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PROPOSED
WEST COUNTY TOLL FREE BRIDGE RESOLUTION 2013-07-27

A Resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commisioners to support a proposed New Toll-
Free West County Bridge as defined in this resolution.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners represent the Citizens of Clark County as
voting or representative members of Clark County Transit (C-TRAN), the Southwest
Washington Regional Transportation Council (SWWRTC), the Joint Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC); and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to effectively determine citizen
preferences as it relates to their authority as voting members of those Boards; and

Because over $170 million in transportation funds were spent on the Columbia River Crossing
project before it was closed down as directed by Governors Kitzhaber and Inslee; and

Because any major transportation project should start by asking the people if they would
support the proposed direction; and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners believes that the wishes of the electorate in
this instance are best represented by a County-wide vote, which is referred to as an advisory
vote; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised public hearing, where the Board of
County Commissioners concluded that adopting such a policy would be in the best interests of
the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens, now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS:

The Board should adopt a policy to propose and support a West County Toll-Free Columbia
River Bridge WHICH WOULD:

1. Provide a third free-flowing highway between Oregon and Washington that enhances
interstate commerce, relieve traffic congestion across the 1-5 Columbia River Bridge; and

2. Better connect Clark County with Highway 26, Terminal 6 and Highway 30, moving
trucks and cars away from the 1-5 crossing; and

3. Ensure that the total cost for the whole project will be less than $300 million including all
studies and planning, and that the bridge will remain toll-free in order for the Board of
Commissioners to support the project; and
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4. Allow commercial freight to easily' access commercial destinations; and

5. Contain at least two to three through lanes in each direction plus shoulders for cars,
trucks and buses plus paths for bicycles and pedestrians; and

6. Meet or exceed Columbia River navigation clearances by a Railroad lifting span only;
and :

7. Be a model of integrity, tfansparency, forthrightness; and
8. Utilize a publicly-owned property to serve as the new crossing; and

9. Allowing construction to take place with minimum disruption to businesses and traffic;
and

10. Genuinely seek input from local elected representatives and citizens through open dialog
and meaningful two-way interactions to improve the design to best serve the citizens; and

11. Once a clear project is defined, including the financing plan, allow Clark County citizens
to voice their approval or rejection of the project in a county-wide advisory vote election.

This resolution shall be effective immediately after its adoption.

ADOPTED this day of , 2013.

Attest: ~ Board of Clark County Commissioners:
Rebecca Tilton,

.Clerk to the Board Steve Stuart, Chair

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

David Madore, Commissioner
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Correétiﬁg False CRC Claims

Claim: An investment of $450 million from Washington will result in a $3.1-3.5 billion infrastructure
project.

They forgot to mention the $100 million/year tolls which will escalate to over $200 million/yr and
total over $4 Billion over 30 years. $4 Billion to get $3.5 Billion is not a good deal. (59,000 commuters x
$2000/yr. tolls)

Claim: More than a decade of input from citizens and local elected leaders.

Most of the input was ignored. Here is a direct quote from one CRC document: “The decision
meetings would be open to the public, but only minimum legal notices would be provided and no
display advertising would be placed. We would not encourage public participation.”

Claim: Unanimous support for Locally Preferred Alternative.
There is little real support for light rail - Vancouver voters refused to pay even 1/10 cent sales tax to
operate light rail.

Claim: For the Final EIS, the range of one-way toll rates studied for the financial analysis was be-

tween $1 and $3 (2006 dollars, see Exhibit 4.3-3 from the FEIS). This range in 2020 dollars (post construc-
tion) would be $1.41 to $4.24. (pg 23)

The minimum toll is $4.24 each way. Page 4-19 of the FEIS states: “scenarios based on either the
Base (Schedule 1) or Schedule 2 toll rates do not appear to be viable. The Jinance plan scenario
shown assumes Toll Rate Schedule 3 and employs its entire borrowing capacity. It employs 3 years of
precompletion tolling on a cash basis and a small amount of residual toll revenues. (Emphasis added)
(The actual tolls in Schedule 3 - tolls of $4.24 each way in 2020. That is about $2000/yr for rush hour
commuters.)

Claim: A light rail component is absolutely necessary to secure $850 million in New Starts federal funding

for this project,

Deceptive: New Starts is a Federal Transit Agency program & they only give money to build transit. It
is completely unrelated to Federal Highway money for the freeway component, including the bridge.

