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A Message from Secretary of State Sam Reed
Former U.S. House Speaker Tip O’Neill once said, “All politics is local.” This
year, nearly all election races in Washington State are local.
There are no federal or statewide offices on the ballot, and only two special
legislative elections (4th District in Spokane County and 49th District in Clark
County) are taking place to fill unexpired terms.
This year’s ballot will be dominated by races for mayor, city council, county
council or commission, school board and fire district board, among others.
While these local contests might not receive the attention of high-profile
federal or statewide races, they are very important because they have a
direct impact on citizens’ homes, roads, schools and communities. I applaud
those who stepped forward to be candidates this year.
Your ballot also features some statewide and local ballot measures. This
Voters’ Pamphlet will give you comprehensive information regarding the
statewide measures. Our initiative process continues to be a popular and
cherished part of our state’s democracy. It is an effective and powerful way
for citizens to help effect change in our laws.
Voting is a simple yet effective way to shape our government. If you have
not registered to vote yet, do it soon so you can take part! Then I encourage
you to carefully read your Voters’ Pamphlet and use our online resources to
learn more about these candidates and ballot measures. Finally, don't forget
to vote! Make your voice heard. Make a difference by voting.
		

Sincerely,

		
		

SAM REED
Secretary of State

Informational icons in this pamphlet
General information

Urgent information

Please note a change

Secretary of State Voter Information Hotline (800) 448-4881
Visit our Online Voters’ Guide at www.vote.wa.gov
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Presidential Primary
There will be no Presidential Primary
in 2012. You can participate in the
presidential nominating process by
attending a caucus in early 2012.
Contact your political party for more
information about how to participate
in a caucus.
Washington State Democrats
PO Box 4027
Seattle, WA 98194
(206) 583-0664
info@wa-democrats.org
www.wa-democrats.org

Washington State Republican Party
11811 NE 1st St, Suite A306
Bellevue, WA 98005
(425) 460-0570
wagop@wsrp.org
www.wsrp.org

Washington's Top 2 Primary
The date of the statewide Top 2 Primary
has moved to the first Tuesday in
August. In 2012 that will be August 7.
The office of President does not appear
in the Top 2 Primary.
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Voting in Washington State
Voter qualifications

Visit a voting center

To register to vote, you must be:
• A citizen of the United States;
• A legal resident of Washington State; and
• At least 18 years old by Election Day.

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 pm 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 disability access voting.
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.

Voter registration
You may register to vote at www.vote.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 do not need to register before each election.
You must update your registration if you move
or change your name. The phone number and
address of your county elections department is
located in the back of this pamphlet.

Restoring the 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 incarcerated for that felony.

Services and additional assistance
Contact your county elections department for
questions about your voter registration, or
assistance with filling out and returning your
ballot. The phone number and address of your
county elections department is located in the
back of this pamphlet. Contact the Office of
the Secretary of State for voters’ pamphlets in
alternate formats or languages. The state Voter
Information Hotline is (800) 448-4881.

Replacement ballots
If you didn’t receive your ballot, call your county
elections department and request a replacement
ballot. The phone number and address of your
county elections department is located in the back
of this pamphlet.

Campaign finance information
Contact the Public Disclosure Commission
711 Capitol Way, Rm 206
PO Box 40908, Olympia, WA 98504-0908
(360) 753-1111 or toll free (877) 601-2828
pdc@pdc.wa.gov
www.pdc.wa.gov

View election results
On Election Day after 9 pm you can view election
results at www.vote.wa.gov.

Go online

for fast, easy service

Am I registered to vote?
Can I register to vote online?
Do I have to register to vote again if I move
or change my name?
Where can I find information about candidates
and measures that will be on my ballot?
Where can I return my ballot?
How do I contact my elected officials?

Visit MyVote at www.vote.wa.gov
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Language Assistance Available
The Voting Rights Act
The federal Voting Rights Act of 1975 requires
four counties in Washington State to provide
translated elections materials.
The requirements are based on population
figures determined by the Census. Currently,
Adams, Franklin and Yakima counties provide
elections materials in Spanish. King County
provides information in Chinese.
Based on the 2010 Census, we expect more
counties will be required to offer translated
elections materials and additional languages
by 2012.
For more information visit our website at
www.vote.wa.gov

Accessible format
voters’ pamphlets available

Visit www.vote.wa.gov for

Available by subscription

• Audio

• Audio CD

• Plain text

• Large-print

• Electronic Braille

• Braille

To subscribe, call the voter hotline at (800) 448-4881 or
email voterspamphlet@sos.wa.gov and provide your preferred format,
name, telephone number, and mailing address.
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Start by getting informed.
Finish with your ballot.
The Voters’ Pamphlet is a good source of
information about issues and candidates, but it’s
not the only source.
Campaign contributors
• State and local candidates and ballot 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 ballot measure committees
Visit their websites or call them directly to learn
their positions on issues that matter to you.
Other important references
• Newspapers
• Business associations
• Labor unions
• Civic clubs
• 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

”

7

The Ballot Measure Process
The Washington State Constitution affords voters
two methods of direct 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.

The Initiative

The Referendum

Initiatives to the People - Initiatives to the people,

Referendum Bills - Referendum bills are proposed

Any registered voter, acting individually or
on behalf of an organization, may propose an
initiative to create a new state law or to amend or
repeal an existing law.
To certify an initiative (to the people or to the
Legislature), the sponsor must circulate the
complete text of the proposal among voters
and obtain a number of legal 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).

Any registered voter, acting individually or on
behalf of an organization, may demand, by
petition, that a law passed by the Legislature
be referred to voters prior to going into effect.
Emergency legislation is exempt from the
referendum process.
To certify a referendum measure to the ballot,
the sponsor must circulate among voters the
text of the legislative act to be referred, and
obtain a number of legal 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).

if certified to have sufficient signatures, are
submitted for a vote of the people at the next
state general election.
Initiatives to the Legislature - Initiatives to
the Legislature, if certified to have sufficient
signatures, are submitted to the Legislature at its
regular session in January.

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

Please note: The preceding information is not intended
as a substitute for the statutes governing the initiative
and referendum processes, but rather should be read in
conjunction with them.
For more information go to www.vote.wa.gov and
select “Handbook for Filing Initiatives and Referenda
in Washington State.”
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Initiative Measure 1125

Initiative Measure

1125

Proposed by initiative petition:

Initiative Measure
No. 1125 concerns
state expenditures on
transportation.
This measure would prohibit the use of motor
vehicle fund revenue and vehicle toll revenue
for non-transportation purposes, and require that
road and bridge tolls be set by the legislature and
be project-specific.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ ] Yes
[ ] No
The Official Ballot Title and the Explanatory Statement were
written by 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
1125 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 enacted various laws that
direct where and how tolls can be set for bridges,
ferries, tunnels, roads, and related facilities.
Those laws also restrict the ways in which toll
revenue can be used. Initiative Measure No. 1125
would impose additional restrictions on the use of
toll revenue.
The Eighteenth Amendment to the Washington
Constitution requires that certain state revenue
be used only for “highway purposes.” That
amendment, which was approved in 1944,

provides that the following revenue must be
paid into the state treasury and placed in a
special fund to be used exclusively for “highway
purposes”: all fees the state collects as license
fees for motor vehicles; all excise taxes the state
collects on the sale, distribution, or use of motor
vehicle fuel; and all other state revenue “intended
to be used for highway purposes.” That fund is
the “motor vehicle fund” established in RCW
46.68.070. The Eighteenth Amendment also lists
some uses that must be considered “highway
purposes,” including the necessary operating,
engineering, and legal expenses connected with
the administration of public highways, county
roads, and city streets; and the construction,
reconstruction, maintenance, repair, and
betterment of public highways, county roads,
bridges, and city streets.
Since well before the adoption of the Eighteenth
Amendment, the legislature has authorized
the use of tolls as one means of paying for
the acquisition, construction, and operation
of bridges, ferries, tunnels, roads, and related
facilities. That authority includes the use of tolls
to retire bonds issued to finance acquisition and
construction of bridges, ferries, tunnels, roads,
and related facilities; tolls used for that purpose
must be deposited in special trust funds kept
separate from all other funds.
Under current law, the legislature must authorize
the collection of tolls but it can delegate the
authority to set the amounts of tolls. The
legislature has designated the state Transportation
Commission as the “tolling authority” responsible
for setting most tolls, under standards and
guidelines established in law to ensure that the
revenue generated by tolls is sufficient to pay
maintenance and operating costs for the facility;
pay principal and interest on bonds, related
financing costs, and insurance; and reimburse the
motor vehicle fund for any money used from that
fund to pay for bonds. Unless otherwise provided
in law, all revenue from a toll facility is to be
used for that facility, and tolls may continue to be
collected after initial construction has been paid
for to fund additional capacity, maintenance, and
operation of the facility.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure, if Approved
Initiative Measure No. 1125 would require
that toll amounts be set by the legislature by
majority vote, rather than by the Transportation
Commission, and would make the setting of

Initiative Measure 1125
toll amounts subject to statutes that require
preparation of various reports and analyses
relating to costs. It would require that tolls be
“uniform and consistent” and would not allow
variable pricing of tolls. (“Variable priced” tolls
typically are higher during periods of traffic
congestion and lower at other times of the day or
week.)
While the measure would leave in place
the authority to collect and use tolls for the
preservation, maintenance, management, and
operation of a facility, it would add provisions that
limit the use of some tolls to construction and
capital improvement only and that require tolls on
future facilities to end after the cost of the project
is paid. The measure would require revenue from
tolls to be used only for purposes “consistent
with” the Eighteenth Amendment, and would
prohibit any revenue in the motor vehicle fund
or any toll fund from being transferred to the
“general fund or other funds” and used for “nontransportation purposes.”
The measure would restate the existing
requirement that tolls must be used on the facility
for which they are collected, explicitly referencing
the Interstate 90 floating bridge. The measure
also would prohibit the state or a state agency
from transferring or using “gas-tax-funded or
toll-funded lanes on state highways” for “nonhighway purposes.”

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management
No fiscal impact is assumed for the Tacoma
Narrows Bridge and State Route 167 toll
lanes. Fiscal impacts for future toll roads and
toll bridges are unknown and indeterminate.
The State Treasurer states that bonds secured
solely by toll revenue will become prohibitively
expensive if the Legislature sets tolls, thus
eliminating this financing tool for transportation
projects. Prohibiting variable tolling will require
additional analyses estimated to cost up to
$8.3 million. Because the restrictions on future
toll revenue, toll expenditures and toll lanes
cannot be quantified, the fiscal impact on state
and local governments from these provisions is
indeterminate.
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General Assumptions
The initiative is effective Dec. 8, 2011, and applies
prospectively.
The term “highway purposes” is used to describe
the 18th Amendment purposes. For purposes of
the fiscal impact statement, “highway purposes”
excludes operating funds for transit and other
funding for transit, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities that do not directly benefit the highway
system.
Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.
The fiscal impact statement covers the period FY
2012 through FY 2017.
Fiscal impacts are measured against current law,
enacted budgets and bond authorizations.
Bonds are a form of state debt used to finance
capital construction and transportation projects.
Bonds enable the state to receive funds today
on the promise that the funds will be repaid
with interest. Bonds must be authorized by the
Legislature and identify how the debt will be paid.

Assumptions by Section
Section 2 limits expenditures from the Motor
Vehicle Fund and toll funds to transportation
purposes.
Section 3 prohibits the state and its agencies from
the transfer or use of gas tax or toll-funded lanes
for non-highway purposes.
Section 4 applies to all tolled facilities, except
the Tacoma Narrows Bridge and state ferries. The
Legislature shall determine and establish tolls and
charges on tolled facilities. The initiative does not
change existing tolls, toll rates or methodologies.
However, to impose a new toll, increase a toll or
change a toll methodology to increase revenue,
the Legislature must act. In addition, toll revenue
must be used for the facility in which the funds
are generated and only for highway purposes.
Sections 5 through 7 apply to toll bridges and
other state toll facilities, excluding state ferries,
first authorized after July 1, 2008. The Legislature
is the tolling authority for all state highways. The
initiative does not change existing tolls, toll rates
or methodologies. However, to impose a new
toll, increase a toll or change a toll methodology
to increase revenue, the Legislature must act. In
addition, for the future:
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•

Toll revenue must be used for the facility in
which the funds are generated;
• Toll revenue must be used only for highway
purposes;
• Toll rates must be uniform and consistent and
may not include variable pricing; and
• Tolls on future tolled facilities must end after
the cost of the project is paid.
Section 8 applies only to tolls on the Interstate
90 floating bridge. Toll revenue from this facility
must be used exclusively for toll facilities and
capital improvements on Interstate 90 and only
for highway purposes.

State and Local Fiscal Impacts
Section 2. No fiscal impact is assumed from this
section. Expenditures from the Motor Vehicle
Fund and toll funds are restricted by law to
transportation purposes.
Section 3. This restriction is assumed to have no
impact on state or local revenues. The restriction
also does not direct new expenditures or new
costs. Therefore, it is assumed that state and local
governments will adjust their actions to comply
with this restriction, resulting in no new increased
or decreased costs.
Sections 4 through 8 are described by tolled
facility:
Tacoma Narrows Bridge
These sections do not apply to this bridge, and
therefore, no fiscal impact is assumed.
State Route 167 High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
Because these tolled lanes were first authorized
before July 1, 2008, only Section 4 applies to
them. Tolls are authorized for this facility until
June 30, 2013. It is not anticipated that toll rates
will increase during this authorization. Therefore,
no fiscal impact is assumed on toll revenues from
the lanes. There is no debt on these lanes.
Tolls collected from high-occupancy toll lanes
can be used to increase transit, vanpool, carpool
and trip reduction services in the State Route
167 corridor, which could be inconsistent with
highway purposes. However, enacted budgets
provide that all tolls collected from the lanes be
used solely for the operation, administration
and enforcement of these lanes. Therefore, no
fiscal impact is assumed for state and local
expenditures.

State Route 520 Bridge
Sections 4 though 7 apply to this bridge. Tolls
are authorized and have been set for this bridge.
The Legislature has identified toll revenue as
part of the State Route 520 bridge replacement
and high-occupancy vehicle program. It is
not known whether a toll rate increase will be
necessary during the period covered by this fiscal
impact statement. However, if it is necessary, the
Legislature will need to act to set tolls subject to
requirements contained in Section 7.
Current law requires the use of variable tolling.
If a toll rate increase is necessary, a new toll
rate analysis and supplemental environmental
review will be required to implement a uniform
and consistent toll rate. Assuming that these
analyses can be conducted concurrently within
project schedules, the cost is estimated at up to
$3.2 million. Prior analysis indicates that a fixed
toll rate equivalent to the weighted average of
variable tolls could reduce revenue by up to 11
percent due to different traffic patterns (Parsons
Brinckerhoff analysis, March 2008). However,
because a new analysis is necessary to quantify
impacts and it is not certain that a toll rate
increase is necessary during the period covered
by the fiscal impact statement, the impact on toll
revenue is indeterminate.
Federal Urban Partnership Agreement (UPA)
grants were awarded to the Washington State
Department of Transportation, King County
and King County Ferry District conditioned on
implementing variable tolling on the existing
State Route 520 bridge. If a toll rate increase is
necessary and variable tolling is prohibited, the
state, King County and King County Ferry District
would lose authority to spend remaining grant
funds and could be required to repay the entire
grant amount. The state has spent $64.4 million
of the state’s $86.1 million UPA grant, leaving
$21.7 million remaining as of July 2011. King
County has spent $34.8 million of the county’s $41
million UPA grant, leaving $6.2 million remaining
as of July 2011. The King County Ferry District
was awarded $1 million, none of which has been
spent as of July 2011. Because it is not known if a
toll rate increase is necessary during the period
covered by the fiscal impact statement or what
action the federal government will take, the
impact on this grant revenue is indeterminate.
Tolls collected from State Route 520 can be used
to provide for the operations of conveyances of
people or goods, which could be inconsistent
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with highway purposes. However, current law
and enacted budgets provide that tolls collected
from State Route 520 must be used for operation
and administration of the tolled bridge and highoccupancy vehicle program and to repay bond
obligations used to finance construction and
capital improvement costs, which are assumed to
be consistent with highway purposes. Therefore,
no fiscal impact is assumed on state and local
government expenditures during the period
covered by the fiscal impact statement.
Current law authorizes the issuance of $1.95
billion in bonds secured solely by toll revenue
or secured by both toll and gas tax revenue.
The State Treasurer states that requiring tolls
to be set and adjusted by the Legislature rather
than by an independent toll-setting body would
make the cost of bonds secured solely by toll
revenue prohibitively expensive and would be
unprecedented nationally. Because investors in
toll revenue bonds see the independence of tollsetting bodies as a critical credit characteristic,
no other toll revenue bond issuer in the nation
sets tolls subject to legislative approval (Public
Resource Advisory Group analysis, Feb. 8,
2011). Therefore, the State Treasurer states that
bonds secured solely by toll revenue would be
eliminated as a financing tool for the bridge. Gas
tax or other revenues would be necessary to
issue bonds, reducing overall capacity to finance
transportation projects, which may impact future
expenditures.
Interstate 405 High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes
Sections 4 though 7 apply to these lanes. Tolls are
authorized for these lanes, but tolls have not been
set. Current law requires the use of dynamic
tolling. To implement a uniform and consistent toll
rate, a new toll rate analysis and supplemental
environmental review would be required.
Assuming that these analyses can be conducted
concurrently within project schedules, the cost is
estimated at up to $2.5 million. Because the new
analysis is necessary to quantify impacts, the
impact on toll revenue is indeterminate.
Tolls collected from Interstate 405 high-occupancy
vehicle lanes can be used to provide for the
operations of conveyances of people or goods,
which could be inconsistent with the highway
purposes. However, current law and enacted
budgets provide that tolls collected from the lanes
must be used for operation and administration
of the tolled lanes and to repay bond obligations
to finance construction and capital improvement

11

costs, which are assumed to be consistent with
the highway purposes. Therefore, no fiscal impact
is assumed on state and local government
expenditures during the period covered by the
fiscal impact statement.
Current bond authorizations for construction
and capital improvements of Interstate 405
high-occupancy vehicle lanes from Bellevue
to Lynnwood are secured by gas tax revenue.
Therefore, no fiscal impact is assumed on
indebtedness for these lanes.
State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct
Sections 4 though 7 apply to this highway. Tolls
have not been authorized by the Legislature.
Current toll rate analysis for this highway has
assumed the use of variable pricing. To implement
a uniform and consistent rate, a new toll rate
analysis and supplemental environmental
review would be required. Assuming that these
analyses can be conducted concurrently within
project schedules, the cost is estimated at up
to $2.6 million. Because tolls have not been
authorized and the new analysis is necessary to
quantify impacts, the impact to toll revenue is
indeterminate.
The Legislature has identified toll revenue as
part of the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct
replacement project. This expenditure is assumed
to be consistent with the highway purposes.
Therefore, no fiscal impact is assumed on state
and local expenditures.
Current bond authorizations for construction
and capital improvements for portions of the
State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct replacement
project are secured by gas tax revenue. If costs
exceed $2.4 billion, no more than $400 million
of additional costs will be financed with toll
revenue. Because there is no authorization to
use toll revenue for bonds, the fiscal impact on
indebtedness for this highway is indeterminate.
Additionally, the State Treasurer states that
bonds secured solely by toll revenue would be
eliminated as a financing tool for this highway.
Interstate 90 Floating Bridge
Sections 4 though 8 will apply to this bridge.
Whether the Legislature will authorize tolls on the
Interstate 90 floating bridge and for what purpose
are unknown. Therefore, the fiscal impact is
unknown and indeterminate. Additionally, State
Treasurer states that bonds secured solely by toll
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revenue would be eliminated as a financing tool
for this highway.
Future Facilities
Sections 4 though 7 will apply to future tolled
facilities. The Washington State Department of
Transportation was directed by the Legislature
to conduct tolling analysis on the Interstate
5 Columbia River Crossing in Clark County,
Interstate 5 express lanes between Seattle and
Northgate, Interstate 90 in King County, Interstate
405 high-occupancy vehicle lanes from Bellevue
south, State Route 509 in King County and State
Route 167 extension in Pierce County. Whether
the Legislature will authorize tolling on these
highways and for what purpose are unknown.
Therefore, the fiscal impact is unknown and
indeterminate. Additionally, the State Treasurer
states that bonds secured solely by toll revenue
would be eliminated as a financing tool for these
bridges and highways.

Mock Election
Real education
Students in grades K-12 can practice voting in
the online Washington State Mock Election.
Voting opens at 9 am on Monday, October 31
and will close at 1 pm on Friday, November
4. Students in grades 6-12 will vote for real
candidates and ballot measures. Younger
students will be given a more age-appropriate
ballot.
The Mock Election is free, fun and educational!
Make voting a family activity; encourage your
kids to vote in the online Mock Election at
www.vote.wa.gov.

Initiative Measure 1125
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Argument For

Argument Against

Olympia still doesn’t get it. Four times the voters have approved
initiatives requiring two-thirds vote…

Initiative 1125 is another flawed and irresponsible Tim
Eyman initiative. At a time when our economy is hurting,
1125 creates transportation gridlock, places projects
across Washington at risk, increases congestion and
eliminates thousands of jobs.

Initiative Measure 1125

…of the Legislature to raise taxes and majority vote
to increase fees. Four times. Yet despite I-1053’s 64%
approval last year, Olympia repeatedly violated it. I-1125
closes loopholes they put in I-1053, requiring again that
fee increases be decided by elected representatives of
the people, not unelected bureaucrats at state agencies.
I-1125 ensures accountability and transparency.

Voters rejected a state income tax. Olympia’s response?
“Anything goes” tolls which’d be even worse
If Olympia is going to force struggling families to pay
thousands of dollars per year in burdensome tolls, I-1125
makes sure tolls are dedicated to the project. And when
the project is paid for? The toll goes away. Without I-1125,
tolls will continue forever, being raided and diverted
during “emergencies.”
Tolls aren’t taxes – I-1125 keeps it that way.

I-1125 requires transportation taxes only be used for
transportation – stops Olympia’s bait & switch schemes
Our state imposes one of the highest gas taxes in the
nation, collecting billions in transportation taxes and fees
every year – before double-taxing us with burdensome
tolls, I-1125 stops transportation revenue from being
diverted to non-transportation purposes.

I-1125 reinstates I-1053’s voter approved protections, closes
loopholes, and reinforces existing statutory and constitutional
protections

Initiative Measure 1125

Olympia Politicians Should Not Set Toll Rates
No state in the country allows legislators to set tolls
because investors won’t buy bonds backed by tolls that are
subject to legislative politics. A bipartisan supermajority
of the legislature already voted to have an independent
commission of experts set tolls, but 1125 re-inserts politics
into the process. Why have legislators from Bellingham
set tolls for projects in Tacoma? Independent experts
commissioned by the State Treasurer say 1125 will cause the
state to lose billions in toll bond funding for major projects.

Gridlock on Important Projects
1125 stalls construction projects across the state vital
to our economy. The 520 Bridge, I-405 expansion, and
hundreds of local and rural gas-tax funded projects across
the state are threatened. Eyman says 1125 will kill voterapproved light rail across I-90 – lawsuits will follow.

Increases Costs for Taxpayers
Eyman’s transportation measures have all been defeated
by voters or overturned in court because of unintended
consequences or constitutional questions. We need jobs,
not costly transportation chaos.

Tolls Are Fairer

Governor Gregoire: “I'm not gonna let 1053 stand in
the way of me moving forward for what I think is right."
Voters approved I-1053 – don’t let Olympia get away with
violating it. Vote yes (again). Approve I-1125.

Tolls are a user fee – people only pay for what they use.
That’s fairer than raising taxes on everyone – or diverting
limited resources – to fund critical projects. Transportation
experts across the state oppose 1125. So do business, labor
and environmental leaders. Please vote no.

Rebuttal of Argument Against

Rebuttal of Argument For

Olympia repeatedly violated last year’s I-1053 despite voters’
64% approval – I-1125 brings back I-1053’s protections. Tolls
aren’t taxes – I-1125 keeps it that way. Our Constitution’s 18th
Amendment protects transportation revenue – I-1125 backs
it up. I-1125’s policies all relate to ensuring accountability
and transparency on transportation spending on past,
current, and future projects by having politicians abide by
the Constitution and voter-approved laws like I-1053. Make
Olympia follow the law. Vote yes (again). Approve I-1125.

Tim Eyman is the one playing bait and switch. 1125 has
nothing to do with the two-thirds requirement for tax
increases. 1125 wrongly authorizes the legislature to set
toll rates. No other state in the country allows politicians
to set rates – a prescription for unfair tolls and huge new
financing costs. 1125 threatens light rail and critical road
projects, will cost thousands of jobs, increases gridlock
and harms our economy. Vote no on 1125.

Argument Prepared by

Doug MacDonald, Former State Transportation Secretary;
Sid Morrison, Former State Transportation Secretary,
Yakima Resident; Jim McIntire, Washington State
Treasurer; Jeff Johnson, President, Washington State
Labor Council, AFL-CIO; Laura Peterson, Vice-President,
Government Relations – Northwest, The Boeing Company;
Phil Bussey, President & CEO, Greater Seattle Chamber of
Commerce.
Contact: (206) 660-6356; info@VoteNo1125.com;
www.VoteNo1125.com

Erma Turner, beauty shop owner, gathered 1282
signatures, Cle Elum; Darryl Ehlers, farmer, husband,
father, poet, gathered 1003 signatures, Lynden; Larry
Helseth, wife Mandy, retired couple, gathered 925
signatures, Vancouver; Tim Eyman; Lauralei Bencze
(retired Boeing), husband Steve, gathered 980 signatures,
Othello; Bessie Danilchik, housewife, gathered 825
signatures, lifetime resident of Seattle.
Contact: (425) 493-8707; jakatak@comcast.net;
www.VotersWantMoreChoices.com

Argument Prepared by
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Initiative Measure

1163

Proposed by initiative petition:

Initiative Measure
No. 1163 concerns
long-term care workers
and services for elderly
and disabled people.
This measure would reinstate background
checks, training, and other requirements for longterm care workers and providers, if amended in
2011; and address financial accountability and
administrative expenses of the long-term inhome care program.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ ] Yes
[ ] No
The Official Ballot Title was written by the Attorney General
as required by law and revised by the court. The Explanatory
Statement was written by 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 1163 is located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
Long-term care workers assist the elderly and
persons with disabilities in the homes of the
people they assist or through assisted living
facilities, adult family homes, or state-licensed
boarding homes. Assistance by long-term care
workers may include help with eating, dressing,
bathing, meal preparation, household chores,
and other assistance with daily life. Long-term

care workers might provide this assistance under
a direct contract with the state as an individual
provider, or they might be employees of home
care agencies or other facilities. Long-term
care workers include respite care providers,
community residential service providers, and
any other worker who directly provides home
or community-based services to the elderly
or persons with functional or developmental
disabilities. Long-term care workers do not
include employees of nursing homes, hospitals
or other acute care facilities, adult day care
centers, or adult day health providers. Long-term
care workers are paid according to a collective
bargaining agreement negotiated with the state,
subject to legislative approval.
State law currently requires that long-term care
workers receive training. Additional requirements
are scheduled to take effect in the future. Under
current law, long-term care workers hired on
or after January 1, 2014, will be required to be
certified by the state Department of Health as
“home care aides” within 150 days of beginning
work. To be certified, long-term care workers will
need to complete specific training and pass an
examination. The requirement that long-term
care workers receive 35 hours of basic training
will increase to a 75-hour requirement on January
1, 2014. State law requires that the state pay for
the training, and pay long-term care workers
for the time they spend in training. After they
are certified, long-term care workers hired after
January 1, 2014, will be required to receive 12
hours of continuing training each year. There are
reduced requirements for those who only provide
care for their own adult children or parents. The
state will also be required to offer advanced
training to long-term care workers beginning
January 1, 2014.
State law also requires that long-term care
workers receive criminal background checks.
These checks determine whether long-term
care workers have a criminal history that would
disqualify them from working with vulnerable
persons. These checks currently look only for
criminal convictions in Washington. If the worker
has lived in Washington less than three years,
then a fingerprint-based check also is conducted
through the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).
All long-term care workers hired after January
1, 2014, will be required to receive a fingerprintbased check through the FBI, no matter how long
they have lived in Washington.
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The Effect of the Proposed Measure, if Approved
Initiative Measure 1163 would move up the date
by which the additional training, certification, and
background check requirements for long-term
care workers take effect. The requirement that
long-term care workers receive certification as
“home care aides,” and receive additional training
would apply to all long-term care workers hired
on or after January 7, 2012, instead of January
1, 2014. The requirement that long-term care
workers receive criminal background checks
through the FBI would apply to all long-term care
workers hired on or after January 1, 2012, instead
of January 1, 2014. Community residential
service providers would not be covered by these
additional training, certification, and background
check requirements until January 1, 2016.
In addition, this measure would require that
the state auditor conduct performance audits
of the state’s long-term in-home care program.
The first audit would have to be completed
within twelve months after this measure takes
effect. The auditor would be required to conduct
performance audits “on a biannual basis
thereafter.” This measure would also require the
state to hire five additional fraud investigators.
This measure would require the state to limit
its administrative expenses so that at least 90%
of taxpayer spending on the long-term in-home
care program is devoted to direct care. The state
would be required to achieve this limitation within
two years after this measure takes effect. This
measure also provides that if the passage of this
act triggers changes to any collective bargaining
agreement, then those changes go into effect
immediately without the need for legislative
approval.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management
Current law requires increased mandatory
training, background checks and certification for
long-term care workers, depending on worker
classification, beginning Jan. 1, 2014. Initiative
1163 would require the training, background
checks and certification for long-term care
workers to begin Jan. 7, 2012, but delay these
requirements for community residential providers
until Jan 1, 2016. For the long-term in-home
care program, administrative costs are capped
and performance audits with additional fraud
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investigators are required. Over six fiscal years,
costs are estimated to increase $31.3 million and
revenue from the federal government and fees is
estimated to increase $18.4 million.

General Assumptions
The Washington State Office of Financial
Management, in consultation with the
Washington State Department of Social and
Health Services (DSHS) and Department of Health
(DOH), developed a model to estimate the costs
and expenditures of implementing increased
mandatory training, background checks and
certification for long-term care workers. This
model was first developed for the fiscal impact
statement for Initiative 1029, passed in 2008, and
subsequently used for fiscal notes on legislation,
including Engrossed Substitute Senate Bill 6180
(2009) and Engrossed Substitute House Bill 1548
(2011). This statement uses this model updated to
the June 2011 Caseload Forecast Council forecast
(forecast).
The following assumptions are used to measure
fiscal impacts:
• Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.
• The initiative applies prospectively with an
implementation date of Jan. 7, 2012.
• Current law directs that increased mandatory
training, background checks and certification
for long-term care workers begin Jan. 1,
2014. The initiative would require training,
background checks and certifications to begin
Jan. 7, 2012, but delay the requirements for
workers who are community residential
service providers to Jan. 1, 2016. Revenues,
expenditures and costs already assumed
to begin Jan. 1, 2014, are netted against
revenues, expenditures and costs generated
from the initiative.
• Increased mandatory training, background
checks and certification requirements vary by
type of long-term care worker:
• Beginning Jan. 7, 2012, workers who care
for the elderly or persons with disabilities
are required to complete 75 hours of
mandatory training (up from 35 hours),
background checks and certification. The
training includes five hours of basic safety
information and orientation that must
be completed before the worker begins
employment. The remaining 70 hours
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must be completed within 120 days of the
worker being hired and can include 12
hours of structured peer mentoring.
• Beginning Jan. 7, 2012, workers hired as
individual providers who care for their
own elderly or disabled parent or child,
or individual providers who work 20
hours or less per month are required to
complete increased mandatory training
(the amount varies), background checks
and certification requirements.
• Beginning Jan. 1, 2016, workers who
are community residential providers
(supported living providers) are required
to complete 75 hours of mandatory
training (up from 35 hours), and
background checks, but do not require
certification.
• All workers are required to complete 12
hours of continuing education courses
each year to maintain certification. DSHS
must offer, but not require, advanced
training to long-term care workers.
The number of workers who would receive
training was developed using the June 2011
Caseload Forecast Council estimate of the
number of long-term care clients.
Current wage information was used as the
basis for wage costs, with no inflationary
increases included.
The initiative does not trigger changes
to the collective bargaining agreement
reached between the state and the exclusive
bargaining representative of long-term
care workers. Therefore, no fiscal impact is
assumed.
No revenue, cost, expenditure or indebtedness
impacts are assumed for local governments.
There is no state debt associated with longterm care worker training and background
check requirements. Therefore, state fiscal
impacts are limited to revenues, costs and
expenditures.

State Revenue Impacts
Table 1.1, located at the end of this Fiscal Impact
Statement, shows estimated revenues by fiscal
year factoring in new revenue, revenues already
assumed in the forecast, and reduced revenue
from the delay of training and background checks
for community residential providers. Estimates

contained in parentheses ($XXX) represent a net
revenue reduction.
Some training costs are eligible for 50 percent
matching funds from the federal government.
The net increase in revenue from the federal
government is estimated at $9.5 million over six
fiscal years.
Fees would be paid by long-term care workers
applying for certification or renewing their
certification. Assuming a $60 certification fee, the
net increase in revenue from fees is estimated at
$8.9 million over six fiscal years.
The initiative directs the state to develop a plan
to cap administrative expenses of the long-term
in-home care program to 10 percent of taxpayer
spending by Jan. 1, 2014. No fiscal impacts
are assumed from this portion of the initiative.
Based on FY 2011 expenditures, administrative
expenses are currently estimated to be 9.9
percent of taxpayer spending using the following
assumptions:
• Administrative costs are assumed to mean
overhead costs billed as administrative
match to the federal Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services.
• Tax spending is assumed to mean
expenditures funded from the State General
Fund.
• The term “direct care” is assumed to mean
any funds paid to qualified providers of longterm care services, including wages for handson workers and any of the provider’s related
overhead costs.
• The long-term in-home care program is
assumed to mean providers of personal
care as well as most forms of communitybased care, including adult family homes
and boarding homes. The definition does
not include costs outside of DSHS’ in-home
program, such as DOH’s certification work.

State Expenditures and Costs
Table 1.2, located at the end of this Fiscal Impact
Statement, shows estimated costs by fiscal year
factoring in new costs, costs already assumed in
the forecast, and reduced costs from the delay of
training and background checks for community
residential providers. Estimates contained
in parentheses ($XXX) represent a net cost
reduction.

Initiative Measure 1163
Department of Social and Health Services Expenditure
and Cost Assumptions
DSHS would be required to approve the
mandatory training curriculum, including
continuing education and advanced training.
DSHS would obtain background checks, including
fingerprints, at no cost to the worker. Workers
would be paid wages for the time they attend
required training classes. Costs are also assumed
for administrative staff, rule-making activities,
information technology changes and contract
administration. The combined net cost of these
expenditures is estimated to be $19.6 million over
six fiscal years.

17

The initiative directs the state to hire five
additional fraud investigators as part of the
performance auditing process. Assuming the
investigators will be hired by DSHS, this cost is
estimated to be $2.5 million over six fiscal years.

Department of Health Expenditure and Cost Assumptions
DOH would certify workers who complete the
required training and pass a background check
within the first 150 days of employment. Workers
would not be paid for the time spent taking the
certification exam. The combined net cost of these
expenditures is estimated to be $7.1 million over
six fiscal years.
Performance Audit and Fraud Prevention Expenditure and
Cost Assumptions
The initiative directs the Washington State
Auditor’s Office to conduct performance audits of
the long-term in-home care program biannually,
which is assumed to be twice per year. Assuming
the term “long-term in-home care program” has
the same meaning as used in State Revenue
Impacts above, the Auditor’s Office estimates it
will need three full-time auditors and incur travel
and other costs to conduct the audits. This cost is
estimated to be $2.1 million over six fiscal years.

Table 1.1 State Revenue Impacts
Fiscal Year
Federal Funds
Fees
TOTAL

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

REVENUE

$3,786,000

$7,706,000

$2,745,000

($3,385,000)

($1,583,000)

$218,000

$9,487,000

$717,000

$2,027,000

$2,265,000

$1,699,000

$1,274,000

$955,000

$8,937,000

$4,503,000

$9,733,000

$5,010,000

($1,686,000)

($309,000)

$1,173,000

$18,424,000

Table 1.2 State Expenditures and Costs
Fiscal Year

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

COSTS

DSHS Costs

$8,935,000

$17,792,000

$6,093,000

($7,593,000)

($3,571,000)

$449,000

$22,105,000

DOH Costs

$1,841,000

$2,588,000

$1,654,000

$355,000

$357,000

$294,000

$7,089,000

State Auditor Costs
TOTAL

$235,000

$595,000

$320,000

$320,000

$320,000

$320,000

$2,110,000

$11,011,000

$20,975,000

$8,067,000

($6,918,000)

($2,894,000)

$1,063,000

$31,304,000
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Argument For

Argument Against

All of us want safe, quality care for frail seniors and
people with disabilities. In 2008, voters overwhelmingly
supported full federal background checks and training for
long-term care workers who assist our most vulnerable
residents, but Olympia politicians ignored our will.
Initiative 1163 restores those common sense protections.

Vote no on Initiative 1163 to preserve services for seniors and
disabled citizens.

Initiative Measure 1163

Closes Background Check Loophole
Since 2008, adult family home abuse citations are up 15
percent. Seniors and people with disabilities are highly
vulnerable to fraud and abuse. It is irresponsible to
entrust their care to people who could have a violent or
abusive history. 1163 ensures caregivers receive federal
background checks, not the current local check that misses
out-of-state crimes.

Restores Basic Training, Certification
Home care workers do the same work as nursing
home assistants in more isolated environments with
less training. While manicurists complete 600 hours of
training, home care workers receive less than 40 hours.
1163 protects seniors by requiring home care workers
receive comparable training to nursing home assistants.

Requires Efficiency and Accountability
1163 protects taxpayers: requires annual independent
audits, requires full-time fraud investigators and requires
at least 90 percent of funds go to direct care, not state
administrative expenses.

Need is Growing
As our population ages, we need a qualified workforce to
help seniors live with dignity in their own homes. Training
and background checks are the first step in creating a
stable, professional workforce that earns a living wage,
while providing cost effective, safe, quality care. Our
elders deserve protection. Vote yes on 1163.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Who opposes training for home care workers? Scandaltarnished providers exposed by the Seattle Times for
negligence and profiteering. Current background checks
don’t catch out-of-state crimes – federal checks will – and
many caregivers currently have no training requirement.
Non-partisan state fiscal analysis found 1163 costs only
$13 million over six years – 1/30th of one percent of the
budget. And 1163 saves millions by keeping seniors out of
nursing homes. Vote yes on 1163.

