is an advisory vote for considera  on by the City 
Council.
Ballot Title:
The City Council of the City of Longview adopted 
Resolu  on No. 2023 concerning reaffi  rma  on of 
the use of automated traffi  c safety cameras in 
school zones.  This Proposi  on No. 1 is to consider 
the con  nued use of automated traffi  c safety 
cameras in school zones only.  This proposi  on is an 
advisory vote for considera  on by the City Council.
Should the City of Longview con  nue with the 
use of automated traffi  c safety cameras in school 
zones?

[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

Complete Text
Longview Proposi  on 1

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LONGVIEW DIRECTING 
THE TAKING OF AN ADVISORY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE 
ON NOVEMBER 6, 2012, FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF 
PROPOSITION NO. 1:  WHETHER OR NOT THE CITY SHOULD 
CONTINUE WITH THE USE OF AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY 
CAMERAS IN SCHOOL ZONES; THE ADVISORY VOTE SHALL BE 
ON THE SAME DATE AS THE STATE GENERAL ELECTION.

 WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 46.63.170 the City 
Council was authorized by the state legislature to enact an 
ordinance to implement the use of automated traffi  c safety 
cameras in school zones; and
 

 WHEREAS, a  er public hearings and workshops 
on the ma  er, the City Council found it in the best interests 
of the health and safety of the ci  zens to adopt ordinance 
No. 3130 to authorize the implementa  on of the use of 
automated traffi  c safety cameras as provided by RCW 
46.63.170; and
 WHEREAS, the City Council limited the 
implementa  on of the use of the automated traffi  c safety 
cameras to a pilot program so the City Council could 
determine whether or not the automated traffi  c safety 
cameras were improving the safety of the ci  zens; and
 WHEREAS, the Ci  zens approved an advisory vote 
on November 1, 2011 to con  nue with photo enforcement in 
school zones;
 WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to know the 
desires of the ci  zens before it takes any further steps toward 
con  nuing the use of automated traffi  c safety cameras at 
schools; and
 WHEREAS, it is believed the only meaningful way to 
determine the desires of the ci  zens is to take an advisory 
vote of the people; and
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LONGVIEW, WASHINGTON, as 
follows:
 1.  An advisory vote shall be submi  ed to the 
ci  zens of the City of Longview to be held on November 6, 
2012 in conjunc  on with the State General elec  on to be 
held on the same day.
 2.  The advisory vote to be submi  ed to the people, 
as Proposi  on No. 1, shall be whether the City of Longview 
should con  nue with having automated traffi  c safety cameras 
in school zones.  More specifi cally there shall be a ballot  tle 
that shall read as set forth in A  achment A a  ached hereto 
and incorporated herein by this reference;
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this Resolu  on shall 
take eff ect immediately.
 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Longview 
and approved by its Mayor this 26th day of April, 2012.

ATTACHMENT A – BALLOT TITLE
City of Longview
Proposi  on No. 1
Advisory Vote on Con  nua  on of Automated Traffi  c Safety 
Cameras in School Zones

The City Council of the City of Longview adopted Resolu  on 
No. 2023 concerning reaffi  rma  on of the use of automated 
traffi  c safety cameras in school zones.  This Proposi  on No. 1 
is to consider the con  nued use of automated traffi  c safety 
cameras in school zones only.  This proposi  on is an advisory 
vote for considera  on by the City Council.
Should the City of Longview con  nue with the use of 
automated traffi  c safety cameras in school zones?
Yes.....
No......



91

Keeping Our Children Safe.
Last year voters approved to con  nue the use of school zone 
safety cameras at Mint Valley and Columbia Valley Gardens 
Elementary Schools. The parents and staff  of the schools have 
been pleased with the use of the cameras. We are now again, 
looking at con  nuing the program for the schools in the city 
of Longview. These cameras improve safety for pedestrians, 
motorists, safety patrol students and staff  within the school 
zones. 

Cost Neutral and Benefi cial.

Right now the school zone cameras support themselves. ANY 
revenue above the cost will go to improving traffi  c safety 
programs in Longview. Programs like fi xing our roads, be  er 
signage, safer crosswalks, and light synchroniza  on. This 
could all be done without having to raise taxes, implement 
new fees, or take away from exis  ng programs.

Keeping the Community Safe.

Suppor  ng Proposi  on Number 1 benefi ts us all. Results 
show that speeding decreased nearly 50% between the two 
schools in less than a year. Longview Police recognize that 
by using the technologies available it will be  er assist them. 
Using speed cameras is just one way we can help make our 
community a safer place for all.

Keeping school zone safety cameras would only nega  vely 
aff ect those that are viola  ng the law. 

“If you do the crime, you pay the fi ne.”

Please vote YES on the con  nued use of school zone cameras 
and help keep our community and children safe.

Rebu  al of Statement Against
Driver’s ina  en  on is exactly what safety cameras are trying 
to prevent. Drivers become more conscious of their speed in 
school zones when they know that there is a consequence to 
their ac  ons. Independent studies have proven, speeding is 
reduced and safety is increased. The city is looking for added 
enforcement of the speed limit to keep our children and 
streets safe without having to pull our offi  cers from other 
du  es, not to make a profi t.

Argument Prepared by 
Steve Moon
Contact:
(360) 560-0059
sjmoon007@hotmail.com

Marina Giles

The number one cause of speeding in school zones is poorly 
marked roadways not disobedient drivers.
Greedy camera manufacturers prey on cash strapped ci  es by 
exploi  ng poorly marked school zones for profi t. This creates 
a system by which cash strapped ci  es can profi t from poorly 
engineered roadways.
That’s too dangerous for our children.
If they cared more about children than they do for profi ts, 
they would use methods that are proven to work to slow 
traffi  c. Speed indicator signs, speed bumps and rumble strips 
are all proven to be more eff ec  ve than taking pictures. 
Taking pictures of speeders has never been independently 
proven eff ec  ve, but it has been proven profi table.
The number one cause of pedestrian fatali  es on the road is 
driver ina  en  on.
Ticke  ng cameras in schools zones sounds great in theory; 
in reality Photo Enforcement cameras add to the list of 
distrac  ons that keep drivers’ eyes off  of the road. School 
zone cameras, talking on the phone and tex  ng are all 
unneeded distrac  ons. Drivers should be allowed to pay 
a  en  on to the road and their surroundings, not be forced 
to stare at their speedometers to avoid outrageous fi nes for 
going 3mph over the speed limit.
Let’s take the profi t mo  ve out of our school zones and put 
safety fi rst.
In the debate over  cke  ng cameras you will hear a lot of 
false informa  on about the eff ec  veness of the camera 
systems. With so much money on the line, camera vendors 
will say and do anything to keep the money fl owing.

Rebu  al of Statement For
None submi  ed.

Argument Prepared by
Tim Su  nen
Contact:
(360) 270-5670
 m@su  nen.com

Ed Hamilton
Contact:
(360) 751-1965
Ken Spring
Contact:
(360) 749-0401
fun_one@comcast.net

Statement For Proposi  on 1 Statement Against Proposi  on 1
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LONGVIEW PROPOSITION NO.

2
Explanatory Statement:
This Proposi  on concerns the ques  on of whether 
or not the City of Longview should create a 
Transporta  on Benefi t District in order to assess a 
$20 per vehicle annual fee to pay for maintenance 
and improvement of city streets.  This proposi  on 
is an advisory vote for considera  on by the City 
Council.

Ballot Title:
This Proposi  on No. 2 is to consider the ques  on 
of whether or not the City of Longview should 
create a Transporta  on Benefi t District in order 
to assess an annual $20 per vehicle fee to pay for 
maintenance and improvement of city streets.  This 
proposi  on is an advisory vote for considera  on 
by the City Council.  Should the City of Longview 
create a Transporta  on Benefi t District in order 
to assess an annual $20 per vehicle fee to pay for 
maintenance and improvement of city streets?

[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

Complete Text
Longview Proposi  on 2

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LONGVIEW DIRECTING 
THE TAKING OF AN ADVISORY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE 
ON NOVEMBER 6, 2012, FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF 
PROPOSITION NO. 2:  WHETHER OR NOT THE CITY SHOULD 
CREATE A TRANSPORTATION BENEFIT DISTRICT IN ORDER 
TO ASSESS A $20 PER VEHICLE ANNUAL FEE TO PAY FOR 
MAINTENANCE AND IMPROVEMENT OF CITY STREETS; THE 
ADVISORY VOTE SHALL BE ON THE SAME DATE AS THE STATE 
GENERAL ELECTION.

 WHEREAS, the City of Longview maintains a street 
network of 138 miles with a replacement cost of $250 million; 
and
 WHEREAS, in order to merely maintain the current 
condi  on of the street network, the City faces an annual 
funding defi cit of $2,250,000; and

 WHEREAS, at current funding levels, by 2016 32% of 
City streets will be in a marginal state of repair or worse; and
 WHEREAS, driving on roads in poor-to-marginal 
condi  on costs each motorist $324/year in extra maintenance 
and fuel; and
 WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 36.73 the City Council 
is authorized to create transporta  on benefi t districts to fund 
transporta  on improvements; and
 WHEREAS, an annual $20 per vehicle license 
fee would generate approximately $560,000/yr for road 
maintenance and improvements; and
 WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to know the 
desires of the ci  zens before it creates a transporta  on 
benefi t district and assesses a vehicle fee to pay for 
maintenance and improvements to city streets; and
 WHEREAS, it is believed that a meaningful way to  
determine the desires of the ci  zens is to take an advisory 
vote of the people; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF LONGVIEW, WASHINGTON, as follows:
 1.  An advisory vote shall be submi  ed to the ci  zens 
of the City of Longview to be held on November 6, 2012 in 
conjunc  on with the State general elec  on to be held on the 
same day.
 2.   The advisory vote to be submi  ed to the people,  
as Proposi  on No. 2, shall be whether the City of Longview 
should create a Transporta  on Benefi t District in order to 
assess an annual $20 per vehicle fee to pay for maintenance 
and improvement of city streets.  More specifi cally there shall 
be a ballot  tle that shall read as set forth in A  achment A 
a  ached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference;
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this Resolu  on shall 
take eff ect immediately.
 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Longview 
and approved by its Mayor this 6th day of August, 2012.

ATTACHMENT A – BALLOT TITLE

City of Longview

Proposi  on No. 2
Advisory Vote on the Crea  on of a Transporta  on Benefi t 
District for the City of Longview

This Proposi  on No. 2 is to consider the ques  on of whether 
or not the City of Longview should create a Transporta  on 
Benefi t District in order to assess an annual $20 per vehicle 
fee to pay for maintenance and improvement of city streets.  
This proposi  on is an advisory vote for considera  on by 
the City Council.  Should the City of Longview create a 
Transporta  on Benefi t District in order to assess an annual 
$20 per vehicle fee to pay for maintenance and improvement 
of city streets?

Yes.....
No......
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We ask voters to Vote NO and not allow the crea  on of 
another burdensome fee and more government bureaucracy. 

Everyone wants reasonably maintained streets, but this 
proposal creates a new tax burden that is not equally shared 
among the users of our road network. Similar proposals have 
failed in all other ci  es.

Overall, based on the City’s own consultants, our streets rank 
above average compared to all ci  es na  onwide.

This is just another tax without an upfront and clearly defi ned 
plan for spending the funds. The proposal of maintenance is 
not a plan in itself.

It’s an unfair tax because it taxes only Longview vehicle 
owners, but the costs, wear and tear are caused by all area 
residents. This fee would subsidize the costs created by 
non-residents. Many vehicles which create a worse nega  ve 
impact on the streets, such as large trucks and buses, will be 
exempt from this new fee.

Because of the number of licensees exempt from this 
proposal, a small amount of people are paying all of the costs. 
What’s more, this proposal creates a special burden on the 
low and fi xed income.

In these tough economic  mes, it’s the wrong  me to raise 
taxes or fees.

This proposal is unfair and burdensome, it creates more 
bureaucracy, proponents are using scare tac  cs, and the city 
should prac  ce greater fi scal discipline and accountability of 
current funds. In these tough economic  mes we should live 
within our means.

Rebu  al of Statement For
Longview streets rank above average compared to all ci  es 
na  onwide.
Not only is this a new tax, this creates a new taxing district 
and bureaucracy, that can and will increase taxes, not 
limited to car tabs, but a sales tax increase can follow if the 
bureaucracy’s hunger for revenue is not sa  sfi ed.
Public health and safety will not be sacrifi ced. 
During these tough economic  mes, we need less 
government, be  er accountability, and more planning.

Argument Prepared by
Ken Spring
Contact:
(360) 749-0401
fun_one@comcast.net

Fred Starkel
Contact:
(360) 577-0147

Jeff  Wilson
Contact:
(360) 414-8161
wilsonjj  @msn.com

Ci  zens of Longview are faced with a diffi  cult decision.

Situa  on:  Longview’s streets will deteriorate without 
improved maintenance, and we will all eventually have to 
pay more for the rebuilding and repairing of our roads.  In 
the mean  me the ci  zens will pay more for higher road 
maintenance costs, more car repair expense, a loss of 
community livability and a diminished capacity to a  ract new 
businesses.

The reality is that the longer the roads are le   to deteriorate 
the more expensive they are to repair.  Consequently, the city 
is faced with some tough choices:  1) raise fees or taxes to 
repair the roads, 2) move money for the repairs from other 
departments and programs or 3) let the potholes and cracks 
con  nue.

If the city moves forward to repair the roads without 
addi  onal funds, cuts must be made in other departments 
and could include program cuts and lay-off s in parks, the 
library and programs for children and seniors and public 
safety.

Proposal:  This ballot measure adds $20.00 to the cost of 
your car registra  on.  It will not take care of all of our road 
needs, but it will allow for 2-3  mes the amount of concrete 
replacement and overlay work that is currently done.

We need good roads to pave the way for economic 
development and to maintain the livability of our community.  
Please vote yes on City of Longview Streets.

Rebu  al of Statement Against
None submi  ed.

Argument Prepared by 
Mary Jane Melink
Contact:
(360) 430-7905

Chet Makinster
Contact:
(360) 430-7533

Chuck Wallace
Contact:
(360) 270-7017
wallacecharlesr@gmail.com

Statement For Proposi  on 2 Statement Against Proposi  on 2
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 WHEREAS, Sec  on 35.21.225 of the Revised 
Code of Washington (RCW) authorizes ci  es to establish 
transporta  on benefi t districts subject to the provisions of 
RCW Chapter 36.73; and
 WHEREAS, City of Castle Rock established the Castle 
Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District by Castle Rock City 
Ordinance No. 2012-03 passed on July 23, 2012; and
 WHEREAS, Castle Rock City Ordinance No. 2012-
03 passed on July 23, 2012 establishes boundaries for the 
Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District which are 
coterminous with the boundaries of the Castle Rock city 
limits; and
 WHEREAS, Castle Rock City Ordinance No. 2012-
03 provides that funds generated by the Castle Rock 
City Transporta  on Benefi t District shall be used for 
transporta  on improvements that preserve, maintain 
and operate the planned and/or exis  ng transporta  on 
infrastructure for the city/district, consistent with the 
requirements of Chapter 36.73 RCW; and
 WHEREAS, RCW 36.73.040(3) (a) authorizes 
transporta  on benefi t districts to impose a sales and use 
tax in accordance with RCW 82.14.0455 in the amount of 
two-tenths of one percent (0.2%) upon a favorable vote of 
the qualifi ed voters within the district for the purpose of 
fi nancing certain transporta  on improvements; and
 WHEREAS, the City of Castle Rock iden  fi ed a sales 
and use tax imposed in accordance with RCW 82.14.0455 
as well as any other lawful funding sources available to the 
District pursuant to RCW 36.73.040 during its public hearing 
held on July 18, 2012 and in Ordinance No. 2012-03 passed 
on July 23, 2012; and
 WHEREAS, if approved by the voters, a sales and use 
tax will apply to persons who shop and thereby use streets 
and roadways in the City of Castle Rock and not just to city/
district residents; and
 WHEREAS, if approved by the voters, revenues from 
a sales and use tax will be used en  rely for transporta  on 
improvements in the Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t 
District; and
 WHEREAS, the governing board of the Castle Rock 
City Transporta  on Benefi t District has considered this ma  er 
during a duly called public mee  ng of said District board, has 
given this ma  er careful review and considera  on, and fi nds 
that good government and the best interests of the Castle 
Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District will be served by 
passage of this resolu  on.
 NOW, THEREFORE, the governing board of the 
Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District do resolve as 
follows:
 Sec  on 1:  Purpose.  The governing board of the 
Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District fi nds that it is 
in the best interests of the district to submit to the qualifi ed 
voters of the district, at the General Elec  on to be held on 
November 6, 2012, a proposi  on authorizing the Castle Rock 
City Transporta  on Benefi t District to impose a sales and use 
tax of two-tenths of one percent (0.002) pursuant to sec  ons 
36.73.040(3) (a), 36.73.065(1) and 82.14.0455 of the Revised 
Code of Washington for the purpose of raising revenue to 
acquire, invest in, construct, improve, provide, operate, 
preserve, maintain and/or fund transporta  on improvements 
in the district, and to impose such sales and use tax if 
approved by an affi  rma  ve vote of a majority of the district 
voters vo  ng at the elec  on.

CASTLE ROCK PROPOSITION NO.

1
Explanatory Statement:
On July 23, 2012, the Castle Rock City Council 
created the Castle Rock Transporta  on Benefi t 
District, with the District’s boundaries the same as 
those of the City of Castle Rock.  The purpose of the 
District is to help preserve, improve and operate 
the exis  ng transporta  on infrastructure within 
the City.   If this measure is approved, the sales 
and use tax within the District will be increased in 
the amount of two-tenths of one percent (0.2%) 
for the purpose of fi nancing certain transporta  on 
infrastructure improvements within the District.  
This addi  onal sale and use tax shall be imposed 
for either ten years or un  l the debt servicing or 
fi nancing for the improvements is paid, whichever 
period is longer.

Ballot Title:
The Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District 
is authorized to request voter approval of and 
therea  er impose and collect a sales and use 
tax in accordance with RCW 82.14.0455 to fund 
transporta  on improvements.  This proposi  on 
would authorize a sales and use tax of up to two 
tenths of one percent (0.002) to be collected 
from all taxable retail sales and uses within the 
district in accordance with RCW 82.14.0455 for 
a term of ten years or the  me necessary to pay 
the debt servicing or fi nancing as required by 
RCW 36.73.170, which ever period is longer, for 
the purpose of paying the costs of transporta  on 
improvements iden  fi ed in sec  on 2 of the 
resolu  on.  Should this proposi  on be approved?

[   ]  Yes
[   ]  No

Complete Text
Castle Rock Proposi  on 1

A RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OF THE CASTLE 
ROCK CITY TRANSPORTATION BENEFIT DISTRICT PROVIDING 
FOR A BALLOT PROPOSITION TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE 
QUALIFIED VOTERS OF THE DISTRICT ON NOVEMBER 6, 2012 
TO AUTHORIZE A SALES AND USE TAX TO BE IMPOSED WITHIN 
THE BOUNDARIES OF THE DISTRICT UPON ALL TAXABLE RETAIL 
SALES AND USES IN THE AMOUNT OF TWO-TENTHS OF ONE 
PERCENT (0.2%) FOR THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING ALL OR A 
PORTION OF THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT IDENTIFIED HEREIN.
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 Sec  on 2:  Descrip  on of transporta  on 
improvements.  The revenues from a sales and use tax may 
be used to acquire, invest in, construct, improve, provide, 
operate, preserve, maintain and/or fund the following 
transporta  on improvements within the district:
 A.  That are consistent with exis  ng state, regional 
and local transporta  on plans;
 B.  Projects in the district iden  fi ed in the City of 
Castle Rock’s Six Year Transporta  on Improvement Plan;
 C.  Projects iden  fi ed in the city’s capital facili  es 
plan;
 D.  Projects iden  fi ed in street assessment surveys in  
accordance with Sec  on 36.73.050(2) (b) of the Revised Code 
of Washington as amended; and/or
 E.  Projects changed in accordance with the material 
change policy of the Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t 
District adopted in accordance with sec  on 36.73.160 of the 
Revised Code of Washington, as amended.
 The cost of all construc  on, maintenance, 
preserva  on, opera  on, design, engineering, construc  on 
management, fi nancial, legal and other consul  ng services, 
inspec  on and tes  ng, administra  ve and reloca  on 
expenses, and other costs incurred in connec  on with 
the foregoing described transporta  on benefi t district 
projects shall be deemed to be a part of the transporta  on 
improvements.
 The governing board of the Castle Rock City 
Transporta  on Benefi t District shall determine the applica  on 
of moneys available for the traffi  c benefi t district projects 
so as to accomplish, as nearly as may be prac  cal, all of 
the projects as described above.  In the event that the 
proceeds of sales and use taxes authorized herein, plus any 
other money of the district legally available therefore, are 
insuffi  cient to accomplish all of the projects, the governing 
board of the Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District 
shall use the available funds for paying the cost of those 
por  ons of the projects deemed by the board most necessary 
and in the best interests of the district.
 Sec  on 3:  Considera  on regarding transporta  on 
improvements.  The governing board of the Castle Rock City 
Transporta  on Benefi t District fi nds that all funded projects 
will reduce risk of transporta  on facility failure and improve 
safety, improve travel  me, improve air quality, improve 
modal connec  vity, improve freight mobility, provide cost-
eff ec  ve investment, provide for op  mal performance of the 
transporta  on system through  me, and improve accessibility 
for, or other benefi ts to, persons with special transporta  on 
needs.
 Sec  on 4:  Sales and use tax.  If approved by a 
majority of voters vo  ng at the elec  on, the governing board 
of the Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District shall 
fi x and impose a sales and use tax as authorized by sec  ons 
36.73.040(3)(a), 36.73.065(1) and 82.14.0455 of the Revised 
Code of Washington upon taxable events at a rate of two-
tenths of one percent (0.002) of the selling price (in the 
case of sales tax) and the value of the ar  cle used (in the 
case of use tax) for the purpose of acquiring, inves  ng in, 
construc  ng, improving, providing, opera  ng, preserving, 
maintaining and/or funding transporta  on improvements 
in the district.  The sales and use tax may be used to pay 
indebtedness incurred by the Castle Rock City Transporta  on 
Benefi t District in accordance with the requirements of 
chapter 36.73 of the Revised Code of Washington to acquire, 
invest in, construct, improve, provide, operate, preserve, 
maintain and/or fund transporta  on improvements in the

district.  The sales and use tax shall be imposed for a period 
not exceeding ten (10) years or the  me necessary to pay the 
debt servicing or fi nancing as required by RCW 36.73.170, 
which ever period is longer.  The tax shall be in addi  on to 
any other taxes authorized by law and shall be collected from 
those persons who are taxable by the state under chapters 
82.08 and 82.12 of the Revised Code of Washington, as 
amended, upon the occurrence of any taxable event within 
the boundaries of the Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t 
District.
 Sec  on 5:  Ballot measure.  The clerk of the Castle 
Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District is authorized and 
directed to present a duplicate original of this Resolu  on to 
the Cowlitz County Auditor, as supervisor of elec  ons, by no 
later than August 7, 2012; for the General Elec  on to be held 
on November 6, 2012; to request said offi  cer to submit the 
above proposi  on to the qualifi ed voters of the City of Castle 
Rock and to take all ac  ons and do all things necessary to 
cause the ballot proposi  on described above to be submi  ed 
properly to the qualifi ed electors of the city at the General 
Elec  on held on November 6, 2012.

CASTLE ROCK CITY TRANSPORTATION BENEFIT DISTRICT
CASTLE ROCK, WA
SALES AND USE TAX FOR
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

The Castle Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District is 
authorized to request voter approval of and therea  er 
impose and collect a sales and use tax in accordance with 
RCW 82.14.0455 to fund transporta  on improvements.  This 
proposi  on would authorize a sales and use tax of up to two 
tenths of one percent (0.002) to be collected from all taxable 
retail sales and uses within the district in accordance with 
RCW 82.14.0455 for a term of ten years or the  me necessary 
to pay the debt servicing or fi nancing as required by RCW 
36.73.170, which ever period is longer, for the purpose of 
paying the costs of transporta  on improvements iden  fi ed 
in sec  on 2 of the resolu  on.  Should this proposi  on be 
approved?

Yes......

No......

 Sec  on 6.  Presentment.  The clerk of the Castle 
Rock City Transporta  on Benefi t District is authorized to 
make necessary clerical correc  ons to this resolu  on, 
including, but not limited to, the correc  on of clerical errors, 
references, numbering, sec  on and subsec  on numbers and 
any references thereto, and to make correc  ons and revisions 
consistent with the ballot requirements of the offi  ces of the 
Cowlitz County Prosecu  ng A  orney (or the Civil Deputy) 
or the County Auditor which do not change the substan  ve 
meaning of this resolu  on.
 Sec  on 7.  Severability.  If any sec  on, sentence, 
clause or phrase of this resolu  on should be held to be invalid 
or uncons  tu  onal by a court of competent jurisdic  on, such 
invalidity or uncons  tu  onality shall not aff ect the validity 
or cons  tu  onality of any other sec  on, sentence, clause or 
phrase.
 ADOPTED by the Castle Rock City Transporta  on 
Benefi t District on this 30th day of July, 2012.
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This ballot measure before the ci  zens of Castle Rock is an 
equitable way to fund much needed repairs of city streets.  
A “Yes” vote on this measure would be a win-win for all 
residents and patrons living the greater Castle Rock area, 
providing revenue for repairs at an extremely small price.

It is well known that many of the streets of Castle Rock are 
in poor condi  on.  Streets in poor condi  on are costly to 
both ci  zens and guests.  Low real estate values, vehicle 
repairs, and ongoing minor maintenance all take their toll on 
the wallets of the ci  zens and the city budget.  Passage of 
this ballot measure will provide funds for the needed street 
repairs.

The sales tax to be added by this ballot measure would 
amount to two-tenths of one percent (.002).  In real 
terms, that comes to 2 cents on a $10 purchase.  That is an 
extremely low price to pay for the repair of city streets.  This 
tax is par  cularly reasonable considering that many local 
ci  es assess that amount, or more:  Longview 7.9%, Kelso 
7.9%, Vader 7.8%, Toldeo 7.8%, and Winlock 7.8%. 

One of the best reasons to vote “Yes” on this ballot measure 
is that it is a concrete way that the ci  zens of Castle Rock can 
repair streets and divide the cost equitably among all people 
who visit and conduct business within the city.  That gives us, 
the ci  zens, a maximum benefi t at a minimal cost.

Rebu  al of Statement Against

The Council has not taken steps towards imposing vehicle 
fees.  Proposi  on 1 is the best way to spread the costs to 
consumers, not just city residents.  It is not reasonable to take 
funds from other resources which could impact city services 
and quality of life.

Most monies owed by the city were for upgrading u  lity 
treatment facili  es.  Repair and maintain our streets at two-
tenths of one percent!  Pay a li  le now, or pay a lot later.

Argument Prepared by 
Howard Mason
Contact:
(360) 274-9528

Donna Williams
Contact:
(360) 355-4380
dmw1719@q.com

These are tough economic  mes!  1 in every 9 workers in 
Cowlitz County is jobless.  Senior ci  zens are scraping by 
with minimal increases in their SSI payments.  Families are 
stretching their dollars to make ends meet...And in this 
diffi  cult economy, the City of Castle Rock wants to raise taxes 
on these hard-pressed ci  zens!  This is unconscionable and it 
is  me to say no!

DON”T BE FOOLED!  Ci  zens of Castle Rock already pay 
taxes that should be used for street maintenance and paving 
projects.  The city should budget wisely and use taxes already 
collected for their proper use!

BE INFORMED!  The forma  on of the Transporta  on Benefi t 
District has already given the City Council the ability to charge 
every ci  zen of Castle Rock an extra $20 a year for car tabs!

KNOW THE FACTS!  Proposi  on 1 is an a  empt to raise 
taxes so the city can borrow more money.  According to the 
Washington State Auditor’s Offi  ce  the City of Castle Rock is 
over 6.7 million dollars in debt.  Interest payments on that 
debt rob much needed revenue.  Now they want to raise 
taxes so they can use them as collateral to borrow another 
$432,000.00!  The city cannot solve its fi nancial problems by 
borrowing money.

TELL THEM NO! The city cannot con  nue the insanity 
of spending borrowed money.  They must learn to live 
within their means just as the average ci  zen must during 
tough economic  mes.  Say no to new taxes! Vote NO on 
Proposi  on 1!

Rebu  al of Statement For
Be informed!  You already pay taxes to pave streets.   
Proposi  on 1 makes you pay MORE taxes. City government 
must be held accountable for expenditures and spend taxes 
wisely.  They cannot simply demand more money every  me 
they run out. 

“Extremely small price,” they say?  Proposi  on 1 is only the 
fi rst of many probable tax increases, like $20 car tab fees 
requiring no public vote! Don’t reward poor management! 
Squash this tax increase before it mul  plies.