Claim: Local revenues and tolling will also be needed

Only for the mega project. If we remove the light rail and un-needed interchange work, then the
project comes in at less $800 million. After $400 million from the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, that leaves only $200 million from each state and NO TOLLS.

Claim: An estimated 25 % lower operations and maintenance cost per rider
Why does C-Tran need additional revenue to operate it, if it is cheaper?




® Claim: If light rail is removed from the project, additional environmental review process will be required,
which would delay the project for years if not decades.
To quote their own document: “4 supplemental EIS would likely require 12 to 24 months to complete.”
That is a small delay to save over a billion dollars.

® Claim: Any further attempt to change the current bridge design will cause years, if not decades of delay.
Hurry up and buy this baby, before someone else gets it! Just like a used car salesperson. Actually only
12-24 months to save Billions is a good deal. See above

@ Claim: Eliminates last national interstate bridge lift
Low cost changes to railroad bridge will cut lifts by 90+%

® Claim: Improves crossing to modern seismic standards
Reality: The current bridges are less likely to fall than other Portland 15 bridges.

® Claim: Improves commute time and reduces congestion
Only slightly: ONE MINUTE in the am and EIGHT MINUTES in the pm, for a toll cost of $48/hr. saved

® Claim: Reduces accidents and emergency bottlenecks
Other IS5 bridges have more accidents

® Claim: We will lose ... $450 million from Oregon if light rail is eliminated from the project.
Light rail is not the only contingency attached to Oregon’s $450 million. It must also pass muster with Or-
cgon’s State Treasurer among other restrictions.

® Claim: The I-5 Bridge does not meet current safety and seismic standards.
Most bridges DO NOT meet the latest (“current™) standards.

® Claim: Compared to bus rapid transit, light rail provides: Better travel times [light rail averages 17 mph ver-
sus BRT’s 14.5 mph, including stops]
They forgot to tell you that the current express bus takes 15 minutes from downtown to downtown while
the light rail will take over 30 minutes!

® Claim: Greater potential for nearby transit oriented development
This is the real reason for light rail - to enable high density development with taxpayer subsidies.

® Claim: The approved project design anticipates a significant mode shift from single occupancy

vehicles to transit.
They claim a transit usage approaching that of New York City. That is simply unrealistic. The history of
transit is one of steady decline since the automobile became affordable almost 100 years ago. Why would
people abandon their convenient, fast cars for slow, inconvenient transit?

® Claim: What happens if light rail ridership projections aren’t met? Will express bus service be cut?
TriMet has cut bus service more severely than its light rail

® Claim: Based on current modeling, in 2030 during the PM 2-hour peak, trains are operating at approximately
98 percent capacity with 7.5 minute headways, which equates to a two hour peak load of approximately 4,180
riders.
Reality: That is with all riders standing and is about the capacity of a single lane of a freeway, but at the cost
of a five lane freeway! Is this really the wave of the future?

® Claim: Generates a regional economic benefit of $5-8 billion
They forgot the cost of tolls & cost over-runs. The cost is over $4 billion when you include tolls. Even
more when you include the depressed economic activity due to an effective tax increase of $100-$200
million/yr. Still more when you have to pay for cost over-runs.

The 59,000 residents from Clark County that work in Oregon deserve better than to be bled of $2000/yr
just to get to work. That is a total of $120 million out of the local economy, about $10 million in lost sales
tax due to loss of $300 million in purchasing power over 30 yrs.

CRC-4.3.Truth-41.ppp
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Moore-Love, Karla

From: Sharonnasset {sharonnasset@aol.com]

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2013 11:00 PM

To: Moore-Love, Karla

Subject: [Approved Sender] Re: Hello Karla... how do | get on to the agenda for citizen comment to the
City Council?

Attachments: WCTFBRes.pdf

Thank you, nice to hear from you. | would love to be put on the waiting list because
the topic is time sensitive it is on the Clark County Washington Nov. 5, 2013
election ballot. | have attached the advisory vote for West County Toll Free Bridge
Resolution 2013-07-27 is going to be on the ballot this year. Commissioner

----- Original Message-----

From: Moore-Love, Karla <Karla.Moore-Love@portlandoregon.gov>

To: Sharonnasset <sharonnasset@aol.com>

Sent: Thu, Sep 26, 2013 10:21 am

Subject: RE: Hello Karla... how do | get on to the agenda for citizen comment to the City Council?

Hello Sharon,

The next available date for a three minute Communication at City Council is not until November 20th. I may have
an opening in October if you'd like to be put on the waiting list.