Argument Prepared by
Eugene May, M.D. on behalf of National Multiple
Sclerosis Society; Deborah Osborn, Parent of child with
developmental disabilities, Tacoma; Martin Levine, M.D.,
Family Physician and Geriatrician, Assistant Medical
Director; Sarah White, R.N. Senior Care Unit, major area
hospital; David Hoffman, Severe burn survivor, home care
client, Port Orchard; Nora Gibson, Executive Director, Full
Life Care home care agency.
Contact: (206) 467-1565; info@yes1163.com;
www.yes1163.com
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This measure has the wrong priorities.
Raising taxes and eliminating services to pay for a costly
unfunded initiative is not in our states or our citizens’
best interest. Taxpayer dollars for services for lowincome seniors and the disabled should go directly to
those needing care, not to a training program run by the
state’s largest union. Because of budget cuts, many long
term care services were greatly reduced or eliminated.
Our state does not have money to spend on a special
interest training program while cutting essential services
to our citizens. It is more important to restore these
services than to spend millions on additional training and
background checks for home care workers.

I-1163 requires either raising taxes or slashing other services to
seniors and the disabled.
If passed, the additional training and background checks
required by this measure will cost taxpayers $80 million
over the next two years when the state is facing another
$2.8 billion budget deficit.
We support appropriate training for home care workers.
This misleading measure makes it seem like background
checks aren’t required for long term care workers, when
they are, and that Washington doesn’t have mandated
training programs for long term care workers, when it
does.

It’s absurd to raise taxes, or further cut services to pay for
additional training…
…and background checks for in-home care workers when
they already exist in state law. Protect seniors and the
disabled. Vote no.

Rebuttal of Argument For
I-1163 has a hidden agenda. Rather than protecting
seniors and disabled residents, it takes $80 million in
funding away from direct services to fund a private union
training program. Background checks are already required
by law in RCW 43.20A.710 and so is basic training. This
unfunded initiative soaks taxpayers at the expense of our
seniors’ care. Please vote no on 1163 to preserve essential
services to seniors and the disabled in these painful
economic times.

Argument Prepared by
Cindi Laws, Executive Director, Washington State
Residential Care Council; David Lawrence, President,
Washington Private Duty Association; Doris Visaya,
RN, BSN, Home Care Association of Washington; Leslie
Emerick, MPA, HCAW, WAPDA; Craig Frederickson,
member, Governor’s Caregiver Training Workshop; Frank
Jenkins, retired member, Washington Council on Aging.
Contact: (360) 943-5364; www.No1163.com
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Initiative Measure

1183

Proposed by initiative petition:

Initiative Measure
No. 1183 concerns
liquor: beer, wine, and
spirits (hard liquor).
This measure would close state liquor stores
and sell their assets; license private parties
to sell and distribute spirits; set license fees
based on sales; regulate licensees; and change
regulation of wine distribution.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ ] Yes
[ ] No
The Official Ballot Title was written by the Attorney General
as required by law and revised by the court. The Explanatory
Statement was written by 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 1183 is located at the end of this pamphlet.

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists
In Washington, the state sells and controls
the distribution and sale of “spirits.” The term
“spirits” refers to alcoholic beverages also
called “hard liquor” (whiskies, vodka, gin, etc.).
Spirits include beverages containing distilled
alcohol and wines exceeding twenty-four percent
alcohol by volume. Spirits do not include lower
alcohol content beverages such as flavored malt
beverages, beer, or wines containing less than
twenty-four percent alcohol by volume.
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In Washington, spirits are sold at retail at staterun liquor stores and at “contract liquor stores.”
Contract liquor stores are private businesses that
sell spirits and other liquor under a contract with
the state. Washington has approximately 165
state liquor stores and 160 contract liquor stores.
The Washington State Liquor Control Board
(“the Board”) operates the state liquor stores
and oversees the contract liquor stores. Among
its responsibilities, the Board regulates liquor
advertising in the state. The Board, however,
cannot advertise liquor sales.
The Board sets the price for spirits sold at staterun and contract liquor stores based on the
wholesale cost of the spirits, taxes, and a markup
authorized by statute. The Board also collects the
taxes imposed on the retail sale of spirits, and
collects license fees and penalties. The proceeds
received from the sale of spirits, the tax revenues
on spirits, and license fees are distributed to
cities, counties, and the state. Certain revenues
are dedicated to funding programs addressing
alcohol and drug abuse treatment and prevention.
In Washington, manufacturers and suppliers of
spirits may only sell spirits to the Board. The
Board acts as the sole distributor of spirits sold in
the state liquor stores and contract liquor stores,
and sold by restaurants and certain other licensed
sellers. Under a law effective June 15, 2011, the
state must examine whether to lease the state’s
liquor distribution facilities to a private party,
and whether such a lease would produce better
financial returns for the state.
Existing law allows private parties to sell or
distribute alcoholic beverages that are not spirits,
such as wine or beer. Wine and beer sellers are
licensed by the state. There are different licenses
for each of “three tiers” of the wine and beer
business: (1) manufacturing; (2) distribution;
and (3) retail sales. Existing law regulates the
financial relationships and business transactions
allowed between manufacturers, distributors,
and retailers. While there are some exceptions,
retailers are allowed to purchase wine or beer
only from distributors. Similarly, distributors are
allowed to purchase only from manufacturers,
with certain exceptions.
Existing law requires wine and beer manufacturers
and distributors to maintain published price
lists and offer the same price to every buyer.
This requirement of uniform pricing prevents
manufacturers or distributors from selling wine or
beer at discounted prices to select customers, such
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as a quantity discount or other business reason for
a discount. Existing law also requires wine and
beer retailers to receive all wine and beer at their
retail store and to not take delivery or store wine or
beer at a separate warehouse location.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure, if Approved
Initiative 1183 allows private parties to sell and
distribute spirits, and alters the Liquor Control
Board’s powers and duties. It eliminates the
Board’s power to operate state liquor stores, to
supervise the contract liquor stores, to distribute
liquor, and to set the prices of spirits. Initiative
1183 directs the Board to close state liquor stores
by June 1, 2012. It directs the Board to sell assets
connected with liquor sales and distribution, and
to sell at auction the right to operate a private
liquor store at the location of any existing state
liquor store. Initiative 1183 repeals a 2011 law that
directed the state to examine the financial benefit
of leasing the state liquor distribution facilities to
a private party.
Under Initiative 1183, qualifying private parties
may obtain licenses to distribute spirits or to sell
spirits at retail. A retail spirits license allows the
retailer to sell spirits directly to consumers, and
allows the sale of up to 24 liters of spirits for resale
at a licensed premise, such as to a restaurant.
Initiative 1183 allows private distributors to start
selling spirits on March 1, 2012, and private retail
spirits sales to start on June 1, 2012.
To obtain a retail spirits license, a store must have
at least 10,000 square feet of enclosed retail space
in a single structure. However, Initiative 1183 also
allows a retail spirits license for a store at the
location of a former state liquor store or contract
liquor store, even if the store is smaller than
10,000 square feet. It also allows smaller stores
where there are no 10,000 square foot licensed
spirits stores in the area. Initiative 1183 requires
retail stores to participate in training their
employees to prevent sales of alcohol to minors
and inebriated persons.
Initiative 1183 allows local governments and
the public to provide input before issuance of a
license to sell spirits. Initiative 1183 preserves
local government power to zone and regulate the
location of liquor stores.
Initiative 1183 would not change the existing taxes
on spirits. Initiative 1183 would require spirits
retailers and distributors to pay license fees to the
state. Retail stores would pay a fee of seventeen
percent of gross revenues from spirits sales under

the license, plus an annual $166 fee. Spirits
distributors would pay an annual $1,320 fee, plus
a percentage of gross revenues from spirits sales
under the license. During the first two years of a
spirits distributor license, the distributor license
fee would be ten percent of the distributor’s
gross spirits sales. After two years, the spirits
distributor fee would drop to five percent of the
distributor’s gross spirits sales.
Initiative 1183 also requires that all persons
holding spirits distributor licenses must have
together paid a total of one hundred fifty million
dollars in spirits distributor license fees by March
31, 2013. If the total license fees received from
all distributor license holders is less than one
hundred fifty million dollars, the Board must
collect additional spirits distributor license fees
to make up the difference. This additional fee
would be allocated among the persons who held
a spirits distributor license at any time before
March 31, 2013.
In addition to existing laws controlling the
distribution of moneys received by the Board,
a portion of fees from retail spirits licenses and
spirits distributor licenses would be distributed
to border areas, counties, and cities to enhance
public safety programs.
Initiative 1183 also changes laws that regulate
the retailers, distributors, and manufacturers of
wine. Initiative 1183 eliminates the requirement
that distributors and manufacturers of wine sell
at a uniform price, which would allow the sale
of wine at different prices based on business
reasons. Spirits could also be sold to different
distributors and retailers at different prices. Beer
manufacturers and distributors, however, would
continue to be regulated by existing laws requiring
uniform pricing. Under Initiative 1183, retailers
could accept delivery of wine at a retail store or
at a warehouse location. Under Initiative 1183,
a store licensed to sell wine at retail may also
obtain an endorsement allowing the store to sell
to license holders who sell wine for consumption
on the premise. For example, this would allow the
store to sell wine to a restaurant that resells the
wine by the glass or bottle to its customers.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Written by the Office of Financial Management
The fiscal impact cannot be precisely estimated
because the private market will determine bottle
cost and markup for spirits. Using a range of
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assumptions, total State General Fund revenues
increase an estimated $216 million to $253 million
and total local revenues increase an estimated
$186 million to $227 million, after Liquor Control
Board one-time and ongoing expenses, over six
fiscal years. A one-time net state revenue gain of
$36.4 million is estimated from sale of the state
liquor distribution center. One-time debt service
costs are $5.3 million. Ongoing new state costs
are estimated at $158,600 over six fiscal years.

General Assumptions
The initiative uses the term “spirits” to describe
alcoholic beverages that are distilled instead
of fermented. For purposes of the fiscal impact
statement, the term “liquor” is used for “spirits”
to maintain consistent terminology. Beer and
wine are not spirits or liquor.
Estimates are described using the state’s fiscal
year (FY) of July 1 through June 30.
New liquor distributor licenses and new liquor
retailer licenses are available beginning Feb. 8,
2012. There is no limit on the number of licenses
that can be issued.
Liquor distributor licensees can begin making
sales of liquor March 1, 2012. Liquor retailer
licensees can begin making sales of liquor June 1,
2012.
By June 15, 2012, the state will no longer operate
the state liquor distribution center or state liquor
stores.
Estimates assume 1,428 licensed liquor retailers
based on research from implementation of
Substitute Senate Bill 6329 that authorized beer
and wine tasting at grocery stores with a fully
enclosed retail area of 9,000 square feet and the
current number of state-operated and contractoperated liquor stores (328). The number of
licenses is assumed to be constant for each fiscal
year.
Estimates assume 184 licensed liquor distributors,
based on the number of current Washington State
Liquor Control Board (LCB) licensed beer and
wine distributors, wine distributors, distilleries
and liquor importers. The number of licenses is
assumed to be constant for each fiscal year.
Estimates of impacts are measured against the
June 2011 LCB revenue forecast (forecast).
Retail liquor liter sales are estimated to grow
5 percent from increased access to liquor. This
assumption is based on an academic study and
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growth experienced in Alberta, Canada, after
converting from state-operated liquor stores to
private liquor stores. A decrease in liquor liter
sales is estimated using the forecast price elasticity
assumption of 0.49 percent. Price elasticity
is a method used to calculate the change in
consumption of a good when price increases or
decreases. For every 1 percent increase/decrease
in price, liquor liter sales increase/decrease 0.49
percent. Growth from increased access and price
elasticity is in addition to normal 3 percent growth
in liquor liter sales assumed in the forecast.

State and Local Revenues
Actual fiscal impacts depend on liquor bottle cost
in the private market and the markup applied
by both private liquor distributors and retailers.
Therefore, there is a wide range of potential fiscal
impacts.
To estimate gains or losses to the state and local
governments, the fiscal impact statement used
a model developed for prior initiatives, adjusted
to reflect the content of this initiative. The model
measures the difference between LCB forecasted
liquor revenues and the sum of the revenue
gains and losses (see Table 2.1 and Table 2.2,
located at the end of this Fiscal Impact Statement)
generated under the initiative using the set of
assumptions set forth below.
State and Local Government Revenue Assumptions
LCB’s forecasted average bottle price for a liter
of liquor (before taxes and markup) is used to
estimate both state and private market bottle price.
State’s markup on liquor is 51.9 percent during FY
2012 and FY 2013, and 39.2 percent thereafter.
Total private distributor/retailer markup for liquor
sold in stores is set at a low of 52 percent and a
high of 72 percent from March 1, 2012, to March
1, 2014. Thereafter, the private market markup is
assumed to be a low of 47 percent and a high of
67 percent. The selected range was based on the
following sources:
• Low markup — 25 percent — is based on U.S.
Internal Revenue Service data (sales revenue
minus cost of goods) of retail food, beverage
and liquor stores throughout the United
States.
• High markup — 45 percent — is the total
liquor markup contained in the Washington
State Auditor review and is based on
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information from the Distilled Spirits Council
of the United States.
• To these percentages, 27 percent is added
through Feb. 28, 2014, and 22 percent is added
thereafter. These percentages represent the
total amount of new liquor distributor and
retailer license fees under the initiative. While
individual distributor and retailer actions
will vary, academic research supports an
assumption that, in the aggregate statewide,
the value of the new liquor distributor and
retailer license fees will be passed on to the
consumer in the private market markup.
• See Table 2.3, located at the end of this Fiscal
Impact Statement.
The initiative imposes a new liquor distributor
license fee of 10 percent of total liquor revenues
from March 1, 2012, to March 1, 2014; the fee
decreases to 5 percent thereafter. The initiative
imposes a new liquor retailer license fee of 17
percent of total liquor revenues beginning June 1,
2012.
Based on inventory information from the Retail
Owners Institute®, private liquor stores are
estimated to maintain two months of liquor
inventory. In contrast, state-operated liquor stores
maintain 1.2 months of liquor inventory. Therefore,
an additional 0.8 month of liquor liter sales to
liquor retailers is assumed during FY 2012.
If the new liquor distributor license fee totals
less than $150 million by March 31, 2013, these
licensees must pay the difference between $150
million and actual receipts by May 31, 2013. The
model estimates that $84 million to $91 million
will be paid by licensees during FY 2013 due to
this requirement.
The initiative sets a $1,320 license fee for each
liquor distribution location and a $166 license fee
for each liquor retailer license. Both fees are due
at the time of license renewal.
Liquor distributor licensees are assumed to
be subject to the wholesaling business and
occupation (B&O) tax. Liquor retailer licensees are
assumed be subject to the retailing B&O tax.
Liquor liter taxes and liquor sales taxes are
amended by the initiative, but these changes are
assumed not to increase, create or eliminate any
tax.
Except for the loss of sales in state-operated liquor
stores, estimates do not assume any change in
pricing or volume of sales of beer and wine.

State-operated liquor stores sell Washington
State Lottery products to the public. The estimate
assumes 25 percent of these sales will be lost and
remaining sales will occur in other outlets selling
Washington State Lottery products. This revenue
loss is estimated to be $1.8 million over six years.
Estimates of sales by current restaurant licensees
who sell liquor at retail are limited to changes
from price elasticity and the loss of the state’s 15
percent quantity price discount to these licensees.
Estimates do not assume any change in sales by
liquor stores operated on military bases. Such
sales are assumed not to be subject to liquor liter
taxes, liquor sales taxes or B&O tax.
Estimates do not assume any change in sales by
liquor stores operated by tribes. Such sales are
assumed to be subject to liquor liter taxes and
liquor sales taxes based on current agreements
between tribes and LCB, but are not subject to
B&O tax.
No additional change is assumed for tax
avoidance/non-compliance by consumers
or migration of sales in and out of state by
consumers. These items are assumed in the
forecast price elasticity assumption.
Revenue from the state markup used to pay for
the state liquor distribution center and state
liquor store costs are netted to zero. The initiative
eliminates both the revenue (markup) and the
costs (state liquor distribution center and state
liquor stores), which results in no additional
revenue to the state.
The initiative requires new liquor distributor
and retailer fees to be deposited into the Liquor
Revolving Fund. The Liquor Revolving Fund is
distributed by statute in the following order:
1. Payment of LCB administrative costs;
2. Distributions to state accounts for specific
purposes (such as drug and alcohol research at
the University of Washington and Washington
State University);
3. Border areas (cities, towns and counties
adjacent to the Canadian border); and
4. The remainder after these distributions:
a) 50 percent to the State General Fund;
b) 10 percent to counties; and c) 40 percent to
cities and towns.
Therefore, the model first reduces the Liquor
Revolving Fund by LCB costs, one-time and
ongoing, to determine total revenues distributed
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to the State General Fund and local governments.
Other revenues (beer taxes, wine taxes, penalties,
etc.) deposited into the Liquor Revolving Fund are
assumed to be unaffected by the initiative and
continue to be shared between the state and local
governments.
Specific Local Government Revenue Assumptions
New liquor distributor and retailers license fees
must be used to maintain, in the aggregate,
Liquor Revolving Fund distributions to counties,
cities, towns, border areas and the Municipal
Research Service Center in an amount no less
than the amount received in comparable periods.
For purposes of the model, comparable period is
measured by funds forecasted for calendar year
2011. The model estimates that local distributions
will exceed the maintenance level required by the
initiative each fiscal year.
An additional $10 million is also provided to
counties, cities, towns and border areas.
Approximately 38 cities and towns impose a local
B&O tax. Using data from the Washington State
Department of Revenue’s 2008 Tax Reference
Manual, total local B&O tax is approximately 10
percent of total state B&O tax. Assuming this
ratio, $3 million is estimated as new local B&O
taxes from liquor sales over six fiscal years.
Total local government revenues are the sum of
the increased Liquor Revolving Fund distributions,
the additional $10 million and local B&O tax.
Specific State Asset Assumptions
The sale of the state liquor distribution center
is estimated to generate a potential net $28.4
million in revenue. Because the sale date cannot
be precisely determined, this revenue is stated
separately and excluded from the total State
General Fund revenue estimates in the first table
above. The value of the state liquor distribution
center is estimated to be $20.4 million, based on
the King County Assessor’s Office 2011 assessed
value of the property. The sale of the equipment
in the state liquor distribution center is estimated
to be $8 million, based on the 2010 Washington
State Auditor review, which assumed the sale of
$16 million in assets would return about $8 million.
Costs to sell the state liquor distribution center are
estimated to total $1 million at the time of sale.
The initiative requires LCB to sell by public auction
the right — at each state-owned store location — to
operate a liquor store upon the premises without
regard to the size of the premises if the applicant
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otherwise qualifies for a liquor retailer license. All
state-operated liquor stores are leased and cannot
be transferred or assigned. In addition, of the 166
state-operated liquor stores, 127 are located within
one block of a grocery store. Because these factors
(location, competition and lessor) will vary by
state-operated liquor store and will affect the value
of each operating right, revenue generated from
the auction is indeterminate and not assumed in
the model.
The initiative would repeal Engrossed Substitute
Senate Bill 5942 (ESSB 5942), which directed the
Office of Financial Management to conduct a
competitive process for the selection of a private
sector entity to lease and modernize the state’s
liquor warehousing and distribution facilities.
Under ESSB 5942, if a proposal is determined to
be in the best interests of the state by the Office
of Financial Management after consultation with
LCB and an advisory board created through
the legislation, LCB may contract with that
private entity for the lease of the state’s liquor
warehousing and distribution facilities. Because it
is not known if LCB will enter into a contract, no
revenue is assumed in the model.
State and Local Expenditure Estimate Assumptions
Revenue gains will accrue to existing accounts,
the largest being the State General Fund, which
may be used for any governmental purpose as
appropriated by the Legislature.
Washington State Lottery proceeds in excess
of expenses are deposited into the State
Opportunity Pathways Account to support
programs in higher education and early learning.
Due to the loss of some lottery product sales in
state liquor stores, it is estimated that funds to
this account will decrease $1.8 million over six
fiscal years.
Each county and city is required to spend 2
percent of its share of liquor revenues on alcohol
and chemical dependency services, and these
expenditures will increase. The additional $10
million distributed to cities, towns, counties and
border areas are for enhancing public safety
programs. The remaining revenue can be used for
any allowable local government purpose.
State and Local Cost Estimate Assumptions
The fiscal impact statement does not estimate
state costs or state savings due to social impacts
from approval of the initiative. No costs are
assumed for local governments.
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Liquor Control Board Costs
Estimated one-time and ongoing LCB costs are
assumed to be paid by the Liquor Revolving
Fund. Therefore, payment of the following costs
is reflected in the State General Fund revenue
estimate.
LCB ongoing costs for licensing, enforcement
and administration are estimated to increase
by $350,000 for new fee-collection costs and
implementing the “responsible vendor program.”
No state costs from increased enforcement
activities are assumed in the estimate.
Assuming a closure date of June 15, 2012,
LCB will incur one-time state costs associated
with managing the closure of the state liquor
distribution center and state liquor stores. There
will be additional one-time costs for issuing new
licenses. These state costs are estimated to total
$28.7 million during FYs 2012 and 2013:
• Unemployment, sick leave and vacation
buyout costs for state employees estimated at
$11.8 million.
• Information technology changes and staff to
issue new licenses estimated at $2.7 million.
• Staffing costs to coordinate the sale of existing
inventory, termination of contract store leases,
surplus of store fixtures and auction of stateoperated store operating rights estimated at
$11 million.

•

Final audits of each state and contract liquor
store estimated at $1.9 million.
Project management and additional human
resource staff estimated at $1.3 million.

•

Department of Revenue Costs
The Washington State Department of Revenue
will administer the collection of liquor excise tax
from licensed liquor distributors and retailers.
Costs include additional staff, information
technology changes, rule-making and policy
activities, taxpayer mailings and workshops,
supplies and materials. Total one-time state costs
are estimated to total $120,100 during FY 2012.
Ongoing costs are estimated to be $38,500 each
fiscal year beginning FY 2013.
State Indebtedness
There is $5.3 million in debt service costs for
a Certificate of Participation bond for the state
liquor distribution center that is scheduled to be
paid by Dec. 1, 2013. This one-time state cost is
assumed in FY 2014.

Table 2.1 Total Estimated State General Fund Revenues
Fiscal Year

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

TOTAL

Low Markup

$5,404,000

$51,373,000

$52,007,000

$36,083,000

$35,669,000

$35,244,000

$215,780,000

High Markup

$8,777,000

$59,054,000

$58,372,000

$42,164,000

$42,204,000

$42,260,000

$252,831,000

Table 2.2 Total Estimated Local Government Revenues
Fiscal Year

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

TOTAL

Low Markup

$6,012,000

$56,913,000

$42,500,000

$27,973,000

$26,757,000

$25,492,000

$185,647,000

High Markup

$8,361,000

$63,034,000

$50,741,000

$35,770,000

$34,949,000

$34,098,000

$226,953,000

Table 2.3 Markup Assumptions
Fiscal Year
State Markup

2012

2013

July 1, 2013, to
March 1, 2014,
Feb. 28, 2014 to June 30, 2014

2015

2016

2017

51.9%

51.9%

39.2%

39.2%

39.2%

39.2%

39.2%

Low Markup

52%

52%

52%

47%

47%

47%

47%

High Markup

72%

72%

72%

67%

67%

67%

67%
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Argument For

Argument Against

Initiative 1183 gets our state government out of the business of
distributing and selling liquor

Last year more than one million Washingtonians voted
“no” twice to big box stores and grocery chains selling
liquor. Yet despite the clear message we sent, they’re back
again spending millions to push I-1183. What part of “no”
don’t they understand?

Initiative Measure 1183

I-1183 ends Washington’s outdated state liquor store
monopoly and allows consumers to buy spirits at licensed
retail stores, like consumers do in most other states. It
allows a limited number of grocery and retail stores to get
licenses to sell liquor, if approved by the Liquor Control
Board, and prevents liquor sales at gas stations and
convenience stores.

1183 provides vitally-needed new revenues for state and local
services
Distributors and stores approved for liquor licenses will
pay a percentage of their sales as license fees, generating
hundreds of millions of dollars in new revenues for state
and local services like education, health care and public
safety.

1183 strengthens laws governing the sale of liquor
1183 doubles penalties for retailers who sell spirits to
minors, ensures local input into which grocery and
retail stores get liquor licenses, mandates new training
programs and increases compliance requirements for
retailers, and dedicates new revenues to increase funding
for local police, fire, and emergency services statewide.

1183 eliminates outdated wine regulations
1183 eliminates outdated regulations that currently restrict
price competition and wholesale distribution of wine in
Washington. This will help small Washington wineries and
lead to better selections and more competitive wine prices
for consumers.
Yes on 1183 will create true competition in liquor and wine
distribution and sales, strengthen liquor law enforcement,
benefit Washington taxpayers and consumers, and generate
vitally needed new revenues for state and local services.

Rebuttal of Argument Against
The campaign against 1183 is funded by big national
liquor distributors that profit from Washington’s outdated
liquor monopoly. Their claims are false and self-serving.
1183 specifically prevents liquor sales at gas stations and
convenience stores, doubles penalties for selling spirits
to minors and generates hundreds of millions in new
revenues to schools, health care, police and emergency
services without raising taxes. That’s why community
leaders, law enforcement officials and taxpayer advocates
support yes on 1183.

Argument Prepared by
Anthony Anton, President, Washington Restaurant
Association; Eric Robertson, Former Captain, Washington
State Patrol; Daniel J. Evans, Former Governor of Washington;
Cherie Myers, Washington State Chair, Northwest Grocery
Association; Bob Edwards, Former President, Association of
Washington Cities; John Morgan, Winemaker/Board Member,
Family Wineries of Washington State.
Contact: (800) 956-3460; info@YESon1183.com;
www.YESon1183.com
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More Consumption, More Problems
Alcohol already kills more kids than all other drugs
combined. Yet 1183 allows more than four times as many
liquor outlets. The Centers for Disease Control recently
came out against privatization because it leads to a 48
percent or more increase in problem drinking. That means
more underage drinking and crime, overburdening police
and first responders.

Mini-Mart Loophole
1183 is another flawed measure designed to benefit the big
chains, not the public. It gives chains an unfair competitive
advantage over smaller grocers, while a major loophole
written into the measure will allow mini-marts to sell liquor
across much of the state. State stores have one of the best
enforcement rates in the country; groceries, gas stations
and mini-marts sell to teenagers one time out of four.

Higher Taxes on Consumers
The sponsors of this measure say it increases government
revenue. But they do it by creating a new 27 percent tax
passed on to consumers. Ask yourself: when was the last
time a big corporation spent millions, twice, to try and save
us money?
Firefighters, first responders, and law enforcement leaders
oppose 1183. It’s too risky, and too high a price to pay for a
little convenience. Vote no on 1183.

Rebuttal of Argument For
The Liquor Control Board determined 1183 contains
loopholes that enable mini-marts and gas stations to sell
liquor. Local independent grocers oppose 1183 because
it tilts the rules against them. And 1183 creates a new 27
percent hidden tax passed onto consumers, raising taxes
to fund corporate profits. Four times the number of outlets
is too much. 1183 is another flawed, risky initiative putting
corporate profits over our safety. The responsible choice:
Vote no 1183.

Argument Prepared by
Jim Cooper, Washington Association for Substance Abuse
and Violence Prevention; Alice Woldt, Co-Director, Faith
Action Network; Kelly Fox, President, Washington State
Council of Firefighters; Sharon Ness, RN, Acute Care Nurse;
Craig Soucy, Emergency Medical Technician, Renton Fire
and Emergency Services; Linda Thompson, Executive
Director, Greater Spokane Substance Abuse Council.
Contact: (206) 436-6535; info@protectourcommunities.com;
www.protectourcommunities.com
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Senate Joint Resolution

Senate Joint Resolution

8205

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

The legislature
has proposed a
constitutional
amendment on
repealing article
VI, section 1A, of
the Washington
Constitution.
This amendment would remove an inoperative
provision from the state constitution regarding
the length of time a voter must reside in
Washington to vote for president and vicepresident.
Should this constitutional amendment be:
[ ] Approved
[ ] Rejected
Votes cast by the 2011 Legislature on final passage:
Senate: Yeas, 46; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 3
House: Yeas, 92; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 5

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.

8205

The Official Ballot Title and the Explanatory Statement
were written by 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 8205 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 Washington Constitution currently contains
two provisions relating to the length of time that a
person must be a resident of Washington in order
to vote. One of those provisions, article VI, section
1A, is inoperative because of court decisions and
a more recent amendment to the other provision,
article VI, section 1.
Article VI, section 1, provides that all citizens who
are at least eighteen years old are entitled to
vote if they have lived in the state, county, and
precinct for at least 30 days before the election.
The second provision, article VI, section 1A, states
that all citizens of the United States who become
residents of Washington during a presidential
election year may vote for the offices of president
and vice president if they resided in Washington
for at least 60 days before the election.
The voters added article VI, section 1A, to the
state constitution in 1966 as Amendment 46.
At that time, article VI, section 1, of the state
constitution required voters to reside in the state
for a full year prior to voting and, in addition,
required that they live in the county for 90 days
and the city, town, ward, or precinct for 30 days
before the election. Therefore, when section 1A
was added to the constitution in 1966, it provided
a more lenient residency requirement so that new
residents of the state could vote for president and
vice president after a shorter, 60-day period of
residency.
After the voters approved adding section 1A to
the state constitution, the United States Supreme
Court ruled that any requirement that voters
live in a particular place longer than 30 days in
order to vote is unconstitutional. Based upon
that holding, the Washington Supreme Court
held that the 90-day county and one-year state
residency requirements stated in article VI, section
1, were unconstitutional. Washington voters then
approved amending article VI, section 1, to read
as it does today in order to conform to the court
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decisions, but this amendment did not repeal
or change article VI, section 1A. Washington law
therefore currently entitles all otherwise-qualified
citizens to vote if they have resided within the
state, county, and precinct for at least 30 days.
Article VI, section 1A, remains part of the state
constitution, but has no operative effect.

The Effect of the Proposed Amendment,
if Approved
This measure proposes to amend the state
constitution to remove article VI, section 1A, from
the state constitution. The state constitution would
continue to entitle all otherwise-eligible citizens of
the United States to vote if they have resided in
Washington, and in their county and precinct, for
at least 30 days before the election.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Not required by law

Address Confidentiality Program
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 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.
Need more information? Call the ACP
toll-free at (800) 822-1065 or visit
www.sos.wa.gov/acp.
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Argument For

Argument Against

SJR 8205 fixes conflicting voter residency requirements
in the Washington Constitution. Article VI, Section 1 of
the Washington State Constitution allows a U.S. citizen
to vote in all elections after they have resided in the state
for 30 days. Article VI, Section 1A of the Washington
State Constitution requires that a U.S. citizen reside in
the State for 60 days before they can vote for President.
While the courts have held that the shorter 30 day
residency requirement applies to presidential primaries,
there is a need to clean up our constitution and make
its provisions consistent. SJR 8205 fixes this conflict by
removing Section 1A and the conflicting 60 day residency
requirement. This clarifies that the shorter 30 day voter
residency requirement is the constitutional standard
for all elections in the state, including the presidential
election. Please vote to “approve” SJR 8205 to ensure
that our state constitution is consistent.

No one consented to write an argument against this ballot
measure.
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Rebuttal of Argument Against
No information submitted

Argument Prepared by
Mike Carrell, State Senator, 28th Legislative District; Sam
Hunt, State Representative, 22nd Legislative District
Contact: (253) 581-2859; mikecarrell@hotmail.com
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Rebuttal of Argument For
No information submitted

Argument Prepared by
No information submitted
Contact: No information submitted
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Proposed to the People by the Legislature
Amendment to the State Constitution:

The legislature
has proposed a
constitutional
amendment on the
budget stabilization
account maintained in
the state treasury.
This amendment would require the legislature
to transfer additional moneys to the budget
stabilization account in each fiscal biennium
in which the state has received “extraordinary
revenue growth,” as defined, with certain
limitations.
Should this constitutional amendment be:
[ ] Approved
[ ] Rejected
Votes cast by the 2011 Legislature on final passage:
Senate: Yeas, 47; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 2
House: Yeas, 76; Nays, 10; Absent, 0; Excused, 12

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.

8206
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The Official Ballot Title and the Explanatory Statement
were written by 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 8206 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 VII, section 12 of the Washington
Constitution requires a budget stabilization
account to be maintained in the state treasury.
By the end of each fiscal year (June 30 of each
year), the legislature must transfer to the budget
stabilization account an amount equal to one
percent of the general state revenues for that
fiscal year. The legislature may approve the
transfer of additional amounts. “General state
revenues” means all state revenues that are not
derived from a state undertaking or dedicated
to a particular purpose, as set forth in article VIII,
section 1 of the Washington Constitution.
Article VII, section 12 also authorizes the
legislature to withdraw money from the budget
stabilization account. The legislature may do so
by majority vote in two situations: (1) during a
fiscal year in which the governor declares a state
of emergency in response to a catastrophic event
that requires government action to protect life or
public safety; or (2) in a fiscal year for which the
forecasted state employment growth is estimated
to be less than one percent. In addition, at any
time the balance in the budget stabilization
account exceeds ten percent of estimated
general state revenues for that fiscal year, the
legislature by majority vote may transfer the
amount in excess of ten percent to the education
construction fund. Otherwise, a three-fifths
vote of the legislature is required to withdraw
or transfer money from the budget stabilization
account. All relevant estimates of employment
and revenue are made by the state economic and
revenue forecast council.

The Effect of the Proposed Amendment,
if Approved
The proposed amendment to article VII, section
12 would require additional revenue to be
transferred to the budget stabilization account in
any fiscal biennium in which there has been
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“extraordinary revenue growth,” with certain
limitations. “Extraordinary revenue growth”
is defined by reference to a baseline consisting
of the average biennial percentage growth in
general state revenues over the preceding five
biennia. Any growth in general state revenue that
is more than one-third greater than the baseline
is defined as “extraordinary revenue growth.”
In determining whether “extraordinary revenue
growth” has occurred, historical general state
revenues must be adjusted to reflect statutory
changes to revenue dedication.
The legislature would be required to transfer
three-fourths of that “extraordinary revenue
growth” to the budget stabilization account,
subject to two limitations. First, no transfer of
“extraordinary revenue growth” is required where
annual average state employment growth during
the preceding fiscal biennium averaged less than
one percent per fiscal year. Second, no transfer
of “extraordinary revenue growth” is required
unless the transfer would exceed the amount
already transferred to the budget stabilization
account during the fiscal biennium, under present
law. The deadline for transferring the additional
revenue would be the end of each fiscal biennium
(June 30 in odd-numbered years).
No change would be made to the legislature’s
authority to withdraw money from the budget
stabilization account.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Not required by law
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Argument For

Argument Against

Overwhelming Bipartisan Support for Strengthening VoterApproved Rainy Day Fund

In 2007 voters amended the constitution to create a "rainy
day fund" as a way to force the legislature to save money
for bad times. 1% of general funds go into savings for hard
times (currently almost $300 million). It’s working well.
8206 requires more than the 1% that voters approved - it
would also require that “extraordinary revenues” go into
savings. While it sounds like a good idea to save more –
the result is people paying taxes and getting nothing for
it, except a bigger savings account.
Budget cuts from hard times couldn’t be backfilled with
this money, so people would have to live with fewer
teachers and nurses, less fish and wildlife enforcement,
less clean air monitoring, fewer roads and job creation,
all while there was money in the bank waiting for the next
recession.
Many people hate it when their bank makes them keep
a minimum balance on hand when bills are due. 8206
would effectively raise that minimum balance so class
sizes get bigger, prisoners get released early, there is
less law enforcement, and there is less help available to
people in need.
8206 decreases the amount of taxpayer money that can
be used for things taxpayers want and need (and paid
for) so it can sit in an already existing rainy day fund
with plenty of money in it. It means budget cuts become
permanent and you aren’t getting the government you
paid for. Please vote no.

Senate Joint Resolution 8206

In 2007, voters approved the creation of a constitutionallyprotected rainy day fund that requires state government
to set aside 1% of revenues annually for hard times. SJR
8206, a bipartisan measure, strengthens this fund by
requiring a portion of “extraordinary” revenue –
that which exceeds 133% of historical average growth –
be saved, rather than spent.

Use Good Economic Times to Prepare for Bad
State government should save more money during good
times, like the housing boom of several years ago when
revenue grew at more than twice the historical average.
Saving more of this windfall would have better prepared
the state for the downturn that followed.
Approving SJR 8206 will help: Build stronger reserves,
leaving the state better prepared for difficult economic
times; and Keep spending at a more sustainable level,
limiting expansions based on unexpected or windfall
revenue.

Protect Vital Services
A robust rainy day fund protects crucial state services like
education and healthcare from deep cuts in bad economic
times like we are experiencing now. Putting extraordinary
revenue in the fund provides this cushion.

Plan for the Future
Just as your family would not take on unsustainable
commitments if you received an unexpected windfall,
neither should Olympia. SJR 8206 puts windfall revenue in
the rainy day fund for extraordinary use, protecting state
services from equally unexpected downturns. Help put an
end to roller coaster budgeting – Vote yes on SJR 8206!

Rebuttal of Argument Against
Opponents argue for permitting budgets to be built on
unsustainable revenue spikes. This is simply not prudent.
Extraordinary revenue spikes should be saved in the
constitutionally-protected rainy day fund, not immediately
spent. This will prevent unsustainable spending increases
and help protect vital services when times get tough.
Passed with overwhelming bipartisan support, SJR 8206
is prudent, thoughtful policy aimed at better management
and control of state spending. End roller coaster
budgeting - please vote yes!

Argument Prepared by
Joseph Zarelli, State Senator, Republican, Ridgefield, 18th
Legislative District; Ross Hunter, State Representative,
Democrat, Medina, 48th Legislative District; James
McIntire, Washington State Treasurer.
Contact: No information submitted

Senate Joint Resolution 8206

Rebuttal of Argument For
The existing rainy day fund is $300 million worth of
proof that the state is using good economic times to
plan for the future. No family puts “extra” money in their
savings account when there are still important needs to
be met, and government shouldn’t either. Continue the
constitutionally protected savings account, and allow
other revenue to be used for backfilling budget cuts made
during the recession. Please vote no on SJR 8206.

Argument Prepared by
Zack Hudgins, State Representative, 11th District;
Sam Hunt, State Representative, 22nd District;
Mary Lou Dickerson, State Representative, 36th District;
Bob Hasegawa, State Representative, 11th District;
Jamie Pedersen, State Representative, 43rd District;
Jeff Johnson, President, Washington State Labor Council,
AFL-CIO.
Contact: No information submitted
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Civics pop quiz!
Put your civic knowledge to the test, or challenge friends and family.
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Because We Are Washington
by Bronte, age 15

Answers

1. The Electoral College 2. Amendments 3. Patty Murray and Maria Cantwell 4. 435 5. Patrick Henry
6. Thomas Jefferson 7. July 4, 1776 8. Abolished slavery 9. The 15th, 19th, 24th and 26th amendments
10. A republic
Questions and answers from the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Civics Flash Cards

Kids can vote

in the Mock Election!

Kids vote at www.vote.wa.gov
Online voting is open from 9 a.m. on October 31
until 1 p.m. on November 4.
Voting online is fast and easy. Free activities
and lesson plans are also available to download.
Kids in grades 6-12 can vote for real initiatives
in the online Mock Election; students grades K-5
will be given a more age-appropriate ballot.
Sponsored by the Office of the Secretary of State.