Argument Prepared by
Roy A. Henson
Contact:
(360) 274-4483
2hensons74@gmail.com

Statement For Proposi  on 1 Statement Against Proposi  on 1
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Complete Text
Initiative Measure 1185

     AN ACT Relating to taxes and fees imposed by state 
government; amending RCW 43.135.034, 43.135.055, 
43.135.031, and 43.135.041; creating new sections; and 
repealing 2010 c 4 s 2.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON:
INTENT
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. This initiative should deter the 
governor and the legislature from sidestepping, suspending, or 
repealing any of Initiative 1053’s policies which voters approved 
by a huge margin in 2010. The people insist that tax increases 
receive either two-thirds legislative approval or voter approval 
and fee increases receive a simple majority vote. These 
important policies ensure that taxpayers will be protected 
and that taking more of the people’s money will always be an 
absolute last resort.
PROTECTING TAXPAYERS BY REQUIRING EITHER TWO-THIRDS 
LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL OR VOTER APPROVAL FOR THE 
LEGISLATURE TO RAISE TAXES
     Sec. 2. RCW 43.135.034 and 2011 c 1 s 2 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1)(a) ((After July 1, 1995, a)) Any action or combination of 
actions by the legislature that raises taxes may be taken only if 
approved by ((at least)) a two-thirds ((legislative approval)) vote 
in both the house of representatives and the senate. Pursuant 
to the referendum power set forth in Article II, section 1(b) of the 
state Constitution, tax increases may be referred to the voters 
for their approval or rejection at an election. 
     (b) For the purposes of this chapter, “raises taxes” means 
any action or combination of actions by the state legislature 
that increases state tax revenue deposited in any fund, budget, 
or account, regardless of whether the revenues are deposited 
into the general fund.
     (2)(a) If the legislative action under subsection (1) of this 
section will result in expenditures in excess of the state 
expenditure limit, then the action of the legislature shall 
not take effect until approved by a vote of the people at 
a November general election. The state expenditure limit 
committee shall adjust the state expenditure limit by the 
amount of additional revenue approved by the voters under 
this section. This adjustment shall not exceed the amount of 
revenue generated by the legislative action during the first full 
fiscal year in which it is in effect. The state expenditure limit 
shall be adjusted downward upon expiration or repeal of the 
legislative action.

     (b) The ballot title for any vote of the people required under 
this section shall be substantially as follows:
     “Shall taxes be imposed on.......in order to allow a spending 
increase above last year’s authorized spending adjusted for 
personal income growth?”
     (3)(a) The state expenditure limit may be exceeded upon 
declaration of an emergency for a period not to exceed twenty-
four months by a law approved by a two-thirds vote of each 
house of the legislature and signed by the governor. The law 
shall set forth the nature of the emergency, which is limited to 
natural disasters that require immediate government action to 
alleviate human suffering and provide humanitarian assistance. 
The state expenditure limit may be exceeded for no more than 
twenty-four months following the declaration of the emergency 
and only for the purposes contained in the emergency 
declaration.
     (b) Additional taxes required for an emergency under this 
section may be imposed only until thirty days following the 
next general election, unless an extension is approved at 
that general election. The additional taxes shall expire upon 
expiration of the declaration of emergency. The legislature shall 
not impose additional taxes for emergency purposes under 
this subsection unless funds in the education construction fund 
have been exhausted.
     (c) The state or any political subdivision of the state shall not 
impose any tax on intangible property listed in RCW 84.36.070 
as that statute exists on January 1, 1993.
     (4) If the cost of any state program or function is shifted 
from the state general fund to another source of funding, 
or if moneys are transferred from the state general fund to 
another fund or account, the state expenditure limit committee, 
acting pursuant to RCW 43.135.025(5), shall lower the state 
expenditure limit to reflect the shift. For the purposes of this 
section, a transfer of money from the state general fund to 
another fund or account includes any state legislative action 
taken that has the effect of reducing revenues from a particular 
source, where such revenues would otherwise be deposited 
into the state general fund, while increasing the revenues from 
that particular source to another state or local government 
account. This subsection does not apply to: (a) The dedication 
or use of lottery revenues under RCW 67.70.240(3), in support 
of education or education expenditures; or (b) a transfer of 
moneys to, or an expenditure from, the budget stabilization 
account.
     (5) If the cost of any state program or function and the 
ongoing revenue necessary to fund the program or function 
are shifted to the state general fund on or after January 1, 2007, 
the state expenditure limit committee, acting pursuant to RCW 
43.135.025(5), shall increase the state expenditure limit to reflect 
the shift unless the shifted revenue had previously been shifted 
from the general fund.
     (6) For the purposes of chapter, “raises taxes” means 
any action or combination of actions by the legislature that 
increases state tax revenue deposited in any fund, budget, or 
account, regardless of whether the revenues are deposited into 
the general fund.
     Sec. 3. 2010 c 4 s 2 is repealed.
PROTECTING TAXPAYERS BY REQUIRING FEE INCREASES 
RECEIVE A SIMPLE MAJORITY VOTE
     Sec. 4. RCW 43.135.055 and 2011 c 1 s 5 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1) A fee may only be imposed or increased in any fiscal year 
if approved with a simple majority ((legislative approval)) vote 
in both the house of representatives and the senate and must 
be subject to the accountability procedures required by RCW 
43.135.031.
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     (2) This section does not apply to an assessment made by 
an agricultural commodity commission or board created by 
state statute or created under a marketing agreement or order 
under chapter 15.65 or 15.66 RCW, or to the forest products 
commission, if the assessment is approved by referendum 
in accordance with the provisions of the statutes creating 
the commission or board or chapter 15.65 or 15.66 RCW for 
approving such assessments.
STATUTORY REFERENCE CORRECTIONS
     Sec. 5. RCW 43.135.031 and 2010 c 1 s 2 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1) For any bill introduced in either the house of 
representatives or the senate that raises taxes as defined by 
((*RCW 43.135.035)) RCW 43.135.034 or increases fees, the 
office of financial management must expeditiously determine 
its cost to the taxpayers in its first ten years of imposition, must 
promptly and without delay report the results of its analysis by 
public press release via e-mail to each member of the house of 
representatives, each member of the senate, the news media, 
and the public, and must post and maintain these releases 
on its web site. Any ten-year cost projection must include a 
year-by-year breakdown. For any bill containing more than one 
revenue source, a ten-year cost projection for each revenue 
source will be included along with the bill’s total ten-year cost 
projection. The press release shall include the names of the 
legislators, and their contact information, who are sponsors 
and cosponsors of the bill so they can provide information to, 
and answer questions from, the public. 
     (2) Any time any legislative committee schedules a public 
hearing on a bill that raises taxes as defined by ((*RCW 
43.135.035)) RCW 43.135.034 or increases fees, the office of 
financial management must promptly and without delay 
report the results of its most up-to-date analysis of the bill 
required by subsection (1) of this section and the date, time, 
and location of the hearing by public press release via e-mail 
to each member of the house of representatives, each member 
of the senate, the news media, and the public, and must post 
and maintain these releases on its web site. The press release 
required by this subsection must include all the information 
required by subsection (1) of this section and the names of the 
legislators, and their contact information, who are members of 
the legislative committee conducting the hearing so they can 
provide information to, and answer questions from, the public. 
     (3) Each time a bill that raises taxes as defined by ((*RCW 
43.135.035)) RCW 43.135.034 or increases fees is approved by 
any legislative committee or by at least a simple majority in 
either the house of representatives or the senate, the office 
of financial management must expeditiously reexamine and 
redetermine its ten-year cost projection due to amendment or 
other changes during the legislative process, must promptly 
and without delay report the results of its most up-to-date 
analysis by public press release via e-mail to each member of 
the house of representatives, each member of the senate, the 
news media, and the public, and must post and maintain these 
releases on its web site. Any ten-year cost projection must 
include a year-by-year breakdown. For any bill containing more 
than one revenue source, a ten-year cost projection for each 
revenue source will be included along with the bill’s total ten-
year cost projection. The press release shall include the names 
of the legislators, and their contact information, and how 
they voted on the bill so they can provide information to, and 
answer questions from, the public. 
     (4) For the purposes of this section, “names of legislators, 
and their contact information” includes each legislator’s 
position(senator or representative), first name, last name, party 
affiliation (for example, Democrat or Republican), city or town 
they live in, office phone number, and office e-mail address. 
     (5) For the purposes of this section, “news media” means 
any member of the press or media organization, including 

newspapers, radio, and television, that signs up with the office 
of financial management to receive the public press releases by 
e-mail. 
     (6) For the purposes of this section, “the public” means any 
person, group, or organization that signs up with the office of 
financial management to receive the public press releases by 
e-mail.
     Sec. 6. RCW 43.135.041 and 2010 c 4 s 3 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1)(a) After July 1, 2011, if legislative action raising taxes as 
defined by ((*RCW 43.135.035)) RCW 43.135.034 is blocked from 
a public vote or is not referred to the people by a referendum 
petition found to be sufficient under RCW 29A.72.250, a 
measure for an advisory vote of the people is required and 
shall be placed on the next general election ballot under this 
chapter((1, Laws of 2008)). 
     (b) If legislative action raising taxes enacted after July 
1, 2011, involves more than one revenue source, each tax 
being increased shall be subject to a separate measure for an 
advisory vote of the people under the requirements of this 
chapter((1, Laws of 2008)). 
     (2) No later than the first of August, the attorney general will 
send written notice to the secretary of state of any tax increase 
that is subject to an advisory vote of the people, under the 
provisions and exceptions provided by this chapter((1, Laws of 
2008)). Within five days of receiving such written notice from 
the attorney general, the secretary of state will assign a serial 
number for a measure for an advisory vote of the people and 
transmit one copy of the measure bearing its serial number 
to the attorney general as required by RCW 29A.72.040, for 
any tax increase identified by the attorney general as needing 
an advisory vote of the people for that year’s general election 
ballot. Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays are not counted 
in calculating the time limits in this subsection. 
     (3) For the purposes of this section, “blocked from a public 
vote” includes adding an emergency clause to a bill increasing 
taxes, bonding or contractually obligating taxes, or otherwise 
preventing a referendum on a bill increasing taxes. 
     (4) If legislative action raising taxes is referred to the people 
by the legislature or is included in an initiative to the people 
found to be sufficient under RCW 29A.72.250, then the tax 
increase is exempt from an advisory vote of the people under 
this chapter((1, Laws of 2008)).
CONSTRUCTION CLAUSE
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. The provisions of this act are to 
be liberally construed to effectuate the intent, policies, and 
purposes of this act.
SEVERABILITY CLAUSE
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 8. If any provision of this act or its 
application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the 
remainder of the act or the application of the provision to other 
persons or circumstances is not affected.
MISCELLANEOUS
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. This act is known and may be cited as 
“Save The 2/3’s Vote For Tax Increases (Again) Act.”
--- END ---

Complete Text 
Initiative Measure 1240
     AN ACT Relating to public charter schools; amending RCW 
28A.150.010, 28A.315.005, and 41.05.011; adding a new section 
to chapter 41.32 RCW; adding a new section to chapter 41.35 
RCW; adding a new section to chapter 41.40 RCW; adding a new 

Initiative Measure 1185 | Initiative Measure 1240



99
section to chapter 41.56 RCW; adding a new section to chapter 
41.59 RCW; and adding a new chapter to Title 28A RCW.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON:
PART 1 
INTENT, PURPOSE, AND FINDINGS 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 101. (1) The people of the state of 
Washington in enacting this initiative measure find:
     (a) In accordance with Article IX, section 1 of the state 
Constitution, “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”;
     (b) All students deserve excellent educational opportunities 
and the highest quality standards of public education available;
     (c) Many of our public schools are failing to address 
inequities in educational opportunities for all students, 
including academic achievement, drop-out rates, and other 
measures of educational success for students across all 
economic, racial, ethnic, geographic, and other groups;
     (d) It is a priority of the people of the state of Washington to 
improve the quality of our public schools and the education and 
academic achievement of all students throughout our state;
     (e) Forty-one states have public charter schools with many 
ranked higher in student performance than Washington’s 
schools;
     (f) Allowing public charter schools in Washington will give 
parents more options to find the best learning environment for 
their children;
     (g) Public charter schools free teachers and principals from 
burdensome regulations that limit other public schools, giving 
them the flexibility to innovate and make decisions about 
staffing, curriculum, and learning opportunities to improve 
student achievement and outcomes;
     (h) Public charter schools are designed to find solutions to 
problems that affect chronically underperforming schools and 
to better serve at-risk students who most need help;
     (i) Public charter schools have cost-effectively improved 
student performance and academic achievement for students 
throughout the country, especially for students from the lowest-
performing public schools;
     (j) Public charter schools serving low-income, urban students 
often outperform traditional public schools in improving 
student outcomes and are closing the achievement gap for at-
risk students;
     (k) The Washington supreme court recently concluded, in 
McLeary v. State, that “The State has failed to meet its duty 
under Article IX, section 1 [to amply provide for the education of 
all children within its borders] by consistently providing school 
districts with a level of resources that falls short of the actual 
costs of the basic education program”;
     (l) The opportunity to provide education through public 
charter schools will create efficiencies in the use of the 
resources the state provides to school districts;
     (m) Public charter schools, as authorized in chapter..., Laws 
of 2013 (this act), are “common schools” and part of the 
“general and uniform system of public schools” provided by 
the legislature as required by Article IX, section 2 of the state 
Constitution; and
     (n) This initiative will:
     (i) Allow a maximum of up to forty public charter schools 
to be established over a five-year period as independently 
managed public schools operated only by qualified nonprofit 
organizations approved by the state;

     (ii) Require that teachers in public charter schools be held to 
the same certification requirements as teachers in other public 
schools;
     (iii) Require that there will be annual performance reviews 
of public charter schools created under this measure, and that 
the performance of these schools be evaluated to determine 
whether additional public charter schools should be allowed;
     (iv) Require that public charter schools be free and open 
to all students just like traditional public schools are, and that 
students be selected by lottery to ensure fairness if more 
students apply than a school can accommodate;
     (v) Require that public charter schools be subject to the same 
academic standards as existing public schools;
     (vi) Require public charter schools to be authorized and 
overseen by a state charter school commission, or by a local 
school board;
     (vii) Require that public charter schools receive funding 
based on student enrollment just like existing public schools;
     (viii) Allow public charter schools to be free from many 
regulations so that they have more flexibility to set curriculum 
and budgets, hire and fire teachers and staff, and offer more 
customized learning experiences for students; and
     (ix) Give priority to opening public charter schools that serve 
at-risk student populations or students from low-performing 
public schools.
     (2) Therefore, the people enact this initiative measure to 
authorize a limited number of public charter schools in the 
state of Washington, to be operated by qualified nonprofit 
organizations with strong accountability and oversight, and 
to evaluate the performance of these schools and potential 
benefits of new models for improving academic achievement 
for all students.
PART II
AUTHORIZING CHARTER SCHOOLS
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 201. DEFINITIONS--CHARTER 
SCHOOLS. The definitions in this section apply throughout this 
chapter unless the context clearly requires otherwise.
     (1) “Applicant” means a nonprofit corporation that has 
submitted an application to an authorizer. The nonprofit 
corporation must be either a public benefit nonprofit 
corporation as defined in RCW 24.03.490, or a nonprofit 
corporation as defined in RCW 24.03.005 that has applied 
for tax exempt status under section 501(c)(3) of the internal 
revenue code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. Sec. 501(c)(3)). The nonprofit 
corporation may not be a sectarian or religious organization 
and must meet all of the requirements for a public benefit 
nonprofit corporation before receiving any funding under 
section 222 of this act.
     (2) “At-risk student” means a student who has an academic 
or economic disadvantage that requires assistance or special 
services to succeed in educational programs. The term includes, 
but is not limited to, students who do not meet minimum 
standards of academic proficiency, students who are at 
risk of dropping out of high school, students in chronically 
low-performing schools, students with higher than average 
disciplinary sanctions, students with lower participation 
rates in advanced or gifted programs, students who are 
limited in English proficiency, students who are members of 
economically disadvantaged families, and students who are 
identified as having special educational needs.
     (3) “Authorizer” means an entity approved under section 
209 of this act to review, approve, or reject charter school 
applications; enter into, renew, or revoke charter contracts 
with applicants; and oversee the charter schools the entity has 
authorized.
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     (4) “Charter contract” means a fixed term, renewable 
contract between a charter school and an authorizer that 
outlines the roles, powers, responsibilities, and performance 
expectations for each party to the contract.
     (5) “Charter school” or “public charter school” means a 
public school governed by a charter school board and operated 
according to the terms of a charter contract executed under this 
chapter and includes a new charter school and a conversion 
charter school.
     (6) “Charter school board” means the board of directors 
appointed or selected under the terms of a charter application 
to manage and operate the charter school.
     (7) “Commission” means the Washington charter school 
commission established in section 208 of this act.
     (8) “Conversion charter school” means a charter school 
created by converting an existing noncharter public school in its 
entirety to a charter school under this chapter.
     (9) “New charter school” means any charter school 
established under this chapter that is not a conversion charter 
school.
     (10) “Parent” means a parent, guardian, or other person or 
entity having legal custody of a child.
     (11) “Student” means any child eligible under RCW 
28A.225.160 to attend a public school in the state.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 202. LEGAL STATUS. A charter school 
established under this chapter:
     (1) Is a public, common school open to all children free of 
charge;
     (2) Is a public, common school offering any program or 
course of study that a noncharter public school may offer, 
including one or more of grades kindergarten through twelve;
     (3) Is governed by a charter school board according to the 
terms of a renewable, five-year charter contract executed under 
section 216 of this act;
     (4) Is a public school to which parents choose to send their 
children;
     (5) Functions as a local education agency under applicable 
federal laws and regulations and is responsible for meeting the 
requirements of local education agencies and public schools 
under those federal laws and regulations, including but not 
limited to compliance with the individuals with disabilities 
education improvement act (20 U.S.C. Sec. 1401 et seq.), the 
federal educational rights and privacy act (20 U.S.C. Sec. 
1232g), and the elementary and secondary education act (20 
U.S.C. Sec. 6301 et seq.).
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 203. CHARTER SCHOOL BOARDS--
POWERS. (1) To carry out its duty to manage and operate the 
charter school and carry out the terms of its charter contract, a 
charter school board may:
     (a) Hire, manage, and discharge any charter school employee 
in accordance with the terms of this chapter and that school’s 
charter contract;
     (b) Receive and disburse funds for the purposes of the 
charter school;
     (c) Enter into contracts with any school district, educational 
service district, or other public or private entity for the provision 
of real property, equipment, goods, supplies, and services, 
including educational instructional services and including for 
the management and operation of the charter school to the 
same extent as other noncharter public schools, as long as the 
charter school board maintains oversight authority over the 
charter school. Contracts for management operation of the 
charter school may only be with nonprofit organizations; 
     (d) Rent, lease, purchase, or own real property. All charter 
contracts and contracts with other entities must include 
provisions regarding the disposition of the property if the 

charter school fails to open as planned or closes, or if the 
charter contract is revoked or not renewed;
     (e) Issue secured and unsecured debt, including pledging, 
assigning, or encumbering its assets to be used as collateral 
for loans or extensions of credit to manage cash flow, improve 
operations, or finance the acquisition of real property or 
equipment: PROVIDED, That the public charter school may not 
pledge, assign, or encumber any public funds received or to 
be received pursuant to section 222 of this act. The debt is not 
a general, special, or moral obligation of the state, the charter 
school authorizer, the school district in which the charter school 
is located, or any other political subdivision or agency of the 
state. Neither the full faith and credit nor the taxing power of 
the state or any political subdivision or agency of the state may 
be pledged for the payment of the debt;
     (f) Solicit, accept, and administer for the benefit of the 
charter school and its students, gifts, grants, and donations 
from individuals or public or private entities, excluding from 
sectarian or religious organizations. Charter schools may not 
accept any gifts or donations the conditions of which violate 
this chapter or other state laws; and
     (g) Issue diplomas to students who meet state high school 
graduation requirements established under RCW 28A.230.090. 
A charter school board may establish additional graduation 
requirements.
     (2) A charter school board may not levy taxes or issue tax-
backed bonds. A charter school board may not acquire property 
by eminent domain.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 204. CHARTER SCHOOLS--
APPLICABILITY OF STATE LAWS. (1) A charter school must 
operate according to the terms of its charter contract and the 
provisions of this chapter.
     (2) All charter schools must:
     (a) Comply with local, state, and federal health, safety, 
parents’ rights, civil rights, and nondiscrimination laws 
applicable to school districts and to the same extent as school 
districts, including but not limited to chapter 28A.642 RCW 
(discrimination prohibition) and chapter 28A.640 RCW (sexual 
equality);
     (b) Provide basic education, as provided in RCW 28A.150.210, 
including instruction in the essential academic learning 
requirements and participate in the statewide student 
assessment system as developed under RCW 28A.655.070;
     (c) Employ certificated instructional staff as required in 
RCW 28A.410.025: PROVIDED, That charter schools may hire 
noncertificated instructional staff of unusual competence and in 
exceptional cases as specified in RCW 28A.150.203(7);
     (d) Comply with the employee record check requirements in 
RCW 28A.400.303;
(e) Adhere to generally accepted accounting principles and be 
subject to financial examinations and audits as determined by 
the state auditor, including annual audits for legal and fiscal 
compliance;
     (f) Comply with the annual performance report under RCW 
28A.655.110;
     (g) Be subject to the performance improvement goals 
adopted by the state board of education under RCW 
28A.305.130;
     (h) Comply with the open public meetings act in chapter 
42.30 RCW and public records requirements in chapter 42.56 
RCW; and
     (i) Be subject to and comply with legislation enacted after 
the effective date of this section governing the operation and 
management of charter schools.
     (3) Public charter schools must comply with all state statutes 
and rules made applicable to the charter school in the school’s 
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charter contract and are subject to the specific state statutes and 
rules identified in subsection (2) of this section. Charter schools 
are not subject to and are exempt from all other state statutes 
and rules applicable to school districts and school district 
boards of directors, for the purpose of allowing flexibility to 
innovate in areas such as scheduling, personnel, funding, and 
educational programs in order to improve student outcomes 
and academic achievement. Charter schools are exempt from 
all school district policies except policies made applicable in the 
school’s charter contract.
     (4) No charter school may engage in any sectarian practices 
in its educational program, admissions or employment policies, 
or operations.
     (5) Charter schools are subject to the supervision of the 
superintendent of public instruction and the state board of 
education, including accountability measures, to the same 
extent as other public schools, except as otherwise provided in 
chapter..., Laws of 2013 (this act).
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 205. ADMISSION AND ENROLLMENT 
OF STUDENTS. (1) A charter school may not limit admission 
on any basis other than age group, grade level, or capacity and 
must enroll all students who apply within these bases. A charter 
school is open to any student regardless of his or her location of 
residence.
     (2) A charter school may not charge tuition, but may charge 
fees for participation in optional extracurricular events and 
activities in the same manner and to the same extent as do 
other public schools.
     (3) A conversion charter school must provide sufficient 
capacity to enroll all students who wish to remain enrolled in 
the school after its conversion to a charter school, and may not 
displace students enrolled before the chartering process.
     (4) If capacity is insufficient to enroll all students who apply 
to a charter school, the charter school must select students 
through a lottery to ensure fairness. However, a charter school 
must give an enrollment preference to siblings of already 
enrolled students.
     (5) The capacity of a charter school must be determined 
annually by the charter school board in consultation with the 
charter authorizer and with consideration of the charter school’s 
ability to facilitate the academic success of its students, achieve 
the objectives specified in the charter contract, and assure 
that its student enrollment does not exceed the capacity of its 
facility. An authorizer may not restrict the number of students a 
charter school may enroll. 
     (6) Nothing in this section prevents formation of a charter 
school whose mission is to offer a specialized learning 
environment and services for particular groups of students, 
such as at-risk students, students with disabilities, or students 
who pose such severe disciplinary problems that they warrant 
a specific educational program. Nothing in this section 
prevents formation of a charter school organized around a 
special emphasis, theme, or concept as stated in the school’s 
application and charter contract.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 206. CHARTER SCHOOL STUDENTS. 
(1) School districts must provide information to parents and the 
general public about charter schools located within the district 
as an enrollment option for students.
     (2) If a student who was previously enrolled in a charter 
school enrolls in another public school in the state, the student’s 
new school must accept credits earned by the student in the 
charter school in the same manner and according to the same 
criteria that credits are accepted from other public schools.
     (3) A charter school is eligible for state or district-sponsored 
interscholastic programs, awards, scholarships, or competitions 
to the same extent as other public schools.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 207. AUTHORIZERS. The following 
entities are eligible to be authorizers of charter schools:

     (1) The Washington charter school commission established 
under section 208 of this act, for charter schools located 
anywhere in the state; and
     (2) School district boards of directors that have been 
approved by the state board of education under section 209 of 
this act before authorizing a charter school, for charter schools 
located within the school district’s own boundaries.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 208. WASHINGTON CHARTER SCHOOL 
COMMISSION. (1) The Washington charter school commission 
is established as an independent state agency whose mission 
is to authorize high quality public charter schools throughout 
the state, particularly schools designed to expand opportunities 
for at-risk students, and to ensure the highest standards of 
accountability and oversight for these schools. The commission 
shall, through its management, supervision, and enforcement 
of the charter contracts, administer the portion of the public 
common school system consisting of the charter schools it 
authorizes as provided in this chapter, in the same manner as 
a school district board of directors, through its management, 
supervision, and enforcement of the charter contracts, and 
pursuant to applicable law, administers the charter schools it 
authorizes.
     (2) The commission shall consist of nine members, no more 
than five of whom shall be members of the same political 
party. Three members shall be appointed by the governor; 
three members shall be appointed by the president of the 
senate; and three members shall be appointed by the speaker 
of the house of representatives. The appointing authorities 
shall assure diversity among commission members, including 
representation from various geographic areas of the state 
and shall assure that at least one member is a parent of a 
Washington public school student.
     (3) Members appointed to the commission shall collectively 
possess strong experience and expertise in public and 
nonprofit governance; management and finance; public school 
leadership, assessment, curriculum, and instruction; and 
public education law. All members shall have demonstrated 
an understanding of and commitment to charter schooling as a 
strategy for strengthening public education.
     (4) Members shall be appointed to four-year, staggered 
terms, with initial appointments from each of the appointing 
authorities consisting of one member appointed to a one-year 
term, one member appointed to a two-year term, and one 
member appointed to a three-year term, all of whom thereafter 
may be reappointed for a four-year term. No member may 
serve more than two consecutive terms. Initial appointments 
must be made no later than ninety days after the effective date 
of this section. 
     (5) Whenever a vacancy on the commission exists, the 
original appointing authority must appoint a member for the 
remaining portion of the term within no more than thirty days.
     (6) Commission members shall serve without compensation 
but may be reimbursed for travel expenses as authorized in 
RCW 43.03.050 and 43.03.060.
     (7) Operational and staff support for the commission shall 
be provided by the office of the governor until the commission 
has sufficient resources to hire or contract for separate staff 
support, who shall reside within the office of the governor for 
administrative purposes only.
     (8) Sections 209 and 212 of this act do not apply to the 
commission.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 209. AUTHORIZERS--APPROVAL. (1) The 
state board of education shall establish an annual application 
and approval process and timelines for entities seeking 
approval to be charter school authorizers. The initial process and 
timelines must be established no later than ninety days after 
the effective date of this section.
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     (2) At a minimum, each applicant must submit to the state 
board:
     (a) The applicant’s strategic vision for chartering;
     (b) A plan to support the vision presented, including 
explanation and evidence of the applicant’s budget and 
personnel capacity and commitment to execute the 
responsibilities of quality charter authorizing;
     (c) A draft or preliminary outline of the request for proposals 
that the applicant would, if approved as an authorizer, issue to 
solicit charter school applicants;
     (d) A draft of the performance framework that the applicant 
would, if approved as an authorizer, use to guide the 
establishment of a charter contract and for ongoing oversight 
and evaluation of charter schools; 
     (e) A draft of the applicant’s proposed renewal, revocation, 
and nonrenewal processes, consistent with sections 219 and 
220 of this act;
     (f) A statement of assurance that the applicant seeks to serve 
as an authorizer in fulfillment of the expectations, spirit, and 
intent of this chapter, and that if approved as an authorizer, 
the applicant will fully participate in any authorizer training 
provided or required by the state; and
     (g) A statement of assurance that the applicant will provide 
public accountability and transparency in all matters concerning 
charter authorizing practices, decisions, and expenditures.
     (3) The state board of education shall consider the merits 
of each application and make its decision within the timelines 
established by the board.
     (4) Within thirty days of making a decision to approve an 
application under this section, the state board of education 
must execute a renewable authorizing contract with the entity. 
The initial term of an authorizing contract shall be six years. 
The authorizing contract must specify each approved entity’s 
agreement to serve as an authorizer in accordance with the 
expectations of this chapter, and may specify additional 
performance terms based on the applicant’s proposal and plan 
for chartering. No approved entity may commence charter 
authorizing without an authorizing contract in effect.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 210. AUTHORIZERS--POWERS AND 
DUTIES. (1) Authorizers are responsible for:
     (a) Soliciting and evaluating charter applications;
     (b) Approving quality charter applications that meet 
identified educational needs and promote a diversity of 
educational choices;
     (c) Denying weak or inadequate charter applications;
     (d) Negotiating and executing sound charter contracts with 
each authorized charter school;
     (e) Monitoring, in accordance with charter contract terms, the 
performance and legal compliance of charter schools including, 
without limitation, education and academic performance goals 
and student achievement; and
     (f) Determining whether each charter contract merits 
renewal, nonrenewal, or revocation.
     (2) An authorizer may delegate its responsibilities under this 
section to employees or contractors.
     (3) All authorizers must develop and follow chartering 
policies and practices that are consistent with the principles 
and standards for quality charter authorizing developed by the 
national association of charter school authorizers in at least the 
following areas:
     (a) Organizational capacity and infrastructure;
     (b) Soliciting and evaluating charter applications;
     (c) Performance contracting;
     (d) Ongoing charter school oversight and evaluation; and