To sign up I will require your name, address, phone number and topic.

Regards,

Karla

Karla Moore-Love | Council Clerk

City of Portland | Office of the City Auditor

1221 SW 4th Ave Rm 130

Portland OR 97204-1900

email: Karla.Moore-Love@portlandoregon.qgov

503.823.4086 | fax 503.823.4571

Clerk's Webpage: www.portlandoregon.gov/auditor/councilclerk

From: Sharonnasset [mailto:sharonnasset@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:46 PM

To: Moore-Love, Karla

Subject: Hello Karla... how do I get on to the agenda for citizen comment to the City Council?

10/7/2013
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Rebecca Tilton,

Advisory Vote #5
NEW WEST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve the proposed Resolution
2013-07-27 which supports a West County Toll-Free Bridge?

LIYES J NO

The preparation and distribution of a local voters’ pamphlet providing information on the
foregoing ballot measure is hereby authorized. The pamphlet shall include an
explanatory statement and arguments advocating approval and disapproval of the ballot
measure. The preparation of the explanatory statement, the appointment of pro/con
committees and the preparation of arguments advocating approval and disapproval of
the ballot measures is authorized as provided in RCW Chapter 29A.32 and the rules
and guidelines of the County Auditor. The names of the committee members appointed
shall be provided to the Auditor by August 8, 2013 and arguments for approval or
disapproval of the ballot measure shall be provided to the Auditor by August 15, 2013.
The explanatory statement shall be prepared by the Prosecuting Attorney and filed with
the Auditor on or before August 16, 2013.

This resolution shall be effective immediately after its adoption.

e
ADOPTED this 90 day of WMSJ' 2013,

Attest: Board of Clark County Commissioners:

@@/ £ au%/m

Clerk to the Board Steve Sﬁtuart,‘ ChXir |

Approved as to Form Only:

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

C‘a/rk Co\fDrosecutmg Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

David Madore, Commissioner

West County Toll-Free Bridge Advisory Vote Resolution - Page 2 of 2
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RESOLUTION NO. 2013-07-28
TO PLACE WEST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE RESOLUTION 2013-07-27 ON
THE BALLOT
A Resolution to place an advisory vote on the November 2013 General Electron ballot to
ask citizens for their position on a West County Toll-Free Bridge policy as described in
Proposed Resolution 2013-07-27.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners represent the Citizens of Clark
County as voting or representative members of Clark County Transit Authority (C-
TRAN), the Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council (SWWRTC), the
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metropolitan Policy

* Advisory Committee (MPAC); and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to effectively determine
citizen preferences as it relates to their authority as voting members of those Boards
and

Because any major transportation project should start by asking the people if they
would support the proposed direction; and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners believes that the wishes of the
electorate in this instance are best represented by a County-wide vote, which is referred
to as an advisory vote; and «

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised public hearing, where the
Board of County Commissioners concluded that placing the issue on the ballot for an
advisory vote would be in the best interests of the public health, safety and welfare of
the Citizens, now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

- COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS:

The Board requests that the Auditor of Clark County conduct an election on November
5, 2013 for the purpose of submitting to the voters of the County, for their approval or
rejection, Resolution 2013-07-27 which supports a West County Toll-Free Bridge policy;
and

The Secretary of the Board is authorized and directed to certify, no later than August 6,
2013, to the Auditor a copy of this resolution and the proposition to be submitted at that
election in the form of ballot title as follows:

West County Toll-Free Bridge Advisory Vote Resolution - Page 1 of 2
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4. Allow commercial freight to easily access commercial destinations; and

5. Contain at least two to three through lanes in each direction plus shoulders for cars,
trucks and buses plus paths for bicycles and pedestrians; and

6. Meet or exceed Columbia River navigation clearances by a Railroad lifting span only;
and ‘

7. Be a model of integrity, transparency, forthrightness; and
8. Utilize a publicly-owned property to serve as the new crossing; and

9. Allowing construction to take place with minimum disruption to businesses and traffic;
and "

10. Genuinely seek input from local elected representatives and citizens through open dialog
and meaningful two-way interactions to improve the design to best serve the citizens; and

11. Once a clear project is defined, including the financing plan, allow Clark County citizens
to voice their approval or rejection of the project in a county-wide advisory vote election.

This resolution shall be effective immediately after its adoption.