Artwork by Jack Sovelove, Lopez Island Elementary (grade 4)
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Preamble to Local Voters’ Pamphlet
Welcome to the 2011 General Elec on Local Voters’ Pamphlet. This pamphlet is designed to provide informa on
about candidates seeking to represent you. Although some races are uncontested, it is important that voters
know who these candidates are and how they will represent you. In addi on to candidate statements and contact
informa on, this pamphlet includes the complete text of all measures. This is a great tool to assist you in making
informed decisions about the candidates and measures.
In 2012, an exci ng change is occurring in Washington. Following the 2010 Census, our state is gaining a 10th
congressional district. The law states that congressional, legisla ve and commissioner districts shall have a nearly
equal popula on for poli cal representa on. The Auditor’s Oﬃce will adjust vo ng precinct lines to accommodate
the boundary changes. The district boundaries in which you reside may change as a result of the census count. If
your precinct changes, you will receive a new voter iden fica on card that iden fies your new precinct by April 30,
2012.
You, the voter, have the opportunity to shape your community by vo ng. General Elec on ballots will be mailed on
October 21. To be counted, ballots must be postmarked by Elec on Day, November 8, 2011, or deposited in one of
our six curbside ballot drop boxes by 8:00 p.m. on Elec on Day (see page 37 of this pamphlet for curbside ballot drop
box loca ons).
It is inspiring to see voters taking the me to exercise their right and par cipa ng as informed voters in this
important process. Never underes mate the power of your vote!
Kris na K. Swanson
Cowlitz County Auditor

Table of Contents
Introduc on to Voters’ Pamphlet
Contac ng the Elec ons Department
Voter Assistance
Sample Ballot
Candidates’ Statements
Ballot Measures
Frequently Asked Ques ons
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36-36
37-37
38-42
43-70
71-80
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Par cipa ng Jurisdic ons:
Cowlitz County, Port of Kalama, Port of Longview, Port of Woodland, City of Castle Rock, City of Kalama, City of Kelso,
City of Longview, City of Woodland, Longview School District, Toutle Lake School District, Castle Rock School District,
Kalama School District, Woodland School District, Kelso School District, Fire Protec on District No. 1, Cowlitz 2 Fire
and Rescue, Fire Protec on District No. 3, Fire Protec on District No. 4, Fire Protec on District No. 5, Fire Protec on
District No. 6, Fire Protec on District No. 7, Cemetery District No. 1, Cemetery District No. 2, Cemetery District No. 4,
Cemetery District No. 5, Cemetery District No. 6, Cemetery District No. 7, Beacon Hill Sewer District, and Lexington
Flood Control Zone District.

CongratulaƟons to Jayanna Moon, of Columbia Heights School, whose artwork is on the front cover!
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OBTAINING AN OFFICIAL OR REPLACEMENT BALLOT
Cowlitz County is en rely Vote By Mail. Official Ballots will be mailed October 21, 2011.
Replacement Ballots. Contact the Elec ons Department if your ballot is damaged or lost. A replacement
ballot may be mailed or picked up in person through Elec on Day, Tuesday, November 8, 2011. Please
allow one week for delivery delays if you are reques ng a replacement ballot to be mailed to you.
Keep your voter informa on current. To receive your ballot in a mely manner, please keep the Elec ons
Department informed of any changes to your name, physical address, and mailing address.
Away from home? If you are a student, away at college, in the military, or you will be away from home
during an elec on, no fy the Elec ons Department and we will mail your ballot to your temporary address.
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
In Person or By Mail:
By Phone:

207 North 4th Ave., Room 107
Kelso, WA 98626
(360) 577-3005

Fax:

(360) 442-7879

Email:

elec ons@co.cowlitz.wa.us

Website Address:

www.co.cowlitz.wa.us/elec ons

Registra on Deadlines

Voter Qualifica ons

Keep in mind that there are registra on deadlines
prior to each elec on. You must register to vote at
least 29 days before an elec on if you register by
mail, online, or through the Motor Voter program.
If you move within the state of Washington, you
must change your address 29 days prior to an
elec on. You may register in person at the Cowlitz
County Elec ons Department up to 8 days before
an elec on if you are not currently registered to
vote in Washington State.

To register to vote, you must be:
A ci zen of the United States;
A legal resident of Washington State;
At least 18 years old by Elec on Day; and
If you have been convicted of a felony in
Washington, another state, or in federal court, you
lose your right to vote in Washington State un l
you are released from Department of Correc ons
supervision.

How to Register to Vote
You can register to vote online at www.vote.wa.gov
or at the Cowlitz County Elec ons Department.

In Washington State, you do not declare poli cal
party aﬃlia on when you register to vote.
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CURBSIDE BALLOT DROP BOXES
Six (6) curbside ballot drop boxes will be open and available beginning October 21, 2011, which is 18 days
prior to the General Elec on. The curbside ballot drop boxes are available 24 hours per day and close
promptly at 8:00 pm on Elec on Day.

No Postage is Required for ballots deposited in the curbside ballot drop boxes.
Curbside ballot drop boxes are located at:
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 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.

Disabled Voter Assistance Available
eSlate ballot marking machines will be available Monday through Friday, during regular business hours for
the General Elec on, beginning October 21, 2011, and through Elec on Day, November 8, 2011 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.
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Cowlitz County - Sample Ballot

General Election - November 8, 2011
*INSTRUCTIONS*
How to Mark Your Ballot
To vote, completely fill in the box next to your selection.
- Use a black or blue ink pen.
- Vote for ONE. More than one vote for a candidate or ballot measure will be an overvote, and no votes for that candidate or ballot measure will
be counted.
How to Correct Your Ballot
- Do not erase.
- If you make a mistake, draw a line through the entire selection. You then have the option of making another choice.
Write-In Votes
To vote for a person not on the ballot, write the name of the candidate on the line provided for that office, then completely fill in the box next to the
line.
STATE
Proposed by Initiative Petition
Initiative Measure No. 1125
Initiative Measure No. 1125 concerns state
expenditures on transportation. This
measure would prohibit the use of motor
vehicle fund revenue and vehicle toll
revenue for non-transportation purposes,
and require that road and bridge tolls be set
by the legislature and be project-specific.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes
No
Proposed by Initiative Petition
Initiative Measure No. 1163
Initiative Measure No. 1163 concerns longterm care workers and services for elderly
and disabled people. This measure would
reinstate background checks, training,
and other requirements for long-term care
workers and providers, if amended in 2011;
and address financial accountability and
administrative expenses of the long-term
in-home care program. Should this measure
be enacted into law?
Yes
No
Proposed by Initiative Petition
Initiative Measure No. 1183
Initiative Measure No. 1183 concerns liquor:
beer, wine, and spirits (hard liquor). This
measure would close state liquor stores
and sell their assets; license private parties
to sell and distribute spirits; set license
fees based on sales; regulate licensees;
and change regulation of wine distribution.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes
No

STATE
Proposed to the People by the Legislature
Amendment to the State Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 8205
The legislature has proposed a constitutional
amendment on repealing article VI, section
1A, of the Washington Constitution. This
amendment would remove an inoperative
provision from the state constitution
regarding the length of time a voter must
reside in Washington to vote for president
and vice-president. Should this constitutional
amendment be:

READ: Each candidate for partisan
office may state a political party that he
or she prefers. A candidate’s preference
does not imply that the candidate is
nominated or endorsed by the party, or
that the party approves of or associates
with that candidate.
COUNTY Partisan Offices
Cowlitz County
Commissioner District No. 1
1 Year Unexpired Term
Michael A. Karnofski
(Prefers Democratic Party)

Approved
Rejected
Proposed to the People by the Legislature
Amendment to the State Constitution
Senate Joint Resolution No. 8206
The legislature has proposed a constitutional
amendment on the budget stabilization
account maintained in the state treasury. This
amendment would require the legislature
to transfer additional moneys to the budget
stabilization account in each fiscal biennium
in which the state has received “extraordinary
revenue growth,” as defined, with certain
limitations. Should this constitutional
amendment be:
Approved
Rejected

______________
LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices
Port of Kalama
Commissioner District No. 3
6 Year Short & Full Term
Troy Stariha

______________
Port of Longview
Commissioner District No. 2
Kent J. Preston
Lou Johnson

______________
Port of Woodland
Commissioner District No. 3
Paul D. Cline

______________

Note: The Sample Ballot includes all measures and races presented within the county. Only races and measures you are entitled to vote upon will
appear on your Official Ballot.
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Cowlitz County - Sample Ballot

General Election - November 8, 2011
LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

City of Castle Rock
Mayor
4 Year Short & Full Term

City of Kelso
Council Position No. 3
2 Year Unexpired Term

City of Longview
Council Position No. 2

Paul D. Helenberg

Kimberly Lefebvre

______________

Ned W. Harris
Bob Von Roch

City of Castle Rock
Council Position No. 3
John Queen

______________

______________
City of Kelso
Council Position No. 4

Tom Hutchinson
Chuck Wallace

______________
City of Longview
Council Position No. 3
Cameron Templeton
Ken Botero

David Futcher

______________

City of Castle Rock
Council Position No. 4

______________

Michael L. Davis
James Tarragano

City of Kelso
Council Position No. 5
4 Year Short & Full Term

Mikeal Keesee

______________

James Webb

Don Jensen

Gary Edward Archer

______________

City of Castle Rock
Council Position No. 5

______________

Ellen Rose
Mike Mask

City of Kelso
Council Position No. 6

______________

Gary Schimmel

______________
City of Kalama
Council Position No. 3
James “Mike” Dennis Langham

______________

City of Kelso
Council Position No. 7
Dan Myers

______________
City of Kalama
Council Position No. 4
Donald W. Purvis

______________

City of Longview
Council Position No. 1

City of Longview
Council Position No. 4

City of Longview
Initiative Measure No. 1
Statement of Subject:
Initiative Measure No. 1 concerns advisory
votes on City ordinances authorizing automatic traffic safety cameras.
Concise Description:
This Measure would require a City ordinance
authorizing the use of automated traffic safety
cameras, enacted after January 1, 2007, be
subject to advisory vote at the next general
election after ordinance enactment.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes
No

Mike Wallin
Steve Moon

City of Kalama
Council Position No. 5

______________

Mary Putka

______________

Note: The Sample Ballot includes all measures and races presented within the county. Only races and measures you are entitled to vote upon will
appear on your Official Ballot.
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General Election - November 8, 2011
LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

City of Longview
Proposition No. 1

City of Woodland
Council Position No. 4

Longview School District No. 122
Director Position No. 3

The City Council of the City of Longview
adopted Resolution No. 1996 concerning the
question whether or not the City of Longview
should continue with the use of automated
traffic safety cameras at intersections
(commonly known as “red light cameras”).
This Proposition No. 1 is to consider the
continued use of automated traffic safety
cameras at intersections only after the end
of the current ordinance period of May 1,
2012. This proposition is an advisory vote for
consideration by the City Council.
Should the City of Longview continue with the
use of automated traffic safety cameras at
intersections (commonly known as “red light
cameras”) after the end of the trial period May
1, 2012:

Marshall Allen

Skip Urling

Anthony “Tony” Brentin

______________

______________
Longview School District No. 122
Director Position No. 4
City of Woodland
Council Position No. 5
Susan Humbyrd

______________
City of Woodland
Council Position No. 7
4 Year Short & Full Term
Robert Ripp

Yes
No

Scott Perry
City of Longview
Proposition No. 2

The City Council of the City of Longview
adopted Resolution No. 1997 concerning the
question whether or not the City of Longview
should continue with the use of automated
traffic safety cameras in school zones. This
Proposition No. 2 is to consider the continued
use of automated traffic safety cameras in
school zones only after the end of the current
ordinance period of May 1, 2012. This
proposition is an advisory vote for
consideration by the City Council.
Should the City of Longview continue with the
use of automated traffic safety cameras in
school zones after the end of the trial period
May 1, 2012:
Yes
No

______________
City of Woodland
Proposition No. 1
Sales and Use Tax Increase of 0.1% for a
New Police Facility
The City Council of the City of Woodland
adopted Ordinance No. 1216 concerning a
sales and use tax increase pursuant to RCW
82.14.450. If approved, this proposition would
authorize the City to fix and impose an
additional sales and use tax of 0.1%, split
between the City (85%) and Cowlitz and Clark
Counties (15%). City proceeds shall be used
to construct and equip a new police
facility with a multi-purpose community
meeting room and to pay other criminal justice
and fire protection costs. The tax will expire
after the costs of the police facility are fully
repaid.
Should this proposition be:

City of Woodland
Mayor

Approved
Rejected

Grover Laseke
John “JJ” Burke

______________

Longview School District No. 122
Director Position No. 2
2 Year Unexpired Term

Barb Westrick

______________
Longview School District No. 122
Director Position No. 5
Jennifer E. Leach

______________
Toutle Lake School District No. 130
Director District No. 1
Russ Hovey

______________
Toutle Lake School District No. 130
Director District No. 2
Art Carney

______________
Toutle Lake School District No. 130
Director District No. 3
2 Year Unexpired Term
H.F. “Butch” Brenaman

______________
Toutle Lake School District No. 130
Director District No. 4
Walter R. Cam Hanna

______________

James Campbell

______________
Note: The Sample Ballot includes all measures and races presented within the county. Only races and measures you are entitled to vote upon will
appear on your Official Ballot.
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General Election - November 8, 2011
LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

Castle Rock School District No. 401
Director District No. 2
2 Year Term

Woodland School District No. 404
Director District No. 1

Cowlitz 2 Fire and Rescue
Commissioner Position No. 1

Jimmy L. Bays

Alan Godfrey

______________

Scott Neves

Harold D. Erdelbrock

______________
Castle Rock School District No. 401
Director District No. 3
Bill Davis

Woodland School District No. 404
Director District No. 2
Janice Watts

______________

Skot Jones

______________
Castle Rock School District No. 401
Director District No. 4 At Large

Castle Rock School District No. 401
Director District No. 5 At Large
2 Year Term
Gayle Baker

______________

Dave Walker

Mark Higgins

______________

Tina Cayton

______________
Kelso School District No. 458
Director Position No. 3
Bob Simmons

______________
Kelso School District No. 458
Director Position No. 4
Bob Lucas

Kalama School District No. 402
Director District No. 2

Fire Protection District No. 3
Commissioner Position No. 1

Dan Belding
Woodland School District No. 404
Director District No. 3

Glen A. Paget

______________

______________

Fire Protection District No. 3
Commissioner Position No. 2
2 Year Unexpired Term
Thomas R. Baltazar

______________
Fire Protection District No. 4
Commissioner Position No. 1
Alfred Gulliford

______________

Diane L. Dick

______________

Fire Protection District No. 5
Commissioner Position No. 1
Terry Sinkler

______________
Kalama School District No. 402
Director District No. 3
Chad Moon
Wesley “Wes” Eader Sr.

______________

Kelso School District No. 458
Director Position No. 5
Roy Parsons

______________

______________
Fire Protection District No. 6
Commissioner Position No. 1
Mark Watenpaugh

Fire Protection District No. 1
Commissioner Position No. 1

______________

Jim Kellar
Kalama School District No. 402
Director District No. 5
Russ Ipock
Marsha Shagool

______________

Fire Protection District No. 7
Commissioner Position No. 2
Michael Rietman

______________

______________
Note: The Sample Ballot includes all measures and races presented within the county. Only races and measures you are entitled to vote upon will
appear on your Official Ballot.
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General Election - November 8, 2011
LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

LOCAL Nonpartisan Offices

Cemetery District No. 1
Commissioner Position No. 2

Cemetery District No. 6
Commissioner Position No. 3
2 Year Unexpired Term

Woodland Swimming & Recreation
Commissioner Position No. 5
2 Year Unexpired Term

Melvin Kayser

______________
Cemetery District No. 1
Commissioner Position No. 3
2 Year Unexpired Term

Phil Gardner

Shannon Tracy

______________

______________

Cemetery District No. 7
Commissioner Position No. 1

Lexington Flood Control Zone District
Supervisor Position No. 3

Barbara Roller

Francis Naglich

Douglas Ipock

______________

______________

Jim Zintz

Cemetery District No. 2
Commissioner Position No. 2

Beacon Hill Sewer District
Commissioner Position No. 1

Lee Kouvo

Monte J. Roden

______________

______________

Cemetery District No. 4
Commissioner Position No. 3
4 Year Unexpired Term

Woodland Swimming & Recreation
Commissioner Position No. 1

Brian Flatt

______________
Cemetery District No. 5
Commissioner Position No. 1

Todd Dinehart

______________
Woodland Swimming & Recreation
Commissioner Position No. 2
2 Year Unexpired Term

Joanna Boatman

Sharyn Crosby

______________

______________

Cemetery District No. 6
Commissioner Position No. 1
4 Year Unexpired Term

Woodland Swimming & Recreation
Commissioner Position No. 3

Kari Jo Pearson

______________
Cemetery District No. 6
Commissioner Position No. 2

______________

Michael Green

______________
Woodland Swimming & Recreation
Commissioner Position No. 4
2 Year Unexpired Term

Bill Spencer

Bruce Hulett

______________

______________

Note: The Sample Ballot includes all measures and races presented within the county. Only races and measures you are entitled to vote upon will
appear on your Official Ballot.

43
COWLITZ COUNTY, Commissioner District #1

Michael A. Karnofski
(Prefers Democra c Party)
The key issue facing Cowlitz County
is economic development. I have
worked to provide an environment
that is conducive to economic
development. This includes
providing Rural Development Funds
for infrastructure improvements
in Woodland and Longview,
improvements to the Kelso Airport,
and the addi on of a bulk storage
facility at the Port of Longview. I have
also worked with the Building and
Planning Department and the Building and Planning Advisory
Board to improve the permi ng process and handling of
individual’s concerns.
The second element of economic development that needs
to be addressed is “Quality of Place.” Companies and people
need a desirable place to work and live. To support this, Rural
Development Funds were provided for improvements at the
Harry Gardner Park and the Castle Rock Boat Launch. I also
work closely with the County Park Board to see how we can
con nue to maintain and improve our facili es.
For more informa on (360) 423-0792
mikecowlitzcom@gmail.com

Unopposed

PORT OF KALAMA, Commissioner District #3

Unopposed

Troy Stariha

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 673-2359
stariha5@hotmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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PORT OF LONGVIEW, Commissioner District #2

Kent J. Preston

Lou Johnson

Cowlitz County is without a doubt
the best place I’ve ever found
to live. Everyone reading this
has chosen the area to work and
raise their family. The county is
No Photo
experiencing a me of economic
uncertainty amid the disappearance
Submi ed
of family wage jobs and the
declina on of the middle class.
The Port of Longview is the hub,
the engine that moves economic
development in the county. I’ve
been in mately involved with
economic and infrastructure development throughout the
world, including the Balkans, Iraq and Afghanistan so I’m
very aware of the challenges the Port Commissioner will
experience. There is no place in the world I’d rather work
than Cowlitz County and I will bring passion, work ethic and
experience as your Port Commissioner.

My name is Lou Johnson and I am a
candidate for Longview Port
Commissioner Pos. #2. I grew up in
Longview, graduated from R.A. Long
High School, and served 4 years in the
military. I Have: 30 years experience
working in the mari me industry and
10 years experience as a marine clerk
in charge of the flow of cargo over the
docks. I Believe: Family wage job
crea on is a priority. Local labor
should be employed on local projects,
not imported non-resident labor. Taxes can be eliminated by
eﬃcient responsible use of Port resources. Vote Lou Johnson
for a Port that makes a posi ve diﬀerence in your life.

For more informa on (360) 967-2070
kpreston007@hotmail.com

For more informa on (360) 431-8562
louisjohnson61@comcast.net

PORT OF WOODLAND, Commissioner District #3

Paul D. Cline

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 231-4249
cliner@tds.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF CASTLE ROCK, Mayor

Unopposed

Paul D. Helenberg

No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 957-6899
phelenberg@gmail.com

CITY OF CASTLE ROCK, Council Posi on #3

John Queen

Unopposed

I feel privileged to have served you
as Castle Rock City Councilman for
the past 4 years and have held other
posi ons as Mayor Pro Tem. I’m a
re red Weyerhaeuser employee a er
43 years of service. I’m a lifelong
resident of Castle Rock where it’s
been a wonderful place to live and
raise a family. During my service I have
supported keeping our library open,
opening the Castle Rock boat launch,
and making improvements in our parks. My goals include
a rac ng local business and con nued City annexa on. Thank
you for your support.
For more informa on (360) 274-7413
queen_3@comcast.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF CASTLE ROCK, Council Posi on #4

Michael L. Davis

James Tarragano

My name is Michael Davis and I am
a candidate for City Council. Having
grown up in a small town, I understand
the needs and concerns of small town
residents; and, as the face of our
economy changes, it is important that we
have responsible leadership on our city
council.
I served seven years in the military. As
a veteran of the U.S. Army I served
in Opera on Iraqi Freedom. That
experience, while challenging, showed me the values of
leadership, dedica on, and service to others. Addi onally, in
my current trade, I constantly need to make customer-service
oriented decisions.
As a member of the Castle Rock City Council I will work hard to
ensure that the people of our city are represented in a common
sense manner. I will do my best to see that things are handled in
an appropriate way, with regard to the interest of the community.
For more informa on (360) 957-1448

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 957-7030
tarraganoj@gmail.com

CITY OF CASTLE ROCK, Council Posi on #5

Ellen Rose
As a lifelong resident and business
owner, I value our city’s reputa on for
its ability to develop collabora ons
between ci zens, governmental agencies
and volunteers. This has allowed the city
to pool resources to complete projects,
such as the trail system and boat launch.
If elected, I would like to use my business
experience to help the city develop a
welcoming business environment, for
both exis ng core businesses and future
development. We need the ability to
have the opportunity to shop and work
locally. Successful businesses are the life blood of our community.
The city needs experienced people to guide decisions. I have
both a financial and personal investment in Castle Rock and I will
work to assure that ci zens are ge ng the best value for their tax
dollars.
For more informa on (360) 274-7721
mtsthelensmotel@gmail.com

Mike Mask

No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 957-7007
mikebmask@live.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF KALAMA, Council Posi on #3

James “Mike” Dennis Langham

Unopposed

I am re red from the aerospace
industry with an Engineering and
Quality Assurance background. I have
served in the military and currently
serve as chairman on the Kalama
Parks and Recrea on board. I believe
a City Council member’s job is to
represent all the ci zens, listen to
their input and communicate with
them. I have no preset agenda or
special interests in specific issues
or groups. I believe in suppor ng
educa on, youth ac vi es, local
businesses, community services and aiding those in need.
Every ci zen is en tled to a government that represents and
respects them and is fair and balanced. I will try to be that
type of councilman.
For more informa on (360) 673-2697
masdl2003@hotmail.com

CITY OF KALAMA, Council Posi on #4

Donald W. Purvis

Unopposed

I care deeply about the City
of Kalama. In addi on to
currently serving as a City
Council member, I have ac vely
represented our community by
par cipa ng in mul ple City and
No Photo
County advisory groups, such as
Submi ed
Envision Kalama, Cowlitz Public
Health Advisory Council, Kalama
Safe Communi es Coali on, Cowlitz
County Tourism, and have served
as a past member in the Kalama
Chamber of Commerce.
I believe that the only way to grow and improve our city is
by ac vely listening to the ci zens I represent, and being
commi ed enough to be involved in the ac vi es that
make a diﬀerence. It is essen al to demonstrate integrity in
everything I do.
For more informa on (360) 673-4255
donpurvis@msn.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF KALAMA, Council Posi on #5

Mary Putka

Unopposed

I want to serve on the Kalama City
Council to broaden my involvement
in our community. As president
of the Kalama Library Board, I’ve
contributed to upgrading and
expanding library services. We
started Kalama Word Catcher, an
annual wri ng event bringing people
from out of the area to town, giving
us visibility and a reputa on as a
progressive and forward-looking
community. As a co-founder of
Envision Kalama, a non-profit founda on dedicated to a wide
variety of projects for the be erment of Kalama, I’ve worked
to promote both the business interests and the livability of
our town. The trees and plaques on Main Street are the most
direct result of Envision Kalama’s work. I’ll strive to maintain
the best of Kalama’s northwest heritage and, at the same
me, contribute to Kalama’s future.
For more informa on (360) 673-5310
mputka@mac.com

CITY OF KELSO, Council Posi on #3

Kimberly Lefebvre
I’m Kimberly Lefebvre and I’m
married to Thomas, I have two
wonderful daughters Danie (25)
and Stephie ( 24). I am the daughter
of Fred (Babe) & Peggy Johnson.
I recently joined AmeriCorps and
plan on really ge ng more involved
in our community. I have lived in
West Kelso for 45 years. I am very
excited to run for city council and
feel I will be a very good listener for
all of West Kelso. I have seen this
neighborhood change over the past
years and I would love to be part of its growth and change
for the be er. This neighborhood shaped the woman that I
am and I would love to make it a be er place to influence the
people around Kelso to make their neighborhoods and our
city thrive and to become happier places to raise our families.
Thank you.
For more informa on (360) 431-8808
tokidast@comcast.net

Ned W. Harris
No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 560-7550

Bob Von Roch
No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 957-1618
vonroch@gmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)

49
CITY OF KELSO, Council Posi on #4

David Futcher

Unopposed

Kelso has come a long way since
I joined the council in 2005. The
city enjoys a new library, skatepark,
and senior center. Development of
the Wye, the old Hilander site, and
the old Safeway store have helped
change the look of Kelso. Before real
estate prices crashed, we sold excess
real estate to cover city hall debt
and to build up reserves that have
carried the city through the economic
downturn.
I’ve worked hard for you the last seven years, trying to keep in
touch using tools like Facebook, Twi er, town hall mee ngs,
and the Talking Kelso blog. I look forward to serving another
term to help see current development projects through to
comple on and to see the mall re-energized with a new
anchor tenant. These eﬀorts will provide jobs and revenue to
keep taxes as low as possible while preserving and enhancing
the services you value. Thank you.
For more informa on (360) 430-4483
david@futcher.com

CITY OF KELSO, Council Posi on #5

James Webb
No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 281-5597
jdwebb63@msn.com

Gary Edward Archer

No Photo
Submi ed

A few years ago a company named
Home Depot wanted to come into
Kelso and was turned down. We all
know what city is ge ng all the tax
money now! When the new Allen
Street Bridge was built the city lost
half of its commercial tax base and
never fully recovered. Now we are
out of money and they want to raise
taxes to help fill the gap. I have a plan
to get more tax dollars without raising
or adding any new taxes. My plan can
work but it will not be easy without
your help. My plan is simple and to the point and it will work.
My plan will help us bring in new taxes for the short and long
term without raising your taxes. So please help me help you in
keeping taxes where we can aﬀord to live in Kelso.
For more informa on (360) 577-4931
Archer50@comcast.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF KELSO, Council Posi on #6

Gary Schimmel

No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 957-2470
garyschimmel@gmail.com

CITY OF KELSO, Council Posi on #7

Dan Myers

Unopposed

It has been both an honor and a
privilege to serve the ci zens of
Kelso the last few years. I look
forward to con nuing my eﬀorts
to see that we get the best use of
limited funds and try to make Kelso
a preferred loca on for families
and businesses. Thank you for your
support.

For more informa on (360) 423-9900
dan-myers@kalama.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF LONGVIEW, Council Posi on #1

Mike Wallin

Steve Moon

We share a goal and vision, a
government that listens to you and
meets your needs but keeps spending
under control.
You deserve a councilman who
works hard for the be erment of the
community; a small business owner
with common sense who will not be a
rubberstamp for bureaucrats but will
ask the tough ques ons.
Not one who pretends to have all the
answers or relies too much on consultants or staﬀ, but who
listens to you, respects your opinion, and will do his best to
represent you.
Although we may not always agree, you deserve a councilman
who will fight for your right to be heard, be honest with you
and consistently stand for our core beliefs.
Your voice will be heard on traﬃc cameras, and we will
improve traﬃc flow and safety. We deserve stable u lity rates
and the right to vote on tax or fee increases.
www.wallin4council.com
For more informa on (360) 560-3636
michaelwallin@hotmail.com

As a lifelong ci zen of Longview,
Steve recognizes the struggles that
his neighbors are facing during
these tough economic mes.
While working within the budget,
he will ensure that the ci zens of
Longview are cared for and heard.
Steve understands that a viable tax
structure and a well-maintained
infrastructure are necessary to
a ract family wage employers.
He is concerned with our public safety and will work with our
police and fire departments to insure proper protec on.
Steve understands the importance of a long term vision for
Longview while being able to address the issues that aﬀect us
today. He works relessly with local groups and organiza ons
to help improve our quality of life, including the Lower
Columbia Professionals, Highland Neighborhood Associa on,
Visual Arts Commission, Project Longview and the Cowlitz
County Comprehensive Plan.
Steve and his wife are raising their three children and know
the importance of a safe, livable city.
For more informa on (360) 560-0059
electstevemoon@hotmail.com

CITY OF LONGVIEW, Council Posi on #2

Tom Hutchinson

Chuck Wallace

Living in Longview for over 23
years raising three children with
my wife, Allison, I am passionate
about protec ng and improving, the
special quality of life here.
I am ac ve in our community with
over 22 years in youth soccer, as
coach, club president, referee and
developer of new fields at 7th
Avenue Park. I also serve on local
boards, Children’s Community
Resources and Longview Sister City
Commission. I am aware of the
issues that are important to the community.
With over 30 years of management experience in hospitals
and medical groups, I understand how to get things done in
complex organiza ons.
As a City Council member my goal will be to help make
decisions that move us forward to a healthier economy, a
nurturing environment for our children - a place we are proud
to call home. I commit to help us reach that future.
For more informa on (360) 636-4258
hutcht@q.com

For the next four years, I will work
towards protec ng cri cal city
services. I will work to strengthen
economic development, by
suppor ng responsible public
policy that encourages developing
business and the entrepreneurial
spirit. I will support public policy
that promotes growth of family
wage jobs. I will work to address
shortcomings within our local
public safety resources. I will work
with the city council to explore
possibili es of alterna ve financing
strategies for needed public works projects, before deciding
to increase u lity rates. I will con nue to ask hard ques ons
and pursue innova ve solu ons to the challenges that face
our community. I see a bright future for Longview and I
would be honored to serve you on the Longview City Council.
For more informa on (360) 703-2322
crwallace2011@gmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF LONGVIEW, Council Posi on #3

Cameron Templeton

Ken Botero

It’s me for new leadership on the

During the last three years it has
been my privilege to serve as your
representa ve, and it has been very
educa onal and produc ve. I believe
that serving you and the community
during these economically restric ve
mes has been a posi ve challenge
for the council and the community.
I believe we have weathered the
storm for now, and need to look to
the future and con nue to be
pro-ac ve in dealing with our
challenges. I am ready to face
those challenges, with your help. And on a personal level, I
have found that listening to you the ci zens has been very
educa onal. It has been my privilege to have supported a
Community Forum on a monthly basis to give the community
the necessary opportunity to discuss issues facing the
community and I have had the open policy of working with
each of you on special concerns.
Gratefully,
Ken Botero
For more informa on (360) 430-0594
kbotero@comcast.net

council. We need people willing to
humbly serve the ci zens, not rule
over them.
As a long me local business owner
and Ironman Tri-Athlete, hard work
is no stranger to me. Job #1 is
encouraging job crea on which is
our ci zens’ most pressing problem.
I will ask the tough ques ons and
demand concrete answers about
how your money is spent. I will hold
the line on taxes and fees.
I will listen to the people.
I strongly oppose how the mayor and council took away
the people’s right to ini a ve. Thousands of ci zens signed
pe ons for Longview’s first ever ini a ve to vote on the
cke ng camera program and the city ignored it. I will
fight for your right to ini a ve and abide by your decision,
unlike Ken Botero, the father of Longview’s cke ng camera
program.
I’m ready and commi ed to work for this community.
For more informa on (360) 957-1674
Cameron_Templeton@yahoo.com

CITY OF LONGVIEW, Council Posi on #4

Mikeal Keesee

Don Jensen

My name is Mikeal Keesee, and I’m
running for Longview City Council
Posi on 4. I am a small business
owner, and I am running because
for too long the voices of the people
who need more ac on from their
No Photo
city government have gone unheard.
Submi ed
If elected, I will focus on working to
bring more jobs to the city, which
will include upda ng zoning and
using the assets of the area to
allow for developments that spur
job growth. We need to bring the
city out of the recession stronger than it was before by new
policies and ideas to progress forward.
I will work passionately to fund a new senior center and
community center, and make common sense changes to ease
traﬃc conges on, increase safety and eliminate the need for
red-light cameras.
I kindly ask for your support, because this elec on is about
you, for a change.
For more informa on (360) 562-6552
electmike@ne usioncafe.com

As a lifelong resident of Longview,
I am running for re-elec on to
Posi on 4. I will con nue to work
to bring family wage jobs to the
city and reduce the crime rate. I
support increased police and fire
protec on.
High priority items are reduc on
of water and sewer rates, repair
of our streets and traﬃc light
synchroniza on.
Also on my priority list are
con nued support and ci zen
involvement in both the Highlands and downtown.
At this me, Longview needs an experienced leader; I bring
knowledge, experience and background to the council.
I thank you for allowing me to be your voice on the Longview
City Council and I ask for your support in this elec on.
Don Jensen, Voice of the People
For more informa on (360) 577-0111
jensendc@teleport.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF WOODLAND, Mayor

Grover Laseke

John “JJ” Burke

The City of Woodland is facing some
big challenges. Woodland needs
a mayor with integrity, leadership
and experience to overcome these
challenges. My background and
experience will allow me to hit the
ground running and serve the city
without delay.
I have lived in Woodland for
15 years and served for eight
years as Woodland police chief
working in tandem with our city
government. Previous experience
as a mayor gives me an understanding of the problems
facing our community. My understanding is enhanced by
volunteer community service and leadership. With a solid
educa on and over 20 years of managerial and administra ve
experience I am equipped to serve Woodland.
I am commi ed to serving with all the ci zens and elected
oﬃcials to bring the City of Woodland into the future. A well
run city government is the key to a posi ve future for all of
us. Informa on: h p://www.groverformayor.blogspot.com/
For more informa on (360) 225-9022
glaseke@yahoo.com

Woodland is a great city, but we
need to have all the local policy
making people all on the same
page. The past 4 years, the mayorcouncil rela onship has been poor
No Photo
and needs to be repaired. I feel
if elected, I can accomplish this.
Submi ed
As we are a growing community,
city oﬃces need more room, but a
source of revenue has to be found.
There are ways to accomplish this,
and it takes a working team to make
it happen. I have been on the city
council for 10 years and never missed a mee ng. I would like
your support.
For more informa on (360) 225-9888
jjscpr@me.com

CITY OF WOODLAND, Council Posi on #4

Marshall Allen

Anthony “Tony” Bren n

We need to use a common sense
approach to grow Woodland,
support business and ensure quality
of life for our families. Woodland is
the gateway to recrea onal areas,
farms, and a large industrial area.
Our area is both business and family
oriented. I love Woodland and
would like to help shape its growth.
I have 20 years of experience as a
manager in air cra modifica on,
both civilian and military. I was
responsible for cost, quality, and
scheduling and interfaced with
customers and will bring this experience to represent
Woodland as councilman. I am re red U.S. Air Force (served
20 years). We moved to Woodland in 2004 to make it our
re rement home. Married to Josephine for 53 years. Two
daughters and their families live in Woodland area. Thanks for
your vote.
For more informa on (360) 225-8683
jomwa2@gmail.com

I have spent most of my adult life
in public service, re ring a er 30
years in the fire service to develop
a new voca on in financial services.
I have considerable demonstrated
experience in budge ng, longNo Photo
range planning and personnel
Submi ed
management and development.
My last 5 years in the fire service
were as Fire Chief for the City
of Woodland. One of my key
accomplishments was obtaining 1.5
million dollars in grants for the fire
department that resulted in major equipment and service
improvements for the City.
I have lived in Woodland for 10 years and believe that the City
lacks a long term vision of what it wants to be, so decisions
are made in a piecemeal fashion. The City must be managed
professionally. Planning and managing growth is cri cal. I
have many strengths and experience to help Woodland
develop its vision and benefit our City.
For more informa on (360) 320-0508
firedouser@msn.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CITY OF WOODLAND, Council Posi on #5

Unopposed

Susan Humbyrd
It has been a privilege to serve
Woodland since being appointed
to the council in January of 2007. I
have been ac ve in many diﬀerent
programs and commi ees that focus
No Photo
on planned economic development,
sustainable growth, tourism and
Submi ed
building a strong future for our city.
I will con nue to work passionately
toward these goals while keeping
in mind Woodland’s history and
maintaining our small-town feel that
we cherish. I ask for the opportunity
to con nue to serve Woodland. Thank you for your vote.
For more informa on (360) 751-0418
suzq10@netzero.net

CITY OF WOODLAND, Council Posi on #7

Robert Ripp
No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 225-7312
renateripp@gmail.com

Sco Perry

No Photo
Submi ed

Woodland has challenges. My wife
and I bought our home in Woodland
some 10 years ago. I regularly
a end City Council, Lake Commi ee,
Park Board, Planning Commission
and Chamber mee ngs. I meet
and listen to business owners and
ci zens daily. Many complain they
learn of council issues at the last
minute or a er the fact. Everyone
dislikes controversy.
Encouraging economic
development, businesses, jobs,
controlling spending and be er communica on are cri cal.
The city and its stakeholders must work together. Many
visitors use our facili es while cut backs and fee increases,
only aﬀect city residents. We need new income from business
growth and increased revenue from outside users.
Building working rela onships has been fundamental
to my successes. Following military service in Vietnam I
became known for my success with startup Data Processing
companies and my experience and versa lity in sales,
management, human resources, property rights, and business
development.
Your support is appreciated.
For more informa on (360) 921-2306
Sco MP@Comcast.Net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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LONGVIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 122, Director Posi on #2

James Campbell
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 425-1453
jcampbell@sawyerfps.com

LONGVIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 122, Director Posi on #3

Skip Urling

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 636-0655
skip@urlingplanning.com

LONGVIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 122, Director Posi on #4

Barb Westrick
As Longview School Board Director,
I will con nue my work with the
board on my primary objec ve of
improved student achievement. Our
10th grade standardized test scores
are improving and our dropout
rate is going down. This has been
accomplished through the eﬀort and
leadership of our Superintendent,
the administra on, staﬀ and the
board.
I have served on the Facili es Commi ee, overseeing the
renova on of Cascade and Mon cello Middle Schools. Also,
one of my goals on the Leadership and Learning Commi ee
has been to upgrade our student curriculum. We are making
real progress on our commitment to these improvements.
During these diﬃcult economic mes we have had to make
many budget cuts. We have kept those cuts away from
the classroom, as much as possible. I always listen and am
mindful of the hardships the taxpayers face.
I hope to receive your vote to con nue this important work.
For more Informa on (360) 425-2812
barbwestrick@comcast.net

Unopposed

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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LONGVIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 122, Director Posi on #5

Jennifer E. Leach
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 430-0607
jennifer.leach@cni.net

TOUTLE LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 130, Director District #1

Russ Hovey

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-9537
rmhovey@comcast.net

TOUTLE LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 130, Director District #2

Art Carney
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-7980
art@carneyconstruc on.org

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)

57
TOUTLE LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 130, Director District #3

H. F. “Butch” Brenaman

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-4515
beaglescout@gmail.com

TOUTLE LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 130, Director District #4

Walter R. Cam Hanna
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-4555
camhanna@comcast.net

CASTLE ROCK SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 401, Director District #2

Harold D. Erdelbrock

Unopposed

Castle Rock Schools should provide
the educa on our children will need
for entrance into college, voca onal
training or straight into the work
force. Our district through its
leadership should be a benchmark
No Photo
of educa onal excellence. Appointed
Submi ed
to this posi on in January 2009
and elected to complete the term
in 2010, I will con nue to provide
strong ethical and fiscal oversight if
re-elected. With this experience and
9 years on the board of Three Rivers
Chris an School I understand the role a board member plays
and have successfully provided oversight to resolve many
financial, academic, facili es, and employee and student
issues. Thank you for your vote.
For more informa on (360) 274-6435
herdelbrock@live.com
(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CASTLE ROCK SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 401, Director District #3

Bill Davis

Skot Jones

I can increase the eﬀec veness
of educa on in our district by
developing a synergy between
the teachers, leaders and families.
Results would be be er preparing
our youth for a produc ve life;
an increase in enrollment, and a
stronger community spirit.
I feel that my life experiences will
be helpful in making this happen.
I taught and coached for 10 years.
I have owned 2 insurance oﬃces,
and along with my wife Ellen, just
returned from 18 months in East Malaysia where we helped
establish a privately funded ongoing humanitarian program.
I have successfully developed synergy within organiza ons
many mes. The coopera on and contribu on of the
teachers, leaders and families to this will be the force that
strengthens our district.
I have a Master’s degree in Counseling. My wife has her
degree in Nursing. Of our six children, three have degrees in
educa on. Our family values educa on.
For more informa on (360) 749-3037
billandellendavis@gmail.com

In these mes it is diﬃcult to get oﬀ
of the ground if one does not have a
good founda on, a quality educa on
is part of that founda on. There are
many issues that face schools and
I am asking to con nue to be part
of guiding the Castle Rock school
district in a direc on that be er
serves the community that it serves.