     (e) Charter renewal decision making.
     (4) Each authorizer must submit an annual report to the state 
board of education, according to a timeline, content, and format 
specified by the board, which includes:
     (a) The authorizer’s strategic vision for chartering and 
progress toward achieving that vision;
     (b) The academic and financial performance of all operating 
charter schools overseen by the authorizer, including the 
progress of the charter schools based on the authorizer’s 
performance framework;
     (c) The status of the authorizer’s charter school portfolio, 
identifying all charter schools in each of the following 
categories: Approved but not yet open, operating, renewed, 
transferred, revoked, not renewed, voluntarily closed, or never 
opened;
     (d) The authorizer’s operating costs and expenses detailed in 
annual audited financial statements that conform with generally 
accepted accounting principles; and
     (e) The services purchased from the authorizer by the charter 
schools under its jurisdiction under section 211 of this act, 
including an itemized accounting of the actual costs of these 
services. 
     (5) Neither an authorizer, individuals who comprise the 
membership of an authorizer in their official capacity, nor the 
employees of an authorizer are liable for acts or omissions of a 
charter school they authorize.
     (6) No employee, trustee, agent, or representative of an 
authorizer may simultaneously serve as an employee, trustee, 
agent, representative, vendor, or contractor of a charter school 
under the jurisdiction of that authorizer.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 211. AUTHORIZERS--FUNDING. (1) The 
state board of education shall establish a statewide formula 
for an authorizer oversight fee, which shall be calculated 
as a percentage of the state operating funding allocated 
under section 222 of this act to each charter school under the 
jurisdiction of an authorizer, but may not exceed four percent 
of each charter school’s annual funding. The office of the 
superintendent of public instruction shall deduct the oversight 
fee from each charter school’s allocation under section 222 of 
this act and transmit the fee to the appropriate authorizer.
     (2) The state board of education may establish a sliding scale 
for the authorizer oversight fee, with the funding percentage 
decreasing after the authorizer has achieved a certain threshold, 
such as after a certain number of years of authorizing or after a 
certain number of charter schools have been authorized.
     (3) An authorizer must use its oversight fee exclusively for 
the purpose of fulfilling its duties under section 210 of this act.
     (4) An authorizer may provide contracted, fee-based services 
to charter schools under its jurisdiction that are in addition to 
the oversight duties under section 210 of this act. An authorizer 
may not charge more than market rates for the contracted 
services provided. A charter school may not be required to 
purchase contracted services from an authorizer. Fees collected 
by the authorizer under this subsection must be separately 
accounted for and reported annually to the state board of 
education.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 212. AUTHORIZERS--OVERSIGHT. (1) 
The state board of education is responsible for overseeing 
the performance and effectiveness of all authorizers approved 
under section 209 of this act.
     (2) Persistently unsatisfactory performance of an authorizer’s 
portfolio of charter schools, a pattern of well-founded 
complaints about the authorizer or its charter schools, or other 
objective circumstances may trigger a special review by the 
state board of education.
     (3) In reviewing or evaluating the performance of 
authorizers, the board must apply nationally recognized 
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principles and standards for quality charter authorizing. 
Evidence of material or persistent failure by an authorizer 
to carry out its duties in accordance with the principles and 
standards constitutes grounds for revocation of the authorizing 
contract by the state board, as provided under this section.
     (4) If at any time the state board of education finds that 
an authorizer is not in compliance with a charter contract, its 
authorizing contract, or the authorizer duties under section 210 
of this act, the board must notify the authorizer in writing of the 
identified problems, and the authorizer shall have reasonable 
opportunity to respond and remedy the problems.
     (5) If an authorizer persists after due notice from the state 
board of education in violating a material provision of a charter 
contract or its authorizing contract, or fails to remedy other 
identified authorizing problems, the state board of education 
shall notify the authorizer, within a reasonable amount 
of time under the circumstances, that it intends to revoke 
the authorizer’s chartering authority unless the authorizer 
demonstrates a timely and satisfactory remedy for the violation 
or deficiencies.
     (6) In the event of revocation of any authorizer’s chartering 
authority, the state board of education shall manage the timely 
and orderly transfer of each charter contract held by that 
authorizer to another authorizer in the state, with the mutual 
agreement of each affected charter school and proposed new 
authorizer. The new authorizer shall assume the existing charter 
contract for the remainder of the charter term.
     (7) The state board of education must establish timelines and 
a process for taking actions under this section in response to 
performance deficiencies by an authorizer.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 213. CHARTER APPLICATIONS--
CONTENT. (1)(a) Each authorizer must annually issue and 
broadly publicize a request for proposals for charter school 
applicants by the date established by the state board of 
education under section 214 of this act.
     (b) Each authorizer’s request for proposals must:
     (i) Present the authorizer’s strategic vision for chartering, 
including a clear statement of any preferences the authorizer 
wishes to grant to applications that employ proven methods for 
educating at-risk students or students with special needs;
     (ii) Include or otherwise direct applicants to the performance 
framework that the authorizer has developed for charter school 
oversight and evaluation in accordance with section 217 of this 
act;
     (iii) Provide the criteria that will guide the authorizer’s 
decision to approve or deny a charter application; and
     (iv) State clear, appropriately detailed questions as well as 
guidelines concerning the format and content essential for 
applicants to demonstrate the capacities necessary to establish 
and operate a successful charter school.
     (2) A charter school application must provide or describe 
thoroughly all of the following elements of the proposed school 
plan:
     (a) An executive summary;
     (b) The mission and vision of the proposed charter school, 
including identification of the targeted student population and 
the community the school hopes to serve;
     (c) The location or geographic area proposed for the school 
and the school district within which the school will be located;
     (d) The grades to be served each year for the full term of the 
charter contract; 
     (e) Minimum, planned, and maximum enrollment per grade 
per year for the term of the charter contract;
     (f) Evidence of need and parent and community support for 
the proposed charter school;

     (g) Background information on the proposed founding 
governing board members and, if identified, the proposed 
school leadership and management team;
     (h) The school’s proposed calendar and sample daily 
schedule;
     (i) A description of the academic program aligned with state 
standards;
     (j) A description of the school’s proposed instructional 
design, including the type of learning environment; class size 
and structure; curriculum overview; and teaching methods;
     (k) Evidence that the educational program is based on 
proven methods;
     (l) The school’s plan for using internal and external 
assessments to measure and report student progress on 
the performance framework developed by the authorizer in 
accordance with section 217 of this act;
     (m) The school’s plans for identifying, successfully serving, 
and complying with applicable laws and regulations regarding 
students with disabilities, students who are limited English 
proficient, students who are struggling academically, and 
highly capable students;
     (n) A description of cocurricular or extracurricular programs 
and how they will be funded and delivered;
     (o) Plans and timelines for student recruitment and 
enrollment, including targeted plans for recruiting at-risk 
students and including lottery procedures;
     (p) The school’s student discipline policies, including for 
special education students;
     (q) An organization chart that clearly presents the school’s 
organizational structure, including lines of authority and 
reporting between the governing board, staff, any related 
bodies such as advisory bodies or parent and teacher councils, 
and any external organizations that will play a role in managing 
the school; 
     (r) A clear description of the roles and responsibilities for 
the governing board, the school’s leadership and management 
team, and any other entities shown in the organization chart;
     (s) A staffing plan for the school’s first year and for the term 
of the charter;
     (t) Plans for recruiting and developing school leadership and 
staff;
     (u) The school’s leadership and teacher employment policies, 
including performance evaluation plans;
     (v) Proposed governing bylaws;
     (w) An explanation of proposed partnership agreement, if 
any, between a charter school and its school district focused 
on facilities, budgets, taking best practices to scale, and other 
items;
     (x) Explanations of any other partnerships or contractual 
relationships central to the school’s operations or mission;
     (y) Plans for providing transportation, food service, and all 
other significant operational or ancillary services;
     (z) Opportunities and expectations for parent involvement;
     (aa) A detailed school start-up plan, identifying tasks, 
timelines, and responsible individuals;
     (bb) A description of the school’s financial plan and policies, 
including financial controls and audit requirements;
     (cc) A description of the insurance coverage the school will 
obtain;
     (dd) Start-up and five-year cash flow projections and 
budgets with clearly stated assumptions;
     (ee) Evidence of anticipated fundraising contributions, if 
claimed in the application; and
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     (ff) A sound facilities plan, including backup or contingency 
plans if appropriate.
     (3) In the case of an application to establish a conversion 
charter school, the applicant must also demonstrate support 
for the proposed conversion by a petition signed by a majority 
of teachers assigned to the school or a petition signed by a 
majority of parents of students in the school. 
     (4) In the case of an application where the proposed charter 
school intends to contract with a nonprofit education service 
provider for substantial educational services, management 
services, or both, the applicant must:
     (a) Provide evidence of the nonprofit education service 
provider’s success in serving student populations similar 
to the targeted population, including demonstrated 
academic achievement as well as successful management of 
nonacademic school functions if applicable;
     (b) Provide a term sheet setting forth the proposed duration 
of the service contract; roles and responsibilities of the 
governing board, the school staff, and the service provider; 
scope of services and resources to be provided by the service 
provider; performance evaluation measures and timelines; 
compensation structure, including clear identification of all 
fees to be paid to the service provider; methods of contract 
oversight and enforcement; investment disclosure; and 
conditions for renewal and termination of the contract; and
     (c) Disclose and explain any existing or potential conflicts of 
interest between the charter school board and proposed service 
provider or any affiliated business entities.
     (5) In the case of an application from an applicant that 
operates one or more schools in any state or nation, the 
applicant must provide evidence of past performance, including 
evidence of the applicant’s success in serving at-risk students, 
and capacity for growth.
     (6) Applicants may submit a proposal for a particular public 
charter school to no more than one authorizer at a time.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 214. CHARTER APPLICATIONS--
DECISION PROCESS. (1) The state board of education must 
establish an annual statewide timeline for charter application 
submission and approval or denial, which must be followed by 
all authorizers.
     (2) In reviewing and evaluating charter applications, 
authorizers shall employ procedures, practices, and criteria 
consistent with nationally recognized principles and standards 
for quality charter authorizing. Authorizers shall give preference 
to applications for charter schools that are designed to 
enroll and serve at-risk student populations: PROVIDED, 
That nothing in this chapter may be construed as intended to 
limit the establishment of charter schools to those that serve 
a substantial portion of at-risk students or to in any manner 
restrict, limit, or discourage the establishment of charter 
schools that enroll and serve other pupil populations under 
a nonexclusive, nondiscriminatory admissions policy. The 
application review process must include thorough evaluation 
of each application, an in-person interview with the applicant 
group, and an opportunity in a public forum including, without 
limitation, parents, community members, local residents, and 
school district board members and staff, to learn about and 
provide input on each application.
     (3) In deciding whether to approve an application, 
authorizers must:
     (a) Grant charters only to applicants that have demonstrated 
competence in each element of the authorizer’s published 
approval criteria and are likely to open and operate a successful 
public charter school;
     (b) Base decisions on documented evidence collected 
through the application review process;
     (c) Follow charter-granting policies and practices that are 
transparent and based on merit; and

     (d) Avoid any conflicts of interest whether real or apparent.
     (4) An approval decision may include, if appropriate, 
reasonable conditions that the charter applicant must meet 
before a charter contract may be executed.
     (5) For any denial of an application, the authorizer shall 
clearly state in writing its reasons for denial. A denied applicant 
may subsequently reapply to that authorizer or apply to another 
authorizer in the state.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 215. NUMBER OF CHARTER SCHOOLS. 
(1) A maximum of forty public charter schools may be 
established under this chapter, over a five-year period. No more 
than eight charter schools may be established in any single 
year during the five-year period, except that if in any single year 
fewer than eight charter schools are established, then additional 
charter schools equal in number to the difference between the 
number established in that year and eight may be established 
in subsequent years during the five-year period.
     (2) To ensure compliance with the limits for establishing 
new charter schools, certification from the state board of 
education must be obtained before final authorization of a 
charter school. Within ten days of taking action to approve or 
deny an application under section 214 of this act, an authorizer 
must submit a report of the action to the applicant and to 
the state board of education, which must include a copy of 
the authorizer’s resolution setting forth the action taken, the 
reasons for the decision, and assurances of compliance with 
the procedural requirements and application elements under 
sections 213 and 214 of this act. The authorizer must also 
indicate whether the charter school is designed to enroll and 
serve at-risk student populations. The state board of education 
must establish, for each year in which charter schools may be 
authorized as part of the timeline to be established pursuant 
to section 214 of this act, the last date by which the authorizer 
must submit the report. The state board of education must send 
notice of the date to each authorizer no later than six months 
before the date.
     (3) Upon the receipt of notice from an authorizer that 
a charter school has been approved, the state board of 
education shall certify whether the approval is in compliance 
with the limits on the maximum number of charters allowed 
under subsection (1) of this section. If the board receives 
simultaneous notification of approved charters that exceed 
the annual allowable limits in subsection (1) of this section, 
the board must select approved charters for implementation 
through a lottery process, and must assign implementation 
dates accordingly.
     (4) The state board of education must notify authorizers 
when the maximum allowable number of charter schools has 
been reached.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 216. CHARTER CONTRACTS. (1) The 
purposes of the charter application submitted under section 213 
of this act are to present the proposed charter school’s academic 
and operational vision and plans and to demonstrate and 
provide the authorizer a clear basis for the applicant’s capacities 
to execute the proposed vision and plans. An approved charter 
application does not serve as the school’s charter contract.
     (2) Within ninety days of approval of a charter application, 
the authorizer and the governing board of the approved charter 
school must execute a charter contract by which, fundamentally, 
the public charter school agrees to provide educational services 
that at a minimum meet basic education standards in return 
for an allocation of public funds to be used for such purpose 
all as set forth in this and other applicable statutes and in the 
charter contract. The charter contract must clearly set forth 
the academic and operational performance expectations and 
measures by which the charter school will be judged and 
the administrative relationship between the authorizer and 
charter school, including each party’s rights and duties. The 
performance expectations and measures set forth in the charter 
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contract must include but need not be limited to applicable 
federal and state accountability requirements. The performance 
provisions may be refined or amended by mutual agreement 
after the charter school is operating and has collected baseline 
achievement data for its enrolled students.
     (3) The charter contract must be signed by the president of 
the school district board of directors if the school district board 
of directors is the authorizer or the chair of the commission if 
the commission is the authorizer and by the president of the 
charter school board. Within ten days of executing a charter 
contract, the authorizer must submit to the state board of 
education written notification of the charter contract execution, 
including a copy of the executed charter contract and any 
attachments.
     (4) A charter contract may govern one or more charter 
schools to the extent approved by the authorizer. A single 
charter school board may hold one or more charter contracts. 
However, each charter school that is part of a charter contract 
must be separate and distinct from any others and, for 
purposes of calculating the maximum number of charter 
schools that may be established under this chapter, each charter 
school must be considered a single charter school regardless 
of how many charter schools are governed under a particular 
charter contract.
     (5) An initial charter contract must be granted for a term of 
five operating years. The contract term must commence on 
the charter school’s first day of operation. An approved charter 
school may delay its opening for one school year in order to 
plan and prepare for the school’s opening. If the school requires 
an opening delay of more than one school year, the school 
must request an extension from its authorizer. The authorizer 
may grant or deny the extension depending on the school’s 
circumstances.
     (6) Authorizers may establish reasonable preopening 
requirements or conditions to monitor the start-up progress 
of newly approved charter schools and ensure that they are 
prepared to open smoothly on the date agreed, and to ensure 
that each school meets all building, health, safety, insurance, 
and other legal requirements for school opening.
     (7) No charter school may commence operations without a 
charter contract executed in accordance with this section.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 217. CHARTER CONTRACTS--
PERFORMANCE FRAMEWORK. (1) The performance provisions 
within a charter contract must be based on a performance 
framework that clearly sets forth the academic and operational 
performance indicators, measures, and metrics that will guide 
an authorizer’s evaluations of each charter school.
     (2) At a minimum, the performance framework must include 
indicators, measures, and metrics for:
     (a) Student academic proficiency;
     (b) Student academic growth;
     (c) Achievement gaps in both proficiency and growth 
between major student subgroups;
     (d) Attendance;
     (e) Recurrent enrollment from year to year;
     (f) Graduation rates and postsecondary readiness, for high 
schools;
     (g) Financial performance and sustainability; and 
     (h) Board performance and stewardship, including 
compliance with all applicable laws, rules, and terms of the 
charter contract.
     (3) Annual performance targets must be set by each 
charter school in conjunction with its authorizer and must be 
designed to help each school meet applicable federal, state, and 
authorizer expectations.

     (4) The authorizer and charter school may also include 
additional rigorous, valid, and reliable indicators in the 
performance framework to augment external evaluations of the 
charter school’s performance.
     (5) The performance framework must require the 
disaggregation of all student performance data by major 
student subgroups, including gender, race and ethnicity, 
poverty status, special education status, English language 
learner status, and highly capable status.
     (6) Multiple schools operating under a single charter contract 
or overseen by a single charter school board must report their 
performance as separate schools, and each school shall be held 
independently accountable for its performance.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 218. CHARTER CONTRACTS--
OVERSIGHT. (1) Each authorizer must continually monitor the 
performance and legal compliance of the charter schools it 
oversees, including collecting and analyzing data to support 
ongoing evaluation according to the performance framework in 
the charter contract.
     (2) An authorizer may conduct or require oversight activities 
that enable the authorizer to fulfill its responsibilities under 
this chapter, including conducting appropriate inquiries and 
investigations, so long as those activities are consistent with 
the intent of this chapter, adhere to the terms of the charter 
contract, and do not unduly inhibit the autonomy granted to 
charter schools.
     (3) In the event that a charter school’s performance or 
legal compliance appears unsatisfactory, the authorizer must 
promptly notify the school of the perceived problem and 
provide reasonable opportunity for the school to remedy the 
problem, unless the problem warrants revocation in which case 
the revocation procedures under section 220 of this act apply. 
     (4) An authorizer may take appropriate corrective actions or 
exercise sanctions short of revocation in response to apparent 
deficiencies in charter school performance or legal compliance. 
Such actions or sanctions may include, if warranted, requiring a 
school to develop and execute a corrective action plan within a 
specified time frame.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 219. CHARTER CONTRACTS--
RENEWAL. (1) A charter contract may be renewed by the 
authorizer, at the request of the charter school, for successive 
five-year terms, although the authorizer may vary the term 
based on the performance, demonstrated capacities, and 
particular circumstances of a charter school and may grant 
renewal with specific conditions for necessary improvements to 
a charter school.
     (2) No later than six months before the expiration of a 
charter contract, the authorizer must issue a performance 
report and charter contract renewal application guidance to 
that charter school. The performance report must summarize 
the charter school’s performance record to date based on the 
data required by the charter contract, and must provide notice 
of any weaknesses or concerns perceived by the authorizer 
concerning the charter school that may jeopardize its position 
in seeking renewal if not timely rectified. The charter school has 
thirty days to respond to the performance report and submit 
any corrections or clarifications for the report.
     (3) The renewal application guidance must, at a minimum, 
provide an opportunity for the charter school to:
     (a) Present additional evidence, beyond the data contained in 
the performance report, supporting its case for charter contract 
renewal;
     (b) Describe improvements undertaken or planned for the 
school; and
     (c) Detail the school’s plans for the next charter contract term.
     (4) The renewal application guidance must include or refer 
explicitly to the criteria that will guide the authorizer’s renewal 
decisions, which shall be based on the performance framework 
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set forth in the charter contract. 
     (5) In making charter renewal decisions, an authorizer must:
     (a) Ground its decisions in evidence of the school’s 
performance over the term of the charter contract in accordance 
with the performance framework set forth in the charter 
contract;
     (b) Ensure that data used in making renewal decisions are 
available to the school and the public; and
     (c) Provide a public report summarizing the evidence basis 
for its decision.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 220. CHARTER CONTRACTS--
NONRENEWAL OR REVOCATION. (1) A charter contract may be 
revoked at any time or not renewed if the authorizer determines 
that the charter school did any of the following or otherwise 
failed to comply with the provisions of this chapter:
     (a) Committed a material and substantial violation of any of 
the terms, conditions, standards, or procedures required under 
this chapter or the charter contract;
     (b) Failed to meet or make sufficient progress toward the 
performance expectations set forth in the charter contract;
     (c) Failed to meet generally accepted standards of fiscal 
management; or
     (d) Substantially violated any material provision of law from 
which the charter school is not exempt.
     (2) A charter contract may not be renewed if, at the time 
of the renewal application, the charter school’s performance 
falls in the bottom quartile of schools on the accountability 
index developed by the state board of education under RCW 
28A.657.110, unless the charter school demonstrates exceptional 
circumstances that the authorizer finds justifiable.
     (3) Each authorizer must develop revocation and nonrenewal 
processes that:
     (a) Provide the charter school board with a timely notification 
of the prospect of and reasons for revocation or nonrenewal;
     (b) Allow the charter school board a reasonable amount of 
time in which to prepare a response; 
     (c) Provide the charter school board with an opportunity to 
submit documents and give testimony challenging the rationale 
for closure and in support of the continuation of the school at a 
recorded public proceeding held for that purpose;
     (d) Allow the charter school board to be represented by 
counsel and to call witnesses on its behalf; and
     (e) After a reasonable period for deliberation, require a 
final determination to be made and conveyed in writing to the 
charter school board.
     (4) If an authorizer revokes or does not renew a charter, the 
authorizer must clearly state in a resolution the reasons for the 
revocation or nonrenewal.
     (5) Within ten days of taking action to renew, not renew, or 
revoke a charter contract, an authorizer must submit a report of 
the action to the applicant and to the state board of education, 
which must include a copy of the authorizer’s resolution 
setting forth the action taken, the reasons for the decision, and 
assurances of compliance with the procedural requirements 
established by the authorizer under this section.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 221. CHARTER SCHOOL TERMINATION 
OR DISSOLUTION. (1) Before making a decision to not renew 
or to revoke a charter contract, authorizers must develop a 
charter school termination protocol to ensure timely notification 
to parents, orderly transition of students and student records 
to new schools, as necessary, and proper disposition of public 
school funds, property, and assets. The protocol must specify 
tasks, timelines, and responsible parties, including delineating 
the respective duties of the charter school and the authorizer.

     (2) In the event that the nonprofit corporation applicant of a 
charter school should dissolve for any reason including, without 
limitation, because of the termination of the charter contract, 
the public school funds of the charter school that have been 
provided pursuant to section 222 of this act must be returned 
to the state or local account from which the public funds 
originated. If the charter school has comingled the funds, the 
funds must be returned in proportion to the proportion of those 
funds received by the charter school from the public accounts 
in the last year preceding the dissolution. The dissolution of 
an applicant nonprofit corporation shall otherwise proceed as 
provided by law.
     (3) A charter contract may not be transferred from one 
authorizer to another or from one charter school applicant 
to another before the expiration of the charter contract term 
except by petition to the state board of education by the charter 
school or its authorizer. The state board of education must 
review such petitions on a case-by-case basis and may grant 
transfer requests in response to special circumstances and 
evidence that such a transfer would serve the best interests of 
the charter school’s students.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 222. FUNDING. (1) Charter schools must 
report student enrollment in the same manner and based on 
the same definitions of enrolled students and annual average 
full-time equivalent enrollment as other public schools. Charter 
schools must comply with applicable reporting requirements 
to receive state or federal funding that is allocated based on 
student characteristics.
     (2) According to the schedule established under RCW 
28A.510.250, the superintendent of public instruction shall 
allocate funding for a charter school including general 
apportionment, special education, categorical, and other 
nonbasic education moneys. Allocations must be based on 
the statewide average staff mix ratio of all noncharter public 
schools from the prior school year and the school’s actual 
full-time equivalent enrollment. Categorical funding must be 
allocated to a charter school based on the same funding criteria 
used for noncharter public schools and the funds must be 
expended as provided in the charter contract. A charter school is 
eligible to apply for state grants on the same basis as a school 
district.
     (3) Allocations for pupil transportation must be calculated 
on a per student basis based on the allocation for the previous 
school year to the school district in which the charter school is 
located. A charter school may enter into a contract with a school 
district or other public or private entity to provide transportation 
for the students of the school.
     (4) Amounts payable to a charter school under this section 
in the school’s first year of operation must be based on the 
projections of first-year student enrollment established in the 
charter contract. The office of the superintendent of public 
instruction must reconcile the amounts paid in the first year 
of operation to the amounts that would have been paid based 
on actual student enrollment and make adjustments to the 
charter school’s allocations over the course of the second year 
of operation.
     (5) For charter schools authorized by a school district board 
of directors, allocations to a charter school that are included 
in RCW 84.52.0531(3) (a) through (c) shall be included in the 
levy planning, budgets, and funding distribution in the same 
manner as other public schools in the district.
     (6) Conversion charter schools are eligible for local levy 
moneys approved by the voters before the conversion start-
up date of the school as determined by the authorizer, and 
the school district must allocate levy moneys to a conversion 
charter school.
     (7) New charter schools are not eligible for local levy moneys 
approved by the voters before the start-up date of the school 
unless the local school district is the authorizer.
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     (8) For levies submitted to voters after the start-up date 
of a charter school authorized under this chapter, the charter 
school must be included in levy planning, budgets, and funding 
distribution in the same manner as other public schools in the 
district.
     (9) Any moneys received by a charter school from any source 
and remaining in the school’s accounts at the end of any budget 
year shall remain in the school’s accounts for use by the school 
during subsequent budget years.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 223. FACILITIES. (1) Charter schools 
are eligible for state matching funds for common school 
construction.
     (2) A charter school has a right of first refusal to purchase 
or lease at or below fair market value a closed public school 
facility or property or unused portions of a public school facility 
or property located in a school district from which it draws its 
students if the school district decides to sell or lease the public 
school facility or property pursuant to RCW 28A.335.040 or 
28A.335.120.
     (3) A charter school may negotiate and contract with a school 
district, the governing body of a public college or university, or 
any other public or private entity for the use of a facility for a 
school building at or below fair market rent.
     (4) Public libraries, community service organizations, 
museums, performing arts venues, theaters, and public or 
private colleges and universities may provide space to charter 
schools within their facilities under their preexisting zoning and 
land use designations.
     (5) A conversion charter school as part of the consideration 
for providing educational services under the charter contract 
may continue to use its existing facility without paying rent to 
the school district that owns the facility. The district remains 
responsible for major repairs and safety upgrades that may be 
required for the continued use of the facility as a public school. 
The charter school is responsible for routine maintenance of 
the facility including, but not limited to, cleaning, painting, 
gardening, and landscaping. The charter contract of a 
conversion charter school using existing facilities that are 
owned by its school district must include reasonable and 
customary terms regarding the use of the existing facility that 
are binding upon the school district.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 224. YEARS OF SERVICE. Years of 
service in a charter school by certificated instructional staff shall 
be included in the years of service calculation for purposes 
of the statewide salary allocation schedule under RCW 
28A.150.410. This section does not require a charter school to 
pay a particular salary to its staff while the staff is employed by 
the charter school.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 225. ANNUAL REPORTS. (1) By 
December 1st of each year beginning in the first year after there 
have been charter schools operating for a full school year, the 
state board of education, in collaboration with the commission, 
must issue an annual report on the state’s charter schools for 
the preceding school year to the governor, the legislature, and 
the public at-large.
     (2) The annual report must be based on the reports submitted 
by each authorizer as well as any additional relevant data 
compiled by the board. The report must include a comparison 
of the performance of charter school students with the 
performance of academically, ethnically, and economically 
comparable groups of students in noncharter public schools. 
In addition, the annual report must include the state board 
of education’s assessment of the successes, challenges, and 
areas for improvement in meeting the purposes of this chapter, 
including the board’s assessment of the sufficiency of funding 
for charter schools, the efficacy of the formula for authorizer 
funding, and any suggested changes in state law or policy 
necessary to strengthen the state’s charter schools.