ADOPTED this day of , 2013.
Attest: Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Rebecca Tilton, _
Clerk to the Board Steve Stuart, Chair

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

David Madore, Commissioner

New West County Toll-Free Bridge Resolution - Page 2 of 2
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PROPOSED
WEST COUNTY TOLL FREE BRIDGE RESOLUTION 2013-07-27

A Resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commisioners to support a proposed New Toll-
Free West County Bridge as defined in this resolution.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners represent the Citizens of Clark County as
voting or representative members of Clark County Transit (C-TRAN), the Southwest
Washington Regional Transportation Council (SWWRTC), the Joint Policy Advisory Committee
on Transportation (JPACT) and the Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC); and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to effectively determine citizen
preferences as it relates to their authority as voting members of those Boards; and

Because over $170 million in transportatibn funds were spent on the Columbia River Crossing
project before it was closed down as directed by Governors Kitzhaber and Inslee; and

Because any major transportation projeét should start by asking the people if they would
support the proposed direction; and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners believes that the wishes of the electorate in
this instance are best represented by a County-wide vote, which is referred to as an advisory
vote; and

Because this matter Was considered at a duly advertised public hearing, where the Board of
County Commissioners concluded that adopting such a policy would be in the best interests of
the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens, now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS: .

The Board should adopt a policy to propose and support a West County Toll-Free Columbia
River Bridge WHICH WOULD:

1. Provide a third free-flowing highway between Oregon and Washington that enhances
interstate commerce, relieve traffic congestion across the 1-6 Columbia River Bridge; and

2. Better connect Clark County with Highway 26, Terminal 6 and Highway 30, moving
trucks and cars away from the I-5 crossing; and

3. Ensure that the total cost for the whole project will be less than $900 million including all
studies and planning, and that the bridge will remain toll-free in order for the Board of
Commissioners to support the project; and

New West County Toll-Free Bridge Resolution - Page 1 of 2
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Introduction to the 2013 Voters’ Pamphlet

Welcome! This pamphlet contains information about two initiatives
to the Legislature and five tax advisory votes appearing on your ballot.
You will also find several pages designed to assist you with voting and
the election process.

This election largely features local races and measures. Voters will
determine the outcome of local measures and elect officials to serve
on city councils, school boards, fire and port commissions. These are
elections that have a significant impact on our local communities and
ultimately shape our state.

The cover of this pamphlet highlights our latest exhibit at the State
Capitol celebrating Washington innovators who dared to dream big.
Grand Coulee to Grunge: eight stories that changed the world, recounts
feats in agriculture, business, science, and technology that put the
Evergreen State on the world stage.

As Washington expanded in the 1900s, so did our impact on the world.
From cities that were built with Northwest timber to the development
of a weapon that would end a world war, our state helped shape the
20th century.

Today, people around the world celebrate Washington lives and legacies.
From a Starbucks store in Malaysia to a 747 airplane in Antarctica,
Washington is everywhere. The fruits of our labor appear on dinner
tables across the world and the music of Hendrix and Nirvana is heard
on radio stations from Sydney to Stockholm.

Washington's story continues, and as a voter you can determine what
happens next by participating in the November 5 General Election.
Your vote will help choose the leaders in your community and may
shape the next eight stories that will change the world.

Kim Wyman
Secretary of State

About the cover

The cover features the Secretary of State’s latest public exhibit, Grand
Coulee to Grunge: Eight Stories that Changed the World. Come learn
more about the big dreams and big risks that tell the Washington story.

Free exhibit at the Capitol Building, Fall 2013 - Fall 2014
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- VOTING IN WASHINGTON STATE -

Qualifications

You must be at least 18 years old, a U.S. citizen,
a resident of Washington State, and not under
Department of Corrections supervision for a
Washington State felony conviction.

Register to vote & update your address

The voter registration and address update deadline has
passed. Submit your registration or address update to
www.vote.wa.gov so you can vote in 2014.

New voters may register in person until October 28 at
your county elections department.

Military voters are exempt from voter registration
deadlines.

CAST YOUR BALLOT

Your ballot will be : Vote your ballot : ... then return it by
mailed to the address : and sign your : mail or to an official
you provide in your : return envelope... : ballot drop box by

voter registration. : : 8 p.m. on November 5.

o
®)

vote by mail 9

Where is my ballot?

VIEW
Your ballot will arrive by

October 22. ELECTION RESULTS

If your ballot is lost or

damaged, contact your county
elections department listed
at the end of this pamphlet.

or get the mobile app
WA State Election Results



Accessible pamphlets

Audio and plain text voters’ pamphlets
available at www.vote.wa.gov/accessible.