For more informa on (360) 274-5955
jonesmanor@gmail.com

CASTLE ROCK SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 401, Director District #4 At Large

Glen A. Paget

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 274-8395
gfpaget@hughes.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CASTLE ROCK SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 401, Director District #5 At Large

Gayle Baker

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

For more informa on (360) 270-7243
gaylebaker@comcast.net

KALAMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 402, Director District #2

Dave Walker

Unopposed

As a member of the Kalama School
District Board of Directors, I will
con nue to be an ongoing advocate
for a safe, orderly school system
where academic pursuits of our
student clientele will con nue to be
my paramount responsibility.
I have and will con nue to support
lower class sizes for our teachers,
posi ve educa on reform, coupled
with accountability, along with
ongoing prudent fiscal management
of district financial resources.
For more Informa on (360) 673-2796
salmonboy@kalama.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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KALAMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 402, Director District #3

Wesley “Wes” Eader Sr.

Chad Moon
No Statement Submi ed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 673-5856
mooncruncher@sca ercreek.com

I am Wesley Eader, current Director
of District No. 3 of the Kalama School
Board. My desire is to con nue to
serve as your representa ve on the
Kalama School Board. I believe in the
Kalama School District, the children,
the teachers, the staﬀ, and the
administrators. I want to help the
district to con nue to strive towards
excellence in educa on so that our
children will be well prepared for life
a er secondary educa on whether
they pursue college, the military, or to
enter the work force.
Budget cuts present us with funding challenges. Our
administrators and board will con nue to exercise fiscal
responsibility to provide the best people and resources for a
quality educa on experience for our kids.
I appreciate the educa on that my three children received in
Kalama and I want to help ensure that all future genera ons of
students have the same opportunity.
Thank you for your support, Wes.
For more Informa on (360) 261-4669
weader1@juno.com

KALAMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 402, Director District #5

Russ Ipock
It has been an honor and a privilege
to serve on the Kalama School
Board for the last 16 years. I ran
for the school board to be er the
educa onal opportuni es for the
children of Kalama, and firmly
believe we have done that as
evident in the many awards and
accolades for academic excellence
earned by the district in recent
years. While educa on is the
paramount priority, educa ng
while being responsible stewards of the public’s tax dollars
is important as well. While nearly every other district in
the state is facing grave financial decisions given current
economic condi ons, it is the prudent and responsible fiscal
decisions of the Kalama School Board that have the Kalama
School District in healthier fiscal standing. I am proud of that,
I am proud of the staﬀ in the Kalama School District. I would
be honored to serve the children of Kalama another four
years.
For more Informa on (360) 673-4638
huntradar@kalama.com

Marsha Shagool

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 560-8341
marshashagool@hotmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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WOODLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 404, Director District #1

Unopposed

Jimmy L. Bays
No Statement Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-7268
jbaysfamily@yahoo.com

WOODLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 404, Director District #2

Janice Wa s
Growing up in Woodland and
raising a family here has brought
out the importance of our local
schools and their management. I
am a concerned parent and through
the last four years of service on
the Woodland School board, I’ve
sought to see the best possible
decisions made for our community’s
children in regards to schooling and
the use of our tax dollars. It really
has been an honor to serve on the
school board, please allow me to
con nue serving you for the next
four years.
For more Informa on (360) 225-9349
jkwa s1@juno.com

Unopposed

No Photo
Submi ed

WOODLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 404, Director District #3

Tina Cayton

No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-9337
na.cayton@gmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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KELSO SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 458, Director Posi on #3

Bob Simmons
I appreciate the trust the community
has placed in me as a member of
the Kelso School Board for the past
28 years. We have faced many
challenges in that me, as we will in
the future.
Kelso Public Schools have con nued
to make progress with student
learning in spite of the diﬃcult
economic condi ons of the past few
years. The a en on we have focused
on quality instruc on in every classroom has improved
student performance. Implementa on of the strategic plans
for math and science educa on will lead to improved student
performance in those areas. Con nued improvement will
be needed to prepare every student for living, learning and
achieving success as ci zens in our changing world.
We need to provide high quality educa on for our students
while demonstra ng sound financial stewardship.
These are large responsibili es and I thank you for allowing
me to represent you during this important me.
For more Informa on (360) 747-3773
bdsimmons@gmail.com

Unopposed

KELSO SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 458, Director Posi on #4

Bob Lucas

Diane L. Dick

I’ve been told that when you come
to a fork in the road, take it. Having
just re red, the open board posi on
looked like an interes ng path. My
educa onal background includes
teaching at Butler Acres Elementary
and Coweeman Middle School,
coaching 7th grade basketball and
volleyball, former board member
of both Carrrolls and Kelso school
districts, founding oﬃcer of the
Kelso Founda on, and HOSTS tutor.
Both our daughters received an outstanding educa on while
a ending Kelso schools.
Certainly, the resources available to teach our students have
diminished, but the good news is that Kelso has incredibly
talented and passionate teachers, plus a remarkable support
staﬀ. As a board member, I would listen to the concerns
of our community and school personnel and then make
decisions that maximize resources available to our classroom
teachers. My experience as a classroom teacher would add a
diﬀerent perspec ve to the board.

For seven years I served the
community as Kelso School Director
and I enthusias cally look forward to
serving again.
While on the Board I was on the
Budget, Curriculum, I-728, Gi ed Ed,
Grade Reconfigura on, Diversity, and
Benefits Commi ees. I represented
the Board on the District Contract
Nego a ng Team and at the Council
of Governments Forums. I strongly
advocated for full day kindergarten
and for comprehensive sex educa on curriculum.
Since 1995 I’ve been on the Catlin Learning Improvement
Team. I regularly a end board mee ngs and have spoken up
for budget transparency, keeping our neighborhood schools
open, and the importance of appropriate educa on for gi ed
students.
I will con nue to advocate for reinsta ng full day kindergarten
for all students, balancing elementary school student
popula ons, maintaining career-tech programs, and
improving budget transparency.
I believe high quality public educa on is the best opportunity
for individuals to improve their lives and benefit our society.
For more Informa on (360) 636-5276
dldick@cni.net

For more Informa on (360) 423-9341
blucas@cni.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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KELSO SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 458, Director Posi on #5

Roy Parsons

Unopposed

I seek re-elec on to the Kelso
School Board because I believe that
educa on is the best investment
that a community can make. I
bring a proven record of service
and dedica on with several terms
as vice president and president of
the board. Currently, I serve on
the board’s budget, facili es and
planning commi ees. Addi onally,
I serve on the Board of Directors
of the Washington State School
Directors Associa on, as well as on their execu ve board.
As an elected oﬃcial I will con nue to work for kids by
suppor ng high academic standards, promo ng programs
that prepare our students with skills needed for success, and
seek to ac vely involve the community in district decisions.
I will con nue to work with state legislators to lobby for
adequate funding for schools, and to insure that the district is
a good steward of all their resources.
For more Informa on (360) 577-9101
hrparsons@cni.net

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 1, Commissioner Posi on #1

Jim Kellar

Unopposed

Using the twenty-one (21) years of
experience learning and applying
the laws and regula ons related
to the fire service, I intend to
con nue helping Cowlitz Fire
District #1 provide the best
possible fire and rescue service for
the people of our district.

For more Informa on (360) 225-7224
jama39@gmail.com

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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COWLITZ 2 FIRE AND RESCUE, Commissioner Posi on #1

Alan Godfrey
No Statement Submi ed

Sco Neves
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 749-4041
awghkg@comcast.net

I have devoted my life to public
service. As Commissioner, my goals
will be to maintain emergency service
levels and support future personnel
No Photo
and equipment needs.
Submi ed
Experience includes: 25 years
volunteer firefighter, fire oﬃcer,
chief oﬃcer, and EMT with Cowlitz 2
(re red April 2011), 28 years in local
law enforcement, 5 years ambulance
service, LCC Instructor, in depth
budget management experience, DEM CERT Instructor and
disaster relief work including 2 trips to Hai .
Member of Castle Rock Police Associa on and Lions Club,
former Salva on Army Board Member and Longview First
Bap st Church Trustee. I have extensive training in emergency
services. Awards include a Chief’s Medal, 9 Life Saving
Awards, Eagles FF and LE Oﬃcer of the year.
A lifelong Cowlitz County resident, I enjoy an ac ve family life
with my wife and 3 children. Find ‘Vote Sco Neves’ on www.
facebook.com
For more Informa on (360) 636-1162
neves5l2@gmail.com

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 3, Commissioner Posi on #1

Mark Higgins
No Statement Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-6321
mark.higgins98611@gmail.com

Dan Belding
No Photo
Submi ed

I, Dan Belding, have lived in the
Silverlake/Toutle area for over fi y
years. I have twenty-seven years
of Fire Service experience in the
industrial and volunteer field. I have
a Fire Science Degree and am s ll
a Volunteer Fireman/EMT with the
Toutle Fire Department.
When I became a Fire Commissioner
twenty-four years ago, the Toutle Fire
Department had limited resources.
With team work and commitment,
the Department has grown
considerably and now oﬀers a wide assortment of resources.
I firmly believe that it is the commitment of people working
together that keeps the Toutle (Silverlake) Fire Department
serving the needs of our community. Our responsibili es as
Fire Commissioners are to manage and budget the aﬀairs of
the District.
The number one priority is the safety of our Fire Personnel
and that we provide the equipment and training to keep them
out of harm’s way.
For more Informa on (360) 751-7482
leebo1962@comcast.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 3, Commissioner Posi on #2

Thomas R. Baltazar

Unopposed

Since August of 2010 I have had
the pleasure of serving you as a
Fire Commissioner filling in for the
prior Commissioner. I would like
to con nue in this posi on for the
remaining 2 years.
I believe that as a Steward of public
funds that those dollars must be
spent in a responsible manner. Fire,
Emergency Medical Services and
Rescue are important to the well
being of our ci zens and their property.
I have been in public service most of my working life, star ng
as a United States Marine with two tours of duty in VietNam. I then re red as a Police Oﬃcer, having du es as a Swat
Team member and instructor of Defensive Tac cs. I have also
served for several years as a District #3 Fire Commissioner
prior to August 2010.
For more Informa on (360) 274-0647
usmcdi6860@comcast.net

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 4, Commissioner Posi on #1

Alfred Gulliford

Unopposed

For the past six years, I have been
serving as Commissioner elected by
the community of Ryderwood for
Fire District 4. I feel strongly about
providing EMT and Fire Protec on
services to this remote part of
Cowlitz County.
During this me I have come to
understand the needs and challenges
of the community.
I am commi ed to improving
services, facili es, and rela onships
between the community and the new Cowlitz- Lewis Fire
District 20.
Sincerely, Alfred L. Gulliford Jr.
For more Informa on (360) 295-3437
agulliford@centurytel.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 5, Commissioner Posi on #1

Terry Sinkler

Unopposed

My Name is Terry Sinkler; I have
been a resident of Kalama nearly
thirty of my forty years. I live in
Kalama with my wife and daughters;
my Parents, Grandmother and
many other rela ves also reside in
Kalama. I have been a member of
Cowlitz Fire District #5 since 1992
and have served as Firefighter,
Lieutenant and Ba alion Chief.
I currently serve as Captain and
Public Informa on Oﬃcer along
with my Firefighter du es. I am a
second genera on owner of U-Neek RV Center in Kelso.
My experience and knowledge in the fire service and
opera ng my family’s business will give me the opportunity
as a commissioner to help maintain and improve financial
and other opera ons for the Fire District. I have support from
many district #5 and surrounding districts personnel. Thank
you for your me, your support is greatly appreciated.
For more Informa on (360) 957-4224
terry@uneekrv.com

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 6, Commissioner Posi on #1

Mark Watenpaugh
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-4086
watenpaugh@comcast.net

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT NO. 7, Commissioner Posi on #2

Michael Rietman
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 231-4146
rietman@tds.net

(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 1, Commissioner Posi on #2

Melvin Kayser

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-6277
kayserfarm@msn.com

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 1, Commissioner Posi on #3

Barbara Roller

Unopposed

I have deep regards for the historic
value that our cemeteries provide for
our families. It would be an honor to
serve to maintain these sacred sites
for our community.

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 274-7624
barbroller@yahoo.com

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 2, Commissioner Posi on #2

Lee Kouvo

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 772-4462
koulee21@aol.com

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 4, Commissioner Posi on #3

Brian Fla
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (503) 572-0809
brifla @aol.com
(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 5, Commissioner Posi on #1

Joanna Boatman

Unopposed

I enjoy doing the work with Kalama
Cemetery and have several plans for
the future and hope you will give the
chance to do that.

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 6, Commissioner Posi on #1

Unopposed

Kari Jo Pearson
No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 636-1330
email@rightwayrv.com

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 6, Commissioner Posi on #2

Bill Spencer

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 577-4127
bspencer@brewexpress.com

CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 6, Commissioner Posi on #3

Phil Gardner
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 423-7873
phil_gardner@msn.com
(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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CEMETERY DISTRICT NO. 7, Commissioner Posi on #1

Francis Naglich

Unopposed

No Statement Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 414-9296
francis@eco-land.com

BEACON HILL SEWER DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #1

Monte J. Roden
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 577-1081
monte48@comcast.net

WOODLAND SWIMMING & RECREATION DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #1

Todd Dinehart
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-6512
dineharts@comcast.net

WOODLAND SWIMMING & RECREATION DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #2

Sharyn Crosby
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-8607
crosbyds@comcast.net
(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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WOODLAND SWIMMING & RECREATION DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #3

Michael Green
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 953-2220
mzgreen@gmail.com

WOODLAND SWIMMING & RECREATION DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #4

Bruce Hule
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-7346
bruce@woodlandinsurance.com

WOODLAND SWIMMING & RECREATION DISTRICT, Commissioner Posi on #5

Shannon Tracy
No Statement Submi ed

Unopposed
No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 225-1264
sweetestblessings@msn.com

LEXINGTON FLOOD CONTROL ZONE DISTRICT, Supervisor Posi on #3

Douglas Ipock
No Statement Submi ed

Jim Zintz
No Statement Submi ed

No Photo
Submi ed

For more Informa on (360) 577-9099
For more Informa on(360) 423-0243
jjzintz@comcast.net
(The statements above are submiƩed by the candidates and have not been checked for accuracy by any government agency.)
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LONGVIEW INITIATIVE
MEASURE NO.

1
Ini a ve Measure No. 1 concerns advisory votes
on City ordinances authorizing automa c traﬃc
safety cameras.
Concise Descrip on:
This Measure would require a City ordinance
authorizing the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras, enacted a er January 1, 2007, be subject
to advisory vote at the next general elec on a er
ordinance enactment.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ ] Yes
[ ] No

Complete Text
LONGVIEW MEASURE 1
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LONGVIEW, WASHINGTON,
RELATING TO TRAFFIC SAFETY AND AUTOMATED
TRAFFIC SAFETY CAMERAS; DIRECTING AN ADVISORY
VOTE OF THE PEOPLE ON NOVEMBER 8, 2011, FOR THE
CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSITION NO. 3; WHETHER ANY
CITY OF LONGVIEW ORDINANCE ENACTED AFTER JANUARY
1, 2007 THAT AUTHORIZES THE USE OF AUTOMATED
TRAFFIC SAFETY CAMERAS BE PLACED ON THE BALLOT
AS AN ADVISORY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE AT THE NEXT
GENERAL ELECTION; AND, SETTING BALLOT TITLE.
WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 46.63.170 the City
Council was authorized by the Washington State Legislature
to enact ordinances to implement the use of automated
traﬃc safety cameras at two-arterial intersec ons and in
school zones; and
WHEREAS, a er public hearings and workshops
regarding the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras,
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 automated safety cameras;
and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 3130 has been codified at
Chapter 11.04 Longview Municipal Code; and
WHEREAS, Chapter 11.04 Longview Municipal
Code contains numerous safeguards to protect the privacy
of ci zens and to provide for a convenient and inexpensive
appeal process for traﬃc infrac ons determined by the use
of automated traﬃc safety cameras; and
WHEREAS, the City Council limited the
implementa on of the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras to a pilot program so the City Council could
determine whether automated traﬃc safety cameras were
improving the safety of Longview ci zens; and
WHEREAS, there was a delay in commencing the
pilot program on the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras
and the City Council then adopted Ordinance No. 3148 to
extend the date of the authoriza on of automated traﬃc
safety cameras to May 1, 2012; and
WHEREAS, proposed Longview Ini a ve No. 1 has
sought to enact a new chapter of the Longview Municipal
Code; and
WHEREAS, the substan ve provisions of Longview
Ini a ve No. 1 would repeal Chapter 11.04 Longview
Municipal Code, would impose super-majority requirements
for the enactment of any ordinance authorizing automated
traﬃc safety cameras, and would limit the fines the City may
assess for traﬃc viola ons through the use of automated
traﬃc safety cameras; and
WHEREAS, Sec on 3 of Longview Ini a ve No. 1
contained a procedural requirement that would require
an advisory vote on any ordinance enacted authorizing
automated traﬃc safety cameras at the general elec on
following any such ordinance; and
WHEREAS, Longview Municipal Code 1.35.020
provides that “[o]rdinances, where the power of the city
to legislate on the subject ma er is derived from a grant of
power by the state legislature directly to the city council or
other corporate authori es as opposed to a grant of such
power to the city as a corporate en ty, shall not be subject to
ini a ve or referendum;” and
WHEREAS, in order to determine whether the
expense of an elec on was warranted, the City of Longview
brought an ac on in Cowlitz County Superior Court (Cause
No. 11-2-00634-5, the “Ac on”) to determine whether
Longview Ini a ve No. 1 was within the scope of the local
ini a ve power; and
WHEREAS, the Cowlitz County Superior Court ruled
on August 15, 2011 that the City properly maintained its
Ac on; and
WHEREAS, the Cowlitz County Superior Court
further determined that all substan ve provisions of Ini a ve
No. 1 were not within the scope of the local ini a ve power
because the Washington Legislature expressly delegated
authoriza on and implementa on of automated traﬃc safety
camera systems to the Longview City Council; and
WHEREAS, the Superior Court determined that
all substan ve provisions of Ini a ve No. 1 were also not
within the scope of the local ini a ve power because the
Washington Legislature intended to create a uniform and
expedi ous system for the disposi on of traﬃc infrac ons
with respect to the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras,
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and therefore the subject ma er of Chapter 11.04 Longview
Municipal Code was an administra ve ac on carrying out a
plan adopted by the State Legislature; and
WHEREAS, the Superior Court entered its order
in the Ac on gran ng the City a declaratory judgment and
injunc ve relief that enjoined the sponsors of Longview
Ini a ve No. 1 from placing any of the substan ve provisions
of Longview Ini a ve No. 1 on the ballot; and
WHEREAS, the Superior Court determined that the
single procedural requirement in Longview Ini a ve No.
1 regarding an advisory elec on was severable from the
substan ve por ons of the Ini a ve; and
WHEREAS, on June 23, 2011, the Longview City
Council passed Resolu on No. 1996 authorizing an advisory
ballot seeking to know the desires of the ci zens regarding
the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras at two-arterial
intersec ons a er May 1, 2012; and
WHEREAS, on June 23, 2011, the Longview City
Council passed Resolu on No. 1997 authorizing an advisory
ballot seeking to know the desires of the ci zens regarding
the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras at school zones
a er May 1, 2012; and
WHEREAS, without waiving any right of appeal or
further ac on regarding the Ac on, including Sec on 3 of
Longview Ini a ve No. 1, the City Council hereby determines
to comply provisionally with the Court’s order to place
Sec on 3 of Longview Ini a ve No. 1 on the November 8,
2011, ballot; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LONGVIEW, WASHINGTON, as
follows:
Sec on 1. Sec on 3 of Longview Ini a ve No. 1 shall
be submi ed to the registered voters of the City of Longview
on November 8, 2011, in conjunc on with the State General
Elec on to be held on the same day.
Sec on 2. The vote shall be whether any City of
Longview ordinance that authorizes the use of automated
traﬃc safety cameras and enacted a er January 1, 2007,
should be placed on the ballot for an advisory vote of the
people at the next general elec on a er enactment of that
ordinance. More specifically, there shall be a ballot tle,
as prepared by the City A orney under RCW 29A.36.071,
that shall read as set forth in A achment A hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference.
Sec on 3. Passage of this resolu on shall not
cons tute a waiver of any right of the City to appeal any final
order in the Ac on; or, request other judicial ac on with
respect to the Ac on, including the validity of Sec on 3 of
Longview Ini a ve No. 1.
Sec on 4. This Resolu on shall be in full force and
eﬀect upon its passage and signature below.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Longview,
at a special mee ng on the 16th day of August, 2011.
Approved by the Mayor this 16th day of August, 2011.

ATTACHMENT A – BALLOT TITLE
City of Longview Proposi on No. 3
Statement of Subject:
Ini a ve Measure No. 1 concerns advisory votes on City
ordinances authorizing automa c traﬃc safety cameras.
Concise Descrip on:
This Measure would require a City ordinance authorizing
the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras, enacted a er
January 1, 2007, be subject to advisory vote at the next
general elec on a er ordinance enactment.
Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes…….
No…….
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Statement For Measure 1

Statement Against Measure 1

OUR INITIATIVE GIVES THE PEOPLE THE RIGHT TO DECIDE ...
Amazingly, nearly half of ac ve voters signed pe ons for
the first ini a ve in our city’s history. Why? Because it simply
requires the government to ask the voters’ permission before
it installs for-profit camera surveillance on the ci zenry.
RATHER THAN LISTEN, THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL USED
OUR TAXES TO HIRE A SEATTLE …
… law firm to sue Longview’s ci zens. Vo ng yes illustrates
your opposi on to their outrageous abuse of power and your
desire to have the cke ng cameras removed now, not later
(there are several ways they can get out of the contract early
without viola ng it).
WE LIKE LONGVIEW’S SMALL TOWN FEEL – SLAPPING UP
TICKETING CAMERAS AND TREATING CITIZENS LIKE …
… ATM machines takes that away – it hurts our
community. A er automa c cke ng cameras are removed,
the government can implement more eﬀec ve (albeit less
profitable) strategies like posted signs, extended yellow lights,
speed indicator signs, flashing warning lights, etc. Those
approaches are much more in line with the way we do things
in Longview.
HAVING THE GOVERNMENT CONDUCT CAMERA
SURVEILLANCE ON ITS CITIZENS TO IMPOSE FINES IS
OBNOXIOUS …
… and violates fundamental cons tu onal rights like due
process (here are 17 reasons why they’re a really bad idea:)
www.BanCams.com/17reasons
If you want Longview’s cke ng cameras removed now,
not later, vote yes.
“Those who would give up essen al liberty to purchase a
li le temporary safety deserve neither liberty nor safety.”
Benjamin Franklin
More informa on: www.BanCams.com/Longview

Vote NO on Longview Ini a ve No. 1!
This ini a ve allows ci zens to provide input to the Longview
City Council a er it makes a decision on the use of automated
traﬃc safety cameras in the City. Why provide input a er
the City Council makes a decision when we can provide that
input right now before a decision is made by vo ng on the
proposi ons, which are also included in this ballot?
Vote NO on Longview Ini a ve No. 1!
This ini a ve could be expensive for the City of Longview.
The cost to place each City of Longview advisory vote on a
ballot ranges from approximately $7,500 to approximately
$30,000 depending on what else is on that ballot. And, the
way this ini a ve is wri en, it is not known if there would
be one advisory vote in 2012 or several advisory votes
over several years, all of which would be paid for with City
funds. Why would we want to spend scarce resources by
pu ng one or more a er-the-fact advisory votes on ballots
when we can provide our input right now with no further
cost?
Vote NO on Longview Ini a ve No. 1!
The me to tell the Longview City Council what we think is
right now, not in 2012 or later years.
Vote NO on Longview Ini a ve No. 1!

Rebu al of Statement Against
City Hall cut ci zens out of the process and slammed the door
on ci zen involvement. This ini a ve s cks the ci zen’s foot
back in the door and prevents corporate special interests from
domina ng the discussion. Vo ng yes gives ci zens a strong
voice in the process and promotes government accountability.
This ini a ve doesn’t ban traﬃc cameras, it reforms the
system to give ci zens a level playing field in the discussion.
Vote yes to support democracy and accountability.

Argument Prepared by
Mike Wallin, Tim Su nen, & Josh Su nen
Contact:
360-560-3636
michaelwallin@hotmail.com

Rebu al of Statement For

The proponents promise a binding vote, but the voter gets an
advisory vote instead, and not un l November 2012 a er the
Council makes the next decision.
Fines from red light runners, not taxes, paid a orney costs
and will pay for future ballot measures. Wouldn’t you rather
spend these traﬃc safety funds on traﬃc safety strategies like
lighted crosswalks or audible pedestrian signals to increase
safety for Longview’s ci zens?
Vote NO on Longview Ini a ve No. 1!

Argument Prepared by
Ramona Leber
Contact:
360-636-1335
ramona.leber@cni.net

74

LONGVIEW PROPOSITION NO.

1
The City Council of the City of Longview adopted
Resolu on No. 1996 concerning the ques on
whether or not the City of Longview should
con nue with the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras at intersec ons (commonly known as
“red light cameras”). This Proposi on No. 1 is to
consider the con nued use of automated traﬃc
safety cameras at intersec ons only a er the
end of the current ordinance period of May 1,
2012. 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 traﬃc safety cameras at
intersec ons (commonly known as “red light
cameras”) a er the end of the trial period May 1,
2012:
[ ] 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 NOVEMEBER 8, 2011, FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF
PROPOSITION NO. 1: WHETHER OR NOT THE CITY SHOULD
CONTINUE WITH THE USE OF AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY
CAMERAS AT TWO ARTERIAL INTERSECTIONS (COMMONLY
KNOWN AS “RED LIGHT CAMERAS”), AT THE END OF THE
ORDINANCE PERIOD IN MAY 2012; 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 traﬃc safety
cameras at two-arterial intersec ons (commonly known as
“red light cameras”); 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 traﬃc safety cameras as provided by RCW
46.63.170; and

WHEREAS, the City Council limited the
implementa on of the use of the automated traﬃc safety
cameras to a pilot program so the City Council could
determine whether or not the automated traﬃc safety
cameras were improving the safety of the ci zens; and
WHEREAS, there was a delay in commencing the
pilot program of the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras
and so the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 3148 to
extend the date of the authoriza on of automated traﬃc
safety cameras to May 1, 2012; and
WHEREAS, the City Council wants to know the
desires of the ci zens before they take any further steps
toward con nuing the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras at two-arterial intersec ons a er May 1, 2012; 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 8, 2011 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, a er May 1, 2012, with having automated
traﬃc safety cameras at two-arterial intersec ons (commonly
known as “red light cameras”). More specifically 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 that this Resolu on
shall take eﬀect immediately.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Longview
and approved by its Mayor at 9 PM this 23rd day of June,
2011.
ATTACHMENT A – BALLOT TITLE
Proposi on No. 1: The City Council of the City of Longview
adopted Resolu on No. 1996 concerning the ques on
whether or not the City of Longview should con nue with
the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras at intersec ons
(commonly known as “red light cameras”). This Proposi on
No. 1 is to consider the con nued use of automated traﬃc
safety cameras at intersec ons only a er the end of the
current ordinance period of May 1, 2012. 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 traﬃc safety cameras at intersec ons (commonly
known as “red light cameras”) a er the end of the trial period
May 1, 2012:
Yes…………….
No……………..
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Statement For Proposi

on 1

Vote YES on Proposi on No. 1!
For 16 years, ci zens demanded that something be done
about red light runners in Longview saying that it’s the City’s
responsibility to do something. They are right! Running red
lights is against the law and it’s the City’s responsibility to
enforce the law. Proposi on 1 is a chance for you to add your
voice.
Vote YES on Proposi on No. 1!
The use of traﬃc safety cameras is a law enforcement
method that pays for itself. The owner of the vehicle is
sent a cket. We might prefer to be pulled over by a police
oﬃcer rather than receive a cket in the mail, but there
is not enough money anywhere to hire police oﬃcers to
monitor intersec ons around the clock like the cameras do.
Proposi on 1 is a chance to support enforcing the law.
Vote YES on Proposi on No. 1!
Imagine a video showing a car entering an intersec on
seconds a er the light turned red and just as a pedestrian
steps oﬀ the curb to legally cross the street. Even before
the cameras went live in the pilot program, drivers started
slowing down and paying more a en on. Proposi on 1 will
improve safety.
Vote YES on Proposi on No. 1!
Tell the City Council that the use of traﬃc safety cameras is
the right solu on to reduce the number of red light runners.
Oﬀenders are cited, fines pay for the program, traﬃc is calmer
at intersec ons, and everyone is safer.
Vote YES on Proposi on 1!

Rebu al of Statement Against
The only lawbreakers are the red light runners, the court
upheld the City’s legal posi on, and all mee ngs held were
allowable under the law and properly adver sed, even by the
opponents.
Now, back to the issue…
The Council is asking for your input right now! Vote YES
on Proposi on No. 1 to tell the Council that you approve
of traﬃc safety cameras to reduce the number of red light
runners and make our city safer.

Statement Against Proposi

on 1

VOTE NO BECAUSE LONGVIEW’S LAWMAKERS ARE
LAWBREAKERS
A er pe ons for our red-light camera ini a ve were
submi ed, the Mayor and City Council refused to process
them which is blatantly illegal.
A er the ini a ve was cer fied, the law required them to
adopt the ini a ve or put it on the ballot. They did neither –
again, blatantly illegal.
In both cases, they held secret mee ngs – plo ng in private,
prohibi ng the public and press from a ending – and ignored
the law.
LONGVIEW’S CITIZENS CANNOT LET THE MAYOR AND CITY
COUNCIL GET AWAY WITH SUCH BLATANT LAWLESSNESS
This isn’t just about cke ng cameras any more – it’s about
the people’s fundamental right to par cipate and vote and
be heard. Vo ng no on Prop 1 will tell the Mayor and City
Council you oppose their betrayal.
The obstruc on and lawlessness of the Mayor and City
Council is easy to explain: they are protec ng their millions
of dollars of profits from automa c cke ng cameras. It’s all
about the money.
But to give themselves poli cal cover during their re-elec on
campaigns, the Mayor and City Council have thrown crumbs
to the masses: Prop 1 and Prop 2. They did everything they
could to block an honest vote.
WHAT THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL ARE DOING IS
DESPICABLE
We urge voters to fire them all – if they get re-elected, they’ll
believe they got away with it.
Make sure they pay a price for their arrogant disregard of the
ci zens of Longview. Vote No on Prop 1.

Rebu al of Statement For
When arrogant lawmakers united with an unethical
corpora on to sue Longview ci zens, they sent a clear
message that your par cipa on in the process would not
be tolerated! Now they want to give that same unethical
corpora on the power to make outrageous profits while
enforcing Longview traﬃc laws. Prop-1 gives lawmakers a
blank check to outsource law-enforcement jobs to unethical,
out-of-state, for-profit corpora ons.
They’ve gone too far! Vote NO on prop-1.

Argument Prepared by

Argument Prepared by

Ramona Leber
Contact:
360-636-1335
ramona.leber@cni.net

Tim Su nen, Josh Su nen, & Mike Wallin
Contact:
360-270-5670
m@su nen.com
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LONGVIEW PROPOSITION NO.

2
The City Council of the City of Longview adopted
Resolu on No. 1997 concerning the ques on
whether or not the City of Longview should
con nue with the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras in school zones. This Proposi on No. 2
is to consider the con nued use of automated
traﬃc safety cameras in school zones only a er
the end of the current ordinance period of May
1, 2012. 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 traﬃc safety cameras in school
zones a er the end of the trial period May 1,
2012:
[ ] 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 8, 2011, FOR THE CONSIDERATON OF
PROPOSITION NO. 2: WHETHER OR NOT THE CITY SHOULD
CONTINUE WITH THE USE OF AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY
CAMERAS IN SCHOOL ZONES AT THE END OF THE ORDINANCE
PERIOD IN MAY 2012; 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 traﬃc 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 traﬃc safety cameras as provided by RCW
46.63.170; and
WHEREAS, the City Council limited the
implementa on of the use of the automated traﬃc safety
cameras to a pilot program so the City Council could
determine whether or not the automated traﬃc safety
cameras were improving the safety of the ci zens; and

WHEREAS, there was a delay in commencing the
pilot program of the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras
and so the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 3148 to
extend the date of the authoriza on of automated traﬃc
safety cameras to May 1, 2012; and
WHEREAS, the City Council wants to know the
desires of the ci zens before they take any further steps
toward con nuing the use of automated traﬃc safety
cameras at school zones a er May 1, 2012; 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 8, 2011 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 con nue, a er May 1, 2012, with having automated
traﬃc safety cameras in school zones. More specifically
there shall be a ballot tle that shall read as set forth as
A achment A a ached hereto and incorporated herein by
this reference;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT that this Resolu on
shall take eﬀect immediately.
ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Longview
and approved by its Mayor at 9 PM this 23rd day of June,
2011
ATTACHMENT A – BALLOT TITLE
Proposi on No. 2: The City Council of the City of Longview
adopted Resolu on No. 1997 concerning the ques on
whether or not the City of Longview should con nue with
the use of automated traﬃc safety cameras in school zones.
This Proposi on No. 2 is to consider the con nued use of
automated traﬃc safety cameras in school zones only a er
the end of the current ordinance period of May 1, 2012. 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 traﬃc safety cameras in school zones a er the
end of the trial period May 1, 2012:
Yes……………
No…………….
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Statement For Proposi

on 2

AUTOMATED TRAFFIC SAFETY CAMERAS IN SCHOOL ZONES
As a general rule, our society has come to accept and be
more comfortable with surveillance cameras. We see them in
banks, stores, and public areas – the sole purpose is to assist
the police in capturing criminals. City, county, and state law
enforcement oﬃcials frequently rely on helicopters and radar
guns to enforce speed laws. We have also become more at
ease when using machines to handle business transac ons
such as ATM’s, airline kiosks for boarding passes, and
grocery store scanners to check out our purchases and make
payment.
All of the above technology has been proved eﬀec ve, more
eﬃcient, and less labor intensive in law enforcement. Why
then should we not be in favor of automated traﬃc safety
cameras in school zones? In a perfect world every school
could be patrolled by police oﬃcers whenever children are
present – we know that is totally imprac cal, so why then
would we oppose an eﬀec ve alterna ve? This prac cal
solu on makes the violators pay the cost, not our law-abiding
ci zens. Innocence or guilt is based on video which is possibly
more fair than an oﬃcer issuing a cket.
The safety of our children must be the driving force in this
decision. Speeding in a school zone is dangerous and if
such behavior has a monetary consequence, it will be more
eﬀec ve than flashing lights or speed indicator signs. Let’s let
a fair, labor-saving technology help protect our children.

Rebu al of Statement Against
None submi ed.

Argument Prepared by
Shirley Smith
Contact:
360-577-1912
longviewshirley@q.com

Statement Against Proposi

on 2

VOTE NO BECAUSE THE OUT-OF-STATE, FOR-PROFIT REDLIGHT CAMERA COMPANY IS TOTALLY SLEAZY
The media is having a field day exposing American Traﬃc
Solu ons’ corrup on. Their Vice-President was fired a er the
Evere Herald discovered he was commi ng fraud on their
website, impersona ng local ci zens. Their lawyer lied to a
supreme court jus ce denying that ATS was the actual plain ﬀ
in an an -camera lawsuit. Lynnwood’s police are being
inves gated for asking for a job with ATS while nego a ng the
camera company’s contract renewal with the city.
15 states have found cke ng cameras illegal or
uncons tu onal. Across the na on, there’ve been 15 city
votes – voters said no every me. Our neighbors in Mukilteo
voted 71% against these obnoxious cameras last November.
HOW DO WE TELL THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL TO GET RID
OF THE CAMERAS NOW?
Vote No on Prop 2. Vote out all the incumbents and vote in
all the challengers for the city council.
Rather than listen to the ci zens, they sued us, cos ng us
over $30,000 in city revenue for Sea le lawyers.
Please help us stop their abuse of power by helping Longview
Ini a ve #2. It prohibits the Council from spending our
tax dollars to sue the ci zens over ci zen ini a ves. We’re
collec ng signatures for it and need your help: joshsu nen@
gmail.com or 360-270-0599. Let’s make sure the Council gets
the message that suing the ci zens for doing ini a ves is
despicable and just plain wrong.
Make sure they pay a price for their arrogance. Vote No on
Prop 2.

Rebu al of Statement For
Employees of the unethical traﬃc camera companies can
observe your car, wife, and children. With access to DMV
records, they will also know where you live. Not only is this
a flawed technology designed to maximize the number of
people charged with speeding, it’s run by an out-of-state
for-profit corpora on that has consistently fallen short of
Longview’s ethical standards. Say no to robo c spying. Vote
no on Proposi on 2.

Argument Prepared by
Josh Su nen, Tim Su nen, & Mike Wallin
Contact:
360-270-0599
joshsu nen@gmail.com
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WOODLAND PROPOSITION No.