     (3) Together with the issuance of the annual report following 
the fifth year after there have been charter schools operating for 
a full school year, the state board of education, in collaboration 
with the commission, shall submit a recommendation 
regarding whether or not the legislature should authorize the 
establishment of additional public charter schools.
PART III
GENERAL PROVISIONS
     Sec. 301. RCW 28A.150.010 and 1969 ex.s. c 223 s 28A.01.055 
are each amended to read as follows:
     Public schools ((shall)) means the common schools as 
referred to in Article IX of the state Constitution, including 
charter schools established under chapter 28A.--- RCW (the new 
chapter created in section 401 of this act), and those schools 
and institutions of learning having a curriculum below the 
college or university level as now or may be established by law 
and maintained at public expense.
     Sec. 302. RCW 28A.315.005 and 1999 c 315 s 1 are each 
amended to read as follows:
     (1) Under the constitutional framework and the laws of the 
state of Washington, the governance structure for the state’s 
public common school system is comprised of the following 
bodies: The legislature, the governor, the superintendent of 
public instruction, the state board of education, the Washington 
charter school commission, the educational service district 
boards of directors, and local school district boards of directors. 
The respective policy and administrative roles of each body are 
determined by the state Constitution and statutes.
     (2) Local school districts are political subdivisions of the state 
and the organization of such districts, including the powers, 
duties, and boundaries thereof, may be altered or abolished by 
laws of the state of Washington.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 303. A new section is added to chapter 
41.32 RCW to read as follows:
This section designates charter schools established under 
chapter 28A.-- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 
of this act) as employers and charter school employees as 
members, and applies only if the department of retirement 
systems receives determinations from the internal revenue 
service and the United States department of labor that 
participation does not jeopardize the status of these retirement 
systems as governmental plans under the federal employees’ 
retirement income security act and the internal revenue code.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 304. A new section is added to chapter 
41.35 RCW to read as follows:
This section designates charter schools established under 
chapter 28A.-- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 
of this act) as employers and charter school employees as 
members, and applies only if the department of retirement 
systems receives determinations from the internal revenue 
service and the United States department of labor that 
participation does not jeopardize the status of these retirement 
systems as governmental plans under the federal employees’ 
retirement income security act and the internal revenue code.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 305. A new section is added to chapter 
41.40 RCW to read as follows:
     This section designates charter schools established under 
chapter 28A.-- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 
of this act) as employers and charter school employees as 
members, and applies only if the department of retirement 
systems receives determinations from the internal revenue 
service and the United States department of labor that 
participation does not jeopardize the status of these retirement 
systems as governmental plans under the federal employees’ 
retirement income security act and the internal revenue code.
     Sec. 306. RCW 41.05.011 and 2012 c 87 s 22 are each 
amended to read as follows:
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     The definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter 
unless the context clearly requires otherwise.
     (1) “Authority” means the Washington state health care 
authority.
     (2) “Board” means the public employees’ benefits board 
established under RCW 41.05.055.
     (3) “Dependent care assistance program” means a benefit 
plan whereby state and public employees may pay for certain 
employment related dependent care with pretax dollars 
as provided in the salary reduction plan under this chapter 
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Sec. 129 or other sections of the internal 
revenue code.
     (4) “Director” means the director of the authority.
     (5) “Emergency service personnel killed in the line of duty” 
means law enforcement officers and firefighters as defined 
in RCW 41.26.030, members of the Washington state patrol 
retirement fund as defined in RCW 43.43.120, and reserve 
officers and firefighters as defined in RCW 41.24.010 who die 
as a result of injuries sustained in the course of employment as 
determined consistent with Title 51 RCW by the department of 
labor and industries. 
     (6) “Employee” includes all employees of the state, whether 
or not covered by civil service; elected and appointed officials 
of the executive branch of government, including full-time 
members of boards, commissions, or committees; justices of 
the supreme court and judges of the court of appeals and the 
superior courts; and members of the state legislature. Pursuant 
to contractual agreement with the authority, “employee” 
may also include: (a) Employees of a county, municipality, or 
other political subdivision of the state and members of the 
legislative authority of any county, city, or town who are elected 
to office after February 20, 1970, if the legislative authority 
of the county, municipality, or other political subdivision of 
the state seeks and receives the approval of the authority to 
provide any of its insurance programs by contract with the 
authority, as provided in RCW 41.04.205 and 41.05.021(1)(g); 
(b) employees of employee organizations representing state 
civil service employees, at the option of each such employee 
organization, and, effective October 1, 1995, employees of 
employee organizations currently pooled with employees 
of school districts for the purpose of purchasing insurance 
benefits, at the option of each such employee organization; (c) 
employees of a school district if the authority agrees to provide 
any of the school districts’ insurance programs by contract with 
the authority as provided in RCW 28A.400.350; (d) employees 
of a tribal government, if the governing body of the tribal 
government seeks and receives the approval of the authority 
to provide any of its insurance programs by contract with the 
authority, as provided in RCW 41.05.021(1) (f) and (g); ((and)) 
(e) employees of the Washington health benefit exchange if the 
governing board of the exchange established in RCW 43.71.020 
seeks and receives approval of the authority to provide any 
of its insurance programs by contract with the authority, as 
provided in RCW 41.05.021(1) (g) and (n); and (f) employees of a 
charter school established under chapter 28A.--- RCW (the new 
chapter created in section 401 of this act). “Employee” does not 
include: Adult family homeowners; unpaid volunteers; patients 
of state hospitals; inmates; employees of the Washington state 
convention and trade center as provided in RCW 41.05.110; 
students of institutions of higher education as determined 
by their institution; and any others not expressly defined as 
employees under this chapter or by the authority under this 
chapter.
     (7) “Employer” means the state of Washington.
     (8) “Employing agency” means a division, department, or 
separate agency of state government, including an institution 
of higher education; a county, municipality, school district, 
educational service district, or other political subdivision; 
charter school; and a tribal government covered by this chapter.

     (9) “Faculty” means an academic employee of an institution 
of higher education whose workload is not defined by work 
hours but whose appointment, workload, and duties directly 
serve the institution’s academic mission, as determined under 
the authority of its enabling statutes, its governing body, and 
any applicable collective bargaining agreement.
     (10) “Flexible benefit plan” means a benefit plan that allows 
employees to choose the level of health care coverage provided 
and the amount of employee contributions from among a 
range of choices offered by the authority.
     (11) “Insuring entity” means an insurer as defined in chapter 
48.01 RCW, a health care service contractor as defined in 
chapter 48.44 RCW, or a health maintenance organization as 
defined in chapter 48.46 RCW.
     (12) “Medical flexible spending arrangement” means a 
benefit plan whereby state and public employees may reduce 
their salary before taxes to pay for medical expenses not 
reimbursed by insurance as provided in the salary reduction 
plan under this chapter pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Sec. 125 or other 
sections of the internal revenue code.
     (13) “Participant” means an individual who fulfills the 
eligibility and enrollment requirements under the salary 
reduction plan.
     (14) “Plan year” means the time period established by the 
authority.
     (15) “Premium payment plan” means a benefit plan whereby 
state and public employees may pay their share of group health 
plan premiums with pretax dollars as provided in the salary 
reduction plan under this chapter pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Sec. 125 
or other sections of the internal revenue code.
     (16) “Retired or disabled school employee” means:
     (a) Persons who separated from employment with a school 
district or educational service district and are receiving a 
retirement allowance under chapter 41.32 or 41.40 RCW as of 
September 30, 1993;
     (b) Persons who separate from employment with a school 
district ((or)), educational service district, or charter school on or 
after October 1, 1993, and immediately upon separation receive 
a retirement allowance under chapter 41.32, 41.35, or 41.40 
RCW;
     (c) Persons who separate from employment with a school 
district ((or)), educational service district, or charter school due 
to a total and permanent disability, and are eligible to receive 
a deferred retirement allowance under chapter 41.32, 41.35, or 
41.40 RCW.
     (17) “Salary” means a state employee’s monthly salary or 
wages.
     (18) “Salary reduction plan” means a benefit plan whereby 
state and public employees may agree to a reduction of salary 
on a pretax basis to participate in the dependent care assistance 
program, medical flexible spending arrangement, or premium 
payment plan offered pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Sec. 125 or other 
sections of the internal revenue code.
     (19) “Seasonal employee” means an employee hired to 
work during a recurring, annual season with a duration of 
three months or more, and anticipated to return each season to 
perform similar work.
     (20) “Separated employees” means persons who separate 
from employment with an employer as defined in:
     (a) RCW 41.32.010(17) on or after July 1, 1996; or
     (b) RCW 41.35.010 on or after September 1, 2000; or
     (c) RCW 41.40.010 on or after March 1, 2002;
and who are at least age fifty-five and have at least ten years of 
service under the teachers’ retirement system plan 3 as defined 
in RCW 41.32.010(33), the Washington school employees’ 
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retirement system plan 3 as defined in RCW 41.35.010, or the 
public employees’ retirement system plan 3 as defined in RCW 
41.40.010. 
     (21) “State purchased health care” or “health care” means 
medical and health care, pharmaceuticals, and medical 
equipment purchased with state and federal funds by the 
department of social and health services, the department of 
health, the basic health plan, the state health care authority, 
the department of labor and industries, the department of 
corrections, the department of veterans affairs, and local school 
districts.
     (22) “Tribal government” means an Indian tribal government 
as defined in section 3(32) of the employee retirement 
income security act of 1974, as amended, or an agency or 
instrumentality of the tribal government, that has government 
offices principally located in this state.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 307. A new section is added to chapter 
41.56 RCW to read as follows:
     In addition to the entities listed in RCW 41.56.020, this 
chapter applies to any charter school established under chapter 
28A.--- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 of this act). 
Any bargaining unit or units established at the charter school 
must be limited to employees working in the charter school and 
must be separate from other bargaining units in school districts, 
educational service districts, or institutions of higher education. 
Any charter school established under chapter 28A.--- RCW (the 
new chapter created in section 401 of this act) is a separate 
employer from any school district, including the school district 
in which it is located.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 308. A new section is added to chapter 
41.59 RCW to read as follows:
     This chapter applies to any charter school established under 
chapter 28A.--- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 of 
this act). Any bargaining unit or units established at the charter 
school must be limited to employees working in the charter 
school and must be separate from other bargaining units in 
school districts, educational service districts, or institutions of 
higher education. Any charter school established under chapter 
28A.--- RCW (the new chapter created in section 401 of this act) 
is a separate employer from any school district, including the 
school district in which it is located.
PART IV 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 401. Sections 101 and 201 through 225 
of this act constitute a new chapter in Title 28A RCW.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 402. If any provision of this act or its 
application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the 
remainder of the act or the application of the provision to other 
persons or circumstances is not affected.
--- END ---

Complete Text 
Referendum Measure 74
     AN ACT Relating to providing equal protection for all 
families in Washington by creating equality in civil marriage 
and changing the domestic partnership laws, while protecting 
religious freedom; amending RCW 26.04.010, 26.04.020, 
26.04.050, 26.04.060, 26.04.070, 26.60.010, 26.60.030, 26.60.090, 
and 1.12.080; adding new sections to chapter 26.04 RCW; 
adding a new section to chapter 26.60 RCW; adding a new 
section to chapter 26.33 RCW; adding a new section to chapter 
74.13 RCW; adding a new section to chapter 74.15 RCW; 
creating new sections; and providing a contingent effective 
date.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON:

     Sec. 1. RCW 26.04.010 and 1998 c 1 s 3 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1) Marriage is a civil contract between ((a male and a 
female)) two persons who have each attained the age of 
eighteen years, and who are otherwise capable.
     (2) Every marriage entered into in which either ((the husband 
or the wife)) person has not attained the age of seventeen years 
is void except where this section has been waived by a superior 
court judge of the county in which one of the parties resides on 
a showing of necessity.
     (3) Where necessary to implement the rights and 
responsibilities of spouses under the law, gender specific terms 
such as husband and wife used in any statute, rule, or other 
law must be construed to be gender neutral and applicable to 
spouses of the same sex.
     (4) No regularly licensed or ordained minister or any priest, 
imam, rabbi, or similar official of any religious organization is 
required to solemnize or recognize any marriage. A regularly 
licensed or ordained minister or priest, imam, rabbi, or similar 
official of any religious organization shall be immune from any 
civil claim or cause of action based on a refusal to solemnize 
or recognize any marriage under this section. No state 
agency or local government may base a decision to penalize, 
withhold benefits from, or refuse to contract with any religious 
organization on the refusal of a person associated with such 
religious organization to solemnize or recognize a marriage 
under this section.
     (5) No religious organization is required to provide 
accommodations, facilities, advantages, privileges, services, or 
goods related to the solemnization or celebration of a marriage.
     (6) A religious organization shall be immune from any civil 
claim or cause of action, including a claim pursuant to chapter 
49.60 RCW, based on its refusal to provide accommodations, 
facilities, advantages, privileges, services, or goods related to 
the solemnization or celebration of a marriage.
     (7) For purposes of this section:
     (a) “Recognize” means to provide religious-based services 
that:
     (i) Are delivered by a religious organization, or by an 
individual who is managed, supervised, or directed by a 
religious organization; and
     (ii) Are designed for married couples or couples engaged 
to marry and are directly related to solemnizing, celebrating, 
strengthening, or promoting a marriage, such as religious 
counseling programs, courses, retreats, and workshops; and
     (b) “Religious organization” includes, but is not limited to, 
churches, mosques, synagogues, temples, nondenominational 
ministries, interdenominational and ecumenical organizations, 
mission organizations, faith-based social agencies, and other 
entities whose principal purpose is the study, practice, or 
advancement of religion.
     Sec. 2. RCW 26.04.020 and 1998 c 1 s 4 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     (1) Marriages in the following cases are prohibited:
     (a) When either party thereto has a ((wife or husband)) 
spouse or registered domestic partner living at the time of such 
marriage, unless the registered domestic partner is the other 
party to the marriage; or
     (b) When the ((husband and wife)) spouses are nearer of kin 
to each other than second cousins, whether of the whole or half 
blood computing by the rules of the civil law((; or
     (c) When the parties are persons other than a male and a 
female)).
     (2) It is unlawful for any ((man to marry his father’s sister, 
mother’s sister, daughter, sister, son’s daughter, daughter’s 
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daughter, brother’s daughter or sister’s daughter; it is unlawful 
for any woman to marry her father’s brother, mother’s brother, 
son, brother, son’s son, daughter’s son, brother’s son or sister’s 
son)) person to marry his or her sibling, child, grandchild, aunt, 
uncle, niece, or nephew.
     (3) A marriage between two persons that is recognized as 
valid in another jurisdiction is valid in this state only if the 
marriage is not prohibited or made unlawful under subsection 
(1)(a)((, (1)(c),)) or (2) of this section.
     (4) A legal union, other than a marriage, between two 
individuals that was validly formed in another state or 
jurisdiction and that provides substantially the same rights, 
benefits, and responsibilities as a marriage, does not prohibit 
those same two individuals from obtaining a marriage license 
in Washington.
     (5) No state agency or local government may base a 
decision to penalize, withhold benefits from, license, or 
refuse to contract with any religious organization based on 
the opposition to or refusal to provide accommodations, 
facilities, advantages, privileges, service, or goods related to the 
solemnization or celebration of a marriage.
     (6) No religiously affiliated educational institution shall be 
required to provide accommodations, facilities, advantages, 
privileges, service, or goods related to the solemnization or 
celebration of a marriage, including a use of any campus chapel 
or church. A religiously affiliated educational institution shall be 
immune from a civil claim or cause of action, including a claim 
pursuant to chapter 49.60 RCW, based on its refusal to provide 
accommodations, facilities, advantages, privileges, service, or 
goods related to the solemnization or celebration of a marriage 
under this subsection shall be immune for civil claim or cause 
of action, including a claim pursuant to chapter 49.60 RCW.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. “Religious organization” as defined 
in this chapter must be interpreted liberally to include faith-
based social service organizations involved in social services 
directed at the larger community.
     Sec. 4. RCW 26.04.050 and 2007 c 29 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows:
     The following named officers and persons, active or retired, 
are hereby authorized to solemnize marriages, to wit: Justices 
of the supreme court, judges of the court of appeals, judges 
of the superior courts, supreme court commissioners, court 
of appeals commissioners, superior court commissioners, 
any regularly licensed or ordained minister or any priest, 
imam, rabbi, or similar official of any ((church or)) religious 
((denomination)) organization, and judges of courts of limited 
jurisdiction as defined in RCW 3.02.010.
     Sec. 5. RCW 26.04.060 and 1975-’76 2nd ex.s. c 42 s 25 are 
each amended to read as follows:
     A marriage solemnized before any person professing to be 
a minister or a priest ((of any)), imam, rabbi, or similar official 
of any religious ((denomination)) organization in this state or 
professing to be an authorized officer thereof, is not void, nor 
shall the validity thereof be in any way affected on account of 
any want of power or authority in such person, if such marriage 
be consummated with a belief on the part of the persons so 
married, or either of them, that they have been lawfully joined 
in marriage.
     Sec. 6. RCW 26.04.070 and Code 1881 s 2383 are each 
amended to read as follows:
     In the solemnization of marriage no particular form is 
required, except that the parties thereto shall assent or 
declare in the presence of the minister, priest, imam, rabbi, or 
similar official of any religious organization, or judicial officer 
solemnizing the same, and in the presence of at least two 
attending witnesses, that they take each other to be ((husband 
and wife)) spouses.

     NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. A new section is added to chapter 
26.04 RCW to read as follows:
     For purposes of this chapter, “religious organization” 
includes, but is not limited to, churches, mosques, synagogues, 
temples, nondenominational ministries, interdenominational 
and ecumenical organizations, mission organizations, faith-
based social agencies, and other entities whose principal 
purpose is the study, practice, or advancement of religion.
     Sec. 8. RCW 26.60.010 and 2007 c 156 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows:
     Many Washingtonians are in intimate, committed, and 
exclusive relationships with another person to whom they are 
not legally married. These relationships are important to the 
individuals involved and their families; they also benefit the 
public by providing a private source of mutual support for the 
financial, physical, and emotional health of those individuals 
and their families. The public has an interest in providing a legal 
framework for such mutually supportive relationships, whether 
the partners are of the same or different sexes, and irrespective 
of their sexual orientation.
     ((The legislature finds that same sex couples, because they 
cannot marry in this state, do not automatically have the same 
access that married couples have to certain rights and benefits, 
such as those associated with hospital visitation, health care 
decision-making, organ donation decisions, and other issues 
related to illness, incapacity, and death. Although many of these 
rights and benefits may be secured by private agreement, 
doing so often is costly and complex.))
     The legislature ((also)) finds that the public interest would 
be served by extending rights and benefits to ((different sex)) 
couples in which either or both of the partners ((is)) are at least 
sixty-two years of age. While these couples are entitled to marry 
under the state’s marriage statutes, some social security and 
pension laws nevertheless make it impractical for these couples 
to marry. For this reason, chapter 156, Laws of 2007 specifically 
allows couples to enter into a state registered domestic 
partnership if one of the persons is at least sixty-two years of 
age, the age at which many people choose to retire and are 
eligible to begin collecting social security and pension benefits.
     The rights granted to state registered domestic partners in 
chapter 156, Laws of 2007 will further Washington’s interest 
in promoting family relationships and protecting family 
members during life crises. Chapter 156, Laws of 2007 does 
not affect marriage or any other ways in which legal rights and 
responsibilities between two adults may be created, recognized, 
or given effect in Washington.
     Sec. 9. RCW 26.60.030 and 2007 c 156 s 4 are each amended 
to read as follows:
     To enter into a state registered domestic partnership the two 
persons involved must meet the following requirements:
     (1) Both persons share a common residence;
     (2) Both persons are at least eighteen years of age and at 
least one of the persons is sixty-two years of age or older;
     (3) Neither person is married to someone other than the 
party to the domestic partnership and neither person is in a 
state registered domestic partnership with another person;
     (4) Both persons are capable of consenting to the domestic 
partnership; and
     (5) Both of the following are true:
     (a) The persons are not nearer of kin to each other than 
second cousins, whether of the whole or half blood computing 
by the rules of the civil law; and
     (b) Neither person is a sibling, child, grandchild, aunt, uncle, 
niece, or nephew to the other person((; and

Referendum Measure 74



111
     (6) Either (a) both persons are members of the same sex; 
or (b) at least one of the persons is sixty-two years of age or 
older)).
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. A new section is added to chapter 
26.60 RCW to read as follows:
     (1) Partners in a state registered domestic partnership may 
apply and receive a marriage license and have such marriage 
solemnized pursuant to chapter 26.04 RCW, so long as the 
parties are otherwise eligible to marry, and the parties to the 
marriage are the same as the parties to the state registered 
domestic partnership.
     (2) A state registered domestic partnership is dissolved by 
operation of law by any marriage of the same parties to each 
other, as of the date of the marriage stated in the certificate.
     (3)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, any state 
registered domestic partnership in which the parties are the 
same sex, and neither party is sixty-two years of age or older, 
that has not been dissolved or converted into a marriage by 
the parties by June 30, 2014, is automatically merged into a 
marriage and is deemed a marriage as of June 30, 2014.
     (b) If the parties to a state registered domestic partnership 
have proceedings for dissolution, annulment, or legal 
separation pending as of June 30, 2014, the parties’ state 
registered domestic partnership is not automatically merged 
into a marriage and the dissolution, annulment, or legal 
separation of the state registered domestic partnership is 
governed by the provisions of the statutes applicable to state 
registered domestic partnerships in effect before June 30, 
2014. If such proceedings are finalized without dissolution, 
annulment, or legal separation, the state registered domestic 
partnership is automatically merged into a marriage and is 
deemed a marriage as of June 30, 2014.
     (4) For purposes of determining the legal rights and 
responsibilities involving individuals who had previously had a 
state registered domestic partnership and have been issued a 
marriage license or are deemed married under the provisions 
of this section, the date of the original state registered domestic 
partnership is the legal date of the marriage. Nothing in this 
subsection prohibits a different date from being included on the 
marriage license.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 11. A new section is added to chapter 
26.04 RCW to read as follows:
     If two persons in Washington have a legal union, other than 
a marriage, that:
     (1) Was validly formed in another state or jurisdiction;
     (2) Provides substantially the same rights, benefits, and 
responsibilities as a marriage; and 
     (3) Does not meet the definition of domestic partnership in 
RCW 26.60.030, then they shall be treated as having the same 
rights and responsibilities as married spouses in this state, 
unless:
     (a) Such relationship is prohibited by RCW 26.04.020 (1)(a) or 
(2); or
     (b) They become permanent residents of Washington 
state and do not enter into a marriage within one year after 
becoming permanent residents.
     Sec. 12. RCW 26.60.090 and 2011 c 9 s 1 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     A legal union, other than a marriage, of two persons ((of the 
same sex)) that was validly formed in another jurisdiction, and 
that is substantially equivalent to a domestic partnership under 
this chapter, shall be recognized as a valid domestic partnership 
in this state and shall be treated the same as a domestic 
partnership registered in this state regardless of whether it 
bears the name domestic partnership.

     Sec. 13. RCW 1.12.080 and 2011 c 9 s 2 are each amended to 
read as follows:
     For the purposes of this code and any legislation hereafter 
enacted by the legislature or by the people, with the exception 
of chapter 26.04 RCW, the terms spouse, marriage, marital, 
husband, wife, widow, widower, next of kin, and family shall 
be interpreted as applying equally to state registered domestic 
partnerships or individuals in state registered domestic 
partnerships as well as to marital relationships and married 
persons, and references to dissolution of marriage shall 
apply equally to state registered domestic partnerships that 
have been terminated, dissolved, or invalidated, unless the 
legislation expressly states otherwise and to the extent that 
such interpretation does not conflict with federal law. Where 
necessary to implement chapter 521, Laws of 2009 and this 
act, gender-specific terms such as husband and wife used in 
any statute, rule, or other law shall be construed to be gender 
neutral, and applicable to individuals in state registered 
domestic partnerships and spouses of the same sex.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 14. A new section is added to chapter 
26.33 RCW to read as follows:
     Nothing contained in chapter..., Laws of 2012 (this act) 
shall be construed to alter or affect existing law regarding the 
manner in which a religious or nonprofit organization may be 
licensed to and provide adoption, foster care, or other child-
placing services under this chapter or chapter 74.15 or 74.13 
RCW.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 15.  A new section is added to chapter 
74.13 RCW to read as follows:
     Nothing contained in chapter..., Laws of 2012 (this act) 
shall be construed to alter or affect existing law regarding the 
manner in which a religious or nonprofit organization may be 
licensed to and provide adoption, foster care, or other child-
placing services under this chapter or chapter 74.15 or 26.33 
RCW.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 16. A new section is added to chapter 
74.15 RCW to read as follows:
     Nothing contained in chapter..., Laws of 2012 (this act) 
shall be construed to alter or affect existing law regarding the 
manner in which a religious or nonprofit organization may be 
licensed to and provide adoption, foster care, or other child-
placing services under this chapter or chapter 74.13 or 26.33 
RCW.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 17. (1) Within sixty days after the 
effective date of this section, the secretary of state shall send a 
letter to the mailing address on file of each same-sex domestic 
partner registered under chapter 26.60 RCW notifying the 
person that Washington’s law on the rights and responsibilities 
of state registered domestic partners will change in relation to 
certain same-sex registered domestic partners.
     (2) The notice must provide a brief summary of the new law 
and must clearly state that provisions related to certain same-
sex registered domestic partnerships will change as of the 
effective dates of this act, and that those same-sex registered 
domestic partnerships that are not dissolved prior to June 30, 
2014, will be converted to marriage as an act of law.
     (3) The secretary of state shall send a second similar notice to 
the mailing address on file of each domestic partner registered 
under chapter 26.60 RCW by May 1, 2014.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 18. Sections 8 and 9 of this act take 
effect June 30, 2014, but only if all other provisions of this act 
are implemented.
--- END ---
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Complete Text 
Initiative Measure 502
     AN ACT Relating to marijuana; amending RCW 69.50.101, 
69.50.401, 69.50.4013, 69.50.412, 69.50.4121, 69.50.500, 
46.20.308, 46.61.502, 46.61.504, 46.61.50571, and 46.61.506; 
reenacting and amending RCW 69.50.505, 46.20.3101, and 
46.61.503; adding a new section to chapter 46.04 RCW; adding 
new sections to chapter 69.50 RCW; creating new sections; and 
prescribing penalties.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON:

PART 1

INTENT
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The people intend to stop treating 
adult marijuana use as a crime and try a new approach that: 
     (1) Allows law enforcement resources to be focused on 
violent and property crimes; 
     (2) Generates new state and local tax revenue for education, 
health care, research, and substance abuse prevention; and 
     (3) Takes marijuana out of the hands of illegal drug 
organizations and brings it under a tightly regulated, state-
licensed system similar to that for controlling hard alcohol. 
      This measure authorizes the state liquor control board to 
regulate and tax marijuana for persons twenty-one years of 
age and older, and add a new threshold for driving under the 
influence of marijuana.

PART II

DEFINITIONS
     Sec. 2. RCW 69.50.101 and 2010 c 177 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows: 
     Unless the context clearly requires otherwise, definitions of 
terms shall be as indicated where used in this chapter: 
     (a) “Administer” means to apply a controlled substance, 
whether by injection, inhalation, ingestion, or any other means, 
directly to the body of a patient or research subject by: 
     (1) a practitioner authorized to prescribe (or, by the 
practitioner’s authorized agent); or 
     (2) the patient or research subject at the direction and in the 
presence of the practitioner. 
     (b) “Agent” means an authorized person who acts on 
behalf of or at the direction of a manufacturer, distributor, or 
dispenser. It does not include a common or contract carrier, 
public warehouseperson, or employee of the carrier or 
warehouseperson. 
     (c) “Board” means the state board of pharmacy. 
     (d) “Controlled substance” means a drug, substance, or 
immediate precursor included in Schedules I through V as set 
forth in federal or state laws, or federal or board rules. 
     (e)(1) “Controlled substance analog” means a substance 
the chemical structure of which is substantially similar to the 
chemical structure of a controlled substance in Schedule I or II 
and: 
     (i) that has a stimulant, depressant, or hallucinogenic effect 
on the central nervous system substantially similar to the 
stimulant, depressant, or hallucinogenic effect on the central 
nervous system of a controlled substance included in Schedule 
I or II; or 
     (ii) with respect to a particular individual, that the 
individual represents or intends to have a stimulant, 
depressant, or hallucinogenic effect on the central nervous 
system substantially similar to the stimulant, depressant, 

or hallucinogenic effect on the central nervous system of a 
controlled substance included in Schedule I or II. 
     (2) The term does not include: 
     (i) a controlled substance;
     (ii) a substance for which there is an approved new drug 
application; 
     (iii) a substance with respect to which an exemption is in 
effect for investigational use by a particular person under 
Section 505 of the federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, 21 
U.S.C. Sec. 355, to the extent conduct with respect to the 
substance is pursuant to the exemption; or 
     (iv) any substance to the extent not intended for human 
consumption before an exemption takes effect with respect to 
the substance. 
     (f) “Deliver” or “delivery,” means the actual or constructive 
transfer from one person to another of a substance, whether or 
not there is an agency relationship. 
     (g) “Department” means the department of health. 
     (h) “Dispense” means the interpretation of a prescription 
or order for a controlled substance and, pursuant to that 
prescription or order, the proper selection, measuring, 
compounding, labeling, or packaging necessary to prepare that 
prescription or order for delivery. 
     (i) “Dispenser” means a practitioner who dispenses. 
     (j) “Distribute” means to deliver other than by administering 
or dispensing a controlled substance. 
     (k) “Distributor” means a person who distributes. 
     (l) “Drug” means (1) a controlled substance recognized as 
a drug in the official United States pharmacopoeia/national 
formulary or the official homeopathic pharmacopoeia of the 
United States, or any supplement to them; (2) controlled 
substances intended for use in the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, 
treatment, or prevention of disease in individuals or animals; (3) 
controlled substances (other than food) intended to affect the 
structure or any function of the body of individuals or animals; 
and (4) controlled substances intended for use as a component 
of any article specified in (1), (2), or (3) of this subsection. The 
term does not include devices or their components, parts, or 
accessories.
     (m) “Drug enforcement administration” means the drug 
enforcement administration in the United States Department of 
Justice, or its successor agency. 
     (n) “Immediate precursor” means a substance: 
     (1) that the state board of pharmacy has found to be and by 
rule designates as being the principal compound commonly 
used, or produced primarily for use, in the manufacture of a 
controlled substance; 
     (2) that is an immediate chemical intermediary used or likely 
to be used in the manufacture of a controlled substance; and 
     (3) the control of which is necessary to prevent, curtail, or 
limit the manufacture of the controlled substance. 
     (o) “Isomer” means an optical isomer, but in RCW 
69.50.101(((r))) (x)(5), 69.50.204(a) (12) and (34), and 69.50.206(b)
(4), the term includes any geometrical isomer; in RCW 
69.50.204(a) (8) and (42), and 69.50.210(c) the term includes any 
positional isomer; and in RCW 69.50.204(a)(35), 69.50.204(c), 
and 69.50.208(a) the term includes any positional or geometric 
isomer. 
     (p) “Lot” means a definite quantity of marijuana, useable 
marijuana, or marijuana-infused product identified by a lot 
number, every portion or package of which is uniform within 
recognized tolerances for the factors that appear in the labeling. 
     (q) “Lot number” shall identify the licensee by business or 
trade name and Washington state unified business identifier 
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number, and the date of harvest or processing for each lot of 
marijuana, useable marijuana, or marijuana-infused product. 
     (r) “Manufacture” means the production, preparation, 
propagation, compounding, conversion, or processing of 
a controlled substance, either directly or indirectly or by 
extraction from substances of natural origin, or independently 
by means of chemical synthesis, or by a combination of 
extraction and chemical synthesis, and includes any packaging 
or repackaging of the substance or labeling or relabeling 
of its container. The term does not include the preparation, 
compounding, packaging, repackaging, labeling, or relabeling 
of a controlled substance:
     (1) by a practitioner as an incident to the practitioner’s 
administering or dispensing of a controlled substance in the 
course of the practitioner’s professional practice; or 
     (2) by a practitioner, or by the practitioner’s authorized agent 
under the practitioner’s supervision, for the purpose of, or as an 
incident to, research, teaching, or chemical analysis and not for 
sale. 
     (((q))) (s) “Marijuana” or “marihuana” means all parts 
of the plant Cannabis, whether growing or not, with a THC 
concentration greater than 0.3 percent on a dry weight basis; 
the seeds thereof; the resin extracted from any part of the plant; 
and every compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, 
or preparation of the plant, its seeds or resin. The term does 
not include the mature stalks of the plant, fiber produced from 
the stalks, oil or cake made from the seeds of the plant, any 
other compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, or 
preparation of the mature stalks (except the resin extracted 
therefrom), fiber, oil, or cake, or the sterilized seed of the plant 
which is incapable of germination. 
     (((r))) (t) “Marijuana processor” means a person licensed by 
the state liquor control board to process marijuana into useable 
marijuana and marijuana-infused products, package and label 
useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products for sale in 
retail outlets, and sell useable marijuana and marijuana-infused 
products at wholesale to marijuana retailers. 
     (u) “Marijuana producer” means a person licensed by 
the state liquor control board to produce and sell marijuana 
at wholesale to marijuana processors and other marijuana 
producers. 
     (v) “Marijuana-infused products” means products that 
contain marijuana or marijuana extracts and are intended for 
human use. The term “marijuana-infused products” does not 
include useable marijuana. 
     (w) “Marijuana retailer” means a person licensed by the 
state liquor control board to sell useable marijuana and 
marijuana-infused products in a retail outlet. 
     (x) “Narcotic drug” means any of the following, whether 
produced directly or indirectly by extraction from substances 
of vegetable origin, or independently by means of chemical 
synthesis, or by a combination of extraction and chemical 
synthesis: 
     (1) Opium, opium derivative, and any derivative of opium 
or opium derivative, including their salts, isomers, and salts of 
isomers, whenever the existence of the salts, isomers, and salts 
of isomers is possible within the specific chemical designation. 
The term does not include the isoquinoline alkaloids of opium. 
     (2) Synthetic opiate and any derivative of synthetic opiate, 
including their isomers, esters, ethers, salts, and salts of 
isomers, esters, and ethers, whenever the existence of the 
isomers, esters, ethers, and salts is possible within the specific 
chemical designation. 
     (3) Poppy straw and concentrate of poppy straw. 
     (4) Coca leaves, except coca leaves and extracts of coca 
leaves from which cocaine, ecgonine, and derivatives or 
ecgonine or their salts have been removed. 