Subscribe to receive a copy on CD
or USB drive at (800) 448-4881.




Se habla espaiiol

Todos los votantes del
estado de Washington
tienen acceso al folleto
electoral y a los formularios
de inscripcion en espanol
por internet en
www.vote.wa.gov.

Adicionalmente, los
votantes de los condados
deYakima, Franklin y Adams
recibiran su boleta y folleto
electoral de forma bilinglie
antes de cada eleccion.

Si usted o alguien que
conoce necesitan asistencia
en espanol llame al

(800) 448-4881.

N

At ittt

Wittt et ) e ECTIONS

HHEIRE

FIT A S SR N Y 228 BRHET T 78
44t www.vote.wa.gov 7
B OCERTFMERSS
A& -

BN > SEPER M AR
15 JOSEHR i 5 B oS08
SEATER T -
AR AR A TR
S HNE
(800) 448-4881 -

The federal Voting Rights Act requires translated elections materials.

Viét Nam dwoc néi

Tét ca cr tri & Tiéu Bang
Washington cé thé truy cap
sach danh cho cw tri va don
ghi danh ctr tri bang tiéng
Viét triee tuyén tai
www.vote.wa.gov.

Ngoai ra, ct tri & Quéan King
cé thé dang ky de ty dong
nhan la phiéu va sach danh
cho ctr tri bang tieng Viét
trwwdc moi cudc bau cir.

Néu quy vi hodc nguodi nao
quy vi biét can trg giup ngén
ngd¥, xin vui long goi

(800) 448-4881.
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- THE BALLOT MEASURE PROCESS -

The Initiative . The Referendum

Any voter may propose an initiative - Any voter may demand that a law

to create a new state law or change : proposed by the Legislature be referred
an existing law. . to voters before taking effect.
Initiatives to the People Referendum Bills

are proposed laws submitted : are proposed laws the Legislature
directly to voters. ; referred to voters.

Initiatives to the Legislature Referendum Measures

are proposed laws submitted to the are laws recently passed by the
Legislature. g Legislature that voters demand be

referred to the ballot.

LAWS BY THE PEOPLE

Before an Initiative to the People or an Before a Referendum Measure can
Initiative to the Legislature can appear appear on the ballot, the sponsor must
on the ballot, the sponsor must collect... collect...

+\ 123,186
«P vo'r:ns?

SIGNATURES

4% of all votes in the last
Governor’s race

o\ 246,372 | s

l VOTERS'

SIGNATURES

8% of all votes in the last
Governor's race

N 4

P C I SIGN?
Initiatives & Referenda | oo 2N T 516
oters can sign an Initiative to the People

BECOME LAW petition from January to July.

. . Voters can sign an Initiative to the Legislature
with a simple petition from March to December.

MAIO RITY VOTE Voters can sign a Referendum Measure petition

until 90 days after legislative session ends.



8 Initiative Measure 517

Initiative Measure No.

b17

concerns initiative and
referendum measures.

This measure would set penalties for interfering
with or retaliating against signature-gatherers
and petition-signers; require that all measures
receiving sufficient signatures appear on the
ballot; and extend time for gathering initiative
petition signatures.

Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ 1 VYes
[ 1 No

The Secretary of State is not responsible for the content of
statements or arguments (WAC 434-381-180).

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists

Under current law, anyone wishing to propose an
initiative measure for a statewide vote of the people can
file it with the Secretary of State starting ten months
before the election at which the voters will consider the
measure. Initiative measures petitioning the legislature
to enact a proposed measure can be filed with the
Secretary of State starting ten months before the leg-
islature’s next regular session. After the Secretary of
State accepts the initial filing of the measure, initiative
supporters may begin collecting petition signatures.

To have an initiative submitted for a statewide vote of
the people or to the legislature, the initiative sponsor
must submit petitions to the Secretary of State containing
the number of valid signatures required by the Washing-
ton State Constitution. Washington law provides that
petitions must state the initiative measure in full and
contain a place for each petitioner to sign and print
their name and the address at which they are registered
to vote. Petitions must contain a statement affirming
that each person signing does so personally as a
Washington voter, is providing correct information, has
signed only once, and does so truthfully. The law also

requires petitions to contain the signature of the
petition circulator, swearing or acknowledging that to the
best of his or her knowledge, voters signed the petition
freely and without compensation, that to the best of
his or her knowledge the information provided by the
signors is true and correct, and acknowledging that
forging a signature or providing compensation to
induce people to sign is illegal. The Secretary of State
must reject a signed initiative petition if it does not have
the required information, has insufficient signatures,
or is filed too late.