1
CITY OF WOODLAND
SALES AND USE TAX INCREASE OF 0.1%
FOR A NEW POLICE FACILITY
The City Council of the City of Woodland adopted
Ordinance No. 1216 concerning a sales and
use tax increase pursuant to RCW 82.14.450. If
approved, this proposi on would authorize the
City to fix and impose an addi onal sales and
use tax of 0.1%, split between the City (85%) and
Cowlitz and Clark Coun es (15%). City proceeds
shall be used to construct and equip a new police
facility with a mul -purpose community mee ng
room and to pay other criminal jus ce and fire
protec on costs. The tax will expire a er the costs
of the police facility are fully repaid. Should this
proposi on be:
[ ] Approved
[ ] Rejected

Complete Text
City of Woodland Proposi on 1
ORDINANCE NO. 1216
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WOODLAND, WASHINGTON,
PROVIDING FOR THE SUBMISSION TO THE VOTERS OF THE
CITY AT A GENERAL ELECTION TO BE HELD THEREIN ON
NOVEMBER 8, 2011, OF A PROPOSITION AUTHORIZING AN
ADDITIONAL SALES AND USE TAX AT THE RATE OF ONE-TENTH
OF ONE PERCENT PURSUANT TO RCW 82.14.450 TO BE USED
FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND FIRE PROTECTION PURPOSES,
INCLUDING FINANCING, CONSTRUCTING, AND EQUIPPING
A NEW POLICE FACILITY; AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF
GENERAL OBLIGATION INDEBTEDNESS FOR THE PURPOSE
OF FINANCING SUCH FACILITY; DECLARING AN INTENT TO
REIMBURSE CERTAIN EXPENDITURES FOR SUCH FACILITY; AND
RATIFYING, CONFIRMING AND APPROVING CERTAIN ACTIONS.
WHEREAS, in order to provide residents with the
level of services needed to build and maintain a safe and
strong community, the City of Woodland, Washington (the
“City”) is in urgent need of a new police facility with a mul purpose community mee ng room;

WHEREAS, the City does not have suﬃcient funds
available to construct or equip a new police facility; and
WHEREAS, the Washington Legislature has recently
amended RCW 82.14.450 to authorize ci es to submit a
proposi on to local voters approving a sales and use tax
increase so long as at least one-third of the money received
under the new taxing authority is used for criminal jus ce
purposes as defined under RCW 82.14.340, fire protec on
purposes, or both, and 15 percent is distributed to Cowlitz and
Clark Coun es.
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
WOODLAND, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Sec on 1 Findings and Determina ons. The
above recitals are hereby adopted as legisla ve findings and
determina ons made by the City Council of the City (the
“Council”). The Council also makes the following findings and
determina ons.
(a) The best interests and general welfare of the
City will be served by imposing a one-tenth of one percent
sales and use tax pursuant to RCW 82.14.450 for criminal
jus ce and fire protec on purposes that include financing,
construc ng, and equipping a new police facility with a mul purpose community mee ng room (the “Project”).
(b) The Project serves criminal jus ce and fire
protec on purposes. The costs of the Project, including the
costs of issuing and selling bonds to pay for the Project, are
not an cipated to exceed $2,000,000.
Sec on 2 Authoriza on of Addi onal Sales and
Use Tax. In order to pay the costs of the Project, the Council
directs the submission of a proposi on to the voters of the
City substan ally as set forth in sec on 7 of this ordinance
to authorize the City to fix and impose pursuant to RCW
82.14.450 an addi onal sales and use tax of one-tenth of
one percent (the “Addi onal Sales and Use Tax”). If approved
by the voters, the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax shall (a) be
in addi on to other exis ng sales and use taxes currently
imposed by the City; (b) be imposed on all taxable events as
authorized under chapters 82.08 and 82.12 RCW and collected
as of a date as determined by the Council; and (c) not apply to
any exempt transac ons iden fied in RCW 82.14.450(4).
Sec on 3 Expira on. If the Addi onal Sales and Use
Tax is imposed and levied pursuant to this ordinance, such
tax shall expire only a er all bonds, refunding bonds, and
any other indebtedness issued by the City for the purpose
of financing the costs of the Project are repaid, redeemed or
defeased. However, if revenue from the Addi onal Sales and
Use Tax is insuﬃcient to pay annual debt service rela ng to
the Project, the City may con nue to levy the Addi onal Sales
and Use Tax un l its universal fund has been repaid.
Sec on 4 Authoriza on to Issue Indebtedness.
The City is authorized to issue general obliga on bonds in a
principal amount not to exceed $2,000,000 (the “Bonds”) for
the purpose of financing the Project. The City is authorized
to pay debt service on the Bonds with revenue received from
the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax, so long as the Addi onal
Sales and Use Tax is approved by voters. The Bonds may be
issued as a single issue, as part of a combined issue with other
authorized bonds, or in more than one series, as deemed
advisable by the Council and as permi ed by law. The Bonds
shall be fully registered bonds, bearing interest payable as
permi ed by law, and maturing within 25 years from the date
of issue, or
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within any shorter period fixed by the Council. The Bonds
shall be issued and sold in such manner, at such mes and in
such amounts as shall be required for the purpose for which
such bonds are to be issued. The specific date, form, terms,
op ons of prior redemp on, price, interest rate or rates and
maturi es of the Bonds shall be herea er fixed by ordinance
of the Council. Pending the issuance of the Bonds, the City
may issue short-term obliga ons pursuant to chapter 39.50
RCW or such other obliga ons as are permi ed by law to pay
for the costs of the Project. Such obliga ons and their costs
may be paid or refunded with proceeds of the Bonds when
issued. The City shall pledge revenue from the Addi onal
Sales and Use Tax towards making mely principal and
interest payments on the Bonds as they come due.
Sec on 5 Use of Tax Proceeds. At least one-third
of all proceeds from the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax shall
be used for criminal jus ce purposes as defined in RCW
82.14.340, fire protec on purposes, or both. Fi een percent
of the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax collected by the State
Department of Revenue shall be distributed to Cowlitz and
Clark Coun es on a per capita basis and used for criminal
jus ce purposes, fire protec on purposes or other purposes
authorized by RCW 82.14.450. The remaining 85 percent shall
be paid to the City and used to pay the costs of the Project,
including the costs of issuing the Bonds. If in any year the City
receives revenue from Addi onal Sales and Use Tax in excess
of the principal and interest payments due on the Bonds
in that year, the City may use the excess revenue for other
criminal jus ce or fire protec on purposes.
Sec on 6 Calling of Elec on. RCW 82.14.450
authorizes the City to submit to City voters at a primary or
general elec on the ques on of whether the City shall levy
the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax. Under RCW 29A.04.330,
all city general elec ons shall be held on the first Tuesday
following the first Monday in November in the odd-numbered
years. Therefore, the Council requests that the Cowlitz County
Auditor and the Clark County Auditor call and conduct a
general elec on in the City, in the manner provided by law,
to be held therein on November 8, 2011, for the purpose
of submi ng to the voters of the City, for their approval or
rejec on, the ques on of whether or not the City shall fix and
impose the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax. If such proposi on
is approved by the requisite number of voters, the City shall
be authorized to fix and impose the Addi onal Sales and Use
Tax and to spend the proceeds thereof allocated to the City
under RCW 82.14.450 on the costs of the Project and other
criminal jus ce or fire protec on services, as authorized by
this ordinance.
Sec on 7 Ballot Proposi on. The City Clerk/
Treasurer is authorized and directed to cer fy, no later than
August 16, 2011, to the Cowlitz County Auditor and the
Clark County Auditor, as ex oﬃcio supervisors of elec ons in
the City, a copy of this ordinance and the proposi on to be
submi ed at that elec on in the form of ballot tle prepared
by the City A orney pursuant to RCW 29A.36.071, as follows:

PROPOSITION 1
CITY OF WOODLAND
SALES AND USE TAX INCREASE OF 0.1%
FOR A NEW POLICE FACILITY
The City Council of the City of Woodland adopted Ordinance
No. 1216 concerning a sales and use tax increase pursuant to
RCW 82.14.450. If approved, this proposi on would authorize
the City to fix and impose an addi onal sales and use tax
of 0.1%, split between the City (85%) and Cowlitz and Clark
Coun es (15%). City proceeds shall be used to construct and
equip a new police facility with a mul -purpose community
mee ng room and to pay other criminal jus ce and fire
protec on costs. The tax will expire a er the costs of the
police facility are fully repaid. Should this proposi on be:
APPROVED……………
REJECTED………………
For purposes of receiving no ce of any ma ers related to
the ballot tle, as provided in RCW 29A.36.080, the Council
hereby designates its bond counsel, Foster Pepper PLLC (Hugh
Spitzer, 206-447-8965, spith@foster.com), as the person
whom such no ce shall be provided.
Sec on 8 General Authoriza on. The proper
City oﬃcials are authorized to perform such du es as are
necessary or required by law to the end that the ques on of
whether or not the Addi onal Sales and Use Tax necessary
to pay the costs of the Project shall be fixed and imposed
pursuant to RCW 82.14.450, all as provided in this ordinance,
shall be submi ed to the voters of the City at the November
8, 2011 elec on.
Sec on 9 Intent to Reimburse. The City Council
declares that to the extent that the City makes capital
expenditures for the Project, prior to the date the Bonds or
other short-term obliga ons are issued to finance the Project,
from funds that are not (and are not reasonably expected to
be) reserved, allocated on a long-term basis or otherwise set
aside by the City under its exis ng and reasonably foreseeable
budgetary and financial circumstances to finance the Project,
those capital expenditures are intended to be reimbursed out
of proceeds of the Bonds or other short-term obliga ons not
to exceed the principal amount of the Bonds provided by this
ordinance.
Sec on 10 Severability. If any provision of this
ordinance is declared by any court of competent jurisdic on
to be invalid, then such provision shall be null and void and
shall be severable from the remaining provisions of this
ordinance, and shall in no way aﬀect the validity of the other
provisions of this ordinance or of any other ordinance or
resolu on or of the Bonds.
Sec on 11 Publica on and Eﬀec ve Date. This
ordinance, or a summary thereof consis ng of the tle, shall
be published in the oﬃcial newspaper of the City, and shall
take eﬀect and be in full force five days a er publica on. If
the City publishes a summary, the publica on shall include a
statement that the full text of the ordinance will be mailed
upon request.
Sec on 12 Ra fica on of Prior Acts. Any ac on
taken consistent with the authority of this ordinance, a er its
passage but prior to the eﬀec ve date, is ra fied, approved,
and confirmed.
Adopted by the City Council of the City of Woodland,
Washington, at a regular mee ng thereof, this 1st day of
August, 2011.
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Statement For Proposi

on 1

Woodland’s Public Safety Professionals have outgrown their
quarters, due to con nuing growth in our community. This
proposal is for Phase Two of a Public Safety Complex that
will provide a new Police Sta on and a Community Mee ng
Room. The City Council is asking the Community to vote on a
sales tax increase to fund construc on.
The City has been planning to build a new Public Safety
Complex for over ten years. In 2005, property on East Sco
was purchased for this facility, comple ng Phase One. This
loca on is ideal for emergency access to all areas of the City,
as well as I-5.
The City’s Facili es Commi ee has studied op ons since
2006, and has determined that a new facility is the most
eﬃcient and cost-eﬀec ve op on. Now is an op mum me to
build as construc on costs are low.
The proposed increase in sales tax of .01% on purchases
within the City will result in everyone who spends money
in Woodland paying equally for the facility, instead of just
property owners. The proposed sales tax of 7.7% will remain
lower than Vancouver’s 8.2% and Longview’s 7.9%.
We are asking for your support on this tax increase that will
expire upon re rement of the $2 million bond. The Complex
is part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, with a future phase
being the addi on of a Fire Sta on. This long-range plan
provides an eﬃcient delivery of Public Safety Services to the
City that is paid equally by ci zens and all visitors to our City.

Rebu al of Statement Against
The last three years, the city of Woodland has used general
fund reserves to balance the budget. There is currently no
money in the budget for this project. This is a fair tax for
everyone. The Comprehensive Plan for Woodland’s future
called for construc on of this facility over seven years ago.
We are asking for your support because this is a responsible
project to provide for genera ons to come.
Please vote yes on Proposi on 1.

Argument Prepared by
Brian Ellis, Becky Bjur, & Grover Laseke
Contact:
(360) 957 - 5384
ellisbrianc@gmail.com

Statement Against Proposi

on 1

Vote “No” on Proposi on 1. Why?
The Public Safety Sales Tax Measure Is Just Another
Unnecessary Tax
We don’t need another tax. The money is already there. We
have suﬃcient new revenue coming from businesses such as
WalMart, Les Schwab, and the Oak Tree card room. Also:
This tax will not guarantee be er police protec on for
Woodland ci zens and businesses.
This tax is costly to Woodland ci zens and businesses.
This tax does not address urgent needs of the Woodland
community.
No Guarantee Of Be er “Public Safety”
Woodland government wants addi onal taxes only to
construct a two million dollar ($2,000,000) 10,000 square foot
police sta on. This is extravagant and ten mes larger than
the exis ng space. Woodland businesses are doing with less,
and it is me our city does the same. There are more costeﬀec ve ways to upgrade by using vacant facili es that can be
made “police ready.”
The Cost Is More Than You Think
Don’t be fooled. This is just another tax burden that will
reduce buying power of ci zens and hurt local businesses.
Woodland shoppers would pay 100% of the tax - yet
Woodland would only get to keep 85%. If this measure
passes, of $125,000 tax revenue an cipated for 2012, less
than $107,000 would stay in Woodand!
None Of This Money Would Address Urgent Community
Needs
Woodland should concentrate on steps to increase revenue
without increasing taxes: reducing traﬃc conges on, crea ng
and retaining jobs, -- and promo ng business.
Vote “No” on Proposi on 1.!

Rebu al of Statement For
Regardless of who pays, why pass a tax we don’t need? The
proposed bond won’t re re for 20 to 30 years – or longer.
Our kids will be paying this tax!
When our economy was booming, council chose not to build.
Why now--when our community is struggling? Every dollar
collected by this tax ($125,000) is one less dollar to spend in
Woodland.
Three thousand square feet is adequate, and feasible without
tax increases. Vote “No!”

Argument Prepared by
Darlene Johnson, Janna Lovejoy, & Dana Cardiel
Contact:
360-225-9433
darlene@gowoot.net
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Frequently Asked Ques ons
What are mail elec ons?
Mail elec ons are an alterna ve to polling place vo ng. Prior to each elec on a ballot is automa cally mailed to
every eligible registered voter to the address on record.
When are the ballots mailed to the voters?
Washington State law requires ballots be mailed to voters at least 18 days prior to an elec on.
I will be out of town when ballots are mailed. How do I make sure I get a ballot?
If you will return prior to Elec on Day, you may have me to vote and return your ballot when you get back. If you
will not return prior to Elec on Day, you will need to provide the Cowlitz County Auditor with a temporary mailing
address to send your ballot. If you will be unable to vote and return a regular absentee ballot you may request a
Special Absentee Ballot up to 90 days before an elec on.
What do I do if my ballot doesn’t arrive?
If Elec on Day is approaching and you have not received a ballot, contact the Elec ons Department for a
replacement ballot. If you would like a replacement ballot to be mailed to you, do not wait un l the day before the
elec on to request one. If there is not enough me to receive a replacement ballot by mail, you may pick one up in
person.
What if I have moved and have not updated my registra on?
If your ballot is returned to the Cowlitz County Auditor with address informa on from the postal service, the Auditor
may change your status as a voter from ac ve to inac ve and mail out a confirma on no ce to all known addresses.
If you do not respond to the no ce or contact the Elec ons Department before two federal elec ons pass, your voter
registra on will be cancelled. It is very important to no fy the Elec ons Department when you move.
What if I make a mistake while vo ng my ballot?
If you make a mistake on your ballot, draw a line through the en re candidate’s name. You then have the op on of
making another choice.
When must the voted ballot be returned?
Mail ballots must be post-marked on or before Elec on Day. If the Auditor’s Oﬃce receives a ballot a er Elec on Day
that was not post-marked on or before Elec on Day, the votes on the ballot will not be counted.
Can anyone find out how I’ve voted once I mail my ballot?
The procedures for processing mail ballots ensure that the secrecy is maintained for each voter’s ballot. The secrecy
envelopes containing the ballots are removed and separated from the outer envelopes so that a par cular ballot
cannot be ed back to an individual voter.
Can the public watch the mail ballot process?
Yes, the public may observe the processing of mail ballots. You may contact the Elec ons Department to arrange
mes to observe.
More ques ons?
Contact the Cowlitz County Elec ons Department:
207 North 4th Ave, Room 107
Kelso, WA 98626
(360) 577-3005
elec ons@co.cowlitz.wa.us
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Initiative Measure 1125
PROTECT GAS-TAXES AND TOLL-REVENUES ACT
PROTECT THE 18TH AMENDMENT TO WASHINGTON’S
CONSTITITUTION
AN ACT Relating to transportation; amending RCW
47.56.030, 47.56.810, 47.56.820, 47.56.830, and 47.56.790;
adding new sections to chapter 46.68; and creating new
sections.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON:
POLICIES AND PURPOSES
NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The 18th Amendment to the
Washington Constitution protects gas taxes and toll
revenues. But politicians and special interest groups have
been working for years to sidestep the 18th Amendment’s
protections and divert those revenues to non-transportation
purposes. This measure protects our gas taxes and toll
revenues from a legislative raid by giving voters the chance
to reaffirm their support for the 18th Amendment to the
Washington Constitution. This measure would:
(1) Prohibit state government from diverting gas taxes and
toll revenues in the motor vehicle fund or other funds to the
general fund or other funds and used for non-transportation
purposes;
(2) Prohibit state government from transferring or
using gas-tax-funded or toll-revenue-funded lanes on state
highways for non-highway purposes; and
(3) Require tolls to be dedicated to the project they’re
paying for, ending such tolls when the project is completed,
and only allowing tolls to be used for purposes consistent
with the 18th Amendment to the Washington Constitution.
Tolls on a project must be spent on that project and may not
be diverted and spent on other things (allowing tolls to be
imposed on anyone and spent on anything stops them from
being tolls and makes them into de facto taxes).
GAS TAXES AND TOLL REVENUES CANNOT BE DIVERTED
TO THE GENERAL FUND OR OTHER FUNDS AND USED FOR
NON-TRANSPORTATION PURPOSES
NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. State government, the
department of transportation, and other agencies may
not transfer revenues in the motor vehicle fund or any toll
fund to the general fund or other funds and used for nontransportation purposes.

How do I read measure text?
Any language in double parentheses
with a line through it is existing state
law and will be taken out of the law if
the measure is approved by voters. Any
underlined language or new sections
do not appear in current state law but
will be added to the law if the measure
is approved by voters.
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GAS-TAX-FUNDED OR TOLL-REVENUE-FUNDED LANES ON
STATE HIGHWAYS CANNOT BE TRANSFERRED OR USED
FOR NON-HIGHWAY PURPOSES
NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. State government, the
department of transportation, and other agencies may not
transfer or use gas-tax-funded or toll-funded lanes on state
highways for non-highway purposes.
TOLLS ON A PROJECT MUST BE DEDICATED TO THAT
PROJECT, ENDED WHEN THE PROJECT IS COMPLETED, AND
USED ONLY FOR PURPOSES CONSISTENT WITH THE 18TH
AMENDMENT TO THE WASHINGTON CONSTITUTION
Sec. 4. RCW 47.56.030 and 2008 c 122 s 8 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) Except as permitted under chapter 47.29 or 47.46 RCW:
(a) Unless otherwise delegated, and subject to RCW
47.56.820, the department of transportation shall have full
charge of the planning, analysis, and construction of all toll
bridges and other toll facilities including the Washington
state ferries, and the operation and maintenance thereof.
(b) The ((transportation commission)) legislature, subject
to the requirements of RCW 43.135.055 as amended by
Initiative Measure No. 1053, shall determine and establish
the tolls and charges thereon. Except for Washington state
ferries toll facilities, revenue from tolls or charges on a
highway, freeway, road, bridge, or street may only be used
for the cost of construction and capital improvements to
that particular highway, freeway, road, bridge, or street
and all revenues from such tolls may only be used for
purposes consistent with the eighteenth amendment to the
Washington Constitution.
(c) Unless otherwise delegated, and subject to RCW
47.56.820, the department shall have full charge of planning,
analysis, and design of all toll facilities. The department may
conduct the planning, analysis, and design of toll facilities as
necessary to support the legislature’s consideration of tolls
((authorization)).
(d) The department shall utilize and administer
toll collection systems that are simple, unified, and
interoperable. To the extent practicable, the department shall
avoid the use of toll booths. The department shall set the
statewide standards and protocols for all toll facilities within
the state, including those authorized by local authorities.
(e) Except as provided in this section, the department
shall proceed with the construction of such toll bridges and
other facilities and the approaches thereto by contract in the
manner of state highway construction immediately upon
there being made available funds for such work and shall
prosecute such work to completion as rapidly as practicable.
The department is authorized to negotiate contracts for any
amount without bid under (e)(i) and (ii) of this subsection:
(i) Emergency contracts, in order to make repairs to
ferries or ferry terminal facilities or removal of such facilities
whenever continued use of ferries or ferry terminal facilities
constitutes a real or immediate danger to the traveling public
or precludes prudent use of such ferries or facilities; and
(ii) Single source contracts for vessel dry dockings, when
there is clearly and legitimately only one available bidder to
conduct dry dock-related work for a specific class or classes
of vessels. The contracts may be entered into for a single
vessel dry docking or for multiple vessel dry dockings for a
period not to exceed two years.
(2) The department shall proceed with the procurement
of materials, supplies, services, and equipment needed for
the support, maintenance, and use of a ferry, ferry terminal,
or other facility operated by Washington state ferries, in
accordance with chapter 43.19 RCW except as follows:
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(a) When the secretary of the department of transportation
determines in writing that the use of invitation for bid is
either not practicable or not advantageous to the state
and it may be necessary to make competitive evaluations,
including technical or performance evaluations among
acceptable proposals to complete the contract award, a
contract may be entered into by use of a competitive sealed
proposals method, and a formal request for proposals
solicitation. Such formal request for proposals solicitation
shall include a functional description of the needs and
requirements of the state and the significant factors.
(b) When purchases are made through a formal request
for proposals solicitation the contract shall be awarded to the
responsible proposer whose competitive sealed proposal is
determined in writing to be the most advantageous to the
state taking into consideration price and other evaluation
factors set forth in the request for proposals. No significant
factors may be used in evaluating a proposal that are not
specified in the request for proposals. Factors that may
be considered in evaluating proposals include but are not
limited to: Price; maintainability; reliability; commonality;
performance levels; life cycle cost if applicable under this
section; cost of transportation or delivery; delivery schedule
offered; installation cost; cost of spare parts; availability of
parts and service offered; and the following:
(i) The ability, capacity, and skill of the proposer to
perform the contract or provide the service required;
(ii) The character, integrity, reputation, judgment,
experience, and efficiency of the proposer;
(iii) Whether the proposer can perform the contract within
the time specified;
(iv) The quality of performance of previous contracts or
services;
(v) The previous and existing compliance by the proposer
with laws relating to the contract or services;
(vi) Objective, measurable criteria defined in the request
for proposal. These criteria may include but are not limited
to items such as discounts, delivery costs, maintenance
services costs, installation costs, and transportation costs;
and
(vii) Such other information as may be secured having a
bearing on the decision to award the contract.
(c) When purchases are made through a request for
proposal process, proposals received shall be evaluated
based on the evaluation factors set forth in the request
for proposal. When issuing a request for proposal for the
procurement of propulsion equipment or systems that
include an engine, the request for proposal must specify the
use of a life cycle cost analysis that includes an evaluation
of fuel efficiency. When a life cycle cost analysis is used, the
life cycle cost of a proposal shall be given at least the same
relative importance as the initial price element specified
in the request of proposal documents. The department
may reject any and all proposals received. If the proposals
are not rejected, the award shall be made to the proposer
whose proposal is most advantageous to the department,
considering price and the other evaluation factors set forth in
the request for proposal.
Sec. 5. RCW 47.56.810 and 2008 c 122 s 3 are each
amended to read as follows:
The definitions in this section apply throughout this
subchapter unless the context clearly requires otherwise:
(1) “Tolling authority” means the governing body that is
legally empowered to review and adjust toll rates. ((Unless
otherwise delegated, the transportation commission))
As required by RCW 43.135.055 as amended by Initiative
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Measure No. 1053, the legislature is the tolling authority for
all state highways.
(2) “Eligible toll facility” or “eligible toll facilities” means
portions of the state highway system specifically identified
by the legislature including, but not limited to, transportation
corridors, bridges, crossings, interchanges, on-ramps, offramps, approaches, bistate facilities, and interconnections
between highways.
(3) “Toll revenue” or “revenue from an eligible toll
facility” means toll receipts, all interest income derived
from the investment of toll receipts, and any gifts, grants, or
other funds received for the benefit of the eligible toll facility
that may only be used for purposes consistent with the
eighteenth amendment to the Washington Constitution.
Sec. 6. RCW 47.56.820 and 2008 c 122 s 4 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) ((Unless otherwise delegated)) As required by RCW
43.135.055 as amended by Initiative Measure No. 1053,
only the legislature may authorize the imposition of tolls on
eligible toll facilities.
(2) All revenue from an eligible toll facility must be used
only to construct, improve, preserve, maintain, manage, or
operate the eligible toll facility on or in which the revenue
is collected subject to the limitations in RCW 47.56.830.
Expenditures of toll revenues are subject to appropriation
and must be made only for the following purposes as
long as the expenditure is consistent with the eighteenth
amendment to the Washington Constitution:
(a) To cover the operating costs of the eligible toll
facility, including necessary maintenance, preservation,
administration, and toll enforcement by public law
enforcement within the boundaries of the facility;
(b) To meet obligations for the repayment of debt and
interest on the eligible toll facilities, and any other associated
financing costs including, but not limited to, required
reserves and insurance;
(c) To meet any other obligations to provide funding
contributions for any projects or operations on the eligible
toll facilities;
(d) To provide for the operations of conveyances of people
or goods; or
(e) For any other improvements to the eligible toll
facilities.
Sec. 7. RCW 47.56.830 and 2008 c 122 s 5 are each
amended to read as follows:
Any proposal for the establishment of eligible toll facilities
shall consider the following policy guidelines:
(1) Overall direction. Washington should use tolling to
encourage effective use of the transportation system and
provide a source of transportation funding.
(2) When to use tolling. Tolling should be used when it
can be demonstrated to contribute a significant portion
of the cost of a project that cannot be funded solely with
existing sources or optimize the performance of the
transportation system. Such tolling should, in all cases, be
fairly and equitably applied in the context of the statewide
transportation system and not have significant adverse
impacts through the diversion of traffic to other routes that
cannot otherwise be reasonably mitigated. Such tolling
should also consider relevant social equity, environmental,
and economic issues, and should be directed at making
progress toward the state’s greenhouse gas reduction goals.
(3) Use of toll revenue. All revenue from an eligible toll
facility must be used only to improve, preserve, manage,
or operate the eligible toll facility on or in which the
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revenue is collected as long as the revenues are spent on
purposes consistent with the eighteenth amendment to the
Washington Constitution. Additionally, toll revenue should
provide for and encourage the inclusion of recycled and
reclaimed construction materials.
(4) Setting toll rates. Toll rates must be set by the
legislature as required by RCW 43.135.055 as amended by
Initiative Measure No. 1053, must be uniform and consistent,
((which)) may not include variable pricing, and must be set to
meet anticipated funding obligations. To the extent possible,
the toll rates should be set to optimize system performance,
recognizing necessary trade-offs to generate revenue.
(5) Duration of toll collection. ((Because transportation
infrastructure projects have costs and benefits that extend
well beyond those paid for by initial construction funding,))
Tolls on future toll facilities ((may remain in place to fund
additional capacity, capital rehabilitation, maintenance,
management, and operations, and to optimize performance
of the system)) must end after the cost of the project is paid.
(6) Dedication of tolls. As referenced in RCW 47.56.030,
tolls on a project must be spent on that project and may not
be diverted elsewhere and all revenues from such tolls may
only be used for purposes consistent with the eighteenth
amendment to the Washington Constitution.
Sec. 8. RCW 47.56.790 and 2008 c 270 s 5 are each
amended to read as follows:
The department shall work with the federal highways
administration to determine the necessary actions for
receiving federal authorization to toll the Interstate 90
floating bridge. The department must periodically report the
status of those discussions to the governor and the joint
transportation committee. Toll revenue imposed and collected
on the Interstate 90 floating bridge must be used exclusively
for toll facilities and capital improvements to Interstate 90
and may only be used for purposes consistent with the
eighteenth amendment to the Washington Constitution.
MISCELLANEOUS
NEW SECTION. Sec. 9. The provisions of this act are to
be liberally construed to effectuate the intent, policies, and
purposes of this act.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 10. If any provision of this act or its
application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the
remainder of the act or the application of the provision to
other persons or circumstances is not affected.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 11. This act is called the “Protect
Gas-Taxes and Toll-Revenues Act – Protect the 18th
Amendment to Washington’s Constitution.”
--- END ---
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Initiative Measure 1163
AN ACT Relating to restoring long-term care services for
eligible elderly and persons with disabilities; adding new
sections to chapter 74.39A RCW; adding new sections to
chapter 18.88B RCW; creating new sections; repealing RCW
18.88B.020, 18.88B.030, 18.88B.040, 74.39A.009, 74.39A.050,
74.39A.055, 74.39A.073, 74.39A.075, 74.39A.085, 74.39A.260,
74.39A.310, 74.39A.330, 74.39A.340, and 74.39A.350;
providing an effective date; and providing contingent
effective dates.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON:
NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. It is the intent of the people
through this initiative to protect vulnerable elderly and
people with disabilities by reinstating the requirement that
all long-term care workers obtain criminal background checks
and adequate training. The people of the state of Washington
find as follows:
(1) The state legislature proposes to eliminate the
requirement that long-term care workers obtain criminal
background checks and adequate training, which would
jeopardize the safety and quality care of vulnerable elderly
and persons with disabilities. Should the legislature take this
action, this initiative will reinstate these critical protections
for vulnerable elderly and persons with disabilities; and
(2) Taxpayers’ investment will be protected by requiring
regular program audits, including fraud investigations, and
capping administrative expenses.
PART I
PROTECTING VULNERABLE ELDERLY AND PERSONS WITH
DISABILITIES BY REINSTATING CRIMINAL BACKGROUND
CHECK AND TRAINING REQUIREMENTS FOR LONG-TERM
CARE WORKERS
NEW SECTION. Sec. 101. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
(1) All long term care workers for the elderly or persons
with disabilities hired after January 1, 2012, shall be screened
through state and federal background checks in a uniform
and timely manner to ensure that they do not have a
criminal history that would disqualify them from working
with vulnerable persons. These background checks shall
include checking against the federal bureau of investigation
fingerprint identification records system and against the
national sex offenders registry or their successor programs.
The department shall require these long-term care workers
to submit fingerprints for the purpose of investigating
conviction records through both the Washington state patrol
and the federal bureau of investigation.
(2) To allow the department of health to satisfy its
certification responsibilities under chapter 18.88B RCW, the
department shall share state and federal background check
results with the department of health. Neither department
may share the federal background check results with any
other state agency or person.
(3) The department shall not pass on the cost of these
criminal background checks to the workers or their
employers.
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(4) The department shall adopt rules to implement the
provisions of this section by August 1, 2010.

(a) Establish forms, procedures, and examinations
necessary to certify home care aides pursuant to this chapter;

NEW SECTION. Sec. 102. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:

(b) Hire clerical, administrative, and investigative staff as
needed to implement this section;

The department must perform criminal background
checks for individual providers and prospective individual
providers and ensure that the authority has ready access to
any long-term care abuse and neglect registry used by the
department. Individual providers who are hired after January
1, 2012, are subject to background checks under RCW
74.39A.055.

(c) Issue certification as a home care aide to any applicant
who has successfully completed the home care aide
examination;

NEW SECTION. Sec. 103. A new section is added to
chapter 18.88B RCW to read as follows:
(1) Effective January 1, 2011, except as provided in RCW
18.88B.040, the department of health shall require that any
person hired as a long-term care worker for the elderly or
persons with disabilities must be certified as a home care aide
within one hundred fifty days from the date of being hired.
(2) Except as provided in RCW 18.88B.040, certification as
a home care aide requires both completion of seventy-five
hours of training and successful completion of a certification
examination pursuant to RCW 74.39A.073 and 18.88B.030.
(3) No person may practice or, by use of any title or
description, represent himself or herself as a certified home
care aide without being certified pursuant to this chapter.
(4) The department of health shall adopt rules by August 1,
2010, to implement this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 104. A new section is added to
chapter 18.88B RCW to read as follows:
(1) Effective January 1, 2011, except as provided in RCW
18.88B.040, the department of health shall require that all
long-term care workers successfully complete a certification
examination. Any long-term care worker failing to make the
required grade for the examination will not be certified as a
home care aide.
(2) The department of health, in consultation with
consumer and worker representatives, shall develop a home
care aide certification examination to evaluate whether an
applicant possesses the skills and knowledge necessary to
practice competently. Unless excluded by RCW 18.88B.040
(1) and (2), only those who have completed the training
requirements in RCW 74.39A.073 shall be eligible to sit for
this examination.
(3) The examination shall include both a skills
demonstration and a written or oral knowledge test.
The examination papers, all grading of the papers, and
records related to the grading of skills demonstration shall
be preserved for a period of not less than one year. The
department of health shall establish rules governing the
number of times and under what circumstances individuals
who have failed the examination may sit for the examination,
including whether any intermediate remedial steps should be
required.
(4) All examinations shall be conducted by fair and wholly
impartial methods. The certification examination shall be
administered and evaluated by the department of health or
by a contractor to the department of health that is neither an
employer of long term care workers or private contractors
providing training services under this chapter.
(5) The department of health has the authority to:

(d) Maintain the official record of all applicants and
persons with certificates;
(e) Exercise disciplinary authority as authorized in chapter
18.130 RCW; and
(f) Deny certification to applicants who do not
meet training, competency examination, and conduct
requirements for certification.
(6) The department of health shall adopt rules by August
1, 2010, that establish the procedures, including criteria
for reviewing an applicant’s state and federal background
checks, and examinations necessary to carry this section into
effect.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 105. A new section is added to
chapter 18.88B RCW to read as follows:
The following long-term care workers are not required to
become a certified home care aide pursuant to this chapter.
(1) Registered nurses, licensed practical nurses, certified
nursing assistants or persons who are in an approved
training program for certified nursing assistants under
chapter 18.88A RCW, medicare-certified home health aides,
or other persons who hold a similar health credential, as
determined by the secretary of health, or persons with
special education training and an endorsement granted by
the superintendent of public instruction, as described in
RCW 28A.300.010, if the secretary of health determines that
the circumstances do not require certification. Individuals
exempted by this subsection may obtain certification as
a home care aide from the department of health without
fulfilling the training requirements in RCW 74.39A.073 but
must successfully complete a certification examination
pursuant to RCW 18.88B.030.
(2) A person already employed as a long term care
worker prior to January 1, 2011, who completes all of his or
her training requirements in effect as of the date he or she
was hired, is not required to obtain certification. Individuals
exempted by this subsection may obtain certification as
a home care aide from the department of health without
fulfilling the training requirements in RCW 74.39A.073 but
must successfully complete a certification examination
pursuant to RCW 18.88B.030.
(3) All long-term care workers employed by supported
living providers are not required to obtain certification under
this chapter.
(4) An individual provider caring only for his or her
biological, step, or adoptive child or parent is not required to
obtain certification under this chapter.
(5) Prior to June 30, 2014, a person hired as an individual
provider who provides twenty hours or less of care for one
person in any calendar month is not required to obtain
certification under this chapter.
(6) A long-term care worker exempted by this section
from the training requirements contained in RCW 74.39A.073
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may not be prohibited from enrolling in training pursuant to
that section.
(7) The department of health shall adopt rules by August 1,
2010, to implement this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 106. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
The department’s system of quality improvement for
long-term care services shall use the following principles,
consistent with applicable federal laws and regulations:
(1) The system shall be client-centered and promote
privacy, independence, dignity, choice, and a home or homelike environment for consumers consistent with chapter 392,
Laws of 1997.
(2) The goal of the system is continuous quality
improvement with the focus on consumer satisfaction and
outcomes for consumers. This includes that when conducting
licensing or contract inspections, the department shall
interview an appropriate percentage of residents, family
members, resident case managers, and advocates in addition
to interviewing providers and staff.
(3) Providers should be supported in their efforts to
improve quality and address identified problems initially
through training, consultation, technical assistance, and case
management.
(4) The emphasis should be on problem prevention both
in monitoring and in screening potential providers of service.
(5) Monitoring should be outcome based and responsive
to consumer complaints and based on a clear set of
health, quality of care, and safety standards that are easily
understandable and have been made available to providers,
residents, and other interested parties.
(6) Prompt and specific enforcement remedies shall also
be implemented without delay, pursuant to RCW 74.39A.080,
RCW 70.128.160, chapter 18.51 RCW, or chapter 74.42 RCW,
for providers found to have delivered care or failed to deliver
care resulting in problems that are serious, recurring, or
uncorrected, or that create a hazard that is causing or likely
to cause death or serious harm to one or more residents.
These enforcement remedies may also include, when
appropriate, reasonable conditions on a contract or license.
In the selection of remedies, the safety, health, and wellbeing of residents shall be of paramount importance.
(7) All long term care workers shall be screened through
background checks in a uniform and timely manner to ensure
that they do not have a criminal history that would disqualify
them from working with vulnerable persons. Long-term care
workers who are hired after January 1, 2012, are subject to
background checks under RCW 74.39A.055. This information
will be shared with the department of health in accordance
with RCW 74.39A.055 to advance the purposes of chapter 2,
Laws of 2009.
(8) No provider, or its staff, or long term care worker,
or prospective provider or long term care worker, with a
stipulated finding of fact, conclusion of law, an agreed order,
or finding of fact, conclusion of law, or final order issued
by a disciplining authority, a court of law, or entered into
a state registry finding him or her guilty of abuse, neglect,
exploitation, or abandonment of a minor or a vulnerable
adult as defined in chapter 74.34 RCW shall be employed
in the care of and have unsupervised access to vulnerable
adults.