     (5) Cocaine, or any salt, isomer, or salt of isomer thereof. 
     (6) Cocaine base. 
     (7) Ecgonine, or any derivative, salt, isomer, or salt of isomer 
thereof. 
     (8) Any compound, mixture, or preparation containing any 
quantity of any substance referred to in subparagraphs (1) 
through (7). 
     (((s))) (y) “Opiate” means any substance having an addiction-
forming or addiction-sustaining liability similar to morphine 
or being capable of conversion into a drug having addiction-
forming or addiction-sustaining liability. The term includes 
opium, substances derived from opium (opium derivatives), 
and synthetic opiates. The term does not include, unless 
specifically designated as controlled under RCW 69.50.201, the 
dextrorotatory isomer of 3-methoxy-n-methylmorphinan and 
its salts (dextromethorphan). The term includes the racemic and 
levorotatory forms of dextromethorphan. 
     (((t))) (z) “Opium poppy” means the plant of the species 
Papaver somniferum L., except its seeds. 
     (((u))) (aa) “Person” means individual, corporation, business 
trust, estate, trust, partnership, association, joint venture, 
government, governmental subdivision or agency, or any other 
legal or commercial entity. 
     (((v))) (bb) “Poppy straw” means all parts, except the seeds, 
of the opium poppy, after mowing. 
     (((w))) (cc) “Practitioner” means: 
     (1) A physician under chapter 18.71 RCW; a physician 
assistant under chapter 18.71A RCW; an osteopathic physician 
and surgeon under chapter 18.57 RCW; an osteopathic 
physician assistant under chapter 18.57A RCW who is licensed 
under RCW 18.57A.020 subject to any limitations in RCW 
18.57A.040; an optometrist licensed under chapter 18.53 RCW 
who is certified by the optometry board under RCW 18.53.010 
subject to any limitations in RCW 18.53.010; a dentist under 
chapter 18.32 RCW; a podiatric physician and surgeon under 
chapter 18.22 RCW; a veterinarian under chapter 18.92 RCW; 
a registered nurse, advanced registered nurse practitioner, 
or licensed practical nurse under chapter 18.79 RCW; a 
naturopathic physician under chapter 18.36A RCW who is 
licensed under RCW 18.36A.030 subject to any limitations in 
RCW 18.36A.040; a pharmacist under chapter 18.64 RCW or a 
scientific investigator under this chapter, licensed, registered 
or otherwise permitted insofar as is consistent with those 
licensing laws to distribute, dispense, conduct research with 
respect to or administer a controlled substance in the course of 
their professional practice or research in this state. 
     (2) A pharmacy, hospital or other institution licensed, 
registered, or otherwise permitted to distribute, dispense, 
conduct research with respect to or to administer a controlled 
substance in the course of professional practice or research in 
this state. 
     (3) A physician licensed to practice medicine and surgery, 
a physician licensed to practice osteopathic medicine and 
surgery, a dentist licensed to practice dentistry, a podiatric 
physician and surgeon licensed to practice podiatric medicine 
and surgery, or a veterinarian licensed to practice veterinary 
medicine in any state of the United States. 
     (((x))) (dd) “Prescription” means an order for controlled 
substances issued by a practitioner duly authorized by law 
or rule in the state of Washington to prescribe controlled 
substances within the scope of his or her professional practice 
for a legitimate medical purpose. 
     (((y))) (ee) “Production” includes the manufacturing, 
planting, cultivating, growing, or harvesting of a controlled 
substance. 
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     (((z))) (ff) “Retail outlet” means a location licensed by 
the state liquor control board for the retail sale of useable 
marijuana and marijuana-infused products. 
     (gg) “Secretary” means the secretary of health or the 
secretary’s designee. 
     (((aa))) (hh) “State,” unless the context otherwise requires, 
means a state of the United States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or a territory or insular 
possession subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 
     (((bb))) (ii) “THC concentration” means percent of delta-9 
tetrahydrocannabinol content per dry weight of any part of the 
plant Cannabis, or per volume or weight of marijuana product. 
     (jj) “Ultimate user” means an individual who lawfully 
possesses a controlled substance for the individual’s own use 
or for the use of a member of the individual’s household or for 
administering to an animal owned by the individual or by a 
member of the individual’s household. 
     (((cc))) (kk) “Useable marijuana” means dried marijuana 
flowers. The term “useable marijuana” does not include 
marijuana-infused products. 
     (ll) “Electronic communication of prescription information” 
means the communication of prescription information by 
computer, or the transmission of an exact visual image of a 
prescription by facsimile, or other electronic means for original 
prescription information or prescription refill information for 
a Schedule III-V controlled substance between an authorized 
practitioner and a pharmacy or the transfer of prescription 
information for a controlled substance from one pharmacy to 
another pharmacy. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. A new section is added to chapter 
46.04 RCW to read as follows:
     “THC concentration” means nanograms of delta-9 
tetrahydrocannabinol per milliliter of a person’s whole blood. 
THC concentration does not include measurement of the 
metabolite THC-COOH, also known as carboxy-THC.

PART III

LICENSING AND REGULATION OF MARIJUANA 

PRODUCERS, PROCESSORS, AND RETAILERS
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. (1) There shall be a marijuana 
producer’s license to produce marijuana for sale at wholesale to 
marijuana processors and other marijuana producers, regulated 
by the state liquor control board and subject to annual renewal. 
The production, possession, delivery, distribution, and sale of 
marijuana in accordance with the provisions of this act and the 
rules adopted to implement and enforce it, by a validly licensed 
marijuana producer, shall not be a criminal or civil offense 
under Washington state law. Every marijuana producer’s license 
shall be issued in the name of the applicant, shall specify the 
location at which the marijuana producer intends to operate, 
which must be within the state of Washington, and the holder 
thereof shall not allow any other person to use the license. The 
application fee for a marijuana producer’s license shall be two 
hundred fifty dollars. The annual fee for issuance and renewal 
of a marijuana producer’s license shall be one thousand dollars. 
A separate license shall be required for each location at which a 
marijuana producer intends to produce marijuana. 
     (2) There shall be a marijuana processor’s license to process, 
package, and label useable marijuana and marijuana-infused 
products for sale at wholesale to marijuana retailers, regulated 
by the state liquor control board and subject to annual renewal. 
The processing, packaging, possession, delivery, distribution, 
and sale of marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-
infused products in accordance with the provisions of this 
act and the rules adopted to implement and enforce it, by a 
validly licensed marijuana processor, shall not be a criminal 
or civil offense under Washington state law. Every marijuana 
processor’s license shall be issued in the name of the applicant, 

shall specify the location at which the licensee intends to 
operate, which must be within the state of Washington, and 
the holder thereof shall not allow any other person to use the 
license. The application fee for a marijuana processor’s license 
shall be two hundred fifty dollars. The annual fee for issuance 
and renewal of a marijuana processor’s license shall be one 
thousand dollars. A separate license shall be required for each 
location at which a marijuana processor intends to process 
marijuana. 
     (3) There shall be a marijuana retailer’s license to sell useable 
marijuana and marijuana-infused products at retail in retail 
outlets, regulated by the state liquor control board and subject 
to annual renewal. The possession, delivery, distribution, and 
sale of useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products 
in accordance with the provisions of this act and the rules 
adopted to implement and enforce it, by a validly licensed 
marijuana retailer, shall not be a criminal or civil offense under 
Washington state law. Every marijuana retailer’s license shall 
be issued in the name of the applicant, shall specify the location 
of the retail outlet the licensee intends to operate, which must 
be within the state of Washington, and the holder thereof shall 
not allow any other person to use the license. The application 
fee for a marijuana retailer’s license shall be two hundred fifty 
dollars. The annual fee for issuance and renewal of a marijuana 
retailer’s license shall be one thousand dollars. A separate 
license shall be required for each location at which a marijuana 
retailer intends to sell useable marijuana and marijuana-infused 
products. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. Neither a licensed marijuana 
producer nor a licensed marijuana processor shall have a direct 
or indirect financial interest in a licensed marijuana retailer. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. (1) For the purpose of considering 
any application for a license to produce, process, or sell 
marijuana, or for the renewal of a license to produce, process, 
or sell marijuana, the state liquor control board may cause an 
inspection of the premises to be made, and may inquire into all 
matters in connection with the construction and operation of 
the premises. For the purpose of reviewing any application for a 
license and for considering the denial, suspension, revocation, 
or renewal or denial thereof, of any license, the state liquor 
control board may consider any prior criminal conduct of the 
applicant including an administrative violation history record 
with the state liquor control board and a criminal history 
record information check. The state liquor control board may 
submit the criminal history record information check to the 
Washington state patrol and to the identification division of 
the federal bureau of investigation in order that these agencies 
may search their records for prior arrests and convictions 
of the individual or individuals who filled out the forms. The 
state liquor control board shall require fingerprinting of any 
applicant whose criminal history record information check is 
submitted to the federal bureau of investigation. The provisions 
of RCW 9.95.240 and of chapter 9.96A RCW shall not apply to 
these cases. Subject to the provisions of this section, the state 
liquor control board may, in its discretion, grant or deny the 
renewal or license applied for. Denial may be based on, without 
limitation, the existence of chronic illegal activity documented 
in objections submitted pursuant to subsections (7)(c) and (9) of 
this section. Authority to approve an uncontested or unopposed 
license may be granted by the state liquor control board to any 
staff member the board designates in writing. Conditions for 
granting this authority shall be adopted by rule. No license of 
any kind may be issued to: 
     (a) A person under the age of twenty-one years; 
     (b) A person doing business as a sole proprietor who has not 
lawfully resided in the state for at least three months prior to 
applying to receive a license; 
     (c) A partnership, employee cooperative, association, 
nonprofit corporation, or corporation unless formed under the 

Initiative Measure 502



115
laws of this state, and unless all of the members thereof are 
qualified to obtain a license as provided in this section; or 
     (d) A person whose place of business is conducted by a 
manager or agent, unless the manager or agent possesses the 
same qualifications required of the licensee. 
     (2)(a) The state liquor control board may, in its discretion, 
subject to the provisions of section 7 of this act, suspend or 
cancel any license; and all protections of the licensee from 
criminal or civil sanctions under state law for producing, 
processing, or selling marijuana, useable marijuana, or 
marijuana-infused products thereunder shall be suspended or 
terminated, as the case may be. 
     (b) The state liquor control board shall immediately suspend 
the license of a person who has been certified pursuant to RCW 
74.20A.320 by the department of social and health services 
as a person who is not in compliance with a support order. If 
the person has continued to meet all other requirements for 
reinstatement during the suspension, reissuance of the license 
shall be automatic upon the state liquor control board’s receipt 
of a release issued by the department of social and health 
services stating that the licensee is in compliance with the 
order. 
     (c) The state liquor control board may request the 
appointment of administrative law judges under chapter 
34.12 RCW who shall have power to administer oaths, issue 
subpoenas for the attendance of witnesses and the production 
of papers, books, accounts, documents, and testimony, 
examine witnesses, and to receive testimony in any inquiry, 
investigation, hearing, or proceeding in any part of the state, 
under rules and regulations the state liquor control board may 
adopt. 
     (d) Witnesses shall be allowed fees and mileage each way 
to and from any inquiry, investigation, hearing, or proceeding 
at the rate authorized by RCW 34.05.446. Fees need not be paid 
in advance of appearance of witnesses to testify or to produce 
books, records, or other legal evidence. 
     (e) In case of disobedience of any person to comply with the 
order of the state liquor control board or a subpoena issued 
by the state liquor control board, or any of its members, or 
administrative law judges, or on the refusal of a witness to 
testify to any matter regarding which he or she may be lawfully 
interrogated, the judge of the superior court of the county in 
which the person resides, on application of any member of the 
board or administrative law judge, shall compel obedience by 
contempt proceedings, as in the case of disobedience of the 
requirements of a subpoena issued from said court or a refusal 
to testify therein. 
     (3) Upon receipt of notice of the suspension or cancellation 
of a license, the licensee shall forthwith deliver up the license 
to the state liquor control board. Where the license has been 
suspended only, the state liquor control board shall return the 
license to the licensee at the expiration or termination of the 
period of suspension. The state liquor control board shall notify 
all other licensees in the county where the subject licensee has 
its premises of the suspension or cancellation of the license; 
and no other licensee or employee of another licensee may 
allow or cause any marijuana, useable marijuana, or marijuana-
infused products to be delivered to or for any person at the 
premises of the subject licensee. 
     (4) Every license issued under this act shall be subject to 
all conditions and restrictions imposed by this act or by rules 
adopted by the state liquor control board to implement and 
enforce this act. All conditions and restrictions imposed by 
the state liquor control board in the issuance of an individual 
license shall be listed on the face of the individual license along 
with the trade name, address, and expiration date. 
     (5) Every licensee shall post and keep posted its license, or 
licenses, in a conspicuous place on the premises. 

     (6) No licensee shall employ any person under the age of 
twenty-one years. 
     (7)(a) Before the state liquor control board issues a new 
or renewed license to an applicant it shall give notice of the 
application to the chief executive officer of the incorporated 
city or town, if the application is for a license within an 
incorporated city or town, or to the county legislative authority, 
if the application is for a license outside the boundaries of 
incorporated cities or towns. 
     (b) The incorporated city or town through the official or 
employee selected by it, or the county legislative authority or 
the official or employee selected by it, shall have the right to file 
with the state liquor control board within twenty days after the 
date of transmittal of the notice for applications, or at least thirty 
days prior to the expiration date for renewals, written objections 
against the applicant or against the premises for which the new 
or renewed license is asked. The state liquor control board may 
extend the time period for submitting written objections. 
     (c) The written objections shall include a statement of all 
facts upon which the objections are based, and in case written 
objections are filed, the city or town or county legislative 
authority may request, and the state liquor control board 
may in its discretion hold, a hearing subject to the applicable 
provisions of Title 34 RCW. If the state liquor control board 
makes an initial decision to deny a license or renewal based on 
the written objections of an incorporated city or town or county 
legislative authority, the applicant may request a hearing 
subject to the applicable provisions of Title 34 RCW. If a hearing 
is held at the request of the applicant, state liquor control board 
representatives shall present and defend the state liquor control 
board’s initial decision to deny a license or renewal. 
(d) Upon the granting of a license under this title the state 
liquor control board shall send written notification to the chief 
executive officer of the incorporated city or town in which the 
license is granted, or to the county legislative authority if the 
license is granted outside the boundaries of incorporated cities 
or towns. 
     (8) The state liquor control board shall not issue a license for 
any premises within one thousand feet of the perimeter of the 
grounds of any elementary or secondary school, playground, 
recreation center or facility, child care center, public park, public 
transit center, or library, or any game arcade admission to 
which is not restricted to persons aged twenty-one years or 
older. 
     (9) In determining whether to grant or deny a license or 
renewal of any license, the state liquor control board shall 
give substantial weight to objections from an incorporated 
city or town or county legislative authority based upon chronic 
illegal activity associated with the applicant’s operations of the 
premises proposed to be licensed or the applicant’s operation 
of any other licensed premises, or the conduct of the applicant’s 
patrons inside or outside the licensed premises. “Chronic illegal 
activity” means (a) a pervasive pattern of activity that threatens 
the public health, safety, and welfare of the city, town, or 
county including, but not limited to, open container violations, 
assaults, disturbances, disorderly conduct, or other criminal law 
violations, or as documented in crime statistics, police reports, 
emergency medical response data, calls for service, field data, 
or similar records of a law enforcement agency for the city, 
town, county, or any other municipal corporation or any state 
agency; or (b) an unreasonably high number of citations for 
violations of RCW 46.61.502 associated with the applicant’s or 
licensee’s operation of any licensed premises as indicated by 
the reported statements given to law enforcement upon arrest. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. The action, order, or decision of the 
state liquor control board as to any denial of an application 
for the reissuance of a license to produce, process, or sell 
marijuana, or as to any revocation, suspension, or modification 
of any license to produce, process, or sell marijuana, shall 
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be an adjudicative proceeding and subject to the applicable 
provisions of chapter 34.05 RCW. 
     (1) An opportunity for a hearing may be provided to an 
applicant for the reissuance of a license prior to the disposition 
of the application, and if no opportunity for a prior hearing is 
provided then an opportunity for a hearing to reconsider the 
application must be provided the applicant. 
     (2) An opportunity for a hearing must be provided to a 
licensee prior to a revocation or modification of any license 
and, except as provided in subsection (4) of this section, prior to 
the suspension of any license. 
     (3) No hearing shall be required until demanded by the 
applicant or licensee. 
     (4) The state liquor control board may summarily suspend a 
license for a period of up to one hundred eighty days without 
a prior hearing if it finds that public health, safety, or welfare 
imperatively require emergency action, and it incorporates a 
finding to that effect in its order. Proceedings for revocation or 
other action must be promptly instituted and determined. An 
administrative law judge may extend the summary suspension 
period for up to one calendar year from the first day of the 
initial summary suspension in the event the proceedings for 
revocation or other action cannot be completed during the 
initial one hundred eighty-day period due to actions by the 
licensee. The state liquor control board’s enforcement division 
shall complete a preliminary staff investigation of the violation 
before requesting an emergency suspension by the state liquor 
control board. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 8. (1) If the state liquor control board 
approves, a license to produce, process, or sell marijuana 
may be transferred, without charge, to the surviving spouse 
or domestic partner of a deceased licensee if the license was 
issued in the names of one or both of the parties. For the 
purpose of considering the qualifications of the surviving party 
to receive a marijuana producer’s, marijuana processor’s, or 
marijuana retailer’s license, the state liquor control board may 
require a criminal history record information check. The state 
liquor control board may submit the criminal history record 
information check to the Washington state patrol and to the 
identification division of the federal bureau of investigation 
in order that these agencies may search their records for 
prior arrests and convictions of the individual or individuals 
who filled out the forms. The state liquor control board shall 
require fingerprinting of any applicant whose criminal history 
record information check is submitted to the federal bureau of 
investigation.
     (2) The proposed sale of more than ten percent of the 
outstanding or issued stock of a corporation licensed under 
this act, or any proposed change in the officers of such a 
corporation, must be reported to the state liquor control board, 
and state liquor control board approval must be obtained 
before the changes are made. A fee of seventy-five dollars will 
be charged for the processing of the change of stock ownership 
or corporate officers. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. For the purpose of carrying into effect 
the provisions of this act according to their true intent or of 
supplying any deficiency therein, the state liquor control board 
may adopt rules not inconsistent with the spirit of this act as are 
deemed necessary or advisable. Without limiting the generality 
of the preceding sentence, the state liquor control board is 
empowered to adopt rules regarding the following: 
     (1) The equipment and management of retail outlets and 
premises where marijuana is produced or processed, and 
inspection of the retail outlets and premises; 
(2) The books and records to be created and maintained by 
licensees, the reports to be made thereon to the state liquor 
control board, and inspection of the books and records; 
     (3) Methods of producing, processing, and packaging 
marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products; 

conditions of sanitation; and standards of ingredients, quality, 
and identity of marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-
infused products produced, processed, packaged, or sold by 
licensees; 
     (4) Security requirements for retail outlets and premises 
where marijuana is produced or processed, and safety 
protocols for licensees and their employees; 
     (5) Screening, hiring, training, and supervising employees of 
licensees; 
     (6) Retail outlet locations and hours of operation; 
     (7) Labeling requirements and restrictions on advertisement 
of marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused 
products; 
     (8) Forms to be used for purposes of this act or the rules 
adopted to implement and enforce it, the terms and conditions 
to be contained in licenses issued under this act, and the 
qualifications for receiving a license issued under this act, 
including a criminal history record information check. The state 
liquor control board may submit any criminal history record 
information check to the Washington state patrol and to the 
identification division of the federal bureau of investigation 
in order that these agencies may search their records for 
prior arrests and convictions of the individual or individuals 
who filled out the forms. The state liquor control board shall 
require fingerprinting of any applicant whose criminal history 
record information check is submitted to the federal bureau of 
investigation; 
     (9) Application, reinstatement, and renewal fees for licenses 
issued under this act, and fees for anything done or permitted 
to be done under the rules adopted to implement and enforce 
this act; 
     (10) The manner of giving and serving notices required by 
this act or rules adopted to implement or enforce it; 
     (11) Times and periods when, and the manner, methods, 
and means by which, licensees shall transport and deliver 
marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products 
within the state; 
     (12) Identification, seizure, confiscation, destruction, or 
donation to law enforcement for training purposes of all 
marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products 
produced, processed, sold, or offered for sale within this 
state which do not conform in all respects to the standards 
prescribed by this act or the rules adopted to implement and 
enforce it: PROVIDED, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
as authorizing the state liquor control board to seize, confiscate, 
destroy, or donate to law enforcement marijuana, useable 
marijuana, or marijuana-infused products produced, processed, 
sold, offered for sale, or possessed in compliance with the 
Washington state medical use of cannabis act, chapter 69.51A 
RCW. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. The state liquor control board, 
subject to the provisions of this act, must adopt rules by 
December 1, 2013, that establish the procedures and criteria 
necessary to implement the following: 
     (1) Licensing of marijuana producers, marijuana processors, 
and marijuana retailers, including prescribing forms and 
establishing application, reinstatement, and renewal fees; 
     (2) Determining, in consultation with the office of financial 
management, the maximum number of retail outlets that may 
be licensed in each county, taking into consideration: 
     (a) Population distribution; 
     (b) Security and safety issues; and 
     (c) The provision of adequate access to licensed sources 
of useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products to 
discourage purchases from the illegal market; 
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     (3) Determining the maximum quantity of marijuana a 
marijuana producer may have on the premises of a licensed 
location at any time without violating Washington state law; 
     (4) Determining the maximum quantities of marijuana, 
useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products a 
marijuana processor may have on the premises of a licensed 
location at any time without violating Washington state law; 
     (5) Determining the maximum quantities of useable 
marijuana and marijuana-infused products a marijuana retailer 
may have on the premises of a retail outlet at any time without 
violating Washington state law; 
     (6) In making the determinations required by subsections (3) 
through (5) of this section, the state liquor control board shall 
take into consideration: 
     (a) Security and safety issues; 
     (b) The provision of adequate access to licensed sources of 
marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products 
to discourage purchases from the illegal market; and 
     (c) Economies of scale, and their impact on licensees’ ability 
to both comply with regulatory requirements and undercut 
illegal market prices;
     (7) Determining the nature, form, and capacity of all 
containers to be used by licensees to contain marijuana, 
useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products, and their 
labeling requirements, to include but not be limited to: 
     (a) The business or trade name and Washington state 
unified business identifier number of the licensees that grew, 
processed, and sold the marijuana, useable marijuana, or 
marijuana-infused product; 
     (b) Lot numbers of the marijuana, useable marijuana, or 
marijuana-infused product; 
     (c) THC concentration of the marijuana, useable marijuana, 
or marijuana-infused product; 
     (d) Medically and scientifically accurate information about 
the health and safety risks posed by marijuana use; and 
     (e) Language required by RCW 69.04.480; 
     (8) In consultation with the department of agriculture, 
establishing classes of marijuana, useable marijuana, and 
marijuana-infused products according to grade, condition, 
cannabinoid profile, THC concentration, or other qualitative 
measurements deemed appropriate by the state liquor control 
board; 
     (9) Establishing reasonable time, place, and manner 
restrictions and requirements regarding advertising of 
marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-infused products 
that are not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, taking 
into consideration: 
     (a) Federal laws relating to marijuana that are applicable 
within Washington state; 
     (b) Minimizing exposure of people under twenty-one years 
of age to the advertising; and 
     (c) The inclusion of medically and scientifically accurate 
information about the health and safety risks posed by 
marijuana use in the advertising; 
     (10) Specifying and regulating the time and periods when, 
and the manner, methods, and means by which, licensees 
shall transport and deliver marijuana, useable marijuana, and 
marijuana-infused products within the state; 
     (11) In consultation with the department and the department 
of agriculture, establishing accreditation requirements 
for testing laboratories used by licensees to demonstrate 
compliance with standards adopted by the state liquor control 
board, and prescribing methods of producing, processing, 
and packaging marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-
infused products; conditions of sanitation; and standards 