In addition to statewide initiatives to the people and
initiatives to the legislature, Washington law allows
some types of local governments to allow for the filing
of local initiatives and to set the requirements for
submitting such initiatives.

Under current law, those gathering signatures for
petitions and those signing petitions receive the same
protection from harassment or assault as anyone else,
but no further protection. Washington law provides
that a person is guilty of harassment if they threaten
to: cause bodily injury to another person, damage
another person’s property, restrain any person, or
do any other act intended to substantially harm the
threatened person’s physical or mental health or
safety. Washington’s statutes and common law also
prohibit assaulting another person with unlawful
force and the intent to inflict bodily harm, regardless
of whether bodily harm occurs. Assault also includes
an act, done with unlawful force, with the intent of
causing another person to fear bodily injury, if the act
actually does create reasonable apprehension and
imminent fear of bodily injury. The crime of stalking
is committed if a person intentionally and repeatedly
harasses or repeatedly follows a person with intent
to frighten, intimidate, or harass the person, or with
knowledge that the person is afraid, intimidated, or
harassed. Apersonisguilty ofdisorderly conductifthe
person uses abusive language and thereby creates a
risk of assault, intentionally disrupts any lawful assembly,
or obstructs vehicular or pedestrian traffic without
lawful authority.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure, if Approved

This measure would increase the time for gathering
petition signatures by up to six months. Proposed
initiative measures for a statewide vote of the people
could be filed with the Secretary of State starting
sixteen months before the election at which the voters
would consider the measure. Proposed initiative
measures petitioning the legislature to enact a mea-
sure could be filed starting sixteen months prior to
the legislature’s next regular session at which the
measure would be considered.



Initiative Measure 917 9

Any statewide initiative to the people or local initiative
that received the required number of petition signatures
in the required timeframe would have to be submitted
to a vote of the people at the next election. Local gov-
ernment officials would be required to submit the
initiative to a vote regardless of the subject matter of
the initiative measure.

The measure would provide that interfering with
signature gathering for a state or local initiative or
referendum is illegal. Interfering with a person trying to
sign a petition, stalking a person who signs a petition,
or stalking or retaliating against a person who gathers
petition signatures would constitute the misdemeanor
of disorderly conduct. Such conduct would be subject
to the civil anti-harassment procedures available under
RCW 10.14, and civil penalties. Interfering with petition
signing and signature gathering would be defined to
include, but not limited to, pushing, shoving, touching,
spitting, throwing objects, yelling, screaming, being
verbally abusive, or other tumultuous conduct, blocking
or intimidating, or maintaining an intimidating presence
within twenty-five feet of a petition signer or signature
gatherer. Initiative or referendum petition signing and
signature gathering would be legally protected on
public sidewalks and walkways and all sidewalks and
walkways that carry pedestrians, including those in
front of entrances and exits to stores, and inside or
outside public buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Written by the Office of Financial Management
For more information visit www.ofm.wa.gov/ballot

Initiative 517 (I-517) makes changes to the state and local
government initiative process. I-517 also provides that
interfering with signature gathering for state or local
initiatives or referenda is illegal. I-517 has no revenue,
expenditure or cost impact on state government.
There is no revenue impact on local governments
from 1-617. However, the expenditure and cost impacts
to local governments are indeterminate.

General Assumptions

e The fiscal estimates contained in this fiscal impact
statement are based, in part, on assumptions
about the scope and legal effect of the ballot
measure should it be enacted by the voters. Such
assumptions are not intended to represent legal
interpretation or conclusions of law.

e |-517 is effective Dec. 5, 2013.

e The term “next election” is assumed to mean the
next general election as provided in RCW 29A.04.043.

* No state or local government revenue impact is
assumed if the initiative measure is approved.

State Expenditure and Cost Assumptions

I-5617 would increase the time for gathering initiative
petition signatures by up to six months.The Secretary
of State will need to reprogramthe onlinefiling system
to require sponsors to indicate the year for which each
initiative filing applies. No state expenditure or costs
would be required for this task.

Local Expenditure and Cost Assumptions

The initiative power is not available to all local gov-
ernments. Only counties that have adopted a charter
form of government have the power of the initiative.
The initiative power is also available only to first-class
cities, commission cities and code cities (code cities
mustformally adoptthese powers). Based onresearch
by the Municipal Research and Service Center of
Washington, an estimated six counties and 59 cities
have initiative power.