(9) The department shall establish, by rule, a state registry
which contains identifying information about long term care
workers identified under this chapter who have substantiated
findings of abuse, neglect, financial exploitation, or
abandonment of a vulnerable adult as defined in RCW
74.34.020. The rule must include disclosure, disposition of
findings, notification, findings of fact, appeal rights, and fair
hearing requirements. The department shall disclose, upon
request, substantiated findings of abuse, neglect, financial
exploitation, or abandonment to any person so requesting
this information. This information will also be shared with the
department of health to advance the purposes of chapter 2,
Laws of 2009.
(10) Until December 31, 2010, individual providers and
home care agency providers must satisfactorily complete
department-approved orientation, basic training, and
continuing education within the time period specified by
the department in rule. The department shall adopt rules by
March 1, 2002, for the implementation of this section. The
department shall deny payment to an individual provider
or a home care provider who does not complete the
training requirements within the time limit specified by the
department by rule.
(11) Until December 31, 2010, in an effort to improve
access to training and education and reduce costs, especially
for rural communities, the coordinated system of longterm care training and education must include the use of
innovative types of learning strategies such as internet
resources, videotapes, and distance learning using satellite
technology coordinated through community colleges or
other entities, as defined by the department.
(12) The department shall create an approval system by
March 1, 2002, for those seeking to conduct departmentapproved training.
(13) The department shall establish, by rule, background
checks and other quality assurance requirements for long
term care workers who provide in-home services funded
by medicaid personal care as described in RCW 74.09.520,
community options program entry system waiver services as
described in RCW 74.39A.030, or chore services as described
in RCW 74.39A.110 that are equivalent to requirements for
individual providers. Long-term care workers who are hired
after January 1, 2012, are subject to background checks under
RCW 74.39A.055.
(14) Under existing funds the department shall establish
internally a quality improvement standards committee
to monitor the development of standards and to suggest
modifications.
(15) Within existing funds, the department shall
design, develop, and implement a long-term care training
program that is flexible, relevant, and qualifies towards the
requirements for a nursing assistant certificate as established
under chapter 18.88A RCW. This subsection does not require
completion of the nursing assistant certificate training
program by providers or their staff. The long-term care
teaching curriculum must consist of a fundamental module,
or modules, and a range of other available relevant training
modules that provide the caregiver with appropriate options
that assist in meeting the resident’s care needs. Some of
the training modules may include, but are not limited to,
specific training on the special care needs of persons with
developmental disabilities, dementia, mental illness, and
the care needs of the elderly. No less than one training
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module must be dedicated to workplace violence prevention.
The nursing care quality assurance commission shall work
together with the department to develop the curriculum
modules. The nursing care quality assurance commission
shall direct the nursing assistant training programs to
accept some or all of the skills and competencies from the
curriculum modules towards meeting the requirements
for a nursing assistant certificate as defined in chapter
18.88A RCW. A process may be developed to test persons
completing modules from a caregiver’s class to verify that
they have the transferable skills and competencies for entry
into a nursing assistant training program. The department
may review whether facilities can develop their own related
long-term care training programs. The department may
develop a review process for determining what previous
experience and training may be used to waive some or all of
the mandatory training. The department of social and health
services and the nursing care quality assurance commission
shall work together to develop an implementation plan by
December 12, 1998.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 107. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
(1) Effective January 1, 2011, except as provided in RCW
18.88B.040, all persons employed as long term care workers
for the elderly or persons with disabilities must meet the
minimum training requirements in this section within one
hundred twenty calendar days of employment.
(2) All persons employed as long term care workers must
obtain seventy five hours of entry level training approved by
the department. A long-term care worker must accomplish
five of these seventy five hours before becoming eligible to
provide care.
(3) Training required by subsection (4)(c) of this section
will be applied towards training required under RCW
18.20.270 or 70.128.230 as well as any statutory or regulatory
training requirements for long-term care workers employed
by supportive living providers.
(4) Only training curriculum approved by the department
may be used to fulfill the training requirements specified in
this section. The seventy five hours of entry-level training
required shall be as follows:
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(6) Individual providers under RCW 74.39A.270 shall be
compensated for training time required by this section.
(7) The department of health shall adopt rules by August
1, 2010, to implement subsections (1), (2), and (3) of this
section.
(8) The department shall adopt rules by August 1, 2010, to
implement subsections (4) and (5) of this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 108. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
(1) Effective January 1, 2011, a biological, step, or adoptive
parent who is the individual provider only for his or her
developmentally disabled son or daughter must receive
twelve hours of training relevant to the needs of adults
with developmental disabilities within the first one hundred
twenty days of becoming an individual provider.
(2) Effective January 1, 2011, individual providers
identified in (a) and (b) of this subsection must complete
thirty five hours of training within the first one hundred
twenty days of becoming an individual provider. Five of the
thirty five hours must be completed before becoming eligible
to provide care. Two of these five hours shall be devoted to
an orientation training regarding an individual provider’s
role as caregiver and the applicable terms of employment,
and three hours shall be devoted to safety training,
including basic safety precautions, emergency procedures,
and infection control. Individual providers subject to this
requirement include:
(a) An individual provider caring only for his or her
biological, step, or adoptive child or parent unless covered
by subsection (1) of this section; and
(b) Before January 1, 2014, a person hired as an individual
provider who provides twenty hours or less of care for one
person in any calendar month.
(3) Only training curriculum approved by the department
may be used to fulfill the training requirements specified
in this section. The department shall only approve training
curriculum that:
(a) Has been developed with input from consumer and
worker representatives; and

(a) Before a long-term care worker is eligible to provide
care, he or she must complete two hours of orientation
training regarding his or her role as caregiver and the
applicable terms of employment;

(b) Requires comprehensive instruction by qualified
instructors.

(b) Before a long-term care worker is eligible to provide
care, he or she must complete three hours of safety training,
including basic safety precautions, emergency procedures,
and infection control; and

NEW SECTION. Sec. 109. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:

(c) All long-term care workers must complete seventy
hours of long term care basic training, including training
related to core competencies and population specific
competencies.
(5) The department shall only approve training curriculum
that:
(a) Has been developed with input from consumer and
worker representatives; and
(b) Requires comprehensive instruction by qualified
instructors on the competencies and training topics in this
section.

(4) The department shall adopt rules by August 1, 2010, to
implement this section.

(1) The department shall deny payment to any individual
provider of home care services who has not been certified
by the department of health as a home care aide as
required under chapter 2, Laws of 2009 or, if exempted from
certification by RCW 18.88B.040, has not completed his or
her required training pursuant to chapter 2, Laws of 2009.
(2) The department may terminate the contract of any
individual provider of home care services, or take any
other enforcement measure deemed appropriate by the
department if the individual provider’s certification is
revoked under chapter 2, Laws of 2009 or, if exempted from
certification by RCW 18.88B.040, has not completed his or
her required training pursuant to chapter 2, Laws of 2009.
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(3) The department shall take appropriate enforcement
action related to the contract of a private agency or facility
licensed by the state, to provide personal care services, other
than an individual provider, who knowingly employs a longterm care worker who is not a certified home care aide as
required under chapter 2, Laws of 2009 or, if exempted from
certification by RCW 18.88B.040, has not completed his or
her required training pursuant to chapter 2, Laws of 2009.
(4) Chapter 34.05 RCW shall govern actions by the
department under this section.
(5) The department shall adopt rules by August 1, 2010, to
implement this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 110. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
(1) The department shall create a formula that converts
the cost of the increase in wages and benefits negotiated
and funded in the contract for individual providers of home
care services pursuant to RCW 74.39A.270 and 74.39A.300,
into a per hour amount, excluding those benefits defined
in subsection (2) of this section. That per hour amount shall
be added to the statewide home care agency vendor rate
and shall be used exclusively for improving the wages and
benefits of home care agency workers who provide direct
care. The formula shall account for:
(a) All types of wages, benefits, and compensation
negotiated and funded each biennium, including but not
limited to:
(i) Regular wages;
(ii) Benefit pay, such as vacation, sick, and holiday pay;
(iii) Taxes on wages/benefit pay;
(iv) Mileage; and
(v) Contributions to a training partnership; and
(b) The increase in the average cost of worker’s
compensation for home care agencies and application of
the increases identified in (a) of this subsection to all hours
required to be paid, including travel time, of direct service
workers under the wage and hour laws and associated
employer taxes.
(2) The contribution rate for health care benefits,
including but not limited to medical, dental, and vision
benefits, for eligible agency home care workers shall be
paid by the department to home care agencies at the same
rate as negotiated and funded in the collective bargaining
agreement for individual providers of home care services.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 111. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
Long-term care workers shall be offered on-the-job
training or peer mentorship for at least one hour per week
in the first ninety days of work from a long-term care worker
who has completed at least twelve hours of mentor training
and is mentoring no more than ten other workers at any
given time. This requirement applies to long term care
workers who begin work on or after July 1, 2011.

education training in advanced training topics each year. This
requirement applies beginning on July 1, 2011.
(2) Completion of continuing education as required in
this section is a prerequisite to maintaining home care aide
certification under chapter 2, Laws of 2009.
(3) Unless voluntarily certified as a home care aide under
chapter 2, Laws of 2009, subsection (1) of this section does
not apply to:
(a) An individual provider caring only for his or her
biological, step, or adoptive child; and
(b) Before June 30, 2014, a person hired as an individual
provider who provides twenty hours or less of care for one
person in any calendar month.
(4) Only training curriculum approved by the department
may be used to fulfill the training requirements specified
in this section. The department shall only approve training
curriculum that:
(a) Has been developed with input from consumer and
worker representatives; and
(b) Requires comprehensive instruction by qualified
instructors.
(5) Individual providers under RCW 74.39A.270 shall be
compensated for training time required by this section.
(6) The department of health shall adopt rules by August
1, 2010, to implement subsections (1), (2), and (3) of this
section.
(7) The department shall adopt rules by August 1, 2010, to
implement subsection (4) of this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 113. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
The department shall offer, directly or through contract,
training opportunities sufficient for a long-term care
worker to accumulate seventy hours of training within a
reasonable time period. For individual providers represented
by an exclusive bargaining representative under RCW
74.39A.270, the training opportunities shall be offered
through the training partnership established under RCW
74.39A.360. Training topics shall include, but are not limited
to: Client rights; personal care; mental illness; dementia;
developmental disabilities; depression; medication
assistance; advanced communication skills; positive client
behavior support; developing or improving client-centered
activities; dealing with wandering or aggressive client
behaviors; medical conditions; nurse delegation core
training; peer mentor training; and advocacy for quality care
training. The department may not require long term care
workers to obtain the training described in this section. This
requirement to offer advanced training applies beginning
January 1, 2012.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 112. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:

NEW SECTION. Sec. 114. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
Unless the context clearly requires otherwise, the
definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter.
(1) “Adult family home” means a home licensed under
chapter 70.128 RCW.

(1) The department of health shall ensure that all longterm care workers shall complete twelve hours of continuing

(2) “Adult residential care” means services provided by
a boarding home that is licensed under chapter 18.20 RCW
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and that has a contract with the department under RCW
74.39A.020 to provide personal care services.
(3) “Assisted living services” means services provided by
a boarding home that has a contract with the department
under RCW 74.39A.010 to provide personal care services,
intermittent nursing services, and medication administration
services, and the resident is housed in a private apartmentlike unit.
(4) “Boarding home” means a facility licensed under
chapter 18.20 RCW.
(5) “Core competencies” means basic training topics,
including but not limited to, communication skills, worker
self care, problem solving, maintaining dignity, consumer
directed care, cultural sensitivity, body mechanics, fall
prevention, skin and body care, long-term care worker roles
and boundaries, supporting activities of daily living, and food
preparation and handling.
(6) “Cost-effective care” means care provided in a setting
of an individual’s choice that is necessary to promote the
most appropriate level of physical, mental, and psychosocial
well-being consistent with client choice, in an environment
that is appropriate to the care and safety needs of the
individual, and such care cannot be provided at a lower
cost in any other setting. But this in no way precludes an
individual from choosing a different residential setting to
achieve his or her desired quality of life.
(7) “Department” means the department of social and
health services.
(8) “Developmental disability” has the same meaning as
defined in RCW 71A.10.020.
(9) “Direct care worker” means a paid caregiver who
provides direct, hands on personal care services to persons
with disabilities or the elderly requiring long term care.
(10) “Enhanced adult residential care” means services
provided by a boarding home that is licensed under chapter
18.20 RCW and that has a contract with the department
under RCW 74.39A.010 to provide personal care services,
intermittent nursing services, and medication administration
services.
(11) “Functionally disabled person” or “person who
is functionally disabled” is synonymous with chronic
functionally disabled and means a person who because of a
recognized chronic physical or mental condition or disease,
or developmental disability, including chemical dependency,
is impaired to the extent of being dependent upon others for
direct care, support, supervision, or monitoring to perform
activities of daily living. “Activities of daily living”, in this
context, means self-care abilities related to personal care such
as bathing, eating, using the toilet, dressing, and transfer.
Instrumental activities of daily living may also be used to
assess a person’s functional abilities as they are related to
the mental capacity to perform activities in the home and the
community such as cooking, shopping, house cleaning, doing
laundry, working, and managing personal finances.
(12) “Home and community services” means adult family
homes, in-home services, and other services administered
or provided by contract by the department directly or
through contract with area agencies on aging or similar
services provided by facilities and agencies licensed by the
department.
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(13) “Home care aide” means a long-term care worker
who has obtained certification as a home care aide by the
department of health.
(14) “Individual provider” is defined according to RCW
74.39A.240.
(15) “Long-term care” is synonymous with chronic
care and means care and supports delivered indefinitely,
intermittently, or over a sustained time to persons of any
age disabled by chronic mental or physical illness, disease,
chemical dependency, or a medical condition that is
permanent, not reversible or curable, or is long-lasting and
severely limits their mental or physical capacity for self-care.
The use of this definition is not intended to expand the scope
of services, care, or assistance by any individuals, groups,
residential care settings, or professions unless otherwise
expressed by law.
(16)(a) “Long-term care workers for the elderly or persons
with disabilities” or “long-term care workers” includes all
persons who are long-term care workers for the elderly
or persons with disabilities, including but not limited to
individual providers of home care services, direct care
employees of home care agencies, providers of home
care services to persons with developmental disabilities
under Title 71 RCW, all direct care workers in state licensed
boarding homes, assisted living facilities, and adult family
homes, respite care providers, community residential service
providers, and any other direct care worker providing home
or community-based services to the elderly or persons with
functional disabilities or developmental disabilities.
(b) “Long-term care workers” do not include: (i) Persons
employed by the following facilities or agencies: Nursing
homes subject to chapter 18.51 RCW, hospitals or other acute
care settings, residential habilitation centers under chapter
71A.20 RCW, facilities certified under 42 C.F.R., Part 483,
hospice agencies subject to chapter 70.127 RCW, adult day
care centers, and adult day health care centers; or (ii) persons
who are not paid by the state or by a private agency or facility
licensed by the state to provide personal care services.
(17) “Nursing home” means a facility licensed under
chapter 18.51 RCW.
(18) “Personal care services” means physical or verbal
assistance with activities of daily living and instrumental
activities of daily living provided because of a person’s
functional disability.
(19) “Population specific competencies” means basic
training topics unique to the care needs of the population the
long-term care worker is serving, including but not limited to,
mental health, dementia, developmental disabilities, young
adults with physical disabilities, and older adults.
(20) “Qualified instructor” means a registered nurse or
other person with specific knowledge, training, and work
experience in the provision of direct, hands on personal care
and other assistance services to the elderly or persons with
disabilities requiring long term care.
(21) “Secretary” means the secretary of social and health
services.
(22) “Secretary of health” means the secretary of health or
the secretary’s designee.
(23) “Training partnership” means a joint partnership
or trust that includes the office of the governor and the
exclusive bargaining representative of individual providers
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under RCW 74.39A.270 with the capacity to provide training,
peer mentoring, and workforce development, or other
services to individual providers.
(24) “Tribally licensed boarding home” means a boarding
home licensed by a federally recognized Indian tribe which
home provides services similar to boarding homes licensed
under chapter 18.20 RCW.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 115. The following acts or parts of
acts are each repealed:
(1) RCW 18.88B.020 (Certification requirements) and 2011 c
... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 18, & 2009 c 2 s 4;
(2) RCW 18.88B.030 (Certification examinations) and 2011
c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 4, & 2009 c 2 s 6;
(3) RCW 18.88B.040 (Exemptions from training
requirements) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2010 c 169 s 11, 2009 c 580 s
15, & 2009 c 2 s 7;
(4) RCW 74.39A.009 (Definitions) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c
580 s 1, 2009 c 2 s 2, 2007 c 361 s 2, 2004 c 142 s 14, & 1997 c
392 s 103;
(5) RCW 74.39A.050 (Quality improvement principles)
and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 7, 2009 c 2 s 14, 2004 c 140 s
6, 2000 c 121 s 10, 1999 c 336 s 5, 1998 c 85 s 1, 1997 c 392 s
209, & 1995 1st sp.s. c 18 s 12;
(6) RCW 74.39A.055 (Criminal history checks on long-term
care workers) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 2, & 2009 c 2 s
3;
(7) RCW 74.39A.073 (Training requirements for long-term
care workers) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 10, & 2009 c 2 s
5;
(8) RCW 74.39A.075 (Training requirements for individual
providers caring for family members) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009
c 580 s 11, & 2009 c 2 s 8;
(9) RCW 74.39A.085 (Enforcement actions against persons
not certified as home care aides and their employers) and
2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s 14, & 2009 c 2 s 12;
(10) RCW 74.39A.260 (Department duties -Criminal
background checks on individual providers) and 2011 c ... s ...,
2009 c 580 s 9, & 2002 c 3 s 5;
(11) RCW 74.39A.310 (Contract for individual home care
services providers -Cost of increase in wages and benefits
funded -Formula) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2007 c 361 s 8, & 2006 c
9 s 1;
(12) RCW 74.39A.330 (Peer mentoring) and 2011 c ... s ...,
2009 c 478 s 1, & 2007 c 361 s 3;
(13) RCW 74.39A.340 (Continuing education requirements
for long-term care workers) and 2011 c ... s ..., 2009 c 580 s
12, 2009 c 2 s 9, & 2007 c 361 s 4; and
(14) RCW 74.39A.350 (Advanced training) and 2011 c ... s
..., 2009 c 580 s 13, 2009 c 2 s 10, & 2007 c 361 s 5.
PART II
PROTECTING TAXPAYERS BY REQUIRING ANNUAL
INDEPENDENT AUDITS, INCREASING FRAUD
INVESTIGATION, AND CAPPING ADMINISTRATIVE
EXPENSES
NEW SECTION. Sec. 201. The state auditor shall conduct
performance audits of the long-term in-home care program.
The first audit must be completed within twelve months after
the effective date of this section, and must be completed on

a biannual basis thereafter. As part of this auditing process,
the state shall hire five additional fraud investigators to
ensure that clients receiving services at taxpayers’ expense
are medically and financially qualified to receive the services
and are actually receiving the services.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 202. The people hereby establish
limits on the percentage of tax revenues that can be used
for administrative expenses in the long-term in-home care
program. Within one hundred eighty days of the effective
date of this section, the state shall prepare a plan to cap
administrative expenses so that at least ninety percent of
taxpayer spending must be devoted to direct care. This
limitation must be achieved within two years from the
effective date of this section.
PART III
MISCELLANEOUS
NEW SECTION. Sec. 301. (1) Sections 101 and 115(6) of
this act only take effect if RCW 74.39A.055 is amended or
repealed by the legislature in 2011.
(2) Sections 102 and 115(10) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.260 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(3) Sections 103 and 115(1) of this act only take effect if
RCW 18.88B.020 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(4) Sections 104 and 115(2) of this act only take effect if
RCW 18.88B.030 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(5) Sections 105 and 115(3) of this act only take effect if
RCW 18.88B.040 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(6) Sections 106 and 115(5) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.050 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(7) Sections 107 and 115(7) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.073 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(8) Sections 108 and 115(8) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.075 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(9) Sections 109 and 115(9) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.085 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(10) Sections 110 and 115(11) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.310 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(11) Sections 111 and 115(12) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.330 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(12) Sections 112 and 115(13) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.340 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(13) Sections 113 and 115(14) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.350 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.
(14) Sections 114 and 115(4) of this act only take effect if
RCW 74.39A.009 is amended or repealed by the legislature in
2011.

Initiative Measure 1163
(15) Section 303 of this act takes effect only if one or more
other sections of this act take effect pursuant to paragraphs
(1) through (14) of this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 302. The code reviser is directed to
note in the Revised Code of Washington that sections 101
through 114 of this act are versions of statutes existing prior
to the 2011 regular legislative session as follows:
(1) Section 101 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.055 and 2009 c 580 s 2;
(2) Section 102 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.260 and 2009 c 580 s 9;
(3) Section 103 of this act is the same language as RCW
18.88B.020 and 2009 c 580 s 18;
(4) Section 104 of this act is the same language as RCW
18.88B.030 and 2009 c 580 s 4;
(5) Section 105 of this act is the same language as RCW
18.88B.040 and 2010 c 169 s 11;
(6) Section 106 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.050 and 2009 c 580 s 7;
(7) Section 107 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.073 and 2009 c 580 s 10;
(8) Section 108 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.075 and 2009 c 580 s 11;
(9) Section 109 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.085 and 2009 c 580 s 14;
(10) Section 110 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.310 and 2007 c 361 s 8;
(11) Section 111 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.330 and 2009 c 478 s 1;
(12) Section 112 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.340 and 2009 c 580 s 12;
(13) Section 113 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.350 and 2009 c 580 s 13; and
(14) Section 114 of this act is the same language as RCW
74.39A.009 and 2009 c 580 s 1.
If any of sections 101 through 114 of this act take effect,
the code reviser is directed to codify such sections in the
revised code of washington under the same statute number
as previously used for such statute, as set forth in this
section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 303. Notwithstanding any action
of the legislature during 2011, all long-term care workers
as defined under RCW 74.39A.009(16), as it existed on
April 1, 2011, are covered by sections 101 through 113 of
this act or by the corresponding original versions of the
statutes, as referenced in section 302 (1) through (13) on the
schedules set forth in those sections, except that long-term
care workers employed as community residential service
providers are covered by sections 101 through 113 of this act
beginning January 1, 2016.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 304. A new section is added to
chapter 74.39A RCW to read as follows:
(1) If any provision of this act triggers changes to an
agreement reached under RCW 74.39A.300, the changes
must go into effect immediately without need for legislative
approval.
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(2) The requirements contained in RCW 74.39A.300
and this act constitute ministerial, mandatory, and
nondiscretionary duties. Failure to fully perform such duties
constitutes a violation of this act. Any person may bring an
action to require the governor or other responsible persons
to perform such duties. Such action may be brought in the
superior court, at the petitioner’s option, for (a) Thurston
county, or (b) the county of the petitioner’s residence or
principal place of business, or such action may be filed
directly with the supreme court, which is hereby given
original jurisdiction over such action.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 305. The provisions of this act are to
be liberally construed to effectuate the intent, policies, and
purposes of this act.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 306. If any provision of this act or
its application to any person or circumstance is held invalid,
the remainder of the act or the application of the provision to
other persons or circumstances is not affected.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 307. This act takes effect sixty days
from its enactment by the people.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 308. This act may be known and
cited as the restoring quality home care initiative.
--- END ---
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Initiative Measure 1183
AN ACT Relating to liquor; amending RCW 66.24.360,
82.08.150, 66.08.050, 66.08.060, 66.20.010, 66.20.160,
66.24.310, 66.24.380, 66.28.030, 66.24.540, 66.24.590,
66.28.060, 66.28.070, 66.28.170, 66.28.180, 66.28.190,
66.28.280, 66.04.010, 43.19.19054, 66.08.020, 66.08.026,
66.08.030, 66.24.145, 66.24.160, 66.32.010, 66.44.120,
66.44.150, 66.44.340, 19.126.010, and 19.126.040; reenacting
and amending RCW 66.28.040 and 19.126.020; adding
new sections to chapter 66.24 RCW; adding new sections
to chapter 66.28 RCW; creating new sections; repealing
RCW 66.08.070, 66.08.075, 66.08.160, 66.08.165, 66.08.166,
66.08.167, 66.08.220, 66.08.235, 66.16.010, 66.16.040,
66.16.041, 66.16.050, 66.16.060, 66.16.070, 66.16.100,
66.16.110, 66.16.120, and 66.28.045; contingently repealing
ESSB 5942, 2011 1st sp.s. c ... ss 1 through 10; and providing
an effective date.
BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON:
PART I
LICENSED SALE OF SPIRITS
NEW SECTION. Sec. 101. (1) The people of the state of
Washington, in enacting this initiative measure, find that the
state government monopoly on liquor distribution and liquor
stores in Washington and the state government regulations
that arbitrarily restrict the wholesale distribution and
pricing of wine are outdated, inefficient, and costly to local
taxpayers, consumers, distributors, and retailers. Therefore,
the people wish to privatize and modernize both wholesale
distribution and retail sales of liquor and remove outdated
restrictions on the wholesale distribution of wine by enacting
this initiative.
(2) This initiative will:
(a) Privatize and modernize wholesale distribution and
retail sales of liquor in Washington state in a manner that will
reduce state government costs and provide increased funding
for state and local government services, while continuing to
strictly regulate the distribution and sale of liquor;
(b) Get the state government out of the commercial
business of distributing, selling, and promoting the sale of
liquor, allowing the state to focus on the more appropriate
government role of enforcing liquor laws and protecting
public health and safety concerning all alcoholic beverages;
(c) Authorize the state to auction off its existing state
liquor distribution and state liquor store facilities and
equipment;
(d) Allow a private distributor of alcohol to get a license
to distribute liquor if that distributor meets the requirements
set by the Washington state liquor control board and is
approved for a license by the board and create provisions to
promote investments by private distributors;
(e) Require private distributors who get licenses to
distribute liquor to pay ten percent of their gross spirits
revenues to the state during the first two years and five
percent of their gross spirits revenues to the state after the
first two years;

(f) Allow for a limited number of retail stores to sell liquor
if they meet public safety requirements set by this initiative
and the liquor control board;
(g) Require that a retail store must have ten thousand
square feet or more of fully enclosed retail space within a
single structure in order to get a license to sell liquor, with
limited exceptions;
(h) Require a retail store to demonstrate to state
regulators that it can effectively prevent sales of alcohol to
minors in order to get a license to sell liquor;
(i) Ensure that local communities have input before a
liquor license can be issued to a local retailer or distributor
and maintain all local zoning requirements and authority
related to the location of liquor stores;
(j) Require private retailers who get licenses to sell liquor
to pay seventeen percent of their gross spirits revenues to
the state;
(k) Maintain the current distribution of liquor revenues
to local governments and dedicate a portion of the new
revenues raised from liquor license fees to increase funding
for local public safety programs, including police, fire, and
emergency services in communities throughout the state;
(l) Make the standard fines and license suspension
penalties for selling liquor to minors twice as strong as
the existing fines and penalties for selling beer or wine to
minors;
(m) Make requirements for training and supervision of
employees selling spirits at retail more stringent than what is
now required for sales of beer and wine;
(n) Update the current law on wine distribution to allow
wine distributors and wineries to give volume discounts on
the wholesale price of wine to retail stores and restaurants;
and
(o) Allow retailers and restaurants to distribute wine to
their own stores from a central warehouse.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 102. A new section is added to
chapter 66.24 RCW to read as follows:
(1) The holder of a spirits distributor license or spirits retail
license issued under this title may commence sale of spirits
upon issuance thereof, but in no event earlier than March 1,
2012, for distributors, or June 1, 2012, for retailers. The board
must complete application processing by those dates of all
complete applications for spirits licenses on file with the
board on or before sixty days from the effective date of this
section.
(2) The board must effect orderly closure of all state liquor
stores no later than June 1, 2012, and must thereafter refrain
from purchase, sale, or distribution of liquor, except for asset
sales authorized by this act.
(3) The board must devote sufficient resources to planning
and preparation for sale of all assets of state liquor stores
and distribution centers, and all other assets of the state over
which the board has power of disposition, including without
limitation goodwill and location value associated with state
liquor stores, with the objective of depleting all inventory
of liquor by May 31, 2012, and closing all other asset sales
no later than June 1, 2013. The board, in furtherance of this
subsection, may sell liquor to spirits licensees.
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(4)(a) Disposition of any state liquor store or distribution
center assets remaining after June 1, 2013, must be managed
by the department of revenue.
(b) The board must obtain the maximum reasonable value
for all asset sales made under this section.
(c) The board must sell by auction open to the public the
right at each state-owned store location of a spirits retail
licensee to operate a liquor store upon the premises. Such
right must be freely alienable and subject to all state and local
zoning and land use requirements applicable to the property.
Acquisition of the operating rights must be a precondition to,
but does not establish eligibility for, a spirits retail license at
the location of a state store and does not confer any privilege
conferred by a spirits retail license. Holding the rights does
not require the holder of the right to operate a liquor-licensed
business or apply for a liquor license.
(5) All sales proceeds under this section, net of direct
sales expenses and other transition costs authorized by this
section, must be deposited into the liquor revolving fund.
(6)(a) The board must complete the orderly transition from
the current state-controlled system to the private licensee
system of spirits retailing and distribution as required under
this chapter by June 1, 2012.
(b) The transition must include, without limitation, a
provision for applying operating and asset sale revenues of
the board to just and reasonable measures to avert harm to
interests of tribes, military buyers, and nonemployee liquor
store operators under then existing contracts for supply
by the board of distilled spirits, taking into account present
value of issuance of a spirits retail license to the holder of
such interest. The provision may extend beyond the time for
completion of transition to a spirits licensee system.
(c) Purchases by the federal government from any
licensee of the board of spirits for resale through
commissaries at military installations are exempt from sales
tax based on selling price levied by RCW 82.08.150.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 103. A new section is added to
chapter 66.24 RCW to read as follows:
(1) There is a spirits retail license to: Sell spirits in
original containers to consumers for consumption off the
licensed premises and to permit holders; sell spirits in
original containers to retailers licensed to sell spirits for
consumption on the premises, for resale at their licensed
premises according to the terms of their licenses, although
no single sale may exceed twenty-four liters, unless the sale
is by a licensee that was a contract liquor store manager
of a contract liquor store at the location of its spirits retail
licensed premises from which it makes such sales; and
export spirits.
(2) For the purposes of this title, a spirits retail license is
a retail license, and a sale by a spirits retailer is a retail sale
only if not for resale. Nothing in this title authorizes sales by
on-sale licensees to other retail licensees. The board must
establish by rule an obligation of on-sale spirits retailers to:
(a) Maintain a schedule by stock-keeping unit of all their
purchases of spirits from spirits retail licensees, indicating
the identity of the seller and the quantities purchased; and
(b) Provide, not more frequently than quarterly, a report
for each scheduled item containing the identity of the
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purchasing on-premise licensee and the quantities of that
scheduled item purchased since any preceding report to:
(i) A distributor authorized by the distiller to distribute a
scheduled item in the on-sale licensee’s geographic area; or
(ii) A distiller acting as distributor of the scheduled item in
the area.
(3)(a) Except as otherwise provided in subsection (c)
of this section, the board may issue spirits retail licenses
only for premises comprising at least ten thousand square
feet of fully enclosed retail space within a single structure,
including storerooms and other interior auxiliary areas but
excluding covered or fenced exterior areas, whether or
not attached to the structure, and only to applicants that
the board determines will maintain systems for inventory
management, employee training, employee supervision, and
physical security of the product substantially as effective as
those of stores currently operated by the board with respect
to preventing sales to or pilferage by underage or inebriated
persons.
(b) License issuances and renewals are subject to RCW
66.24.010 and the regulations promulgated thereunder,
including without limitation rights of cities, towns, county
legislative authorities, the public, churches, schools, and
public institutions to object to or prevent issuance of local
liquor licenses. However, existing grocery premises licensed
to sell beer and/or wine are deemed to be premises “now
licensed” under RCW 66.24.010(9)(a) for the purpose of
processing applications for spirits retail licenses.
(c) The board may not deny a spirits retail license to
an otherwise qualified contract liquor store at its contract
location or to the holder of former state liquor store
operating rights sold at auction under section 102 of this act
on the grounds of location, nature, or size of the premises to
be licensed. The board shall not deny a spirits retail license
to applicants that are not contract liquor stores or operating
rights holders on the grounds of the size of the premises to
be licensed, if such applicant is otherwise qualified and the
board determines that:
(i) There is no retail spirits license holder in the trade area
that the applicant proposes to serve;
(ii) The applicant meets, or upon licensure will meet, the
operational requirements established by the board by rule;
and
(iii) The licensee has not committed more than one public
safety violation within the three years preceding application.
(d) A retailer authorized to sell spirits for consumption
on or off the licensed premises may accept delivery of
spirits at its licensed premises or at one or more warehouse
facilities registered with the board, which facilities may also
warehouse and distribute nonliquor items, and from which
the retailer may deliver to its own licensed premises and,
pursuant to sales permitted under subsection (1) of this
section:
(i) To other retailer premises licensed to sell spirits for
consumption on the licensed premises;
(ii) To other registered facilities; or
(iii) To lawful purchasers outside the state. The facilities
may be registered and utilized by associations, cooperatives,
or comparable groups of retailers, including at least one
retailer licensed to sell spirits.
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(4) Each spirits retail licensee must pay to the board, for
deposit into the liquor revolving fund, a license issuance fee
equivalent to seventeen percent of all spirits sales revenues
under the license, exclusive of taxes collected by the licensee
and of sales of items on which a license fee payable under
this section has otherwise been incurred. The board must
establish rules setting forth the timing of such payments
and reporting of sales dollar volume by the licensee, with
payments required quarterly in arrears. The first payment is
due October 1, 2012.
(5) In addition to the payment required under subsection
(4) of this section, each licensee must pay an annual license
renewal fee of one hundred sixty-six dollars. The board
must periodically review and adjust the renewal fee as may
be required to maintain it as comparable to annual license
renewal fees for licenses to sell beer and wine not for
consumption on the licensed premises. If required by law at
the time, any increase of the annual renewal fee becomes
effective only upon ratification by the legislature.
(6) As a condition to receiving and renewing a retail spirits
license the licensee must provide training as prescribed
by the board by rule for individuals who sell spirits or who
manage others who sell spirits regarding compliance with
laws and regulations regarding sale of spirits, including
without limitation the prohibitions against sale of spirits
to individuals who are underage or visibly intoxicated. The
training must be provided before the individual first engages
in the sale of spirits and must be renewed at least every five
years. The licensee must maintain records documenting the
nature and frequency of the training provided. An employee
training program is presumptively sufficient if it incorporates
a “responsible vendor program” promulgated by the board.
(7) The maximum penalties prescribed by the board in
WAC 314-29-020 through 314-29-040 relating to fines and
suspensions are doubled for violations relating to the sale of
spirits by retail spirits licensees.
(8)(a) The board must promulgate regulations concerning
the adoption and administration of a compliance training
program for spirits retail licensees, to be known as a
“responsible vendor program,” to reduce underage drinking,
encourage licensees to adopt specific best practices to
prevent sales to minors, and provide licensees with an
incentive to give their employees on-going training in
responsible alcohol sales and service.
(b) Licensees who join the responsible vendor program
under this section and maintain all of the program’s
requirements are not subject to the doubling of penalties
provided in this section for a single violation in any period of
twelve calendar months.
(c) The responsible vendor program must be free,
voluntary, and self-monitoring.
(d) To participate in the responsible vendor program,
licensees must submit an application form to the board.
If the application establishes that the licensee meets the
qualifications to join the program, the board must send the
licensee a membership certificate.
(e) A licensee participating in the responsible vendor
program must at a minimum:
(i) Provide on-going training to employees;
(ii) Accept only certain forms of identification for alcohol
sales;

(iii) Adopt policies on alcohol sales and checking
identification;
(iv) Post specific signs in the business; and
(v) Keep records verifying compliance with the program’s
requirements.
Sec. 104. RCW 66.24.360 and 2011 c 119 s 203 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) There ((shall be)) is a ((beer and/or wine retailer’s license
to be designated as a)) grocery store license to sell wine and/
or beer, including without limitation strong beer((, and/or
wine)) at retail in ((bottles, cans, and)) original containers,
not to be consumed upon the premises where sold((, at any
store other than the state liquor stores)).
(((1))) (2) There is a wine retailer reseller endorsement
of a grocery store license, to sell wine at retail in original
containers to retailers licensed to sell wine for consumption
on the premises, for resale at their licensed premises
according to the terms of the license. However, no single
sale may exceed twenty-four liters, unless the sale is made
by a licensee that was a contract liquor store manager of
a contract-operated liquor store at the location from which
such sales are made. For the purposes of this title, a grocery
store license is a retail license, and a sale by a grocery store
licensee with a reseller endorsement is a retail sale only if
not for resale.
(3) Licensees obtaining a written endorsement from the
board may also sell malt liquor in kegs or other containers
capable of holding less than five and one-half gallons of
liquid.
(((2))) (4) The annual fee for the grocery store license is
one hundred fifty dollars for each store.
(((3))) (5) The annual fee for the wine retailer reseller
endorsement is one hundred sixty-six dollars for each store.
(6) The board ((shall)) must issue a restricted grocery store
license authorizing the licensee to sell beer and only table
wine, if the board finds upon issuance or renewal of the
license that the sale of strong beer or fortified wine would be
against the public interest. In determining the public interest,
the board ((shall)) must consider at least the following
factors:
(a) The likelihood that the applicant will sell strong beer or
fortified wine to persons who are intoxicated;
(b) Law enforcement problems in the vicinity of the
applicant’s establishment that may arise from persons
purchasing strong beer or fortified wine at the establishment;
and
(c) Whether the sale of strong beer or fortified wine
would be detrimental to or inconsistent with a governmentoperated or funded alcohol treatment or detoxification
program in the area.
If the board receives no evidence or objection that the sale
of strong beer or fortified wine would be against the public
interest, it ((shall)) must issue or renew the license without
restriction, as applicable. The burden of establishing that the
sale of strong beer or fortified wine by the licensee would be
against the public interest is on those persons objecting.
(((4))) (7) Licensees holding a grocery store license must
maintain a minimum three thousand dollar inventory of food
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products for human consumption, not including pop, beer,
strong beer, or wine.
(((5))) (8) A grocery store licensee with a wine retailer
reseller endorsement may accept delivery of wine at its
licensed premises or at one or more warehouse facilities
registered with the board, which facilities may also
warehouse and distribute nonliquor items, and from which
it may deliver to its own licensed premises and, pursuant
to sales permitted by this title, to other licensed premises,
to other registered facilities, or to lawful purchasers outside
the state. Facilities may be registered and utilized by
associations, cooperatives, or comparable groups of grocery
store licensees.

pay to the board for deposit into the liquor revolving fund, a
license issuance fee calculated as follows:

(9) Upon approval by the board, the grocery store licensee
may also receive an endorsement to permit the international
export of beer, strong beer, and wine.
(a) Any beer, strong beer, or wine sold under this
endorsement must have been purchased from a licensed
beer or wine distributor licensed to do business within the
state of Washington.