of ingredients, quality, and identity of marijuana, useable 
marijuana, and marijuana-infused products produced, 
processed, packaged, or sold by licensees; 
     (12) Specifying procedures for identifying, seizing, 
confiscating, destroying, and donating to law enforcement 
for training purposes all marijuana, useable marijuana, and 
marijuana-infused products produced, processed, packaged, 
labeled, or offered for sale in this state that do not conform in 
all respects to the standards prescribed by this act or the rules 
of the state liquor control board. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 11. (1) On a schedule determined 
by the state liquor control board, every licensed marijuana 
producer and processor must submit representative samples of 
marijuana, useable marijuana, or marijuana-infused products 
produced or processed by the licensee to an independent, third-
party testing laboratory meeting the accreditation requirements 
established by the state liquor control board, for inspection and 
testing to certify compliance with standards adopted by the 
state liquor control board. Any sample remaining after testing 
shall be destroyed by the laboratory or returned to the licensee. 
     (2) Licensees must submit the results of this inspection and 
testing to the state liquor control board on a form developed by 
the state liquor control board. 
     (3) If a representative sample inspected and tested under this 
section does not meet the applicable standards adopted by the 
state liquor control board, the entire lot from which the sample 
was taken must be destroyed. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 12. Except as provided by chapter 
42.52 RCW, no member of the state liquor control board and 
no employee of the state liquor control board shall have any 
interest, directly or indirectly, in the producing, processing, or 
sale of marijuana, useable marijuana, or marijuana-infused 
products, or derive any profit or remuneration from the sale of 
marijuana, useable marijuana, or marijuana-infused products 
other than the salary or wages payable to him or her in respect 
of his or her office or position, and shall receive no gratuity 
from any person in connection with the business. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 13. There may be licensed, in no 
greater number in each of the counties of the state than as the 
state liquor control board shall deem advisable, retail outlets 
established for the purpose of making useable marijuana 
and marijuana-infused products available for sale to adults 
aged twenty-one and over. Retail sale of useable marijuana 
and marijuana-infused products in accordance with the 
provisions of this act and the rules adopted to implement and 
enforce it, by a validly licensed marijuana retailer or retail 
outlet employee, shall not be a criminal or civil offense under 
Washington state law. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 14. (1) Retail outlets shall sell no 
products or services other than useable marijuana, marijuana-
infused products, or paraphernalia intended for the storage or 
use of useable marijuana or marijuana-infused products. 
     (2) Licensed marijuana retailers shall not employ persons 
under twenty-one years of age or allow persons under twenty-
one years of age to enter or remain on the premises of a retail 
outlet. 
     (3) Licensed marijuana retailers shall not display any signage 
in a window, on a door, or on the outside of the premises 
of a retail outlet that is visible to the general public from a 
public right-of-way, other than a single sign no larger than one 
thousand six hundred square inches identifying the retail outlet 
by the licensee’s business or trade name. 
     (4) Licensed marijuana retailers shall not display useable 
marijuana or marijuana-infused products in a manner that is 
visible to the general public from a public right-of-way. 
     (5) No licensed marijuana retailer or employee of a retail 
outlet shall open or consume, or allow to be opened or 
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consumed, any useable marijuana or marijuana-infused 
product on the outlet premises. 
     (6) The state liquor control board shall fine a licensee one 
thousand dollars for each violation of any subsection of this 
section. Fines collected under this section must be deposited 
into the dedicated marijuana fund created under section 26 of 
this act. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 15. The following acts, when performed 
by a validly licensed marijuana retailer or employee of a validly 
licensed retail outlet in compliance with rules adopted by the 
state liquor control board to implement and enforce this act, 
shall not constitute criminal or civil offenses under Washington 
state law: 
     (1) Purchase and receipt of useable marijuana or marijuana-
infused products that have been properly packaged and labeled 
from a marijuana processor validly licensed under this act; 
     (2) Possession of quantities of useable marijuana or 
marijuana-infused products that do not exceed the maximum 
amounts established by the state liquor control board under 
section 10(5) of this act; and 
     (3) Delivery, distribution, and sale, on the premises of the 
retail outlet, of any combination of the following amounts of 
useable marijuana or marijuana-infused product to any person 
twenty-one years of age or older: 
     (a) One ounce of useable marijuana; 
     (b) Sixteen ounces of marijuana-infused product in solid 
form; or 
     (c) Seventy-two ounces of marijuana-infused product in 
liquid form. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 16. The following acts, when performed 
by a validly licensed marijuana processor or employee of a 
validly licensed marijuana processor in compliance with rules 
adopted by the state liquor control board to implement and 
enforce this act, shall not constitute criminal or civil offenses 
under Washington state law: 
     (1) Purchase and receipt of marijuana that has been properly 
packaged and labeled from a marijuana producer validly 
licensed under this act; 
     (2) Possession, processing, packaging, and labeling of 
quantities of marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-
infused products that do not exceed the maximum amounts 
established by the state liquor control board under section 10(4) 
of this act; and 
     (3) Delivery, distribution, and sale of useable marijuana 
or marijuana-infused products to a marijuana retailer validly 
licensed under this act. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 17. The following acts, when performed 
by a validly licensed marijuana producer or employee of a 
validly licensed marijuana producer in compliance with rules 
adopted by the state liquor control board to implement and 
enforce this act, shall not constitute criminal or civil offenses 
under Washington state law: 
     (1) Production or possession of quantities of marijuana that 
do not exceed the maximum amounts established by the state 
liquor control board under section 10(3) of this act; and 
     (2) Delivery, distribution, and sale of marijuana to a 
marijuana processor or another marijuana producer validly 
licensed under this act. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 18. (1) No licensed marijuana producer, 
processor, or retailer shall place or maintain, or cause to be 
placed or maintained, an advertisement of marijuana, useable 
marijuana, or a marijuana-infused product in any form or 
through any medium whatsoever: 
     (a) Within one thousand feet of the perimeter of a school 
grounds, playground, recreation center or facility, child care 
center, public park, or library, or any game arcade admission 

to which is not restricted to persons aged twenty-one years or 
older; 
     (b) On or in a public transit vehicle or public transit shelter; or 
     (c) On or in a publicly owned or operated property. 
     (2) Merchandising within a retail outlet is not advertising for 
the purposes of this section. 
     (3) This section does not apply to a noncommercial message. 
     (4) The state liquor control board shall fine a licensee 
one thousand dollars for each violation of subsection (1) of 
this section. Fines collected under this subsection must be 
deposited into the dedicated marijuana fund created under 
section 26 of this act. 
     Sec. 19. RCW 69.50.401 and 2005 c 218 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows: 
     (1) Except as authorized by this chapter, it is unlawful for 
any person to manufacture, deliver, or possess with intent to 
manufacture or deliver, a controlled substance. 
     (2) Any person who violates this section with respect to: 
     (a) A controlled substance classified in Schedule I or II which 
is a narcotic drug or flunitrazepam, including its salts, isomers, 
and salts of isomers, classified in Schedule IV, is guilty of a 
class B felony and upon conviction may be imprisoned for not 
more than ten years, or (i) fined not more than twenty-five 
thousand dollars if the crime involved less than two kilograms 
of the drug, or both such imprisonment and fine; or (ii) if the 
crime involved two or more kilograms of the drug, then fined 
not more than one hundred thousand dollars for the first two 
kilograms and not more than fifty dollars for each gram in 
excess of two kilograms, or both such imprisonment and fine; 
     (b) Amphetamine, including its salts, isomers, and salts of 
isomers, or methamphetamine, including its salts, isomers, 
and salts of isomers, is guilty of a class B felony and upon 
conviction may be imprisoned for not more than ten years, 
or (i) fined not more than twenty-five thousand dollars if the 
crime involved less than two kilograms of the drug, or both 
such imprisonment and fine; or (ii) if the crime involved two 
or more kilograms of the drug, then fined not more than one 
hundred thousand dollars for the first two kilograms and 
not more than fifty dollars for each gram in excess of two 
kilograms, or both such imprisonment and fine. Three thousand 
dollars of the fine may not be suspended. As collected, the first 
three thousand dollars of the fine must be deposited with the 
law enforcement agency having responsibility for cleanup of 
laboratories, sites, or substances used in the manufacture of 
the methamphetamine, including its salts, isomers, and salts of 
isomers. The fine moneys deposited with that law enforcement 
agency must be used for such clean-up cost; 
     (c) Any other controlled substance classified in Schedule 
I, II, or III, is guilty of a class C felony punishable according to 
chapter 9A.20 RCW; 
     (d) A substance classified in Schedule IV, except 
flunitrazepam, including its salts, isomers, and salts of isomers, 
is guilty of a class C felony punishable according to chapter 
9A.20 RCW; or 
     (e) A substance classified in Schedule V, is guilty of a class C 
felony punishable according to chapter 9A.20 RCW. 
     (3) The production, manufacture, processing, packaging, 
delivery, distribution, sale, or possession of marijuana in 
compliance with the terms set forth in section 15, 16, or 17 
of this act shall not constitute a violation of this section, this 
chapter, or any other provision of Washington state law. 
     Sec. 20. RCW 69.50.4013 and 2003 c 53 s 334 are each 
amended to read as follows: 
     (1) It is unlawful for any person to possess a controlled 
substance unless the substance was obtained directly from, 
or pursuant to, a valid prescription or order of a practitioner 
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while acting in the course of his or her professional practice, or 
except as otherwise authorized by this chapter. 
     (2) Except as provided in RCW 69.50.4014, any person who 
violates this section is guilty of a class C felony punishable 
under chapter 9A.20 RCW. 
     (3) The possession, by a person twenty-one years of age 
or older, of useable marijuana or marijuana-infused products 
in amounts that do not exceed those set forth in section 15(3) 
of this act is not a violation of this section, this chapter, or any 
other provision of Washington state law. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 21. It is unlawful to open a package 
containing marijuana, useable marijuana, or a marijuana-
infused product, or consume marijuana, useable marijuana, 
or a marijuana-infused product, in view of the general public. 
A person who violates this section is guilty of a class 3 civil 
infraction under chapter 7.80 RCW. 
     Sec. 22. RCW 69.50.412 and 2002 c 213 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows: 
     (1) It is unlawful for any person to use drug paraphernalia 
to plant, propagate, cultivate, grow, harvest, manufacture, 
compound, convert, produce, process, prepare, test, analyze, 
pack, repack, store, contain, conceal, inject, ingest, inhale, 
or otherwise introduce into the human body a controlled 
substance other than marijuana. Any person who violates this 
subsection is guilty of a misdemeanor. 
     (2) It is unlawful for any person to deliver, possess with 
intent to deliver, or manufacture with intent to deliver drug 
paraphernalia, knowing, or under circumstances where one 
reasonably should know, that it will be used to plant, propagate, 
cultivate, grow, harvest, manufacture, compound, convert, 
produce, process, prepare, test, analyze, pack, repack, store, 
contain, conceal, inject, ingest, inhale, or otherwise introduce 
into the human body a controlled substance other than 
marijuana. Any person who violates this subsection is guilty of 
a misdemeanor. 
     (3) Any person eighteen years of age or over who violates 
subsection (2) of this section by delivering drug paraphernalia 
to a person under eighteen years of age who is at least three 
years his junior is guilty of a gross misdemeanor. 
     (4) It is unlawful for any person to place in any newspaper, 
magazine, handbill, or other publication any advertisement, 
knowing, or under circumstances where one reasonably should 
know, that the purpose of the advertisement, in whole or in 
part, is to promote the sale of objects designed or intended 
for use as drug paraphernalia. Any person who violates this 
subsection is guilty of a misdemeanor. 
     (5) It is lawful for any person over the age of eighteen to 
possess sterile hypodermic syringes and needles for the 
purpose of reducing bloodborne diseases. 
     Sec. 23. RCW 69.50.4121 and 2002 c 213 s 2 are each 
amended to read as follows: 
     (1) Every person who sells or gives, or permits to be sold 
or given to any person any drug paraphernalia in any form 
commits a class I civil infraction under chapter 7.80 RCW. For 
purposes of this subsection, “drug paraphernalia” means 
all equipment, products, and materials of any kind which 
are used, intended for use, or designed for use in planting, 
propagating, cultivating, growing, harvesting, manufacturing, 
compounding, converting, producing, processing, preparing, 
testing, analyzing, packaging, repackaging, storing, containing, 
concealing, injecting, ingesting, inhaling, or otherwise 
introducing into the human body a controlled substance 
other than marijuana. Drug paraphernalia includes, but is not 
limited to objects used, intended for use, or designed for use 
in ingesting, inhaling, or otherwise introducing ((marihuana,)) 
cocaine((, hashish, or hashish oil)) into the human body, such 
as: 

     (a) Metal, wooden, acrylic, glass, stone, plastic, or ceramic 
pipes with or without screens, permanent screens, hashish 
heads, or punctured metal bowls; 
     (b) Water pipes; 
     (c) Carburetion tubes and devices; 
     (d) Smoking and carburetion masks; 
     (e) ((Roach clips: Meaning objects used to hold burning 
material, such as a marihuana cigarette, that has become too 
small or too short to be held in the hand; 
     (f))) Miniature cocaine spoons and cocaine vials; 
     (((g))) (f) Chamber pipes; 
     (((h))) (g) Carburetor pipes; 
     (((i))) (h) Electric pipes; 
     (((j))) (i) Air-driven pipes; 
     (((k) Chillums; 
     (l) Bongs;)) and 
     (((m))) (j) Ice pipes or chillers. 
     (2) It shall be no defense to a prosecution for a violation 
of this section that the person acted, or was believed by the 
defendant to act, as agent or representative of another. 
     (3) Nothing in subsection (1) of this section prohibits legal 
distribution of injection syringe equipment through public 
health and community based HIV prevention programs, and 
pharmacies. 
     Sec. 24. RCW 69.50.500 and 1989 1st ex.s. c 9 s 437 are each 
amended to read as follows: 
     (a) It is hereby made the duty of the state board of pharmacy, 
the department, the state liquor control board, and their 
officers, agents, inspectors and representatives, and all law 
enforcement officers within the state, and of all prosecuting 
attorneys, to enforce all provisions of this chapter, except 
those specifically delegated, and to cooperate with all agencies 
charged with the enforcement of the laws of the United 
States, of this state, and all other states, relating to controlled 
substances as defined in this chapter. 
     (b) Employees of the department of health, who are so 
designated by the board as enforcement officers are declared 
to be peace officers and shall be vested with police powers to 
enforce the drug laws of this state, including this chapter. 
     Sec. 25. RCW 69.50.505 and 2009 c 479 s 46 and 2009 c 364 s 
1 are each reenacted and amended to read as follows: 
     (1) The following are subject to seizure and forfeiture and no 
property right exists in them: 
     (a) All controlled substances which have been manufactured, 
distributed, dispensed, acquired, or possessed in violation of 
this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 RCW, and all hazardous 
chemicals, as defined in RCW 64.44.010, used or intended to be 
used in the manufacture of controlled substances; 
     (b) All raw materials, products, and equipment of any 
kind which are used, or intended for use, in manufacturing, 
compounding, processing, delivering, importing, or exporting 
any controlled substance in violation of this chapter or chapter 
69.41 or 69.52 RCW; 
     (c) All property which is used, or intended for use, as a 
container for property described in (a) or (b) of this subsection; 
     (d) All conveyances, including aircraft, vehicles, or vessels, 
which are used, or intended for use, in any manner to facilitate 
the sale, delivery, or receipt of property described in (a) or (b) of 
this subsection, except that: 
     (i) No conveyance used by any person as a common carrier 
in the transaction of business as a common carrier is subject to 
forfeiture under this section unless it appears that the owner or 
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other person in charge of the conveyance is a consenting party 
or privy to a violation of this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 
RCW; 
     (ii) No conveyance is subject to forfeiture under this section 
by reason of any act or omission established by the owner 
thereof to have been committed or omitted without the owner’s 
knowledge or consent; 
     (iii) No conveyance is subject to forfeiture under this section 
if used in the receipt of only an amount of marijuana for which 
possession constitutes a misdemeanor under RCW 69.50.4014; 
     (iv) A forfeiture of a conveyance encumbered by a bona fide 
security interest is subject to the interest of the secured party if 
the secured party neither had knowledge of nor consented to 
the act or omission; and 
     (v) When the owner of a conveyance has been arrested 
under this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 RCW the 
conveyance in which the person is arrested may not be subject 
to forfeiture unless it is seized or process is issued for its seizure 
within ten days of the owner’s arrest; 
     (e) All books, records, and research products and materials, 
including formulas, microfilm, tapes, and data which are used, 
or intended for use, in violation of this chapter or chapter 69.41 
or 69.52 RCW; 
     (f) All drug paraphernalia other than paraphernalia 
possessed, sold, or used solely to facilitate marijuana-related 
activities that are not violations of this chapter; 
     (g) All moneys, negotiable instruments, securities, or other 
tangible or intangible property of value furnished or intended 
to be furnished by any person in exchange for a controlled 
substance in violation of this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 
RCW, all tangible or intangible personal property, proceeds, or 
assets acquired in whole or in part with proceeds traceable to 
an exchange or series of exchanges in violation of this chapter 
or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 RCW, and all moneys, negotiable 
instruments, and securities used or intended to be used to 
facilitate any violation of this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 
RCW. A forfeiture of money, negotiable instruments, securities, 
or other tangible or intangible property encumbered by a bona 
fide security interest is subject to the interest of the secured 
party if, at the time the security interest was created, the 
secured party neither had knowledge of nor consented to the 
act or omission. No personal property may be forfeited under 
this subsection (1)(g), to the extent of the interest of an owner, 
by reason of any act or omission which that owner establishes 
was committed or omitted without the owner’s knowledge or 
consent; and 
     (h) All real property, including any right, title, and interest 
in the whole of any lot or tract of land, and any appurtenances 
or improvements which are being used with the knowledge of 
the owner for the manufacturing, compounding, processing, 
delivery, importing, or exporting of any controlled substance, 
or which have been acquired in whole or in part with proceeds 
traceable to an exchange or series of exchanges in violation 
of this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 RCW, if such activity 
is not less than a class C felony and a substantial nexus exists 
between the commercial production or sale of the controlled 
substance and the real property. However: 
     (i) No property may be forfeited pursuant to this subsection 
(1)(h), to the extent of the interest of an owner, by reason of 
any act or omission committed or omitted without the owner’s 
knowledge or consent; 
     (ii) The bona fide gift of a controlled substance, legend 
drug, or imitation controlled substance shall not result in the 
forfeiture of real property; 
     (iii) The possession of marijuana shall not result in the 
forfeiture of real property unless the marijuana is possessed 
for commercial purposes that are unlawful under Washington 
state law, the amount possessed is five or more plants or one 

pound or more of marijuana, and a substantial nexus exists 
between the possession of marijuana and the real property. In 
such a case, the intent of the offender shall be determined by 
the preponderance of the evidence, including the offender’s 
prior criminal history, the amount of marijuana possessed by 
the offender, the sophistication of the activity or equipment 
used by the offender, whether the offender was licensed to 
produce, process, or sell marijuana, or was an employee of a 
licensed producer, processor, or retailer, and other evidence 
which demonstrates the offender’s intent to engage in unlawful 
commercial activity; 
     (iv) The unlawful sale of marijuana or a legend drug shall not 
result in the forfeiture of real property unless the sale was forty 
grams or more in the case of marijuana or one hundred dollars 
or more in the case of a legend drug, and a substantial nexus 
exists between the unlawful sale and the real property; and 
     (v) A forfeiture of real property encumbered by a bona fide 
security interest is subject to the interest of the secured party if 
the secured party, at the time the security interest was created, 
neither had knowledge of nor consented to the act or omission. 
     (2) Real or personal property subject to forfeiture under 
this chapter may be seized by any board inspector or law 
enforcement officer of this state upon process issued by any 
superior court having jurisdiction over the property. Seizure 
of real property shall include the filing of a lis pendens by the 
seizing agency. Real property seized under this section shall not 
be transferred or otherwise conveyed until ninety days after 
seizure or until a judgment of forfeiture is entered, whichever 
is later: PROVIDED, That real property seized under this section 
may be transferred or conveyed to any person or entity who 
acquires title by foreclosure or deed in lieu of foreclosure of a 
security interest. Seizure of personal property without process 
may be made if: 
     (a) The seizure is incident to an arrest or a search under 
a search warrant or an inspection under an administrative 
inspection warrant; 
     (b) The property subject to seizure has been the subject of a 
prior judgment in favor of the state in a criminal injunction or 
forfeiture proceeding based upon this chapter; 
     (c) A board inspector or law enforcement officer has 
probable cause to believe that the property is directly or 
indirectly dangerous to health or safety; or 
     (d) The board inspector or law enforcement officer has 
probable cause to believe that the property was used or is 
intended to be used in violation of this chapter. 
     (3) In the event of seizure pursuant to subsection (2) of 
this section, proceedings for forfeiture shall be deemed 
commenced by the seizure. The law enforcement agency under 
whose authority the seizure was made shall cause notice to 
be served within fifteen days following the seizure on the 
owner of the property seized and the person in charge thereof 
and any person having any known right or interest therein, 
including any community property interest, of the seizure and 
intended forfeiture of the seized property. Service of notice of 
seizure of real property shall be made according to the rules 
of civil procedure. However, the state may not obtain a default 
judgment with respect to real property against a party who is 
served by substituted service absent an affidavit stating that 
a good faith effort has been made to ascertain if the defaulted 
party is incarcerated within the state, and that there is no 
present basis to believe that the party is incarcerated within 
the state. Notice of seizure in the case of property subject to a 
security interest that has been perfected by filing a financing 
statement in accordance with chapter 62A.9A RCW, or a 
certificate of title, shall be made by service upon the secured 
party or the secured party’s assignee at the address shown on 
the financing statement or the certificate of title. The notice of 
seizure in other cases may be served by any method authorized 
by law or court rule including but not limited to service by 
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certified mail with return receipt requested. Service by mail 
shall be deemed complete upon mailing within the fifteen day 
period following the seizure. 
     (4) If no person notifies the seizing law enforcement agency 
in writing of the person’s claim of ownership or right to 
possession of items specified in subsection (1)(d), (g), or (h) 
of this section within forty-five days of the service of notice 
from the seizing agency in the case of personal property and 
ninety days in the case of real property, the item seized shall 
be deemed forfeited. The community property interest in 
real property of a person whose spouse or domestic partner 
committed a violation giving rise to seizure of the real property 
may not be forfeited if the person did not participate in the 
violation. 
     (5) If any person notifies the seizing law enforcement 
agency in writing of the person’s claim of ownership or right to 
possession of items specified in subsection (1)(b), (c), (d), (e), (f), 
(g), or (h) of this section within forty-five days of the service of 
notice from the seizing agency in the case of personal property 
and ninety days in the case of real property, the person or 
persons shall be afforded a reasonable opportunity to be heard 
as to the claim or right. The notice of claim may be served 
by any method authorized by law or court rule including, but 
not limited to, service by first-class mail. Service by mail shall 
be deemed complete upon mailing within the forty-five day 
period following service of the notice of seizure in the case of 
personal property and within the ninety-day period following 
service of the notice of seizure in the case of real property. 
The hearing shall be before the chief law enforcement officer 
of the seizing agency or the chief law enforcement officer’s 
designee, except where the seizing agency is a state agency 
as defined in RCW 34.12.020(4), the hearing shall be before 
the chief law enforcement officer of the seizing agency or an 
administrative law judge appointed under chapter 34.12 RCW, 
except that any person asserting a claim or right may remove 
the matter to a court of competent jurisdiction. Removal of any 
matter involving personal property may only be accomplished 
according to the rules of civil procedure. The person seeking 
removal of the matter must serve process against the state, 
county, political subdivision, or municipality that operates the 
seizing agency, and any other party of interest, in accordance 
with RCW 4.28.080 or 4.92.020, within forty-five days after 
the person seeking removal has notified the seizing law 
enforcement agency of the person’s claim of ownership or right 
to possession. The court to which the matter is to be removed 
shall be the district court when the aggregate value of personal 
property is within the jurisdictional limit set forth in RCW 
3.66.020. A hearing before the seizing agency and any appeal 
therefrom shall be under Title 34 RCW. In all cases, the burden 
of proof is upon the law enforcement agency to establish, by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that the property is subject to 
forfeiture. 
     The seizing law enforcement agency shall promptly return 
the article or articles to the claimant upon a determination 
by the administrative law judge or court that the claimant is 
the present lawful owner or is lawfully entitled to possession 
thereof of items specified in subsection (1)(b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), 
or (h) of this section. 
     (6) In any proceeding to forfeit property under this title, 
where the claimant substantially prevails, the claimant is 
entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees reasonably incurred by 
the claimant. In addition, in a court hearing between two or 
more claimants to the article or articles involved, the prevailing 
party is entitled to a judgment for costs and reasonable 
attorneys’ fees. 
     (7) When property is forfeited under this chapter the board or 
seizing law enforcement agency may: 
     (a) Retain it for official use or upon application by any law 
enforcement agency of this state release such property to such 

agency for the exclusive use of enforcing the provisions of this 
chapter; 
     (b) Sell that which is not required to be destroyed by law and 
which is not harmful to the public; 
     (c) Request the appropriate sheriff or director of public safety 
to take custody of the property and remove it for disposition in 
accordance with law; or 
     (d) Forward it to the drug enforcement administration for 
disposition. 
     (8)(a) When property is forfeited, the seizing agency shall 
keep a record indicating the identity of the prior owner, if 
known, a description of the property, the disposition of the 
property, the value of the property at the time of seizure, 
and the amount of proceeds realized from disposition of the 
property. 
     (b) Each seizing agency shall retain records of forfeited 
property for at least seven years. 
     (c) Each seizing agency shall file a report including a copy of 
the records of forfeited property with the state treasurer each 
calendar quarter. 
     (d) The quarterly report need not include a record of forfeited 
property that is still being held for use as evidence during the 
investigation or prosecution of a case or during the appeal from 
a conviction. 
     (9)(a) By January 31st of each year, each seizing agency shall 
remit to the state treasurer an amount equal to ten percent of 
the net proceeds of any property forfeited during the preceding 
calendar year. Money remitted shall be deposited in the state 
general fund. 
     (b) The net proceeds of forfeited property is the value of the 
forfeitable interest in the property after deducting the cost of 
satisfying any bona fide security interest to which the property 
is subject at the time of seizure; and in the case of sold property, 
after deducting the cost of sale, including reasonable fees or 
commissions paid to independent selling agents, and the cost 
of any valid landlord’s claim for damages under subsection (15) 
of this section. 
     (c) The value of sold forfeited property is the sale price. The 
value of retained forfeited property is the fair market value of 
the property at the time of seizure, determined when possible 
by reference to an applicable commonly used index, such as 
the index used by the department of licensing for valuation of 
motor vehicles. A seizing agency may use, but need not use, 
an independent qualified appraiser to determine the value 
of retained property. If an appraiser is used, the value of the 
property appraised is net of the cost of the appraisal. The value 
of destroyed property and retained firearms or illegal property 
is zero. 
     (10) Forfeited property and net proceeds not required to 
be paid to the state treasurer shall be retained by the seizing 
law enforcement agency exclusively for the expansion and 
improvement of controlled substances related law enforcement 
activity. Money retained under this section may not be used to 
supplant preexisting funding sources. 
     (11) Controlled substances listed in Schedule I, II, III, IV, and 
V that are possessed, transferred, sold, or offered for sale in 
violation of this chapter are contraband and shall be seized and 
summarily forfeited to the state. Controlled substances listed 
in Schedule I, II, III, IV, and V, which are seized or come into the 
possession of the board, the owners of which are unknown, are 
contraband and shall be summarily forfeited to the board. 
     (12) Species of plants from which controlled substances in 
Schedules I and II may be derived which have been planted or 
cultivated in violation of this chapter, or of which the owners 
or cultivators are unknown, or which are wild growths, may be 
seized and summarily forfeited to the board. 
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     (13) The failure, upon demand by a board inspector or law 
enforcement officer, of the person in occupancy or in control of 
land or premises upon which the species of plants are growing 
or being stored to produce an appropriate registration or proof 
that he or she is the holder thereof constitutes authority for the 
seizure and forfeiture of the plants. 
     (14) Upon the entry of an order of forfeiture of real property, 
the court shall forward a copy of the order to the assessor of the 
county in which the property is located. Orders for the forfeiture 
of real property shall be entered by the superior court, subject 
to court rules. Such an order shall be filed by the seizing agency 
in the county auditor’s records in the county in which the real 
property is located. 
     (15)(a) A landlord may assert a claim against proceeds from 
the sale of assets seized and forfeited under subsection (7)(b) of 
this section, only if: 
     (((a))) (i) A law enforcement officer, while acting in his or her 
official capacity, directly caused damage to the complaining 
landlord’s property while executing a search of a tenant’s 
residence; and 
     (((b))) (ii) The landlord has applied any funds remaining in 
the tenant’s deposit, to which the landlord has a right under 
chapter 59.18 RCW, to cover the damage directly caused by a 
law enforcement officer prior to asserting a claim under the 
provisions of this section; 
     (((i))) (A) Only if the funds applied under (((b))) (a)(ii) of 
this subsection are insufficient to satisfy the damage directly 
caused by a law enforcement officer, may the landlord seek 
compensation for the damage by filing a claim against 
the governmental entity under whose authority the law 
enforcement agency operates within thirty days after the 
search; 
     (((ii))) (B) Only if the governmental entity denies or fails to 
respond to the landlord’s claim within sixty days of the date of 
filing, may the landlord collect damages under this subsection 
by filing within thirty days of denial or the expiration of the 
sixty-day period, whichever occurs first, a claim with the seizing 
law enforcement agency. The seizing law enforcement agency 
must notify the landlord of the status of the claim by the end of 
the thirty-day period. Nothing in this section requires the claim 
to be paid by the end of the sixty-day or thirty-day period. 
     (((c))) (b) For any claim filed under (((b))) (a)(ii) of this 
subsection, the law enforcement agency shall pay the claim 
unless the agency provides substantial proof that the landlord 
either: 
     (i) Knew or consented to actions of the tenant in violation of 
this chapter or chapter 69.41 or 69.52 RCW; or 
     (ii) Failed to respond to a notification of the illegal activity, 
provided by a law enforcement agency under RCW 59.18.075, 
within seven days of receipt of notification of the illegal activity. 
     (16) The landlord’s claim for damages under subsection (15) 
of this section may not include a claim for loss of business and 
is limited to: 
     (a) Damage to tangible property and clean-up costs; 
     (b) The lesser of the cost of repair or fair market value of the 
damage directly caused by a law enforcement officer; 
     (c) The proceeds from the sale of the specific tenant’s 
property seized and forfeited under subsection (7)(b) of this 
section; and 
     (d) The proceeds available after the seizing law enforcement 
agency satisfies any bona fide security interest in the tenant’s 
property and costs related to sale of the tenant’s property as 
provided by subsection (9)(b) of this section. 
     (17) Subsections (15) and (16) of this section do not limit any 
other rights a landlord may have against a tenant to collect for 
damages. However, if a law enforcement agency satisfies a 

landlord’s claim under subsection (15) of this section, the rights 
the landlord has against the tenant for damages directly caused 
by a law enforcement officer under the terms of the landlord 
and tenant’s contract are subrogated to the law enforcement 
agency. 