If I-517 is approved by the voters, counties and cities
with initiative power would be required to submit to a
vote any initiative, regardless of its subject matter, that
obtains the required number of valid voter signatures
within the required timeframe. Counties and cities are
required to pay for their proportionate share of costs in
a general election. The cost to a county or city to certify a
local initiative and place it on the ballot in a general
election varies significantly. Costs vary by jurisdiction and
election based on the number of registered voters in the
jurisdiction, the number of measures and offices on the
ballot and the methodology used by the county to ap-
portion costs. Based on information provided by counties
and cities, an average cost to verify an initiative
signature is estimated at $0.80 per signature and an
average general election cost is estimated at $1 per
registered voter. However, there are no data to estimate
the quantity or location of additional initiatives that
may qualify for local elections if 1-517 is approved,
and therefore, the expenditure and cost impact on
counties and cities is indeterminate.

Local governments may experience increased expendi-
tures and costs related to the provision in I-517 that
interfering with signature gathering for state or local
initiatives or referenda is illegal. There are no data to
estimate the annual number of law enforcement
actions that may occur from this portion of the initiative,
and therefore, the fiscal impact on counties and cities
is indeterminate.
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Argument For
Initiative Measure 517

Opponents of Initiatives too often use Bullying to Prevent Citizens
from Signing Initiatives They Support

Voters who want to sign a petition — liberal or conservative
— deserve protection from bullying and retaliation. [-517
establishes penalties to discourage such bad behavior.
Peaceful discussion is legal under [-517; bullying is not.
Pictures, videos, and sworn affidavits here:

www. YesOnb17.com/Safety

I-517 “Protect Your Right To Vote On Initiatives” is about Letting
the People Vote on ...

... qualified initiatives. In recent years, 16+ citizen-sponsored
initiatives — liberal and conservative — were blocked from a
public vote by powerful special interests even though local
citizens followed all the rules. |-517 establishes a new state law
that prevents interference by special interests, guaranteeing
the people’s right to vote. If the initiative qualifies, let the
voters decide.

I-517 Puts the Citizen Back in the Citizen Initiative. Increasingly,
Initiatives Sponsored by Big Business, ...

... Big Labor, and the Rich are the only ones qualifying for
the ballot. Why? Since 1912, the number of signatures has
skyrocketed while the timeframe for collecting signatures
has stayed exactly the same. Almost all other initiative states
allow a year or more to collect signatures; I-517 matches the
national average. More time means more grassroots groups
can compete.

I-517 Makes Citizen Participation Safer and Guarantees the
People’s Right to Vote on Initiatives

Without|-517, entrenched politicians and special interests will
continue bullying citizens from expressing their free speech
rights and blocking voters from exercising their initiative
rights. Please vote yes.Thank you.

Rebuttal of Argument Against

Even our opponents agree |-517 protects free speech and
encourages more grassroots participation by making the
initiative process more affordable. Regarding petitioning,
I-517 simply reinforces what the courts have already said:
petitioning at places open to the public is guaranteed under
the First Amendment. Without |-517, initiative opponents
will continue bullying, preventing citizens from expressing
themselves and voting on issues they care about. Protect
your right to speak out and vote on initiatives — vote yes!

Argument Prepared by

Shawn Newman, Washington Director of Initiative and
Referendum Institute, attorney; Erma Turner, testified in
Olympia against bullying of petition-signers; Nick Sherwood,
numerous red-light camera initiatives blocked from votes;
Stonewall Jackson Bird, city blocked public vote on his
Bellingham initiative; Eddie Agazarm, veteran petitioner,
initiative organizer, and civic activist; Paul Jacob, president of
Citizens In Charge, longtime initiative activist.

Contact: YesOn517 @gmail.com; www.YesOn517.com

Argument Against
Initiative Measure 517

1-517 violates Washingtonians’ property rights

Courts have ruled that petitioners must respect private
property rights when collecting signatures, but 1-517
prevents property owners from having control over
signature gathering on their property, infringing upon their
constitutionally-guaranteed property rights. Under 1-517,
law enforcement would be directed to vigorously protect
petitioners collecting within a twenty-five foot zone.
Business owners would not be able to stop aggressive
petitioners from blocking and harassing customers who
are trying to enter or exit a store. Instead, their property
rights would be disregarded.

1-517 benefits Tim Eyman

Sponsor Tim Eyman is a full-time initiative proponent who
makes money off the measures he promotes. Under 1-517,
it would be easier and cheaper for Eyman to qualify future
initiatives to the ballot, meaning he could double his output
and increase his profits.