(i) In the case of spirits manufactured in the state, from
the distiller; or

(b) Any beer, strong beer, and wine sold under this
endorsement must be intended for consumption outside the
state of Washington and the United States and appropriate
records must be maintained by the licensee.
(c) Any beer, strong beer, or wine sold under this
((license)) endorsement must be sold at a price no less than
the acquisition price paid by the holder of the license.
(d) The annual cost of this endorsement is five hundred
dollars and is in addition to the license fees paid by the
licensee for a grocery store license.
(((6))) (10) A grocery store licensee holding a snack bar
license under RCW 66.24.350 may receive an endorsement
to allow the sale of confections containing more than one
percent but not more than ten percent alcohol by weight to
persons twenty-one years of age or older.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 105. A new section is added to
chapter 66.24 RCW to read as follows:
(1) There is a license for spirits distributors to (a)
sell spirits purchased from manufacturers, distillers, or
suppliers including, without limitation, licensed Washington
distilleries, licensed spirits importers, other Washington
spirits distributors, or suppliers of foreign spirits located
outside of the United States, to spirits retailers including,
without limitation, spirits retail licensees, special occasion
license holders, interstate common carrier license holders,
restaurant spirits retailer license holders, spirits, beer, and
wine private club license holders, hotel license holders,
sports entertainment facility license holders, and spirits,
beer, and wine nightclub license holders, and to other spirits
distributors; and (b) export the same from the state.
(2) By January 1, 2012, the board must issue spirits
distributor licenses to all applicants who, upon the effective
date of this section, have the right to purchase spirits
from a spirits manufacturer, spirits distiller, or other spirits
supplier for resale in the state, or are agents of such supplier
authorized to sell to licensees in the state, unless the board
determines that issuance of a license to such applicant is not
in the public interest.
(3)(a) As limited by (b) of this subsection and subject to
(c) of this subsection, each spirits distributor licensee must

(i) In each of the first two years of licensure, ten percent of
the total revenue from all the licensee’s sales of spirits made
during the year for which the fee is due, respectively; and
(ii) In the third year of licensure and each year thereafter,
five percent of the total revenue from all the licensee’s sales
of spirits made during the year for which the fee is due,
respectively.
(b) The fee required under this subsection (3) is calculated
only on sales of items which the licensee was the first spirits
distributor in the state to have received:

(ii) In the case of spirits manufactured outside the state,
from an authorized out-of-state supplier.
(c) By March 31, 2013, all persons holding spirits
distributor licenses on or before March 31, 2013, must have
paid collectively one hundred fifty million dollars or more
in spirits distributor license fees. If the collective payment
through March 31, 2013, totals less than one hundred fifty
million dollars, the board must, according to rules adopted
by the board for the purpose, collect by May 31, 2013, as
additional spirits distributor license fees the difference
between one hundred fifty million dollars and the actual
receipts, allocated among persons holding spirits distributor
licenses at any time on or before March 31, 2013, ratably
according to their spirits sales made during calendar year
2012. Any amount by which such payments exceed one
hundred fifty million dollars by March 31, 2013, must be
credited to future license issuance fee obligations of spirits
distributor licensees according to rules adopted by the board.
(d) A retail licensee selling for resale must pay a
distributor license fee under the terms and conditions in
this section on resales of spirits the licensee has purchased
on which no other distributor license fee has been paid.
The board must establish rules setting forth the frequency
and timing of such payments and reporting of sales dollar
volume by the licensee, with payments due quarterly in
arrears.
(e) No spirits inventory may be subject to calculation of
more than a single spirits distributor license issuance fee.
(4) In addition to the payment set forth in subsection (3)
of this section, each spirits distributor licensee renewing its
annual license must pay an annual license renewal fee of
one thousand three hundred twenty dollars for each licensed
location.
(5) There is no minimum facility size or capacity for
spirits distributor licenses, and no limit on the number
of such licenses issued to qualified applicants. License
applicants must provide physical security of the product
that is substantially as effective as the physical security of
the distribution facilities currently operated by the board
with respect to preventing pilferage. License issuances and
renewals are subject to RCW 66.24.010 and the regulations
promulgated thereunder, including without limitation rights
of cities, towns, county legislative authorities, the public,
churches, schools, and public institutions to object to or
prevent issuance of local liquor licenses. However, existing
distributor premises licensed to sell beer and/or wine
are deemed to be premises “now licensed” under RCW
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66.24.010(9)(a) for the purpose of processing applications for
spirits distributor licenses.
Sec. 106. RCW 82.08.150 and 2009 c 479 s 65 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) There is levied and ((shall be)) collected a tax upon
each retail sale of spirits in the original package at the rate of
fifteen percent of the selling price((. The tax imposed in this
subsection shall apply to all such sales including sales by the
Washington state liquor stores and agencies, but excluding
sales to spirits, beer, and wine restaurant licensees)).
(2) There is levied and ((shall be)) collected a tax upon
each sale of spirits in the original package at the rate of
ten percent of the selling price on sales by ((Washington
state liquor stores and agencies to spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensees)) a spirits distributor licensee or other
licensee acting as a spirits distributor pursuant to Title 66
RCW to restaurant spirits retailers.
(3) There is levied and ((shall be)) collected an additional
tax upon each ((retail)) sale of spirits in the original package
by a spirits distributor licensee or other licensee acting as a
spirits distributor pursuant to Title 66 RCW to a restaurant
spirits retailer and upon each retail sale of spirits in the
original package by a licensee of the board at the rate of
one dollar and seventy-two cents per liter. ((The additional
tax imposed in this subsection shall apply to all such sales
including sales by Washington state liquor stores and
agencies, and including sales to spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensees.))
(4) An additional tax is imposed equal to fourteen percent
multiplied by the taxes payable under subsections (1), (2),
and (3) of this section.
(5) An additional tax is imposed upon each ((retail)) sale
of spirits in the original package by a spirits distributor
licensee or other licensee acting as a spirits distributor
pursuant to Title 66 RCW to a restaurant spirits retailer and
upon each retail sale of spirits in the original package by a
licensee of the board at the rate of seven cents per liter. ((The
additional tax imposed in this subsection shall apply to all
such sales including sales by Washington state liquor stores
and agencies, and including sales to spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensees.)) All revenues collected during any
month from this additional tax ((shall)) must be deposited in
the state general fund by the twenty-fifth day of the following
month.
(6)(a) An additional tax is imposed upon retail sale of
spirits in the original package at the rate of ((one and seventenths percent of the selling price through June 30, 1995, two
and six-tenths percent of the selling price for the period July
1, 1995, through June 30, 1997, and)) three and four-tenths
percent of the selling price ((thereafter. This additional tax
applies to all such sales including sales by Washington state
liquor stores and agencies, but excluding sales to spirits,
beer, and wine restaurant licensees)).
(b) An additional tax is imposed upon retail sale of spirits
in the original package to a restaurant spirits retailer at
the rate of ((one and one-tenth percent of the selling price
through June 30, 1995, one and seven-tenths percent of the
selling price for the period July 1, 1995, through June 30,
1997, and)) two and three-tenths percent of the selling price
((thereafter. This additional tax applies to all such sales to
spirits, beer, and wine restaurant licensees)).

(c) An additional tax is imposed upon each ((retail)) sale
of spirits in the original package by a spirits distributor
licensee or other licensee acting as a spirits distributor
pursuant to Title 66 RCW to a restaurant spirits retailer and
upon each retail sale of spirits in the original package by a
licensee of the board at the rate of ((twenty cents per liter
through June 30, 1995, thirty cents per liter for the period
July 1, 1995, through June 30, 1997, and)) forty-one cents
per liter ((thereafter. This additional tax applies to all such
sales including sales by Washington state liquor stores
and agencies, and including sales to spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensees)).
(d) All revenues collected during any month from
additional taxes under this subsection ((shall)) must be
deposited in the state general fund by the twenty-fifth day of
the following month.
(7)(a) An additional tax is imposed upon each retail sale
of spirits in the original package at the rate of one dollar and
thirty-three cents per liter. ((This additional tax applies to all
such sales including sales by Washington state liquor stores
and agencies, but excluding sales to spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensees.))
(b) All revenues collected during any month from
additional taxes under this subsection ((shall)) must be
deposited by the twenty-fifth day of the following month into
the general fund.
(8) The tax imposed in RCW 82.08.020 ((shall)) does not
apply to sales of spirits in the original package.
(9) The taxes imposed in this section ((shall)) must be
paid by the buyer to the seller, and each seller ((shall)) must
collect from the buyer the full amount of the tax payable in
respect to each taxable sale under this section. The taxes
required by this section to be collected by the seller ((shall))
must be stated separately from the selling price, and for
purposes of determining the tax due from the buyer to the
seller, it ((shall be)) is conclusively presumed that the selling
price quoted in any price list does not include the taxes
imposed by this section. Sellers must report and return
all taxes imposed in this section in accordance with rules
adopted by the department.
(10) As used in this section, the terms, “spirits” and
“package” ((shall)) have the same meaning ((ascribed to
them)) as provided in chapter 66.04 RCW.
Sec. 107. RCW 66.08.050 and 2011 c 186 s 2 are each
amended to read as follows:
The board, subject to the provisions of this title and the
rules, ((shall)) must:
(1) ((Determine the localities within which state liquor
stores shall be established throughout the state, and the
number and situation of the stores within each locality;
(2) Appoint in cities and towns and other communities,
in which no state liquor store is located, contract liquor
stores. In addition, the board may appoint, in its discretion,
a manufacturer that also manufactures liquor products
other than wine under a license under this title, as a contract
liquor store for the purpose of sale of liquor products of
its own manufacture on the licensed premises only. Such
contract liquor stores shall be authorized to sell liquor under
the guidelines provided by law, rule, or contract, and such
contract liquor stores shall be subject to such additional rules
and regulations consistent with this title as the board may
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require. Sampling on contract store premises is permitted
under this act;
(3) Establish all necessary warehouses for the storing and
bottling, diluting and rectifying of stocks of liquors for the
purposes of this title;
(4) Provide for the leasing for periods not to exceed
ten years of all premises required for the conduct of the
business; and for remodeling the same, and the procuring
of their furnishings, fixtures, and supplies; and for obtaining
options of renewal of such leases by the lessee. The terms
of such leases in all other respects shall be subject to the
direction of the board;
(5))) Determine the nature, form and capacity of all
packages to be used for containing liquor kept for sale under
this title;
(((6))) (2) Execute or cause to be executed, all contracts,
papers, and documents in the name of the board, under such
regulations as the board may fix;
(((7))) (3) Pay all customs, duties, excises, charges and
obligations whatsoever relating to the business of the board;
(((8))) (4) Require bonds from all employees in the
discretion of the board, and to determine the amount of
fidelity bond of each such employee;
(((9))) (5) Perform services for the state lottery
commission to such extent, and for such compensation, as
may be mutually agreed upon between the board and the
commission;
(((10))) (6) Accept and deposit into the general fund-local
account and disburse, subject to appropriation, federal
grants or other funds or donations from any source for the
purpose of improving public awareness of the health risks
associated with alcohol consumption by youth and the abuse
of alcohol by adults in Washington state. The board’s alcohol
awareness program ((shall)) must cooperate with federal and
state agencies, interested organizations, and individuals to
effect an active public beverage alcohol awareness program;
(((11))) (7) Perform all other matters and things, whether
similar to the foregoing or not, to carry out the provisions
of this title, and ((shall have)) has full power to do each and
every act necessary to the conduct of its ((business, including
all buying, selling, preparation and approval of forms, and
every other function of the business whatsoever, subject
only to audit by the state auditor: PROVIDED, That the board
shall have)) regulatory functions, including all supplies
procurement, preparation and approval of forms, and every
other undertaking necessary to perform its regulatory
functions whatsoever, subject only to audit by the state
auditor. However, the board has no authority to regulate the
content of spoken language on licensed premises where wine
and other liquors are served and where there is not a clear
and present danger of disorderly conduct being provoked by
such language or to restrict advertising of lawful prices.
Sec. 108. RCW 66.08.060 and 2005 c 231 s 3 are each
amended to read as follows:
(((1) The board shall not advertise liquor in any form or
through any medium whatsoever.
(2) In-store liquor merchandising is not advertising for the
purposes of this section.
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(3))) The board ((shall have)) has power to adopt any and
all reasonable rules as to the kind, character, and location of
advertising of liquor.
Sec. 109. RCW 66.20.010 and 2011 c 119 s 213 are each
amended to read as follows:
Upon application in the prescribed form being made to
any employee authorized by the board to issue permits,
accompanied by payment of the prescribed fee, and upon
the employee being satisfied that the applicant should be
granted a permit under this title, the employee ((shall)) must
issue to the applicant under such regulations and at such
fee as may be prescribed by the board a permit of the class
applied for, as follows:
(1) Where the application is for a special permit by a
physician or dentist, or by any person in charge of an
institution regularly conducted as a hospital or sanitorium
for the care of persons in ill health, or as a home devoted
exclusively to the care of aged people, a special liquor
purchase permit, except that the governor may waive the
requirement for a special liquor purchase permit under
this subsection pursuant to an order issued under RCW
43.06.220(2);
(2) Where the application is for a special permit by
a person engaged within the state in mechanical or
manufacturing business or in scientific pursuits requiring
alcohol for use therein, or by any private individual, a special
permit to purchase alcohol for the purpose named in the
permit, except that the governor may waive the requirement
for a special liquor purchase permit under this subsection
pursuant to an order issued under RCW 43.06.220(2);
(3) Where the application is for a special permit to
consume liquor at a banquet, at a specified date and place,
a special permit to purchase liquor for consumption at such
banquet, to such applicants as may be fixed by the board;
(4) Where the application is for a special permit to
consume liquor on the premises of a business not licensed
under this title, a special permit to purchase liquor for
consumption thereon for such periods of time and to such
applicants as may be fixed by the board;
(5) Where the application is for a special permit by a
manufacturer to import or purchase within the state alcohol,
malt, and other materials containing alcohol to be used
in the manufacture of liquor, or other products, a special
permit;
(6) Where the application is for a special permit by a
person operating a drug store to purchase liquor at retail
prices only, to be thereafter sold by such person on the
prescription of a physician, a special liquor purchase permit,
except that the governor may waive the requirement for
a special liquor purchase permit under this subsection
pursuant to an order issued under RCW 43.06.220(2);
(7) Where the application is for a special permit by an
authorized representative of a military installation operated
by or for any of the armed forces within the geographical
boundaries of the state of Washington, a special permit to
purchase liquor for use on such military installation ((at
prices to be fixed by the board));
(8) Where the application is for a special permit by a
vendor that manufactures or sells a product which cannot
be effectively presented to potential buyers without serving
it with liquor or by a manufacturer, importer, or distributor,
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or representative thereof, to serve liquor without charge to
delegates and guests at a convention of a trade association
composed of licensees of the board, when the said liquor
is served in a hospitality room or from a booth in a boardapproved suppliers’ display room at the convention,
and when the liquor so served is for consumption in
the said hospitality room or display room during the
convention, anything in this title ((66 RCW)) to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any such spirituous liquor ((shall)) must
be purchased from ((the board or a spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensee)) a spirits retailer or distributor, and any
such ((beer and wine shall be)) liquor is subject to the taxes
imposed by RCW 66.24.290 and 66.24.210;
(9) Where the application is for a special permit by a
manufacturer, importer, or distributor, or representative
thereof, to donate liquor for a reception, breakfast, luncheon,
or dinner for delegates and guests at a convention of a
trade association composed of licensees of the board,
when the liquor so donated is for consumption at the
said reception, breakfast, luncheon, or dinner during the
convention, anything in this title ((66 RCW)) to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any such spirituous liquor ((shall)) must
be purchased from ((the board or a spirits, beer, and wine
restaurant licensee)) a spirits retailer or distributor, and any
such ((beer and wine shall be)) liquor is subject to the taxes
imposed by RCW 66.24.290 and 66.24.210;
(10) Where the application is for a special permit by a
manufacturer, importer, or distributor, or representative
thereof, to donate and/or serve liquor without charge to
delegates and guests at an international trade fair, show,
or exposition held under the auspices of a federal, state, or
local governmental entity or organized and promoted by a
nonprofit organization, anything in this title ((66 RCW)) to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any such spirituous liquor
((shall)) must be purchased from ((the board)) a liquor spirits
retailer or distributor, and any such ((beer or wine shall be))
liquor is subject to the taxes imposed by RCW 66.24.290 and
66.24.210;
(11) Where the application is for an annual special permit
by a person operating a bed and breakfast lodging facility
to donate or serve wine or beer without charge to overnight
guests of the facility if the wine or beer is for consumption
on the premises of the facility. “Bed and breakfast lodging
facility,” as used in this subsection, means a facility offering
from one to eight lodging units and breakfast to travelers
and guests.
Sec. 110. RCW 66.20.160 and 2005 c 151 s 8 are each
amended to read as follows:
((Words and phrases)) As used in RCW 66.20.160 ((to))
through 66.20.210, inclusive, ((shall have the following
meaning:
“Card of identification” means any one of those cards
described in RCW 66.16.040.))
“licensee” means the holder of a retail liquor license
issued by the board, and includes any employee or agent of
the licensee.
((“Store employee” means a person employed in a state
liquor store to sell liquor.))
Sec. 111. RCW 66.24.310 and 2011 c 119 s 301 are each
amended to read as follows:

(1)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, no
person ((shall)) may canvass for, solicit, receive, or take
orders for the purchase or sale of liquor, nor contact any
licensees of the board in goodwill activities, unless ((such
person shall be the accredited representative of a person,
firm, or corporation holding a certificate of approval issued
pursuant to RCW 66.24.270 or 66.24.206, a beer distributor’s
license, a microbrewer’s license, a domestic brewer’s license,
a beer importer’s license, a domestic winery license, a wine
importer’s license, or a wine distributor’s license within the
state of Washington, or the accredited representative of a
distiller, manufacturer, importer, or distributor of spirituous
liquor, or foreign produced beer or wine, and shall have)) the
person is the representative of a licensee or certificate holder
authorized by this title to sell liquor for resale in the state and
has applied for and received a representative’s license.
(b) (a) of this subsection ((shall)) does not apply to: (i)
Drivers who deliver spirits, beer, or wine; or (ii) domestic
wineries or their employees.
(2) Every representative’s license issued under this
title ((shall be)) is subject to all conditions and restrictions
imposed by this title or by the rules and regulations of the
board; the board, for the purpose of maintaining an orderly
market, may limit the number of representative’s licenses
issued for representation of specific classes of eligible
employers.
(3) Every application for a representative’s license must
be approved by a holder of a certificate of approval ((issued
pursuant to RCW 66.24.270 or 66.24.206)), a licensed beer
distributor, a licensed domestic brewer, a licensed beer
importer, a licensed microbrewer, a licensed domestic
winery, a licensed wine importer, a licensed wine distributor,
or by a distiller, manufacturer, importer, or distributor of
((spirituous liquor)) spirits, or of foreign-produced beer or
wine, as required by the rules and regulations of the board
((shall require)).
(4) The fee for a representative’s license ((shall be)) is
twenty-five dollars per year.
(((5) An accredited representative of a distiller,
manufacturer, importer, or distributor of spirituous
liquor may, after he or she has applied for and received a
representative’s license, contact retail licensees of the board
only in goodwill activities pertaining to spirituous liquor
products.))
Sec. 112. RCW 66.24.380 and 2005 c 151 s 10 are each
amended to read as follows:
There ((shall be)) is a retailer’s license to be designated
as a special occasion license to be issued to a not-for-profit
society or organization to sell spirits, beer, and wine by
the individual serving for on-premises consumption at a
specified event, such as at picnics or other special occasions,
at a specified date and place; fee sixty dollars per day.
(1) The not-for-profit society or organization is limited to
sales of no more than twelve calendar days per year. For the
purposes of this subsection, special occasion licensees that
are “agricultural area fairs” or “agricultural county, district,
and area fairs,” as defined by RCW 15.76.120, that receive a
special occasion license may, once per calendar year, count
as one event fairs that last multiple days, so long as alcohol
sales are at set dates, times, and locations, and the board
receives prior notification of the dates, times, and locations.
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The special occasion license applicant will pay the sixty
dollars per day for this event.
(2) The licensee may sell spirits, beer, and/or wine in
original, unopened containers for off-premises consumption
if permission is obtained from the board prior to the event.
(3) Sale, service, and consumption of spirits, beer, and
wine is to be confined to specified premises or designated
areas only.
(4) ((Spirituous)) Liquor sold under this special occasion
license must be purchased ((at a state liquor store or contract
liquor store without discount at retail prices, including all
taxes)) from a licensee of the board.
(5) Any violation of this section is a class 1 civil infraction
having a maximum penalty of two hundred fifty dollars as
provided for in chapter 7.80 RCW.
Sec. 113. RCW 66.28.030 and 2004 c 160 s 10 are each
amended to read as follows:
Every domestic distillery, brewery, and microbrewery,
domestic winery, certificate of approval holder, licensed
liquor importer, licensed wine importer, and licensed
beer importer ((shall be)) is responsible for the conduct
of any licensed spirits, beer, or wine distributor in selling,
or contracting to sell, to retail licensees, spirits, beer, or
wine manufactured by such domestic distillery, brewery,
microbrewery, domestic winery, manufacturer holding a
certificate of approval, sold by an authorized representative
holding a certificate of approval, or imported by such liquor,
beer, or wine importer. Where the board finds that any
licensed spirits, beer, or wine distributor has violated any of
the provisions of this title or of the regulations of the board
in selling or contracting to sell spirits, beer, or wine to retail
licensees, the board may, in addition to any punishment
inflicted or imposed upon such distributor, prohibit the sale
of the brand or brands of spirits, beer, or wine involved in
such violation to any or all retail licensees within the trade
territory usually served by such distributor for such period of
time as the board may fix, irrespective of whether the distiller
manufacturing such spirits or the liquor importer importing
such spirits, brewer manufacturing such beer or the beer
importer importing such beer, or the domestic winery
manufacturing such wine or the wine importer importing
such wine or the certificate of approval holder manufacturing
such spirits, beer, or wine or acting as authorized
representative actually participated in such violation.
Sec. 114. RCW 66.24.540 and 1999 c 129 s 1 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) There ((shall be)) is a retailer’s license to be designated as
a motel license. The motel license may be issued to a motel
regardless of whether it holds any other class of license
under this title. No license may be issued to a motel offering
rooms to its guests on an hourly basis. The license authorizes
the licensee to:
(((1))) (a) Sell, at retail, in locked honor bars, spirits in
individual bottles not to exceed fifty milliliters, beer in
individual cans or bottles not to exceed twelve ounces,
and wine in individual bottles not to exceed one hundred
eighty-seven milliliters, to registered guests of the motel for
consumption in guest rooms.
(((a))) (i) Each honor bar must also contain snack foods.
No more than one-half of the guest rooms may have honor
bars.
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(((b))) (ii) All spirits to be sold under the license must
be purchased from a spirits retailer or a spirits distributor
licensee of the board.
(((c))) (iii) The licensee ((shall)) must require proof of age
from the guest renting a guest room and requesting the use
of an honor bar. The guest ((shall)) must also execute an
affidavit verifying that no one under twenty-one years of age
((shall have)) has access to the spirits, beer, and wine in the
honor bar.
(((2))) (b) Provide without additional charge, to overnight
guests of the motel, spirits, beer, and wine by the individual
serving for on-premises consumption at a specified regular
date, time, and place as may be fixed by the board. Selfservice by attendees is prohibited. All spirits, beer, and wine
service must be done by an alcohol server as defined in RCW
66.20.300 and comply with RCW 66.20.310.
(2) The annual fee for a motel license is five hundred dollars.
(3) For the purposes of this section, “motel” ((as used in this
section)) means a transient accommodation licensed under
chapter 70.62 RCW.
((As used in this section, “spirits,” “beer,” and “wine” have
the meanings defined in RCW 66.04.010.))
Sec. 115. RCW 66.24.590 and 2011 c 119 s 403 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) There ((shall be)) is a retailer’s license to be designated
as a hotel license. No license may be issued to a hotel
offering rooms to its guests on an hourly basis. Food service
provided for room service, banquets or conferences, or
restaurant operation under this license ((shall)) must meet
the requirements of rules adopted by the board.
(2) The hotel license authorizes the licensee to:
(a) Sell spirituous liquor, beer, and wine, by the individual
glass, at retail, for consumption on the premises, including
mixed drinks and cocktails compounded and mixed on the
premises;
(b) Sell, at retail, from locked honor bars, in individual
units, spirits not to exceed fifty milliliters, beer in individual
units not to exceed twelve ounces, and wine in individual
bottles not to exceed three hundred eighty-five milliliters,
to registered guests of the hotel for consumption in guest
rooms. The licensee ((shall)) must require proof of age from
the guest renting a guest room and requesting the use of an
honor bar. The guest ((shall)) must also execute an affidavit
verifying that no one under twenty-one years of age ((shall))
will have access to the spirits, beer, and wine in the honor bar;
(c) Provide without additional charge, to overnight guests,
spirits, beer, and wine by the individual serving for onpremises consumption at a specified regular date, time, and
place as may be fixed by the board. Self-service by attendees
is prohibited;
(d) Sell beer, including strong beer, wine, or spirits, in
the manufacturer’s sealed container or by the individual
drink to guests through room service, or through service to
occupants of private residential units which are part of the
buildings or complex of buildings that include the hotel;
(e) Sell beer, including strong beer, spirits, or wine, in
the manufacturer’s sealed container at retail sales locations
within the hotel premises;
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(f) Sell beer to a purchaser in a sanitary container brought
to the premises by the purchaser or furnished by the licensee
and filled at the tap in the restaurant area by the licensee at
the time of sale;

is not a mixed use area, and is primarily used for alcohol
service, the area must be designated and restricted to access
by ((minors)) persons of lawful age to purchase liquor.

(g) Sell for on or off-premises consumption, including
through room service and service to occupants of private
residential units managed by the hotel, wine carrying a label
exclusive to the hotel license holder;

(10) As used in this section, “hotel,” “spirits,” “beer,” and
“wine” have the meanings defined in RCW 66.24.410 and
66.04.010.
Sec. 116. RCW 66.28.040 and 2011 c 186 s 4, 2011 c 119 s
207, and 2011 c 62 s 4 are each reenacted and amended to
read as follows:

(h) Place in guest rooms at check-in, a complimentary
bottle of ((beer, including strong beer, or wine)) liquor in a
manufacturer-sealed container, and make a reference to this
service in promotional material.
(3) If all or any facilities for alcoholic beverage service and
the preparation, cooking, and serving of food are operated
under contract or joint venture agreement, the operator
may hold a license separate from the license held by the
operator of the hotel. Food and beverage inventory used in
separate licensed operations at the hotel may not be shared
and ((shall)) must be separately owned and stored by the
separate licensees.
(4) All spirits to be sold under this license must be
purchased from a spirits retailer or spirits distributor licensee
of the board.
(5) All on-premise alcoholic beverage service must be
done by an alcohol server as defined in RCW 66.20.300 and
must comply with RCW 66.20.310.
(6)(a) The hotel license allows the licensee to remove from
the liquor stocks at the licensed premises, liquor for sale and
service at event locations at a specified date and place not
currently licensed by the board. If the event is open to the
public, it must be sponsored by a society or organization
as defined by RCW 66.24.375. If attendance at the event
is limited to members or invited guests of the sponsoring
individual, society, or organization, the requirement that the
sponsor must be a society or organization as defined by RCW
66.24.375 is waived.
(b) The holder of this license ((shall)) must, if requested by
the board, notify the board or its designee of the date, time,
place, and location of any event. Upon request, the licensee
((shall)) must provide to the board all necessary or requested
information concerning the society or organization that will
be holding the function at which the endorsed license will be
utilized.
(c) Licensees may cater events on a domestic winery,
brewery, or distillery premises.
(7) The holder of this license or its manager may furnish
spirits, beer, or wine to the licensee’s employees who are
twenty-one years of age or older free of charge as may be
required for use in connection with instruction on spirits,
beer, and wine. The instruction may include the history,
nature, values, and characteristics of spirits, beer, or wine,
the use of wine lists, and the methods of presenting, serving,
storing, and handling spirits, beer, or wine. The licensee must
use the ((beer or wine)) liquor it obtains under its license for
the sampling as part of the instruction. The instruction must
be given on the premises of the licensee.
(8) Minors may be allowed in all areas of the hotel
where ((alcohol)) liquor may be consumed; however, the
consumption must be incidental to the primary use of the
area. These areas include, but are not limited to, tennis
courts, hotel lobbies, and swimming pool areas. If an area

(9) The annual fee for this license is two thousand dollars.

Except as permitted by the board under RCW 66.20.010,
no domestic brewery, microbrewery, distributor, distiller,
domestic winery, importer, rectifier, certificate of approval
holder, or other manufacturer of liquor ((shall)) may, within
the state of Washington, give to any person any liquor;
but nothing in this section nor in RCW 66.28.305 prevents
a domestic brewery, microbrewery, distributor, domestic
winery, distiller, certificate of approval holder, or importer
from furnishing samples of beer, wine, or spirituous liquor
to authorized licensees for the purpose of negotiating a
sale, in accordance with regulations adopted by the liquor
control board, provided that the samples are subject to
taxes imposed by RCW 66.24.290 and 66.24.210((, and in
the case of spirituous liquor, any product used for samples
must be purchased at retail from the board; nothing in this
section shall prevent the furnishing of samples of liquor to
the board for the purpose of negotiating the sale of liquor
to the state liquor control board)); nothing in this section
((shall)) prevents a domestic brewery, microbrewery,
domestic winery, distillery, certificate of approval holder, or
distributor from furnishing beer, wine, or spirituous liquor
for instructional purposes under RCW 66.28.150; nothing in
this section ((shall)) prevents a domestic winery, certificate of
approval holder, or distributor from furnishing wine without
charge, subject to the taxes imposed by RCW 66.24.210,
to a not-for-profit group organized and operated solely for
the purpose of enology or the study of viticulture which
has been in existence for at least six months and that uses
wine so furnished solely for such educational purposes or
a domestic winery, or an out-of-state certificate of approval
holder, from furnishing wine without charge or a domestic
brewery, or an out-of-state certificate of approval holder,
from furnishing beer without charge, subject to the taxes
imposed by RCW 66.24.210 or 66.24.290, or a domestic
distiller licensed under RCW 66.24.140 or an accredited
representative of a distiller, manufacturer, importer, or
distributor of spirituous liquor licensed under RCW 66.24.310,
from furnishing spirits without charge, to a nonprofit
charitable corporation or association exempt from taxation
under ((section)) 26 U.S.C. Sec. 501(c)(3) or (6) of the internal
revenue code of 1986 (((26 U.S.C. Sec. 501(c)(3) or (6)))) for
use consistent with the purpose or purposes entitling it to
such exemption; nothing in this section ((shall)) prevents
a domestic brewery or microbrewery from serving beer
without charge, on the brewery premises; nothing in this
section ((shall)) prevents donations of wine for the purposes
of RCW 66.12.180; nothing in this section ((shall)) prevents a
domestic winery from serving wine without charge, on the
winery premises; nothing in this section ((shall)) prevents
a craft distillery from serving spirits without charge, on the
distillery premises subject to RCW 66.24.145; nothing in this
section prohibits spirits sampling under chapter 186, Laws of
2011; and nothing in this section ((shall)) prevents a winery
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or microbrewery from serving samples at a farmers market
under section 1, chapter 62, Laws of 2011.
Sec. 117. RCW 66.28.060 and 2008 c 94 s 7 are each
amended to read as follows:
Every distillery licensed under this title ((shall)) must make
monthly reports to the board pursuant to the regulations.
((No such distillery shall make any sale of spirits within the
state of Washington except to the board and as provided in
RCW 66.24.145.))
Sec. 118. RCW 66.28.070 and 2006 c 302 s 8 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section,
it ((shall be)) is unlawful for any retail spirits, beer, or wine
licensee to purchase spirits, beer, or wine, except from a
duly licensed distributor, domestic winery, domestic brewer,
or certificate of approval holder with a direct shipment
endorsement((, or the board)).
(2)(a) A spirits, beer, or wine retailer ((licensee)) may
purchase spirits, beer, or wine:
(i) From a government agency ((which)) that has lawfully
seized ((beer or wine from)) liquor possessed by a licensed
((beer)) distributor or ((wine)) retailer((, or));
(ii) From a board-authorized ((retailer)) manufacturer or
certificate holder authorized by this title to act as a distributor
of liquor((, or));
(iii) From a licensed retailer which has discontinued
business if the distributor has refused to accept spirits, beer,
or wine from that retailer for return and refund((. Beer and
wine));
(iv) From a retailer whose license or license endorsement
permits resale to a retailer of wine and/or spirits for
consumption on the premises, if the purchasing retailer is
authorized to sell such wine and/or spirits.
(b) Goods purchased under this subsection ((shall))
(2) must meet the quality standards set by ((its)) the
manufacturer of the goods.
(3) Special occasion licensees holding a special occasion
license may only purchase spirits, beer, or wine from a
spirits, beer, or wine retailer duly licensed to sell spirits, beer,
or wine for off-premises consumption, ((the board,)) or from
a duly licensed spirits, beer, or wine distributor.
Sec. 119. RCW 66.28.170 and 2004 c 160 s 17 are each
amended to read as follows:
It is unlawful for a manufacturer of spirits, wine, or
malt beverages holding a certificate of approval ((issued
under RCW 66.24.270 or 66.24.206)) or the manufacturer’s
authorized representative, a distillery, brewery, or a domestic
winery to discriminate in price in selling to any purchaser for
resale in the state of Washington. Price differentials for sales
of spirits or wine based upon competitive conditions, costs
of servicing a purchaser’s account, efficiencies in handling
goods, or other bona fide business factors, to the extent the
differentials are not unlawful under trade regulation laws
applicable to goods of all kinds, do not violate this section.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 120. A new section is added to
chapter 66.28 RCW to read as follows:
(1) No price for spirits sold in the state by a distributor or
other licensee acting as a distributor pursuant to this title
may be below acquisition cost unless the item sold below
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acquisition cost has been stocked by the seller for a period
of at least six months. The seller may not restock the item for
a period of one year following the first effective date of such
below cost price.
(2) Spirits sold to retailers for resale for consumption on
or off the licensed premises may be delivered to the retailer’s
licensed premises, to a location specified by the retailer and
approved for deliveries by the board, or to a carrier engaged
by either party to the transaction.
(3) In selling spirits to another retailer, to the extent
consistent with the purposes of this act, a spirits retail
licensee must comply with all provisions of and regulations
under this title applicable to wholesale distributors selling
spirits to retailers.
(4) A distiller holding a license or certificate of compliance
as a distiller under this title may act as distributor in the
state of spirits of its own production or of foreign-produced
spirits it is entitled to import. The distiller must, to the extent
consistent with the purposes of this act, comply with all
provisions of and regulations under this title applicable to
wholesale distributors selling spirits to retailers.
(5) With respect to any alleged violation of this title by sale
of spirits at a discounted price, all defenses under applicable
trade regulation laws are available, including without
limitation good faith meeting of a competitor’s lawful price
and absence of harm to competition.
(6) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no
licensee may import, purchase, distribute, or accept delivery
of any wine that is produced outside of the United States or
any distilled spirits without the written consent of the brand
owner or its authorized agent.
Sec. 121. RCW 66.28.180 and 2009 c 506 s 10 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) Beer and/or wine distributors.
(a) Every beer ((or wine)) distributor ((shall)) must
maintain at its liquor-licensed location a price list showing
the wholesale prices at which any and all brands of beer
((and wine)) sold by ((such beer and/or wine)) the distributor
((shall be)) are sold to retailers within the state.
(b) Each price list ((shall)) must set forth:
(i) All brands, types, packages, and containers of beer
((or wine)) offered for sale by ((such beer and/or wine)) the
distributor; and
(ii) The wholesale prices thereof to retail licensees,
including allowances, if any, for returned empty containers.
(c) No beer ((and/or wine)) distributor may sell or offer to
sell any package or container of beer ((or wine)) to any retail
licensee at a price differing from the price for such package
or container as shown in the price list, according to rules
adopted by the board.
(d) Quantity discounts of sales prices of beer are
prohibited. No distributor’s sale price of beer may be below
the distributor’s acquisition cost.
(e) Distributor prices below acquisition cost on a
“close-out” item ((shall be)) are allowed if the item to be
discontinued has been listed for a period of at least six
months, and upon the further condition that the distributor
who offers such a close-out price ((shall)) may not restock the

102

Initiative Measure 1183

item for a period of one year following the first effective date
of such close-out price.
(f) Any beer ((and/or wine)) distributor ((or employee
authorized by the distributor-employer)) may sell beer ((and/
or wine)) at the distributor’s listed prices to any annual or
special occasion retail licensee upon presentation to the
distributor ((or employee)) at the time of purchase or delivery
of an original or facsimile license or a special permit issued
by the board to such licensee.
(g) Every annual or special occasion retail licensee, upon
purchasing any beer ((and/or wine)) from a distributor,
((shall)) must immediately cause such beer ((or wine)) to be
delivered to the licensed premises, and the licensee ((shall))
may not thereafter permit such beer to be disposed of in any
manner except as authorized by the license.
(h) Beer ((and wine)) sold as provided in this section
((shall)) must be delivered by the distributor or an authorized
employee either to the retailer’s licensed premises or directly
to the retailer at the distributor’s licensed premises. When a
((domestic winery,)) brewery, microbrewery, or certificate of
approval holder with a direct shipping endorsement is acting
as a distributor of beer of its own production, a licensed
retailer may contract with a common carrier to obtain
the ((product)) beer directly from the ((domestic winery,))
brewery, microbrewery, or certificate of approval holder with
a direct shipping endorsement. A distributor’s prices to retail
licensees ((shall)) for beer must be the same at both such
places of delivery. Wine sold to retailers must be delivered
to the retailer’s licensed premises, to a location specified by
the retailer and approved for deliveries by the board, or to a
carrier engaged by either party to the transaction.
(2) Beer ((and wine)) suppliers’ contracts and memoranda.
(a) Every domestic brewery, microbrewery, ((domestic
winery,)) certificate of approval holder, and beer and/or wine
importer offering beer ((and/or wine)) for sale to distributors
within the state and any beer ((and/or wine)) distributor who
sells to other beer ((and/or wine)) distributors ((shall)) must
maintain at its liquor-licensed location a beer price list and a
copy of every written contract and a memorandum of every
oral agreement which such brewery ((or winery)) may have
with any beer ((or wine)) distributor for the supply of beer,
which contracts or memoranda ((shall)) must contain:
(i) All advertising, sales and trade allowances, and
incentive programs; and
(ii) All commissions, bonuses or gifts, and any and all
other discounts or allowances.
(b) Whenever changed or modified, such revised contracts
or memoranda ((shall)) must also be maintained at its liquor
licensed location.
(c) Each price list ((shall)) must set forth all brands, types,
packages, and containers of beer ((or wine)) offered for sale
by such ((licensed brewery or winery)) supplier.
(d) Prices of a domestic brewery, microbrewery,
((domestic winery,)) or certificate of approval holder ((shall))
for beer must be uniform prices to all distributors or retailers
on a statewide basis less bona fide allowances for freight
differentials. Quantity discounts of suppliers’ prices for beer
are prohibited. No price ((shall)) may be below the supplier’s
acquisition((/)) or production cost.
(e) A domestic brewery, microbrewery, ((domestic
winery,)) certificate of approval holder, ((beer or wine))

importer, or ((beer or wine)) distributor acting as a supplier
to another distributor must file ((a distributor appointment))
with the board a list of all distributor licensees of the board
to which it sells or offers to sell beer.
(f) No domestic brewery, microbrewery, ((domestic
winery,)) or certificate of approval holder may sell or offer
to sell any package or container of beer ((or wine)) to any
distributor at a price differing from the price list for such
package or container as shown in the price list of the
domestic brewery, microbrewery, ((domestic winery,)) or
certificate of approval holder and then in effect, according to
rules adopted by the board.
(3) In selling wine to another retailer, to the extent consistent
with the purposes of this act, a grocery store licensee with
a reseller endorsement must comply with all provisions
of and regulations under this title applicable to wholesale
distributors selling wine to retailers.
(4) With respect to any alleged violation of this title by sale
of wine at a discounted price, all defenses under applicable
trade regulation laws are available including, without
limitation, good faith meeting of a competitor’s lawful price
and absence of harm to competition.
Sec. 122. RCW 66.28.190 and 2003 c 168 s 305 are each
amended to read as follows:
((RCW 66.28.010)) (1) Any other provision of this title
notwithstanding, persons licensed under ((RCW 66.24.200 as
wine distributors and persons licensed under RCW 66.24.250
as beer distributors)) this title to sell liquor for resale may sell
at wholesale nonliquor food and food ingredients on thirtyday credit terms to persons licensed as retailers under this
title, but complete and separate accounting records ((shall))
must be maintained on all sales of nonliquor food and food
ingredients to ensure that such persons are in compliance
with ((RCW 66.28.010)) this title.
(2) For the purpose of this section, “nonliquor food and
food ingredients” includes, without limitation, all food and
food ingredients for human consumption as defined in RCW
82.08.0293 as it ((exists)) existed on July 1, 2004.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 123. A new section is added to
chapter 66.28 RCW to read as follows:
A retailer authorized to sell wine may accept delivery of
wine at its licensed premises or at one or more warehouse
facilities registered with the board, which facilities may also
warehouse and distribute nonliquor items, and from which
it may deliver to its own licensed premises and, pursuant to
sales permitted by this title, to other licensed retailers, to other
registered facilities, or to lawful purchasers outside the state;
such facilities may be registered and utilized by associations,
cooperatives, or comparable groups of retailers including at
least one retailer licensed to sell wine. A restaurant retailer
authorized to sell spirits may accept delivery of spirits at its
licensed premises or at one or more warehouse facilities
registered with the board, which facilities may also warehouse
and distribute nonliquor items, from which it may deliver to
its own licensed premises and, pursuant to sales permitted
by this title, to other licensed retailers, to other registered
facilities, or to lawful purchasers outside the state; such
facilities may be registered and utilized by associations,
cooperatives, or comparable groups of retailers including at
least one restaurant retailer licensed to sell spirits. Nothing
in this section authorizes sales of spirits or wine by a retailer
holding only an on-sale privilege to another retailer.
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Sec. 124. RCW 66.28.280 and 2009 c 506 s 1 are each
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 203. RCW 66.08.026 and 2008 c 67 s 1 are each
amended to read as follows:

((The legislature recognizes that Washington’s current
three-tier system, where the functions of manufacturing,
distributing, and retailing are distinct and the financial
relationships and business transactions between entities
in these tiers are regulated, is a valuable system for the
distribution of beer and wine.)) The legislature ((further))
recognizes that the historical total prohibition on ownership
of an interest in one tier by a person with an ownership
interest in another tier, as well as the historical restriction on
financial incentives and business relationships between tiers,
is unduly restrictive. The legislature finds the ((modifications
contained in chapter 506, Laws of 2009 are appropriate,
because the modifications)) provisions of RCW 66.28.285
through 66.28.320 appropriate for all varieties of liquor,
because they do not impermissibly interfere with ((the goals
of orderly marketing of alcohol in the state, encouraging
moderation in consumption of alcohol by the citizens of the
state,)) protecting the public interest and advancing public
safety by preventing the use and consumption of alcohol by
minors and other abusive consumption, and promoting the
efficient collection of taxes by the state.