PART IV

DEDICATED MARIJUANA FUND
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 26. (1) There shall be a fund, known 
as the dedicated marijuana fund, which shall consist of all 
marijuana excise taxes, license fees, penalties, forfeitures, and 
all other moneys, income, or revenue received by the state 
liquor control board from marijuana-related activities. The state 
treasurer shall be custodian of the fund. 
     (2) All moneys received by the state liquor control board or 
any employee thereof from marijuana-related activities shall 
be deposited each day in a depository approved by the state 
treasurer and transferred to the state treasurer to be credited to 
the dedicated marijuana fund. 
     (3) Disbursements from the dedicated marijuana fund shall 
be on authorization of the state liquor control board or a duly 
authorized representative thereof. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 27. (1) There is levied and collected 
a marijuana excise tax equal to twenty-five percent of the 
selling price on each wholesale sale in this state of marijuana 
by a licensed marijuana producer to a licensed marijuana 
processor or another licensed marijuana producer. This tax is 
the obligation of the licensed marijuana producer. 
     (2) There is levied and collected a marijuana excise tax equal 
to twenty-five percent of the selling price on each wholesale 
sale in this state of useable marijuana or marijuana-infused 
product by a licensed marijuana processor to a licensed 
marijuana retailer. This tax is the obligation of the licensed 
marijuana processor. 
     (3) There is levied and collected a marijuana excise tax equal 
to twenty-five percent of the selling price on each retail sale in 
this state of useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products. 
This tax is the obligation of the licensed marijuana retailer, is 
separate and in addition to general state and local sales and 
use taxes that apply to retail sales of tangible personal property, 
and is part of the total retail price to which general state and 
local sales and use taxes apply. 
     (4) All revenues collected from the marijuana excise taxes 
imposed under subsections (1) through (3) of this section shall 
be deposited each day in a depository approved by the state 
treasurer and transferred to the state treasurer to be credited to 
the dedicated marijuana fund. 
     (5) The state liquor control board shall regularly review 
the tax levels established under this section and make 
recommendations to the legislature as appropriate regarding 
adjustments that would further the goal of discouraging use 
while undercutting illegal market prices.
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 28. All marijuana excise taxes collected 
from sales of marijuana, useable marijuana, and marijuana-
infused products under section 27 of this act, and the license 
fees, penalties, and forfeitures derived under this act from 
marijuana producer, marijuana processor, and marijuana 
retailer licenses shall every three months be disbursed by the 
state liquor control board as follows: 
     (1) One hundred twenty-five thousand dollars to the 
department of social and health services to design and 
administer the Washington state healthy youth survey, analyze 
the collected data, and produce reports, in collaboration 
with the office of the superintendent of public instruction, 
department of health, department of commerce, family 
policy council, and state liquor control board. The survey 
shall be conducted at least every two years and include 
questions regarding, but not necessarily limited to, academic 
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achievement, age at time of substance use initiation, antisocial 
behavior of friends, attitudes toward antisocial behavior, 
attitudes toward substance use, laws and community 
norms regarding antisocial behavior, family conflict, family 
management, parental attitudes toward substance use, peer 
rewarding of antisocial behavior, perceived risk of substance 
use, and rebelliousness. Funds disbursed under this subsection 
may be used to expand administration of the healthy youth 
survey to student populations attending institutions of higher 
education in Washington; 
     (2) Fifty thousand dollars to the department of social 
and health services for the purpose of contracting with the 
Washington state institute for public policy to conduct the cost-
benefit evaluation and produce the reports described in section 
30 of this act. This appropriation shall end after production of 
the final report required by section 30 of this act; 
     (3) Five thousand dollars to the University of Washington 
alcohol and drug abuse institute for the creation, maintenance, 
and timely updating of web-based public education materials 
providing medically and scientifically accurate information 
about the health and safety risks posed by marijuana use; 
     (4) An amount not exceeding one million two hundred 
fifty thousand dollars to the state liquor control board as is 
necessary for administration of this act; 
(5) Of the funds remaining after the disbursements identified in 
subsections (1) through (4) of this section: 
     (a) Fifteen percent to the department of social and health 
services division of behavioral health and recovery for 
implementation and maintenance of programs and practices 
aimed at the prevention or reduction of maladaptive substance 
use, substance-use disorder, substance abuse or substance 
dependence, as these terms are defined in the Diagnostic and 
Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, among middle school 
and high school age students, whether as an explicit goal of a 
given program or practice or as a consistently corresponding 
effect of its implementation; PROVIDED, That: 
     (i) Of the funds disbursed under (a) of this subsection, at 
least eighty-five percent must be directed to evidence-based 
and cost-beneficial programs and practices that produce 
objectively measurable results; and 
     (ii) Up to fifteen percent of the funds disbursed under (a) 
of this subsection may be directed to research-based and 
emerging best practices or promising practices. 
In deciding which programs and practices to fund, the 
secretary of the department of social and health services shall 
consult, at least annually, with the University of Washington’s 
social development research group and the University of 
Washington’s alcohol and drug abuse institute; 
     (b) Ten percent to the department of health for the creation, 
implementation, operation, and management of a marijuana 
education and public health program that contains the 
following: 
     (i) A marijuana use public health hotline that provides 
referrals to substance abuse treatment providers, utilizes 
evidence-based or research-based public health approaches to 
minimizing the harms associated with marijuana use, and does 
not solely advocate an abstinence-only approach;
     (ii) A grants program for local health departments or other 
local community agencies that supports development and 
implementation of coordinated intervention strategies for the 
prevention and reduction of marijuana use by youth; and 
     (iii) Media-based education campaigns across television, 
internet, radio, print, and out-of-home advertising, separately 
targeting youth and adults, that provide medically and 
scientifically accurate information about the health and safety 
risks posed by marijuana use; 

     (c) Six-tenths of one percent to the University of Washington 
and four-tenths of one percent to Washington State University 
for research on the short and long-term effects of marijuana 
use, to include but not be limited to formal and informal 
methods for estimating and measuring intoxication and 
impairment, and for the dissemination of such research; 
     (d) Fifty percent to the state basic health plan trust account 
to be administered by the Washington basic health plan 
administrator and used as provided under chapter 70.47 RCW; 
     (e) Five percent to the Washington state health care authority 
to be expended exclusively through contracts with community 
health centers to provide primary health and dental care 
services, migrant health services, and maternity health care 
services as provided under RCW 41.05.220; 
     (f) Three-tenths of one percent to the office of the 
superintendent of public instruction to fund grants to building 
bridges programs under chapter 28A.175 RCW; and 
     (g) The remainder to the general fund. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 29. The department of social and health 
services and the department of health shall, by December 1, 
2013, adopt rules not inconsistent with the spirit of this act 
as are deemed necessary or advisable to carry into effect the 
provisions of section 28 of this act. 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 30. (1) The Washington state institute 
for public policy shall conduct cost-benefit evaluations of 
the implementation of this act. A preliminary report, and 
recommendations to appropriate committees of the legislature, 
shall be made by September 1, 2015, and the first final report 
with recommendations by September 1, 2017. Subsequent 
reports shall be due September 1, 2022, and September 1, 2032. 
     (2) The evaluation of the implementation of this act shall 
include, but not necessarily be limited to, consideration of the 
following factors: 
     (a) Public health, to include but not be limited to: 
     (i) Health costs associated with marijuana use; 
     (ii) Health costs associated with criminal prohibition of 
marijuana, including lack of product safety or quality control 
regulations and the relegation of marijuana to the same illegal 
market as potentially more dangerous substances; and 
     (iii) The impact of increased investment in the research, 
evaluation, education, prevention and intervention programs, 
practices, and campaigns identified in section 16 of this act 
on rates of marijuana-related maladaptive substance use 
and diagnosis of marijuana-related substance-use disorder, 
substance abuse, or substance dependence, as these terms 
are defined in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders; 
     (b) Public safety, to include but not be limited to: 
     (i) Public safety issues relating to marijuana use; and 
     (ii) Public safety issues relating to criminal prohibition of 
marijuana; 
     (c) Youth and adult rates of the following: 
     (i) Marijuana use; 
     (ii) Maladaptive use of marijuana; and 
     (iii) Diagnosis of marijuana-related substance-use disorder, 
substance abuse, or substance dependence, including primary, 
secondary, and tertiary choices of substance; 
     (d) Economic impacts in the private and public sectors, 
including but not limited to: 
     (i) Jobs creation; 
     (ii) Workplace safety;
     (iii) Revenues; and 
     (iv) Taxes generated for state and local budgets; 
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     (e) Criminal justice impacts, to include but not be limited to: 
     (i) Use of public resources like law enforcement officers and 
equipment, prosecuting attorneys and public defenders, judges 
and court staff, the Washington state patrol crime lab and 
identification and criminal history section, jails and prisons, and 
misdemeanant and felon supervision officers to enforce state 
criminal laws regarding marijuana; and 
(ii) Short and long-term consequences of involvement in the 
criminal justice system for persons accused of crimes relating 
to marijuana, their families, and their communities; and 
     (f) State and local agency administrative costs and revenues.

PART V

DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF MARIJUANA
     Sec. 31. RCW 46.20.308 and 2008 c 282 s 2 are each amended 
to read as follows: 
     (1) Any person who operates a motor vehicle within this 
state is deemed to have given consent, subject to the provisions 
of RCW 46.61.506, to a test or tests of his or her breath or blood 
for the purpose of determining the alcohol concentration, THC 
concentration, or presence of any drug in his or her breath or 
blood if arrested for any offense where, at the time of the arrest, 
the arresting officer has reasonable grounds to believe the 
person had been driving or was in actual physical control of a 
motor vehicle while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or 
any drug or was in violation of RCW 46.61.503. Neither consent 
nor this section precludes a police officer from obtaining a 
search warrant for a person’s breath or blood. 
     (2) The test or tests of breath shall be administered at the 
direction of a law enforcement officer having reasonable 
grounds to believe the person to have been driving or in actual 
physical control of a motor vehicle within this state while 
under the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug or the 
person to have been driving or in actual physical control of a 
motor vehicle while having alcohol or THC in a concentration in 
violation of RCW 46.61.503 in his or her system and being under 
the age of twenty-one. However, in those instances where the 
person is incapable due to physical injury, physical incapacity, 
or other physical limitation, of providing a breath sample or 
where the person is being treated in a hospital, clinic, doctor’s 
office, emergency medical vehicle, ambulance, or other similar 
facility or where the officer has reasonable grounds to believe 
that the person is under the influence of a drug, a blood test 
shall be administered by a qualified person as provided in RCW 
46.61.506(5). The officer shall inform the person of his or her 
right to refuse the breath or blood test, and of his or her right 
to have additional tests administered by any qualified person 
of his or her choosing as provided in RCW 46.61.506. The officer 
shall warn the driver, in substantially the following language, 
that: 
     (a) If the driver refuses to take the test, the driver’s license, 
permit, or privilege to drive will be revoked or denied for at 
least one year; and 
     (b) If the driver refuses to take the test, the driver’s refusal to 
take the test may be used in a criminal trial; and 
     (c) If the driver submits to the test and the test is 
administered, the driver’s license, permit, or privilege to drive 
will be suspended, revoked, or denied for at least ninety days if: 
     (i) The driver is age twenty-one or over and the test indicates 
either that the alcohol concentration of the driver’s breath or 
blood is 0.08 or more((,)) or that the THC concentration of the 
driver’s blood is 5.00 or more; or ((if)) 
     (ii) The driver is under age twenty-one and the test indicates 
either that the alcohol concentration of the driver’s breath or 
blood is 0.02 or more((,)) or that the THC concentration of the 
driver’s blood is above 0.00; or ((if)) 
     (iii) The driver is under age twenty-one and the driver is in 
violation of RCW 46.61.502 or 46.61.504; and

     (d) If the driver’s license, permit, or privilege to drive is 
suspended, revoked, or denied the driver may be eligible to 
immediately apply for an ignition interlock driver’s license. 
     (3) Except as provided in this section, the test administered 
shall be of the breath only. If an individual is unconscious or is 
under arrest for the crime of vehicular homicide as provided 
in RCW 46.61.520 or vehicular assault as provided in RCW 
46.61.522, or if an individual is under arrest for the crime of 
driving while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or 
drugs as provided in RCW 46.61.502, which arrest results from 
an accident in which there has been serious bodily injury to 
another person, a breath or blood test may be administered 
without the consent of the individual so arrested. 
     (4) Any person who is dead, unconscious, or who is 
otherwise in a condition rendering him or her incapable of 
refusal, shall be deemed not to have withdrawn the consent 
provided by subsection (1) of this section and the test or 
tests may be administered, subject to the provisions of RCW 
46.61.506, and the person shall be deemed to have received the 
warnings required under subsection (2) of this section. 
     (5) If, following his or her arrest and receipt of warnings 
under subsection (2) of this section, the person arrested refuses 
upon the request of a law enforcement officer to submit to a 
test or tests of his or her breath or blood, no test shall be given 
except as authorized under subsection (3) or (4) of this section. 
     (6) If, after arrest and after the other applicable conditions 
and requirements of this section have been satisfied, a test 
or tests of the person’s blood or breath is administered 
and the test results indicate that the alcohol concentration 
of the person’s breath or blood is 0.08 or more, or the 
THC concentration of the person’s blood is 5.00 or more, 
if the person is age twenty-one or over, or that the alcohol 
concentration of the person’s breath or blood is 0.02 or more, or 
the THC concentration of the person’s blood is above 0.00, if the 
person is under the age of twenty-one, or the person refuses to 
submit to a test, the arresting officer or other law enforcement 
officer at whose direction any test has been given, or the 
department, where applicable, if the arrest results in a test of 
the person’s blood, shall: 
     (a) Serve notice in writing on the person on behalf of the 
department of its intention to suspend, revoke, or deny the 
person’s license, permit, or privilege to drive as required by 
subsection (7) of this section; 
     (b) Serve notice in writing on the person on behalf of the 
department of his or her right to a hearing, specifying the 
steps he or she must take to obtain a hearing as provided by 
subsection (8) of this section and that the person waives the 
right to a hearing if he or she receives an ignition interlock 
driver’s license; 
     (c) Mark the person’s Washington state driver’s license 
or permit to drive, if any, in a manner authorized by the 
department; 
     (d) Serve notice in writing that the marked license or permit, 
if any, is a temporary license that is valid for sixty days from 
the date of arrest or from the date notice has been given in the 
event notice is given by the department following a blood test, 
or until the suspension, revocation, or denial of the person’s 
license, permit, or privilege to drive is sustained at a hearing 
pursuant to subsection (8) of this section, whichever occurs 
first. No temporary license is valid to any greater degree than 
the license or permit that it replaces; and 
     (e) Immediately notify the department of the arrest and 
transmit to the department within seventy-two hours, except as 
delayed as the result of a blood test, a sworn report or report 
under a declaration authorized by RCW 9A.72.085 that states: 
     (i) That the officer had reasonable grounds to believe the 
arrested person had been driving or was in actual physical 
control of a motor vehicle within this state while under the 
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influence of intoxicating liquor or drugs, or both, or was under 
the age of twenty-one years and had been driving or was in 
actual physical control of a motor vehicle while having an 
alcohol or THC concentration in violation of RCW 46.61.503; 
     (ii) That after receipt of the warnings required by subsection 
(2) of this section the person refused to submit to a test of his or 
her blood or breath, or a test was administered and the results 
indicated that the alcohol concentration of the person’s breath 
or blood was 0.08 or more, or the THC concentration of the 
person’s blood was 5.00 or more, if the person is age twenty-
one or over, or that the alcohol concentration of the person’s 
breath or blood was 0.02 or more, or the THC concentration of 
the person’s blood was above 0.00, if the person is under the 
age of twenty-one; and 
     (iii) Any other information that the director may require by 
rule. 
     (7) The department of licensing, upon the receipt of a 
sworn report or report under a declaration authorized by RCW 
9A.72.085 under subsection (6)(e) of this section, shall suspend, 
revoke, or deny the person’s license, permit, or privilege to 
drive or any nonresident operating privilege, as provided in 
RCW 46.20.3101, such suspension, revocation, or denial to be 
effective beginning sixty days from the date of arrest or from 
the date notice has been given in the event notice is given by 
the department following a blood test, or when sustained at a 
hearing pursuant to subsection (8) of this section, whichever 
occurs first. 
     (8) A person receiving notification under subsection (6)
(b) of this section may, within twenty days after the notice 
has been given, request in writing a formal hearing before 
the department. The person shall pay a fee of two hundred 
dollars as part of the request. If the request is mailed, it must be 
postmarked within twenty days after receipt of the notification. 
Upon timely receipt of such a request for a formal hearing, 
including receipt of the required two hundred dollar fee, the 
department shall afford the person an opportunity for a hearing. 
The department may waive the required two hundred dollar fee 
if the person is an indigent as defined in RCW 10.101.010. Except 
as otherwise provided in this section, the hearing is subject to 
and shall be scheduled and conducted in accordance with RCW 
46.20.329 and 46.20.332. The hearing shall be conducted in the 
county of the arrest, except that all or part of the hearing may, 
at the discretion of the department, be conducted by telephone 
or other electronic means. The hearing shall be held within sixty 
days following the arrest or following the date notice has been 
given in the event notice is given by the department following 
a blood test, unless otherwise agreed to by the department 
and the person, in which case the action by the department 
shall be stayed, and any valid temporary license marked under 
subsection (6)(c) of this section extended, if the person is 
otherwise eligible for licensing. For the purposes of this section, 
the scope of the hearing shall cover the issues of whether a 
law enforcement officer had reasonable grounds to believe 
the person had been driving or was in actual physical control 
of a motor vehicle within this state while under the influence 
of intoxicating liquor or any drug or had been driving or was 
in actual physical control of a motor vehicle within this state 
while having alcohol in his or her system in a concentration 
of 0.02 or more, or THC in his or her system in a concentration 
above 0.00, if the person was under the age of twenty-one, 
whether the person was placed under arrest, and (a) whether 
the person refused to submit to the test or tests upon request 
of the officer after having been informed that such refusal 
would result in the revocation of the person’s license, permit, 
or privilege to drive, or (b) if a test or tests were administered, 
whether the applicable requirements of this section were 
satisfied before the administration of the test or tests, whether 
the person submitted to the test or tests, or whether a test was 
administered without express consent as permitted under this 
section, and whether the test or tests indicated that the alcohol 
concentration of the person’s breath or blood was 0.08 or 

more, or the THC concentration of the person’s blood was 5.00 
or more, if the person was age twenty-one or over at the time 
of the arrest, or that the alcohol concentration of the person’s 
breath or blood was 0.02 or more, or the THC concentration of 
the person’s blood was above 0.00, if the person was under 
the age of twenty-one at the time of the arrest. The sworn 
report or report under a declaration authorized by RCW 
9A.72.085 submitted by a law enforcement officer is prima facie 
evidence that the officer had reasonable grounds to believe 
the person had been driving or was in actual physical control 
of a motor vehicle within this state while under the influence 
of intoxicating liquor or drugs, or both, or the person had been 
driving or was in actual physical control of a motor vehicle 
within this state while having alcohol in his or her system in a 
concentration of 0.02 or more, or THC in his or her system in 
a concentration above 0.00, and was under the age of twenty-
one and that the officer complied with the requirements of this 
section. 
     A hearing officer shall conduct the hearing, may issue 
subpoenas for the attendance of witnesses and the production 
of documents, and shall administer oaths to witnesses. The 
hearing officer shall not issue a subpoena for the attendance 
of a witness at the request of the person unless the request is 
accompanied by the fee required by RCW 5.56.010 for a witness 
in district court. The sworn report or report under a declaration 
authorized by RCW 9A.72.085 of the law enforcement officer 
and any other evidence accompanying the report shall be 
admissible without further evidentiary foundation and the 
certifications authorized by the criminal rules for courts 
of limited jurisdiction shall be admissible without further 
evidentiary foundation. The person may be represented by 
counsel, may question witnesses, may present evidence, and 
may testify. The department shall order that the suspension, 
revocation, or denial either be rescinded or sustained. 
     (9) If the suspension, revocation, or denial is sustained after 
such a hearing, the person whose license, privilege, or permit 
is suspended, revoked, or denied has the right to file a petition 
in the superior court of the county of arrest to review the final 
order of revocation by the department in the same manner 
as an appeal from a decision of a court of limited jurisdiction. 
Notice of appeal must be filed within thirty days after the 
date the final order is served or the right to appeal is waived. 
Notwithstanding RCW 46.20.334, RALJ 1.1, or other statutes or 
rules referencing de novo review, the appeal shall be limited 
to a review of the record of the administrative hearing. The 
appellant must pay the costs associated with obtaining the 
record of the hearing before the hearing officer. The filing of 
the appeal does not stay the effective date of the suspension, 
revocation, or denial. A petition filed under this subsection must 
include the petitioner’s grounds for requesting review. Upon 
granting petitioner’s request for review, the court shall review 
the department’s final order of suspension, revocation, or 
denial as expeditiously as possible. The review must be limited 
to a determination of whether the department has committed 
any errors of law. The superior court shall accept those factual 
determinations supported by substantial evidence in the record: 
(a) That were expressly made by the department; or (b) that may 
reasonably be inferred from the final order of the department. 
The superior court may reverse, affirm, or modify the decision 
of the department or remand the case back to the department 
for further proceedings. The decision of the superior court must 
be in writing and filed in the clerk’s office with the other papers 
in the case. The court shall state the reasons for the decision. 
If judicial relief is sought for a stay or other temporary remedy 
from the department’s action, the court shall not grant such 
relief unless the court finds that the appellant is likely to prevail 
in the appeal and that without a stay the appellant will suffer 
irreparable injury. If the court stays the suspension, revocation, 
or denial it may impose conditions on such stay. 
     (10)(a) If a person whose driver’s license, permit, or privilege 
to drive has been or will be suspended, revoked, or denied 
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under subsection (7) of this section, other than as a result of 
a breath or blood test refusal, and who has not committed an 
offense for which he or she was granted a deferred prosecution 
under chapter 10.05 RCW, petitions a court for a deferred 
prosecution on criminal charges arising out of the arrest for 
which action has been or will be taken under subsection (7) 
of this section, or notifies the department of licensing of the 
intent to seek such a deferred prosecution, then the license 
suspension or revocation shall be stayed pending entry of the 
deferred prosecution. The stay shall not be longer than one 
hundred fifty days after the date charges are filed, or two years 
after the date of the arrest, whichever time period is shorter. 
If the court stays the suspension, revocation, or denial, it may 
impose conditions on such stay. If the person is otherwise 
eligible for licensing, the department shall issue a temporary 
license, or extend any valid temporary license marked under 
subsection (6) of this section, for the period of the stay. If a 
deferred prosecution treatment plan is not recommended 
in the report made under RCW 10.05.050, or if treatment is 
rejected by the court, or if the person declines to accept an 
offered treatment plan, or if the person violates any condition 
imposed by the court, then the court shall immediately direct 
the department to cancel the stay and any temporary marked 
license or extension of a temporary license issued under this 
subsection. 
     (b) A suspension, revocation, or denial imposed under 
this section, other than as a result of a breath or blood test 
refusal, shall be stayed if the person is accepted for deferred 
prosecution as provided in chapter 10.05 RCW for the incident 
upon which the suspension, revocation, or denial is based. If 
the deferred prosecution is terminated, the stay shall be lifted 
and the suspension, revocation, or denial reinstated. If the 
deferred prosecution is completed, the stay shall be lifted and 
the suspension, revocation, or denial canceled. 
     (c) The provisions of (b) of this subsection relating to a stay 
of a suspension, revocation, or denial and the cancellation 
of any suspension, revocation, or denial do not apply to 
the suspension, revocation, denial, or disqualification of a 
person’s commercial driver’s license or privilege to operate a 
commercial motor vehicle. 
     (11) When it has been finally determined under the 
procedures of this section that a nonresident’s privilege to 
operate a motor vehicle in this state has been suspended, 
revoked, or denied, the department shall give information in 
writing of the action taken to the motor vehicle administrator of 
the state of the person’s residence and of any state in which he 
or she has a license. 
     Sec. 32. RCW 46.20.3101 and 2004 c 95 s 4 and 2004 c 68 s 3 
are each reenacted and amended to read as follows: 
     Pursuant to RCW 46.20.308, the department shall suspend, 
revoke, or deny the arrested person’s license, permit, or 
privilege to drive as follows: 
     (1) In the case of a person who has refused a test or tests:
(a) For a first refusal within seven years, where there has not 
been a previous incident within seven years that resulted in 
administrative action under this section, revocation or denial for 
one year; 
     (b) For a second or subsequent refusal within seven 
years, or for a first refusal where there has been one or more 
previous incidents within seven years that have resulted in 
administrative action under this section, revocation or denial 
for two years or until the person reaches age twenty-one, 
whichever is longer. 
     (2) In the case of an incident where a person has submitted 
to or been administered a test or tests indicating that the 
alcohol concentration of the person’s breath or blood was 0.08 
or more, or that the THC concentration of the person’s blood 
was 5.00 or more: 

     (a) For a first incident within seven years, where there has 
not been a previous incident within seven years that resulted in 
administrative action under this section, suspension for ninety 
days; 
     (b) For a second or subsequent incident within seven years, 
revocation or denial for two years. 
     (3) In the case of an incident where a person under age 
twenty-one has submitted to or been administered a test or 
tests indicating that the alcohol concentration of the person’s 
breath or blood was 0.02 or more, or that the THC concentration 
of the person’s blood was above 0.00: 
     (a) For a first incident within seven years, suspension or 
denial for ninety days; 
     (b) For a second or subsequent incident within seven years, 
revocation or denial for one year or until the person reaches 
age twenty-one, whichever is longer. 
     (4) The department shall grant credit on a day-for-day basis 
for any portion of a suspension, revocation, or denial already 
served under this section for a suspension, revocation, or 
denial imposed under RCW 46.61.5055 arising out of the same 
incident. 
     Sec. 33. RCW 46.61.502 and 2011 c 293 s 2 are each amended 
to read as follows:
     (1) A person is guilty of driving while under the influence of 
intoxicating liquor, marijuana, or any drug if the person drives a 
vehicle within this state: 
     (a) And the person has, within two hours after driving, an 
alcohol concentration of 0.08 or higher as shown by analysis of 
the person’s breath or blood made under RCW 46.61.506; or 
     (b) The person has, within two hours after driving, a THC 
concentration of 5.00 or higher as shown by analysis of the 
person’s blood made under RCW 46.61.506; or 
     (c) While the person is under the influence of or affected by 
intoxicating liquor, marijuana, or any drug; or 
     (((c))) (d) While the person is under the combined influence 
of or affected by intoxicating liquor, marijuana, and any drug. 
     (2) The fact that a person charged with a violation of this 
section is or has been entitled to use a drug under the laws 
of this state shall not constitute a defense against a charge of 
violating this section. 
     (3)(a) It is an affirmative defense to a violation of subsection 
(1)(a) of this section, which the defendant must prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that the defendant consumed 
a sufficient quantity of alcohol after the time of driving and 
before the administration of an analysis of the person’s breath 
or blood to cause the defendant’s alcohol concentration to be 
0.08 or more within two hours after driving. The court shall not 
admit evidence of this defense unless the defendant notifies the 
prosecution prior to the omnibus or pretrial hearing in the case 
of the defendant’s intent to assert the affirmative defense. 
     (b) It is an affirmative defense to a violation of subsection 
(1)(b) of this section, which the defendant must prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that the defendant consumed 
a sufficient quantity of marijuana after the time of driving 
and before the administration of an analysis of the person’s 
blood to cause the defendant’s THC concentration to be 5.00 or 
more within two hours after driving. The court shall not admit 
evidence of this defense unless the defendant notifies the 
prosecution prior to the omnibus or pretrial hearing in the case 
of the defendant’s intent to assert the affirmative defense. 
     (4)(a) Analyses of blood or breath samples obtained more 
than two hours after the alleged driving may be used as 
evidence that within two hours of the alleged driving, a person 
had an alcohol concentration of 0.08 or more in violation of 
subsection (1)(a) of this section, and in any case in which the 
analysis shows an alcohol concentration above 0.00 may be 
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used as evidence that a person was under the influence of 
or affected by intoxicating liquor or any drug in violation of 
subsection (1)(((b) or)) (c) or (d) of this section. 
     (b) Analyses of blood samples obtained more than two 
hours after the alleged driving may be used as evidence that 
within two hours of the alleged driving, a person had a THC 
concentration of 5.00 or more in violation of subsection (1)(b) 
of this section, and in any case in which the analysis shows a 
THC concentration above 0.00 may be used as evidence that a 
person was under the influence of or affected by marijuana in 
violation of subsection (1)(c) or (d) of this section. 
     (5) Except as provided in subsection (6) of this section, a 
violation of this section is a gross misdemeanor. 
     (6) It is a class C felony punishable under chapter 9.94A RCW, 
or chapter 13.40 RCW if the person is a juvenile, if: 
     (a) The person has four or more prior offenses within ten 
years as defined in RCW 46.61.5055; or 
     (b) The person has ever previously been convicted of: 
     (i) Vehicular homicide while under the influence of 
intoxicating liquor or any drug, RCW 46.61.520(1)(a); 
     (ii) Vehicular assault while under the influence of intoxicating 
liquor or any drug, RCW 46.61.522(1)(b); 
     (iii) An out-of-state offense comparable to the offense 
specified in (b)(i) or (ii) of this subsection; or 
     (iv) A violation of this subsection (6) or RCW 46.61.504(6). 
     Sec. 34. RCW 46.61.503 and 1998 c 213 s 4, 1998 c 207 s 5, 
and 1998 c 41 s 8 are each reenacted and amended to read as 
follows:
     (1) Notwithstanding any other provision of this title, a person 
is guilty of driving or being in physical control of a motor 
vehicle after consuming alcohol or marijuana if the person 
operates or is in physical control of a motor vehicle within this 
state and the person: 
     (a) Is under the age of twenty-one; and 
     (b) Has, within two hours after operating or being in physical 
control of the motor vehicle, either: 
     (i) An alcohol concentration of at least 0.02 but less than the 
concentration specified in RCW 46.61.502, as shown by analysis 
of the person’s breath or blood made under RCW 46.61.506; or               
     (ii) A THC concentration above 0.00 but less than the 
concentration specified in RCW 46.61.502, as shown by analysis 
of the person’s blood made under RCW 46.61.506. 
     (2) It is an affirmative defense to a violation of subsection 
(1) of this section, which the defendant must prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that the defendant consumed 
a sufficient quantity of alcohol or marijuana after the time 
of driving or being in physical control and before the 
administration of an analysis of the person’s breath or blood 
to cause the defendant’s alcohol or THC concentration to be 
in violation of subsection (1) of this section within two hours 
after driving or being in physical control. The court shall not 
admit evidence of this defense unless the defendant notifies 
the prosecution prior to the earlier of: (a) Seven days prior to 
trial; or (b) the omnibus or pretrial hearing in the case of the 
defendant’s intent to assert the affirmative defense. 
     (3) Analyses of blood or breath samples obtained more than 
two hours after the alleged driving or being in physical control 
may be used as evidence that within two hours of the alleged 
driving or being in physical control, a person had an alcohol or 
THC concentration in violation of subsection (1) of this section. 
     (4) A violation of this section is a misdemeanor. 
     Sec. 35. RCW 46.61.504 and 2011 c 293 s 3 are each amended 
to read as follows:

     (1) A person is guilty of being in actual physical control of a 
motor vehicle while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or 
any drug if the person has actual physical control of a vehicle 
within this state: 
     (a) And the person has, within two hours after being in actual 
physical control of the vehicle, an alcohol concentration of 0.08 
or higher as shown by analysis of the person’s breath or blood 
made under RCW 46.61.506; or 
     (b) The person has, within two hours after being in actual 
physical control of a vehicle, a THC concentration of 5.00 or 
higher as shown by analysis of the person’s blood made under 
RCW 46.61.506; or 
     (c) While the person is under the influence of or affected by 
intoxicating liquor or any drug; or 
     (((c))) (d) While the person is under the combined influence 
of or affected by intoxicating liquor and any drug. 
     (2) The fact that a person charged with a violation of this 
section is or has been entitled to use a drug under the laws of 
this state does not constitute a defense against any charge of 
violating this section. No person may be convicted under this 
section if, prior to being pursued by a law enforcement officer, 
the person has moved the vehicle safely off the roadway. 
     (3)(a) It is an affirmative defense to a violation of subsection 
(1)(a) of this section which the defendant must prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence that the defendant consumed 
a sufficient quantity of alcohol after the time of being in actual 
physical control of the vehicle and before the administration 
of an analysis of the person’s breath or blood to cause the 
defendant’s alcohol concentration to be 0.08 or more within 
two hours after being in such control. The court shall not admit 
evidence of this defense unless the defendant notifies the 
prosecution prior to the omnibus or pretrial hearing in the case 
of the defendant’s intent to assert the affirmative defense. 
     (b) It is an affirmative defense to a violation of subsection 
(1)(b) of this section, which the defendant must prove by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that the defendant consumed a 
sufficient quantity of marijuana after the time of being in actual 
physical control of the vehicle and before the administration of 
an analysis of the person’s blood to cause the defendant’s THC 
concentration to be 5.00 or more within two hours after being 
in control of the vehicle. The court shall not admit evidence of 
this defense unless the defendant notifies the prosecution prior 
to the omnibus or pretrial hearing in the case of the defendant’s 
intent to assert the affirmative defense. 
     (4)(a) Analyses of blood or breath samples obtained more 
than two hours after the alleged being in actual physical control 
of a vehicle may be used as evidence that within two hours 
of the alleged being in such control, a person had an alcohol 
concentration of 0.08 or more in violation of subsection (1)(a) 
of this section, and in any case in which the analysis shows an 
alcohol concentration above 0.00 may be used as evidence that 
a person was under the influence of or affected by intoxicating 
liquor or any drug in violation of subsection (1)(((b) or)) (c) or (d) 
of this section. 
     (b) Analyses of blood samples obtained more than two 
hours after the alleged being in actual physical control of a 
vehicle may be used as evidence that within two hours of the 
alleged being in control of the vehicle, a person had a THC 
concentration of 5.00 or more in violation of subsection (1)(b) 
of this section, and in any case in which the analysis shows a 
THC concentration above 0.00 may be used as evidence that a 
person was under the influence of or affected by marijuana in 
violation of subsection (1)(c) or (d) of this section. 
     (5) Except as provided in subsection (6) of this section, a 
violation of this section is a gross misdemeanor. 
     (6) It is a class C felony punishable under chapter 9.94A RCW, 
or chapter 13.40 RCW if the person is a juvenile, if: 
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     (a) The person has four or more prior offenses within ten 
years as defined in RCW 46.61.5055; or 
     (b) The person has ever previously been convicted of: 
     (i) Vehicular homicide while under the influence of 
intoxicating liquor or any drug, RCW 46.61.520(1)(a); 
     (ii) Vehicular assault while under the influence of intoxicating 
liquor or any drug, RCW 46.61.522(1)(b); 
     (iii) An out-of-state offense comparable to the offense 
specified in (b)(i) or (ii) of this subsection; or 
     (iv) A violation of this subsection (6) or RCW 46.61.502(6). 
     Sec. 36. RCW 46.61.50571 and 2000 c 52 s 1 are each 
amended to read as follows: 
     (1) A defendant who is charged with an offense involving 
driving while under the influence as defined in RCW 46.61.502, 
driving under age twenty-one after consuming alcohol or 
marijuana as defined in RCW 46.61.503, or being in physical 
control of a vehicle while under the influence as defined in RCW 
46.61.504, shall be required to appear in person before a judicial 
officer within one judicial day after the arrest if the defendant 
is served with a citation or complaint at the time of the arrest. 
A court may by local court rule waive the requirement for 
appearance within one judicial day if it provides for the 
appearance at the earliest practicable day following arrest and 
establishes the method for identifying that day in the rule. 
     (2) A defendant who is charged with an offense involving 
driving while under the influence as defined in RCW 46.61.502, 
driving under age twenty-one after consuming alcohol or 
marijuana as defined in RCW 46.61.503, or being in physical 
control of a vehicle while under the influence as defined 
in RCW 46.61.504, and who is not served with a citation or 
complaint at the time of the incident, shall appear in court for 
arraignment in person as soon as practicable, but in no event 
later than fourteen days after the next day on which court is in 
session following the issuance of the citation or the filing of the 
complaint or information. 
     (3) At the time of an appearance required by this section, 
the court shall determine the necessity of imposing conditions 
of pretrial release according to the procedures established by 
court rule for a preliminary appearance or an arraignment. 
     (4) Appearances required by this section are mandatory and 
may not be waived.
     Sec. 37. RCW 46.61.506 and 2010 c 53 s 1 are each amended 
to read as follows: 
     (1) Upon the trial of any civil or criminal action or proceeding 
arising out of acts alleged to have been committed by any 
person while driving or in actual physical control of a vehicle 
while under the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug, 
if the person’s alcohol concentration is less than 0.08 or the 
person’s THC concentration is less than 5.00, it is evidence 
that may be considered with other competent evidence in 
determining whether the person was under the influence of 
intoxicating liquor or any drug. 
     (2)(a) The breath analysis of the person’s alcohol 
concentration shall be based upon grams of alcohol per two 
hundred ten liters of breath. 
     (b) The blood analysis of the person’s THC concentration shall 
be based upon nanograms per milliliter of whole blood. 
     (c) The foregoing provisions of this section shall not be 
construed as limiting the introduction of any other competent 
evidence bearing upon the question whether the person was 
under the influence of intoxicating liquor or any drug. 
     (3) Analysis of the person’s blood or breath to be considered 
valid under the provisions of this section or RCW 46.61.502 or 
46.61.504 shall have been performed according to methods 
approved by the state toxicologist and by an individual 
possessing a valid permit issued by the state toxicologist 

for this purpose. The state toxicologist is directed to approve 
satisfactory techniques or methods, to supervise the 
examination of individuals to ascertain their qualifications and 
competence to conduct such analyses, and to issue permits 
which shall be subject to termination or revocation at the 
discretion of the state toxicologist. 
     (4)(a) A breath test performed by any instrument approved 
by the state toxicologist shall be admissible at trial or in an 
administrative proceeding if the prosecution or department 
produces prima facie evidence of the following: 
     (i) The person who performed the test was authorized to 
perform such test by the state toxicologist;
     (ii) The person being tested did not vomit or have anything 
to eat, drink, or smoke for at least fifteen minutes prior to 
administration of the test; 
     (iii) The person being tested did not have any foreign 
substances, not to include dental work, fixed or removable, 
in his or her mouth at the beginning of the fifteen-minute 
observation period; 
     (iv) Prior to the start of the test, the temperature of any liquid 
simulator solution utilized as an external standard, as measured 
by a thermometer approved of by the state toxicologist was 
thirty-four degrees centigrade plus or minus 0.3 degrees 
centigrade; 
     (v) The internal standard test resulted in the message 
“verified”; 
     (vi) The two breath samples agree to within plus or minus 
ten percent of their mean to be determined by the method 
approved by the state toxicologist; 
     (vii) The result of the test of the liquid simulator solution 
external standard or dry gas external standard result did lie 
between .072 to .088 inclusive; and 
     (viii) All blank tests gave results of .000. 
     (b) For purposes of this section, “prima facie evidence” 
is evidence of sufficient circumstances that would support 
a logical and reasonable inference of the facts sought to be 
proved. In assessing whether there is sufficient evidence of 
the foundational facts, the court or administrative tribunal is to 
assume the truth of the prosecution’s or department’s evidence 
and all reasonable inferences from it in a light most favorable to 
the prosecution or department. 
     (c) Nothing in this section shall be deemed to prevent the 
subject of the test from challenging the reliability or accuracy 
of the test, the reliability or functioning of the instrument, or 
any maintenance procedures. Such challenges, however, shall 
not preclude the admissibility of the test once the prosecution 
or department has made a prima facie showing of the 
requirements contained in (a) of this subsection. Instead, such 
challenges may be considered by the trier of fact in determining 
what weight to give to the test result. 
     (5) When a blood test is administered under the provisions 
of RCW 46.20.308, the withdrawal of blood for the purpose of 
determining its alcoholic or drug content may be performed 
only by a physician, a registered nurse, a licensed practical 
nurse, a nursing assistant as defined in chapter 18.88A RCW, 
a physician assistant as defined in chapter 18.71A RCW, a first 
responder as defined in chapter 18.73 RCW, an emergency 
medical technician as defined in chapter 18.73 RCW, a health 
care assistant as defined in chapter 18.135 RCW, or any 
technician trained in withdrawing blood. This limitation shall not 
apply to the taking of breath specimens. 
     (6) The person tested may have a physician, or a qualified 
technician, chemist, registered nurse, or other qualified 
person of his or her own choosing administer one or more 
tests in addition to any administered at the direction of a law 
enforcement officer. The test will be admissible if the person 
establishes the general acceptability of the testing technique or 
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method. The failure or inability to obtain an additional test by 
a person shall not preclude the admission of evidence relating 
to the test or tests taken at the direction of a law enforcement 
officer. 
     (7) Upon the request of the person who shall submit to a 
test or tests at the request of a law enforcement officer, full 
information concerning the test or tests shall be made available 
to him or her or his or her attorney.

PART VI

CONSTRUCTION
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 38. Sections 4 through 18 of this act 
are each added to chapter 69.50 RCW under the subchapter 
heading “article III -- regulation of manufacture, distribution, 
and dispensing of controlled substances.” 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 39. Section 21 of this act is added to 
chapter 69.50 RCW under the subchapter heading “article IV -- 
offenses and penalties.”
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 40. Sections 26 through 30 of this act 
are each added to chapter 69.50 RCW under the subchapter 
heading “article V -- enforcement and administrative 
provisions.” 
     NEW SECTION. Sec. 41.The code reviser shall prepare a 
bill for introduction at the next legislative session that corrects 
references to the sections affected by this act.

--- END ---

Complete Text 
Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221
BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, IN 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION ASSEMBLED:
      THAT, At the next general election to be held in this state 
the secretary of state shall submit to the qualified voters of 
the state for their approval and ratification, or rejection, an 
amendment to Article VIII, section 1 of the Constitution of the 
state of Washington to read as follows:
     “Article VIII, section 1. (a) The state may contract debt, the 
principal of which shall be paid and discharged within thirty 
years from the time of contracting thereof, in the manner set 
forth herein.
     (b) The aggregate debt contracted by the state, as calculated 
by the treasurer at the time debt is contracted, shall not exceed 
that amount for which payments of principal and interest in any 
fiscal year would require the state to expend more than ((nine 
percent)) the applicable percentage limit of the arithmetic mean 
of its general state revenues for the ((three)) six immediately 
preceding fiscal years as certified by the treasurer. The term 
“applicable percentage limit” means eight and one-half percent 
from July 1, 2014, through June 30, 2016; eight and one-quarter 
percent from July 1, 2016, through June 30, 2034; eight percent 
from July 1, 2034, and thereafter. The term “fiscal year” means 
that period of time commencing July 1 of any year and ending 
on June 30 of the following year.
     (c) The term “general state revenues,” when used in this 
section, shall include all state money received in the treasury 
from each and every source ((whatsoever except)), including 
moneys received from ad valorem taxes levied by the state 
and deposited in the general fund in each fiscal year, but 
not including: (1) Fees and other revenues derived from 
the ownership or operation of any undertaking, facility, or 
project; (2) Moneys received as gifts, grants, donations, aid, 
or assistance or otherwise from the United States or any 
department, bureau, or corporation thereof, or any person, firm, 
or corporation, public or private, when the terms and conditions 

of such gift, grant, donation, aid, or assistance require the 
application and disbursement of such moneys otherwise than 
for the general purposes of the state of Washington; (3) Moneys 
to be paid into and received from retirement system funds, 
and performance bonds and deposits; (4) Moneys to be paid 
into and received from trust funds ((including but not limited to 
moneys received from taxes levied for specific purposes)) and 
the several permanent and irreducible funds of the state and 
the moneys derived therefrom but excluding bond redemption 
funds; (5) Moneys received from taxes levied for specific 
purposes and required to be deposited for those purposes into 
specified funds or accounts other than the general fund; and (6) 
Proceeds received from the sale of bonds or other evidences of 
indebtedness.
     (d) In computing the amount required for payment of 
principal and interest on outstanding debt under this section, 
debt shall be construed to mean borrowed money represented 
by bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness which 
are secured by the full faith and credit of the state or are 
required to be repaid, directly or indirectly, from general state 
revenues and which are incurred by the state, any department, 
authority, public corporation, or quasi public corporation of 
the state, any state university or college, or any other public 
agency created by the state but not by counties, cities, towns, 
school districts, or other municipal corporations, but shall not 
include obligations for the payment of current expenses of 
state government, nor shall it include debt hereafter incurred 
pursuant to section 3 of this article, obligations guaranteed as 
provided for in subsection (g) of this section, principal of bond 
anticipation notes or obligations issued to fund or refund the 
indebtedness of the Washington state building authority. In 
addition, for the purpose of computing the amount required for 
payment of interest on outstanding debt under subsection (b) 
of this section and this subsection, “interest” shall be reduced 
by subtracting the amount scheduled to be received by the 
state as payments from the federal government in each year 
in respect of bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness 
subject to this section.
     (e) The state may pledge the full faith, credit, and taxing 
power of the state to guarantee the voter approved general 
obligation debt of school districts in the manner authorized by 
the legislature. Any such guarantee does not remove the debt 
obligation of the school district and is not state debt.
     (f) The state may, without limitation, fund or refund, at or 
prior to maturity, the whole or any part of any existing debt or 
of any debt hereafter contracted pursuant to section 1, section 
2, or section 3 of this article, including any premium payable 
with respect thereto and interest thereon, or fund or refund, at 
or prior to maturity, the whole or any part of any indebtedness 
incurred or authorized prior to the effective date of this 
amendment by any entity of the type described in subsection 
(h) of this section, including any premium payable with respect 
thereto and any interest thereon. Such funding or refunding 
shall not be deemed to be contracting debt by the state.
     (g) Notwithstanding the limitation contained in subsection 
(b) of this section, the state may pledge its full faith, credit, 
and taxing power to guarantee the payment of any obligation 
payable from revenues received from any of the following 
sources: (1) Fees collected by the state as license fees for motor 
vehicles; (2) Excise taxes collected by the state on the sale, 
distribution or use of motor vehicle fuel; and (3) Interest on the 
permanent common school fund: Provided, That the legislature 
shall, at all times, provide sufficient revenues from such sources 
to pay the principal and interest due on all obligations for which 
said source of revenue is pledged.
     (h) No money shall be paid from funds in custody of the 
treasurer with respect to any debt contracted after the effective 
date of this amendment by the Washington state building 
authority, the capitol committee, or any similar entity existing 
or operating for similar purposes pursuant to which such entity 

Initiative Measure 502 | Engrossed Senate Joint Resolution 8221



130
undertakes to finance or provide a facility for use or occupancy 
by the state or any agency, department, or instrumentality 
thereof.
     (i) The legislature shall prescribe all matters relating to 
the contracting, funding or refunding of debt pursuant to 
this section, including: The purposes for which debt may be 
contracted; by a favorable vote of three-fifths of the members 
elected to each house, the amount of debt which may be 
contracted for any class of such purposes; the kinds of notes, 
bonds, or other evidences of debt which may be issued by the 
state; and the manner by which the treasurer shall determine 
and advise the legislature, any appropriate agency, officer, or 
instrumentality of the state as to the available debt capacity 
within the limitation set forth in this section. The legislature may 
delegate to any state officer, agency, or instrumentality any of 
its powers relating to the contracting, funding or refunding of 
debt pursuant to this section except its power to determine the 
amount and purposes for which debt may be contracted.
     (j) The full faith, credit, and taxing power of the state of 
Washington are pledged to the payment of the debt created on 
behalf of the state pursuant to this section and the legislature 
shall provide by appropriation for the payment of the interest 
upon and installments of principal of all such debt as the same 
falls due, but in any event, any court of record may compel such 
payment.
     (k) Notwithstanding the limitations contained in subsection 
(b) of this section, the state may issue certificates of 
indebtedness in such sum or sums as may be necessary to 
meet temporary deficiencies of the treasury, to preserve the 
best interests of the state in the conduct of the various state 
institutions, departments, bureaus, and agencies during each 
fiscal year; such certificates may be issued only to provide 
for appropriations already made by the legislature and such 
certificates must be retired and the debt discharged other than 
by refunding within twelve months after the date of incurrence.
     (l) Bonds, notes, or other obligations issued and sold by 
the state of Washington pursuant to and in conformity with 
this article shall not be invalid for any irregularity or defect in 
the proceedings of the issuance or sale thereof and shall be 
incontestable in the hands of a bona fide purchaser or holder 
thereof.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the amendments to Article VIII, 
Section 1, if approved and ratified by the qualified voters of the 
state, shall be effective on and after July 1, 2014.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the statement of subject and 
concise description for the ballot title of this constitutional 
amendment shall read “The legislature has proposed a 
constitutional amendment on implementing the Commission 
on State Debt recommendations regarding Washington’s debt 
limit. This amendment would, starting July 1, 2014, phase-down 
the debt limit percentage in three steps from nine to eight 
percent and modify the calculation date, calculation period, 
and the term general state revenues. Should this constitutional 
amendment be:
Approved . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Rejected . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . “
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall 
cause notice of this constitutional amendment to be published 
at least four times during the four weeks next preceding the 
election in every legal newspaper in the state.
--- END ---

Complete Text 
Senate Joint Resolution 8223
BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, IN 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION ASSEMBLED:
      THAT, At the next general election to be held in this state the 
secretary of state shall submit to the qualified voters of the state 
for their approval and ratification, or rejection, an amendment 
to Article XXIX, section 1 of the Constitution of the state of 
Washington to read as follows:
     Article XXIX, section 1. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
sections 5, and 7 of Article VIII and section 9 of Article XII or 
any other section or article of the Constitution of the state of 
Washington((,)):
     (1) The moneys of any public pension or retirement fund, 
industrial insurance trust fund, or fund held in trust for the 
benefit of persons with developmental disabilities may be 
invested as authorized by law; and
     (2) The public moneys of the University of Washington and 
Washington State University in investment funds specified by 
the legislature may be invested as authorized by law.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the secretary of state shall 
cause notice of this constitutional amendment to be published 
at least four times during the four weeks next preceding the 
election in every legal newspaper in the state.
--- END ---
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Washington welcomes all voters!

I am a...

You can register to vote anytime on or 
before Election Day, regardless of the 
deadline. 
 

You may receive your ballot by mail, email, 
or fax. Spouses and dependants of military 
personnel who are overseas have the same 
voting rights. 

Military or overseas voter 

College student
You can choose to register to vote using 
either home or school as your residential 
address, but you may not register to vote 
in more than one place. Your ballot can 
be mailed to you anywhere in the world, 
however your residential address must 
remain in Washington. 
 

 

 

Convicted felon
If you were convicted of a felony, your 
right to vote is restored as long as you are 
not in prison or on community custody 
with the Washington State Department of 
Corrections. 

Once your right is restored, you must 
re-register to vote in order to receive 
a ballot.  

Seasonal resident
You can vote in Washington State even if 
you are away from home during an election. 
To ensure you receive your ballot, update 
your mailing address. 

Your ballot can be mailed to you anywhere 
in the world, however your residential 
address must remain in Washington. You 
may not register to vote in more than 
one place.

New Washington resident
Welcome to Washington! You can register 
to vote online, by mail, in person, or when 
you get your new state driver license or ID 
at the Department of Licensing. 

You may not register to vote in more 
than one place, so cancel any previous 
voter registration before registering in 
Washington. 
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Follow “Washington State Elections” online 

agency blog

  
     online
    www.vote.wa.gov

election results 
mobile app

www.vote.wa.gov
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Learn more about candidates & measures 

The Voters’ Pamphlet is a good source of information 
about candidates and measures, but it’s not the only 
source. 

Campaign contributors

State and local candidates and measures 
Public Disclosure Commission www.pdc.wa.gov

Federal candidates  
Federal Election Commission www.fec.gov

Voting records 

Washington State Legislature www.leg.wa.gov

U.S. House of Representatives www.house.gov

U.S. Senate www.senate.gov

Candidates and measures

Visit campaign websites or call them directly to learn 
their positions on issues that matter to you.

Other important sources

Newspapers

Business associations

Labor unions

Civic organizations

Religious organizations

Political organizations

Environmental organizations

Judicial organizations

Democracy cannot succeed unless those who express their 
choice are prepared to choose wisely. The real safeguard of 
democracy, therefore, is education.

Franklin D. Roosevelt
“ ”
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Every ten years, legislative and congressional district 
boundaries are redrawn in a process called redistricting.

Redistricting ensures that each district has 
approximately the same number of people and 
therefore equal representation in government.  

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, our statewide 
population has increased. As a result, Washington 
State was given one additional seat in the U.S. House 
of Representatives. We now have ten congressional 
districts and 12 electoral votes.

As a result of redistricting, you may:

•	 be assigned to a new voting district

•	 vote on and have new representatives in the 
state Legislature and/or Congress.

Your county elections department mailed information 
regarding any changes to your district boundaries.

For more information about new district 
boundaries or the redistricting process  
visit www.redistricting.wa.gov.

How does redistricting affect you?

Your district may have changed! 
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Adams County
210 W Broadway Ave, Ste 200 
Ritzville, WA 99169-1897 
Phone: (509) 659-3249 
TDD/TTY: (509) 659-1122

Asotin County
PO Box 129 
Asotin, WA 99402-0129 
Phone: (509) 243-2084 
TDD/TTY: (800) 855-1155

Benton County
PO Box 470 
Prosser, WA 99350-0470 
Phone: (509) 736-3085  
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Chelan County
PO Box 4760 
Wenatchee, WA 98807-4760 
Phone: (509) 667-6808  
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Clallam County
223 E 4th St, Ste 1 
Port Angeles, WA 98362 
Phone: (360) 417-2221 
Toll-free: (866) 433-8683 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Clark County
PO Box 8815 
Vancouver, WA 98666-8815 
Phone: (360) 397-2345  
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6384 

Columbia County
341 E Main St, Ste 3 
Dayton, WA 99328-1361 
Phone: (509) 382-4541 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Cowlitz County
207 4th Ave N, Rm 107 
Kelso, WA 98626-4124 
Phone: (360) 577-3005 
TDD/TTY: (360) 577-3061

Douglas County
PO Box 456 
Waterville, WA 98858 
Phone: (509) 745-8527 ext 6407 
TDD/TTY: (509) 745-8527 ext 207

Ferry County
350 E Delaware Ave, #2 
Republic, WA 99166 
Phone: (509) 775-5225 ext 1139 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Franklin County
PO Box 1451 
Pasco, WA 99301 
Phone: (509) 545-3538 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Garfield County
PO Box 278 
Pomeroy, WA 99347 
Phone: (509) 843-1411 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Grant County
PO Box 37 
Ephrata, WA 98823 
Phone: (509) 754-2011 ext 343 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Grays Harbor County
100 W Broadway, Ste 2 
Montesano, WA 98563 
Phone: (360) 249-4232 
TDD/TTY: (360) 249-6575

Island County
PO Box 1410 
Coupeville, WA 98239 
Phone: (360) 679-7366 
TDD/TTY: (360) 679-7305

Jefferson County
PO Box 563 
Port Townsend, WA 98368 
Phone: (360) 385-9119 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

King County
919 SW Grady Way 
Renton, WA 98057-2906 
Phone: (206) 296-8683 
TDD/TTY: 711

Kitsap County
614 Division St 
Port Orchard, WA 98366 
Phone: (360) 337-7128

Kittitas County
205 W 5th Ave, Ste 105 
Ellensburg, WA 98926 
Phone: (509) 962-7503 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Klickitat County
205 S Columbus Ave, Stop 2 
Goldendale, WA 98620 
Phone: (509) 773-4001 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Lewis County
PO Box 29 
Chehalis, WA 98532-0029 
Phone: (360) 740-1278  
TDD/TTY: (360) 740-1480

Lincoln County
PO Box 28 
Davenport, WA 99122 
Phone: (509) 725-4971 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Mason County
PO Box 400 
Shelton, WA 98584 
Phone: (360) 427-9670 ext 470 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Okanogan County
PO Box 1010 
Okanogan, WA 98840 
Phone: (509) 422-7240  
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

Pacific County
PO Box 97 
South Bend, WA 98586-0097 
Phone: (360) 875-9317 
TDD/TTY: (360) 875-9400

Pend Oreille County
PO Box 5015 
Newport, WA 99156 
Phone: (509) 447-6472 
TDD/TTY: (509) 447-3186

Pierce County 
2501 S 35th St, Ste C 
Tacoma, WA 98409 
Phone: (253) 798-8683 
TDD/TTY: 711

San Juan County
PO Box 638 
Friday Harbor, WA 98250 
Phone: (360) 378-3357 
TDD/TTY: (360) 378-4151

Skagit County
PO Box 1306 
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 
Phone: (360) 336-9305 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Skamania County
Elections Dept, PO Box 790 
Stevenson, WA 98648 
Phone: (509) 427-3730 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388 

County Elections Contact Information
Snohomish County
3000 Rockefeller Ave, MS 505 
Everett, WA 98201 
Phone: (425) 388-3444 
TDD/TTY: (425) 388-3700

Spokane County
1033 W Gardner Ave 
Spokane, WA 99260 
Phone: (509) 477-2320  
TDD/TTY: (509) 477-2333 

Stevens County
215 S Oak St, Rm 106 
Colville, WA 99114 
Phone: (509) 684-7514 
Toll-free: (866) 307-9060 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6384

Thurston County
2000 Lakeridge Dr SW 
Olympia, WA 98502-6090 
Phone: (360) 786-5408  
TDD/TTY: (360) 754-2933

Wahkiakum County
PO Box 543 
Cathlamet, WA 98612 
Phone: (360) 795-3219 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Walla Walla County
PO Box 2176 
Walla Walla, WA 99362 
Phone: (509) 524-2530  
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Whatcom County
311 Grand Ave, Ste 103 
Bellingham, WA 98225 
Phone: (360) 676-6742 
TDD/TTY: (360) 738-4555

Whitman County
PO Box 191 
Colfax, WA 99111 
Phone: (509) 397-5284 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Yakima County
128 N 2nd St, Rm 117 
Yakima, WA 98901 
Phone: (509) 574-1340 
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Links to websites for all county elections departments can be found at www.vote.wa.gov.
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