Administrative expenses of the board ((shall)) must
be appropriated and paid from the liquor revolving fund.
These administrative expenses ((shall)) include, but not
be limited to: The salaries and expenses of the board and
its employees, ((the cost of opening additional state liquor
stores and warehouses,)) legal services, pilot projects,
annual or other audits, and other general costs of conducting
the business of the board. The administrative expenses
((shall)) do not include ((costs of liquor and lottery tickets
purchased, the cost of transportation and delivery to the
point of distribution, the cost of operating, maintaining,
relocating, and leasing state liquor stores and warehouses,
other costs pertaining to the acquisition and receipt of liquor
and lottery tickets, agency commissions for contract liquor
stores, transaction fees associated with credit or debit card
purchases for liquor in state liquor stores and in contract
liquor stores pursuant to RCW 66.16.040 and 66.16.041,
sales tax, and)) those amounts distributed pursuant to
RCW 66.08.180, 66.08.190, 66.08.200, or 66.08.210 ((and
66.08.220)). Agency commissions for contract liquor stores
((shall)) must be established by the liquor control board after
consultation with and approval by the director of the office
of financial management. All expenditures and payment
of obligations authorized by this section are subject to the
allotment requirements of chapter 43.88 RCW.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 125. A new section is added to
chapter 66.04 RCW to read as follows:
In this title, unless the context otherwise requires:
(1) “Retailer” except as expressly defined by RCW
66.28.285(5) with respect to its use in RCW 6.28280 through
66.28.315, means the holder of a license or permit issued
by the board authorizing sale of liquor to consumers for
consumption on and/or off the premises. With respect to
retailer licenses, “on-sale” refers to the license privilege of
selling for consumption upon the licensed premises.
(2) “Spirits distributor” means a person, other than a
person who holds only a retail license, who buys spirits from
a domestic distiller, manufacturer, supplier, spirits distributor,
or spirits importer, or who acquires foreign-produced spirits
from a source outside of the United States, for the purpose
of reselling the same not in violation of this title, or who
represents such distiller as agent.
(3) “Spirits importer” means a person who buys distilled
spirits from a distiller outside the state of Washington and
imports such spirits into the state for sale or export.
PART II
LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD--DISCONTINUING RETAIL
SALES--TECHNICAL CHANGES
Sec. 201. RCW 43.19.19054 and 1975-’76 2nd ex.s. c 21 s 7
are each amended to read as follows:
The provisions of RCW 43.19.1905 ((shall)) do not apply
to materials, supplies, and equipment purchased for resale
to other than public agencies by state agencies, including
educational institutions. ((In addition, RCW 43.19.1905 shall
not apply to liquor purchased by the state for resale under
the provisions of Title 66 RCW.))
Sec. 202. RCW 66.08.020 and 1933 ex.s. c 62 s 5 are each
amended to read as follows:
The administration of this title((, including the general
control, management and supervision of all liquor stores,
shall be)) is vested in the liquor control board, constituted
under this title.

Sec. 204. RCW 66.08.030 and 2002 c 119 s 2 are each
amended to read as follows:
(((1) For the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions
of this title according to their true intent or of supplying any
deficiency therein, the board may make such regulations
not inconsistent with the spirit of this title as are deemed
necessary or advisable. All regulations so made shall be
a public record and shall be filed in the office of the code
reviser, and thereupon shall have the same force and effect
as if incorporated in this title. Such regulations, together with
a copy of this title, shall be published in pamphlets and shall
be distributed as directed by the board.
(2) Without thereby limiting the generality of the
provisions contained in subsection (1), it is declared that))
The power of the board to make regulations ((in the manner
set out in that subsection shall)) under chapter 34.05 RCW
extends to
(((a) regulating the equipment and management of stores
and warehouses in which state liquor is sold or kept, and
prescribing the books and records to be kept therein and the
reports to be made thereon to the board;
(b))):
(1) Prescribing the duties of the employees of the board,
and regulating their conduct in the discharge of their duties;
(((c) governing the purchase of liquor by the state and the
furnishing of liquor to stores established under this title;
(d) determining the classes, varieties, and brands of liquor
to be kept for sale at any store;
(e) prescribing, subject to RCW 66.16.080, the hours
during which the state liquor stores shall be kept open for
the sale of liquor;
(f) providing for the issuing and distributing of price lists
showing the price to be paid by purchasers for each variety
of liquor kept for sale under this title;
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(g))) (2) Prescribing an official seal and official labels and
stamps and determining the manner in which they ((shall))
must be attached to every package of liquor sold or sealed
under this title, including the prescribing of different official
seals or different official labels for different classes of liquor;
(((h) providing for the payment by the board in whole or
in part of the carrying charges on liquor shipped by freight or
express;
(i))) (3) Prescribing forms to be used for purposes of
this title or the regulations, and the terms and conditions
to be contained in permits and licenses issued under this
title, and the qualifications for receiving a permit or license
issued under this title, including a criminal history record
information check. The 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 board ((shall))
must require fingerprinting of any applicant whose criminal
history record information check is submitted to the federal
bureau of investigation;
(((j))) (4) Prescribing the fees payable in respect of permits
and licenses issued under this title for which no fees are
prescribed in this title, and prescribing the fees for anything
done or permitted to be done under the regulations;
(((k))) (5) Prescribing the kinds and quantities of liquor
which may be kept on hand by the holder of a special permit
for the purposes named in the permit, regulating the manner
in which the same ((shall be)) is kept and disposed of, and
providing for the inspection of the same at any time at the
instance of the board;
(((l))) (6) Regulating the sale of liquor kept by the holders
of licenses which entitle the holder to purchase and keep
liquor for sale;
(((m))) (7) Prescribing the records of purchases or sales of
liquor kept by the holders of licenses, and the reports to be
made thereon to the board, and providing for inspection of
the records so kept;
(((n))) (8) Prescribing the kinds and quantities of liquor
for which a prescription may be given, and the number of
prescriptions which may be given to the same patient within
a stated period;
(((o))) (9) Prescribing the manner of giving and serving
notices required by this title or the regulations, where not
otherwise provided for in this title;
(((p))) (10) Regulating premises in which liquor is kept
for export from the state, or from which liquor is exported,
prescribing the books and records to be kept therein and the
reports to be made thereon to the board, and providing for
the inspection of the premises and the books, records and
the liquor so kept;
(((q))) (11) Prescribing the conditions and qualifications
requisite for the obtaining of club licenses and the books
and records to be kept and the returns to be made by clubs,
prescribing the manner of licensing clubs in any municipality
or other locality, and providing for the inspection of clubs;
(((r))) (12) Prescribing the conditions, accommodations,
and qualifications requisite for the obtaining of licenses to

sell beer ((and)), wines, and spirits, and regulating the sale of
beer ((and)), wines, and spirits thereunder;
(((s))) (13) Specifying and regulating the time and periods
when, and the manner, methods and means by which
manufacturers ((shall)) must deliver liquor within the state;
and the time and periods when, and the manner, methods
and means by which liquor may lawfully be conveyed or
carried within the state;
(((t))) (14) Providing for the making of returns by brewers
of their sales of beer shipped within the state, or from the
state, showing the gross amount of such sales and providing
for the inspection of brewers’ books and records, and for the
checking of the accuracy of any such returns;
(((u))) (15) Providing for the making of returns by the
wholesalers of beer whose breweries are located beyond the
boundaries of the state;
(((v))) (16) Providing for the making of returns by any
other liquor manufacturers, showing the gross amount of
liquor produced or purchased, the amount sold within and
exported from the state, and to whom so sold or exported,
and providing for the inspection of the premises of any such
liquor manufacturers, their books and records, and for the
checking of any such return;
(((w))) (17) Providing for the giving of fidelity bonds by
any or all of the employees of the board((: PROVIDED, That)).
However, the premiums therefor ((shall)) must be paid by the
board;
(((x))) (18) Providing for the shipment ((by mail or
common carrier)) of liquor to any person holding a permit
and residing in any unit which has, by election pursuant to
this title, prohibited the sale of liquor therein;
(((y))) (19) Prescribing methods of manufacture, conditions
of sanitation, standards of ingredients, quality and identity of
alcoholic beverages manufactured, sold, bottled, or handled
by licensees and the board; and conducting from time to
time, in the interest of the public health and general welfare,
scientific studies and research relating to alcoholic beverages
and the use and effect thereof;
(((z))) (20) Seizing, confiscating and destroying all
alcoholic beverages manufactured, sold or offered for sale
within this state which do not conform in all respects to the
standards prescribed by this title or the regulations of the
board((: PROVIDED,)). However, nothing herein contained
((shall)) may be construed as authorizing the liquor board
to prescribe, alter, limit or in any way change the present
law as to the quantity or percentage of alcohol used in the
manufacturing of wine or other alcoholic beverages.
Sec. 205. RCW 66.24.145 and 2010 c 290 s 2 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) Any craft distillery may sell spirits of its own
production for consumption off the premises, up to two liters
per person per day. ((Spirits sold under this subsection must
be purchased from the board and sold at the retail price
established by the board.)) A craft distillery selling spirits
under this subsection must comply with the applicable laws
and rules relating to retailers.
(2) Any craft distillery may contract distill spirits for,
and sell contract distilled spirits to, holders of distillers’ or
manufacturers’ licenses, including licenses issued under
RCW 66.24.520, or for export.
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(3) Any craft distillery licensed under this section may
provide, free of charge, one-half ounce or less samples of
spirits of its own production to persons on the premises of
the distillery. The maximum total per person per day is two
ounces. Every person who participates in any manner in
the service of samples must obtain a class 12 alcohol server
permit. ((Spirits used for samples must be purchased from
the board.))
(4) The board ((shall)) must adopt rules to implement the
alcohol server permit requirement and may adopt additional
rules to implement this section.
(5) Distilling is an agricultural practice.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 206. A new section is added to
chapter 66.24 RCW to read as follows:
Any distiller licensed under this title may act as a retailer
and/or distributor to retailers selling for consumption on or
off the licensed premises of spirits of its own production,
and any manufacturer, importer, or bottler of spirits holding
a certificate of approval may act as a distributor of spirits
it is entitled to import into the state under such certificate.
The board must by rule provide for issuance of certificates
of approval to spirits suppliers. An industry member
operating as a distributor and/or retailer under this section
must comply with the applicable laws and rules relating to
distributors and/or retailers, except that an industry member
operating as a distributor under this section may maintain
a warehouse off the distillery premises for the distribution
of spirits of its own production to spirits retailers within the
state, if the warehouse is within the United States and has
been approved by the board.
Sec. 207. RCW 66.24.160 and 1981 1st ex.s. c 5 s 30 are
each amended to read as follows:
A ((liquor)) spirits importer’s license may be issued to any
qualified person, firm or corporation, entitling the holder
thereof to import into the state any liquor other than beer
or wine; to store the same within the state, and to sell and
export the same from the state; fee six hundred dollars per
annum. Such ((liquor)) spirits importer’s license ((shall be))
is subject to all conditions and restrictions imposed by this
title or by the rules and regulations of the board, and ((shall
be)) is issued only upon such terms and conditions as may
be imposed by the board. ((No liquor importer’s license shall
be required in sales to the Washington state liquor control
board.))
Sec. 208. RCW 66.32.010 and 1955 c 39 s 3 are each
amended to read as follows:
((Except as permitted by)) The board may, ((no liquor
shall be kept or had by any person within this state unless
the package in which the liquor was contained had, while
containing that liquor, been)) to the extent required to control
unlawful diversion of liquor from authorized channels of
distribution, require that packages of liquor transported
within the state be sealed with ((the)) such official seal as
may be adopted by the board, except in the case of:
(1) ((Liquor imported by the board; or
(2))) Liquor manufactured in the state ((for sale to the
board or for export)); or
(((3) Beer,)) (2) Liquor purchased within the state or for
shipment to a consumer within the state in accordance with
the provisions of law; or
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(((4))) (3) Wine or beer exempted in RCW 66.12.010.
Sec. 209. RCW 66.44.120 and 2011 c 96 s 46 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) No person other than an employee of the board
((shall)) may keep or have in his or her possession any
official seal ((prescribed)) adopted by the board under this
title, unless the same is attached to a package ((which has
been purchased from a liquor store or contract liquor store))
in accordance with the law; nor ((shall)) may any person
keep or have in his or her possession any design in imitation
of any official seal prescribed under this title, or calculated to
deceive by its resemblance thereto, or any paper upon which
any design in imitation thereof, or calculated to deceive as
aforesaid, is stamped, engraved, lithographed, printed, or
otherwise marked.
(2)(a) Except as provided in (b) of this subsection, every
person who willfully violates this section is guilty of a gross
misdemeanor and ((shall be)) is liable on conviction thereof
for a first offense to imprisonment in the county jail for
a period of not less than three months nor more than six
months, without the option of the payment of a fine, and for
a second offense, to imprisonment in the county jail for not
less than six months nor more than three hundred sixty-four
days, without the option of the payment of a fine.
(b) A third or subsequent offense is a class C felony,
punishable by imprisonment in a state correctional facility
for not less than one year nor more than two years.
Sec. 210. RCW 66.44.150 and 1955 c 289 s 5 are each
amended to read as follows:
If any person in this state buys alcoholic beverages from
any person other than ((the board, a state liquor store, or
some)) a person authorized by the board to sell ((them,
he shall be)) alcoholic beverages, he or she is guilty of a
misdemeanor.
Sec. 211. RCW 66.44.340 and 1999 c 281 s 11 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) Employers holding grocery store or beer and/or wine
specialty shop licenses exclusively are permitted to allow
their employees, between the ages of eighteen and twentyone years, to sell, stock, and handle ((beer or wine)) liquor
in, on or about any establishment holding a ((grocery store
or beer and/or wine specialty shop)) license ((exclusively:
PROVIDED, That)) to sell such liquor, if:
(a) There is an adult twenty-one years of age or older on duty
supervising the sale of liquor at the licensed premises((:
PROVIDED, That)); and
(b) In the case of spirits, there are at least two adults
twenty-one years of age or older on duty supervising the sale
of spirits at the licensed premises.
(2) Employees under twenty-one years of age may make
deliveries of beer and/or wine purchased from licensees
holding grocery store or beer and/or wine specialty shop
licenses exclusively, when delivery is made to cars of
customers adjacent to such licensed premises but only,
however, when the underage employee is accompanied by
the purchaser.
Sec. 212. RCW 19.126.010 and 2003 c 59 s 1 are each
amended to read as follows:
(1) The legislature recognizes that both suppliers and
wholesale distributors of malt beverages and spirits are
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interested in the goal of best serving the public interest
through the fair, efficient, and competitive distribution of
such beverages. The legislature encourages them to achieve
this goal by:
(a) Assuring the wholesale distributor’s freedom to
manage the business enterprise, including the wholesale
distributor’s right to independently establish its selling
prices; and
(b) Assuring the supplier and the public of service from
wholesale distributors who will devote their best competitive
efforts and resources to sales and distribution of the
supplier’s products which the wholesale distributor has been
granted the right to sell and distribute.
(2) This chapter governs the relationship between
suppliers of malt beverages and spirits and their wholesale
distributors to the full extent consistent with the Constitution
and laws of this state and of the United States.
Sec. 213. RCW 19.126.020 and 2009 c 155 s 1 are each
reenacted and amended to read as follows:
The definitions in this section apply throughout this
chapter unless the context clearly requires otherwise.
(1) “Agreement of distributorship” means any contract,
agreement, commercial relationship, license, association,
or any other arrangement, for a definite or indefinite period,
between a supplier and distributor.
(2) “Authorized representative” has the same meaning as
“authorized representative” as defined in RCW 66.04.010.
(3) “Brand” means any word, name, group of letters,
symbol, or combination thereof, including the name of the
distiller or brewer if the distiller’s or brewer’s name is also a
significant part of the product name, adopted and used by
a supplier to identify ((a)) specific spirits or a specific malt
beverage product and to distinguish that product from other
spirits or malt beverages produced by that supplier or other
suppliers.
(4) “Distributor” means any person, including but not
limited to a component of a supplier’s distribution system
constituted as an independent business, importing or
causing to be imported into this state, or purchasing or
causing to be purchased within this state, any spirits or malt
beverages for sale or resale to retailers licensed under the
laws of this state, regardless of whether the business of such
person is conducted under the terms of any agreement with
a distiller or malt beverage manufacturer.
(5) “Importer” means any distributor importing spirits or
beer into this state for sale to retailer accounts or for sale to
other distributors designated as “subjobbers” for resale.
(6) “Malt beverage manufacturer” means every brewer,
fermenter, processor, bottler, or packager of malt beverages
located within or outside this state, or any other person,
whether located within or outside this state, who enters
into an agreement of distributorship for the resale of malt
beverages in this state with any wholesale distributor doing
business in the state of Washington.
(7) “Person” means any natural person, corporation,
partnership, trust, agency, or other entity, as well as any
individual officers, directors, or other persons in active
control of the activities of such entity.
(8) “Spirits manufacturer” means every distiller,
processor, bottler, or packager of spirits located within or

outside this state, or any other person, whether located
within or outside this state, who enters into an agreement
of distributorship for the resale of spirits in this state with
any wholesale distributor doing business in the state of
Washington.
(9) “Successor distributor” means any distributor who
enters into an agreement, whether oral or written, to
distribute a brand of spirits or malt beverages after the
supplier with whom such agreement is made or the person
from whom that supplier acquired the right to manufacture
or distribute the brand has terminated, canceled, or failed
to renew an agreement of distributorship, whether oral or
written, with another distributor to distribute that same
brand of spirits or malt beverages.
(((9))) (10) “Supplier” means any spirits or malt beverage
manufacturer or importer who enters into or is a party to any
agreement of distributorship with a wholesale distributor.
“Supplier” does not include: (a) Any ((domestic)) distiller
licensed under RCW 66.24.140 or 66.24.145 and producing
less than sixty thousand proof gallons of spirits annually or
any brewery or microbrewery licensed under RCW 66.24.240
and producing less than two hundred thousand barrels
of malt liquor annually; (b) any brewer or manufacturer
of malt liquor producing less than two hundred thousand
barrels of malt liquor annually and holding a certificate of
approval issued under RCW 66.24.270; or (c) any authorized
representative of distillers or malt liquor manufacturers who
holds an appointment from one or more distillers or malt
liquor manufacturers which, in the aggregate, produce less
than two hundred thousand barrels of malt liquor or sixty
thousand proof gallons of spirits.
(((10))) (11) “Terminated distribution rights” means
distribution rights with respect to a brand of malt beverages
which are lost by a terminated distributor as a result of
termination, cancellation, or nonrenewal of an agreement of
distributorship for that brand.
(((11))) (12) “Terminated distributor” means a distributor
whose agreement of distributorship with respect to a brand
of spirits or malt beverages, whether oral or written, has
been terminated, canceled, or not renewed.
Sec. 214. RCW 19.126.040 and 2009 c 155 s 3 are each
amended to read as follows:
Wholesale distributors are entitled to the following
protections which are deemed to be incorporated into every
agreement of distributorship:
(1) Agreements between wholesale distributors and
suppliers ((shall)) must be in writing;
(2) A supplier ((shall)) must give the wholesale distributor
at least sixty days prior written notice of the supplier’s intent
to cancel or otherwise terminate the agreement, unless
such termination is based on a reason set forth in RCW
19.126.030(5) or results from a supplier acquiring the right
to manufacture or distribute a particular brand and electing
to have that brand handled by a different distributor. The
notice ((shall)) must state all the reasons for the intended
termination or cancellation. Upon receipt of notice, the
wholesale distributor ((shall have)) has sixty days in which
to rectify any claimed deficiency. If the deficiency is rectified
within this sixty-day period, the proposed termination or
cancellation is null and void and without legal effect;
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(3) The wholesale distributor may sell or transfer its
business, or any portion thereof, including the agreement,
to successors in interest upon prior approval of the transfer
by the supplier. No supplier may unreasonably withhold or
delay its approval of any transfer, including wholesaler’s
rights and obligations under the terms of the agreement, if
the person or persons to be substituted meet reasonable
standards imposed by the supplier;
(4) If an agreement of distributorship is terminated,
canceled, or not renewed for any reason other than for
cause, failure to live up to the terms and conditions of the
agreement, or a reason set forth in RCW 19.126.030(5), the
wholesale distributor is entitled to compensation from the
successor distributor for the laid-in cost of inventory and for
the fair market value of the terminated distribution rights.
For purposes of this section, termination, cancellation, or
nonrenewal of a distributor’s right to distribute a particular
brand constitutes termination, cancellation, or nonrenewal
of an agreement of distributorship whether or not the
distributor retains the right to continue distribution of other
brands for the supplier. In the case of terminated distribution
rights resulting from a supplier acquiring the right to
manufacture or distribute a particular brand and electing
to have that brand handled by a different distributor, the
affected distribution rights will not transfer until such time
as the compensation to be paid to the terminated distributor
has been finally determined by agreement or arbitration;
(5) When a terminated distributor is entitled to
compensation under subsection (4) of this section, a
successor distributor must compensate the terminated
distributor for the fair market value of the terminated
distributor’s rights to distribute the brand, less any amount
paid to the terminated distributor by a supplier or other
person with respect to the terminated distribution rights for
the brand. If the terminated distributor’s distribution rights to
a brand of spirits or malt beverages are divided among two
or more successor distributors, each successor distributor
must compensate the terminated distributor for the fair
market value of the distribution rights assumed by that
successor distributor, less any amount paid to the terminated
distributor by a supplier or other person with respect to the
terminated distribution rights assumed by the successor
distributor. A terminated distributor may not receive total
compensation under this subsection that exceeds the fair
market value of the terminated distributor’s distribution rights
with respect to the affected brand. Nothing in this section
((shall)) may be construed to require any supplier or other
third person to make any payment to a terminated distributor;
(6) For purposes of this section, the “fair market value” of
distribution rights as to a particular brand means the amount
that a willing buyer would pay and a willing seller would
accept for such distribution rights when neither is acting
under compulsion and both have knowledge of all facts
material to the transaction. “Fair market value” is determined
as of the date on which the distribution rights are to be
transferred in accordance with subsection (4) of this section;
(7) In the event the terminated distributor and the
successor distributor do not agree on the fair market value
of the affected distribution rights within thirty days after the
terminated distributor is given notice of termination, the
matter must be submitted to binding arbitration. Unless the
parties agree otherwise, such arbitration must be conducted
in accordance with the American arbitration association
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commercial arbitration rules with each party to bear its own
costs and attorneys’ fees;
(8) Unless the parties otherwise agree, or the arbitrator
for good cause shown orders otherwise, an arbitration
conducted pursuant to subsection (7) of this section must
proceed as follows: (a) The notice of intent to arbitrate
must be served within forty days after the terminated
distributor receives notice of terminated distribution rights;
(b) the arbitration must be conducted within ninety days
after service of the notice of intent to arbitrate; and (c) the
arbitrator or arbitrators must issue an order within thirty
days after completion of the arbitration;
(9) In the event of a material change in the terms of an
agreement of distribution, the revised agreement must be
considered a new agreement for purposes of determining the
law applicable to the agreement after the date of the material
change, whether or not the agreement of distribution is or
purports to be a continuing agreement and without regard to
the process by which the material change is effected.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 215. The following acts or parts of
acts are each repealed:
(1) RCW 66.08.070 (Purchase of liquor by board
-Consignment not prohibited -Warranty or affirmation not
required for wine or malt purchases) and 1985 c 226 s 2, 1973
1st ex.s. c 209 s 1, & 1933 ex.s. c 62 s 67;
(2) RCW 66.08.075 (Officer, employee not to represent
manufacturer, wholesaler in sale to board) and 1937 c 217 s
5;
(3) RCW 66.08.160 (Acquisition of warehouse authorized)
and 1947 c 134 s 1;
(4) RCW 66.08.165 (Strategies to improve operational
efficiency and revenue) and 2005 c 231 s 1;
(5) RCW 66.08.166 (Sunday sales authorized--Store
selection and other requirements) and 2005 c 231 s 2;
(6) RCW 66.08.167 (Sunday sales--Store selection) and
2005 c 231 s 4;
(7) RCW 66.08.220 (Liquor revolving fund -Separate
account -Distribution) and 2011 c 325 s 8, 2009 c 271 s 4, 2007
c 370 s 15, 1999 c 281 s 2, & 1949 c 5 s 11;
(8) RCW 66.08.235 (Liquor control board construction and
maintenance account) and 2011 c 5 s 918, 2005 c 151 s 4,
2002 c 371 s 918, & 1997 c 75 s 1;
(9) RCW 66.16.010 (Board may establish -Price standards
-Prices in special instances) and 2005 c 518 s 935, 2003 1st
sp.s. c 25 s 928, 1939 c 172 s 10, 1937 c 62 s 1, & 1933 ex.s. c
62 s 4;
(10) RCW 66.16.040 (Sales of liquor by employees
-Identification cards -Permit holders -Sales for cash
-Exception) and 2005 c 206 s 1, 2005 c 151 s 5, 2005 c 102 s 1,
2004 c 61 s 1, 1996 c 291 s 1, 1995 c 16 s 1, 1981 1st ex.s. c 5 s
8, 1979 c 158 s 217, 1973 1st ex.s. c 209 s 3, 1971 ex.s. c 15 s 1,
1959 c 111 s 1, & 1933 ex.s. c 62 s 7;
(11) RCW 66.16.041 (Credit and debit card purchases
-Rules -Provision, installation, maintenance of equipment
by board -Consideration of offsetting liquor revolving fund
balance reduction) and 2011 1st sp.s. c ... (ESSB 5921) s 16,
2005 c 151 s 6, 2004 c 63 s 2, 1998 c 265 s 3, 1997 c 148 s 2, &
1996 c 291 s 2;
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(12) RCW 66.16.050 (Sale of beer and wine to person
licensed to sell) and 1933 ex.s. c 62 s 8;
(13) RCW 66.16.060 (Sealed packages may be required,
exception) and 1943 c 216 s 1 & 1933 ex.s. c 62 s 9;
(14) RCW 66.16.070 (Liquor cannot be opened or
consumed on store premises) and 2011 c 186 s 3 & 1933 ex.s.
c 62 s 10;
(15) RCW 66.16.100 (Fortified wine sales) and 1997 c 321 s
42 & 1987 c 386 s 5;
(16) RCW 66.16.110 (Birth defects from alcohol -Warning
required) and 1993 c 422 s 2;
(17) RCW 66.16.120 (Employees working on Sabbath) and
2005 c 231 s 5; and
(18) RCW 66.28.045 (Furnishing samples to board
-Standards for accountability -Regulations) and 1975 1st ex.s.
c 173 s 9.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 216. The following acts or parts of
acts are each repealed:
(1) ESSB 5942 ss 1 through 6, as later assigned a session
law number and/or codified;
(2) ESSB 5942 ss 7 through 10, as later assigned a session
law number; and
(3) Any act or part of act relating to the warehousing and
distribution of liquor, including the lease of the state’s liquor
warehousing and distribution facilities, adopted subsequent
to May 25, 2011 in any 2011 special session.
PART III
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
NEW SECTION. Sec. 301. This act does not increase any
tax, create any new tax, or eliminate any tax. Section 106 of
this act applies to spirits licensees upon the effective date
of this section, but all taxes presently imposed by RCW
82.08.150 on sales of spirits by or on behalf of the liquor
control board continue to apply so long as the liquor control
board makes any such sales.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 302. A new section is added to
chapter 66.24 RCW to read as follows:
The distribution of spirits license fees under sections
103 and 105 of this act through the liquor revolving fund
to border areas, counties, cities, towns, and the municipal
research center must be made in a manner that provides
that each category of recipients receive, in the aggregate, no
less than it received from the liquor revolving fund during
comparable periods prior to the effective date of this section.
An additional distribution of ten million dollars per year from
the spirits license fees must be provided to border areas,
counties, cities, and towns through the liquor revolving fund
for the purpose of enhancing public safety programs.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 303. The department of revenue must
develop rules and procedures to address claims that this act
unconstitutionally impairs any contract with the state and
to provide a means for reasonable compensation of claims
it finds valid, funded first from revenues based on spirits
licensing and sale under this act.
NEW SECTION. Sec. 304. If any provision of this act or its
application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the
remainder of this act or the application of the provision to
other persons or circumstances is not affected.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 305. This act takes effect upon
approval by the voters. Section 216, subsections (1) and (2)
of this act take effect if Engrossed Substitute House Bill No.
5942 is enacted by the legislature in 2011 and the bill, or any
portion of it, becomes law. Section 216, subsection (3) of
this act takes effect if any act or part of an act relating to the
warehousing and distribution of liquor, including the lease
of the state’s liquor warehousing and distribution facilities,
is adopted subsequent to May 25, 2011 in any 2011 special
session.
--- END ---
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BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, IN
LEGISLATIVE SESSION ASSEMBLED:

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 VI of the Constitution of the state of
Washington by repealing section 1A thereof in its entirety.

THAT, At the next general election to be held in this state
the secretary of state shall submit to the qualified voters of
the state for their approval and ratification, or rejection, an
amendment to Article VII, section 12 of the Constitution of the
state of Washington to read as follows:

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.

Article VII, section 12. (a) A budget stabilization account
shall be established and maintained in the state treasury.

Senate Joint Resolution 8205

--- END ---
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(b)(1) By June 30th of each fiscal year, an amount equal
to one percent of the general state revenues for that fiscal
year shall be transferred to the budget stabilization account.
Nothing in this subsection (b) shall prevent the appropriation
of additional amounts to the budget stabilization account.
(2) By June 30th of the second year of each fiscal
biennium, three-quarters of any extraordinary revenue
growth shall be transferred to the budget stabilization
account. However, no transfer of extraordinary revenue
growth under this subsection (b)(2) shall occur in a fiscal
biennium following a fiscal biennium in which annual
average state employment growth averaged less than one
percent per fiscal year. “Extraordinary revenue growth”
means the amount by which the growth in general state
revenues for that fiscal biennium exceeds by one-third
the average biennial percentage growth in general state
revenues over the prior five fiscal biennia. In making this
determination, the comparability of data shall be maintained
by adjusting historical general state revenues to reflect
statutory changes to the dedication of state revenues. The
transfer under this subsection shall be made only to the
extent that it exceeds the total transfers under (1) of this
subsection for that fiscal biennium.
(c) Each fiscal quarter, the state economic and revenue
forecast council appointed and authorized as provided by
statute, or successor entity, shall estimate state employment
growth for the current and next two fiscal years.
(d) Moneys may be withdrawn and appropriated from the
budget stabilization account as follows:
(i) If the governor declares a state of emergency resulting
from a catastrophic event that necessitates government
action to protect life or public safety, then for that fiscal
year moneys may be withdrawn and appropriated from
the budget stabilization account, via separate legislation
setting forth the nature of the emergency and containing an
appropriation limited to the above-authorized purposes as
contained in the declaration, by a favorable vote of a majority
of the members elected to each house of the legislature.
(ii) If the employment growth forecast for any fiscal year
is estimated to be less than one percent, then for that fiscal
year moneys may be withdrawn and appropriated from
the budget stabilization account by the favorable vote of
a majority of the members elected to each house of the
legislature.
(iii) Any amount may be withdrawn and appropriated
from the budget stabilization account at any time by the
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favorable vote of at least three-fifths of the members of each
house of the legislature.
(e) Amounts in the budget stabilization account may be
invested as provided by law and retained in that account.
When the balance in the budget stabilization account,
including investment earnings, equals more than ten percent
of the estimated general state revenues in that fiscal year,
the legislature by the favorable vote of a majority of the
members elected to each house of the legislature may
withdraw and appropriate the balance to the extent that the
balance exceeds ten percent of the estimated general state
revenues. Appropriations under this subsection (e) may be
made solely for deposit to the education construction fund.

Have questions?
Your county elections department
has answers.
Contact your county elections
department to:
• Verify or update your voter registration;

(f) As used in this section, “general state revenues”
has the meaning set forth in Article VIII, section 1 of the
Constitution. Forecasts and estimates shall be made by the
state economic and revenue forecast council appointed and
authorized as provided by statute, or successor entity.

• Find your nearest ballot drop box.

(g) The legislature shall enact appropriate laws to carry
out the purposes of this section.

Visit a county voting center for:

(h) This section takes effect July 1, 2008.
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 ---

• Get a replacement ballot; or

• Voter registration materials;
• Ballots;
• Provisional ballots;
• Accessible voting;
• Sample ballots;
• Instructions;
• A ballot drop box; or
• Additional voters’ pamphlets.

Your voting rights
and responsibilities.
You have the right to:
• A replacement ballot;
• Accessible voting materials; and

Military voters!
You can register anytime before Election Day,
regardless of the deadline.

• Assistance when casting a ballot.

You can request a ballot be delivered via email.

You are responsible for:

Contact your county elections department.

• Registering by the deadline;
• Updating your mailing address; and
• Returning your ballot by 8 pm on Election Day.
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County Elections Contact Information
Adams County

Franklin County

Lewis County

Snohomish County

210 W Broadway Ave, Ste 200
Ritzville, WA 99169-1897
Phone: (509) 659-3249
TDD/TTY: (509) 659-1122

PO Box 1451
Pasco, WA 99301
Phone: (509) 545-3538
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

PO Box 29
Chehalis, WA 98532-0029
Phone: (360) 740-1278
TDD/TTY: (360) 740-1480

3000 Rockefeller Ave, MS 505
Everett, WA 98201
Phone: (425) 388-3444
TDD/TTY: (425) 388-3700

Asotin County

Garfield County

Lincoln County

Spokane County

PO Box 129
Asotin, WA 99402-0129
Phone: (509) 243-2084
TDD/TTY: (800) 855-1155

PO Box 278
Pomeroy, WA 99347
Phone: (509) 843-1411
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

PO Box 28
Davenport, WA 99122
Phone: (509) 725-4971
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

1033 W Gardner Ave
Spokane, WA 99260
Phone: (509) 477-2320
TDD/TTY: (509) 477-2333

Benton County

Grant County

Mason County

Stevens County

PO Box 470
Prosser, WA 99350-0470
Phone: (509) 736-3085
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

PO Box 37
Ephrata, WA 98823
Phone: (509) 754-2011 ext 343
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

PO Box 400
Shelton, WA 98584
Phone: (360) 427-9670 ext 470
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Chelan County

Grays Harbor County

Okanogan County

215 S Oak St, Rm 106
Colville, WA 99114
Phone: (509) 684-7514
Toll-free: (866) 307-9060
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6384

PO Box 4760
Wenatchee, WA 98807-4760
Phone: (509) 667-6808
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

100 W Broadway, Ste 2
Montesano, WA 98563
Phone: (360) 249-4232
TDD/TTY: (360) 249-6575

PO Box 1010
Okanogan, WA 98840
Phone: (509) 422-7240
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Clallam County

Island County

Pacific 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

PO Box 1410
Coupeville, WA 98239
Phone: (360) 679-7366
TDD/TTY: (360) 679-7305

PO Box 97
South Bend, WA 98586-0097
Phone: (360) 875-9317
TDD/TTY: (360) 875-9400

Jefferson County

Pend Oreille County

PO Box 563
Port Townsend, WA 98368
Phone: (360) 385-9119
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

PO Box 5015
Newport, WA 99156
Phone: (509) 447-6472
TDD/TTY: (509) 447-3186

King County

Pierce County

919 SW Grady Way
Renton, WA 98057-2906
Phone: (206) 296-8683
TDD/TTY: 711

2501 S 35th St, Ste C
Tacoma, WA 98409
Phone: (253) 798-8683
TDD/TTY: 711

Kitsap County

San Juan County

614 Division St
Port Orchard, WA 98366
Phone: (360) 337-7128

PO Box 638
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
Phone: (360) 378-3357
TDD/TTY: (360) 378-4151

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

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

Skagit County
PO Box 1306
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
Phone: (360) 336-9305
TDD/TTY: (800) 833-6388

Skamania County

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

Elections Dept, PO Box 790
Stevenson, WA 98648
Phone: (509) 427-3730
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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