I-517 would make petitioning more intrusive

I-517 allows out of state petitioners to be active inWashington
year-round - both inside and outside public buildings.
Petitioners could go inside sports stadiums like Safeco Field
or Comcast Arena, public libraries, and even public school
events like high school football games to ask Washingtonians
to sign stacks of petitions.

1-517 would increase elections costs

A provision tucked away in I-517 forces cities and counties
to put local initiatives on the ballot even if they're illegal or
invalid, wasting taxpayer dollars on unnecessary elections.
Join former Secretaries of State Ralph Munro and Sam Reed
in voting no on I-517.

Rebuttal of Argument For

Former Secretary of State Sam Reed said that most
complaints received in his office were from citizens and
businesses who were being harassed by signature
gatherers and that laws already exist to protect signature
gatherers’ safety. Local governments should not be forced
into costly legal battles when an initiative is found to be
unconstitutional. Former Supreme Court Justice Phil
Talmadge says |-517 is unconstitutional as it takes away
private property rights of others. Vote No.

Argument Prepared by

Rob McKenna, former Washington State Attorney General;
Brian Sonntag, former Washington State Auditor; Jan Gee,
Washington Food Industry Association (independent/
family-owned grocers); Frank Ordway, League of Education
Voters; Andrew Villeneuve, activist and founder of the
Northwest Progressive Institute.

Contact: (360) 688-7633; info@nooni517coalition.org;
www.no517.org
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Initiative Measure No.

b22

concerns labeling of genetically-
engineered foods.

This measure would require most raw agricultural
commodities, processed foods, and seeds and seed
stocks, if produced using genetic engineering, as
defined, to be labeled as genetically engineered
when offered for retail sale.

Should this measure be enacted into law?
[ 1 VYes
[ 1 No

The Secretary of State is not responsible for the content of
statements or arguments (WAC 434-381-180).

Explanatory Statement
Written by the Office of the Attorney General

The Law as it Presently Exists

In general, federal law regulates the safety and quality
of food shipped between states, while Washington
law regulates the safety and quality of food produced
and sold within the state. Both federal and state law
identify and regulate foods that are “misbranded” or
“adulterated,’ but neither state nor federal law requires
any specific labeling of foods produced using genetic
engineering.

Under Washington law, the director of the state Depart-
ment of Agriculture is authorized to condemn, seize,
and destroy misbranded or adulterated foods and
food items. Washington law defines food and food
products as “misbranded” where labeling or packaging
is false or misleading, and “adulterated” if they contain
some added substance that is poisonous or harmful to
health, or if they are contaminated, diseased, putrid,
or otherwise unfit as food or injurious to health. State
law imposes many specific labeling and packaging
requirements and prohibitions for food and food
products, but it does not require any specific labeling of
genetically engineered foods. No provision of state law
treats genetically engineered food as adulterated.

Washington law also authorizes the director of the
state Department of Agriculture to stop the sale of
mislabeled agricultural seeds, flower seeds, and veg-
etable seeds sold in Washington, and to condemn and
seize the seeds if necessary. Seeds are considered to
be misbranded if they are not accurately labeled in
compliance with state law, but existing state law
does not require that genetically engineered seeds
be labeled as genetically engineered.

The Effect of the Proposed Measure, if Approved

The measure would impose labeling requirements on
genetically engineered foods and seeds offered for
retail sale in Washington. The measure defines
“genetically engineered” to mean changes to genetic
material produced through techniques that directly
insert DNA or RNA into organisms or that use cell
fusion techniques to overcome natural barriers to cell
multiplication or recombination.

Beginning July 1, 2015, any food produced using
“genetic engineering” that is not labeled as required
in the measure would be considered “misbranded.”
The measure would require genetically engineered
raw agricultural commodities to be labeled conspicu-
ously with the words “genetically engineered,” and
genetically engineered packaged processed foods
would have to be labeled conspicuously with the
words “partially produced with genetic engineering” or
“may be partially produced with genetic engineering.”
The measure would exempt the following foods
from the labeling requirements: alcoholic beverages;
certified organic foods; foods not produced using
genetic engineering, as certified by an approved
independent organization; foods served in restaurants
or in food service establishments; “medical food”;
and foods consisting of or derived from animals that
have themselves not been genetically engineered,
regardless of whether the animal has been fed any
genetically engineered food; and processed foods
produced using genetically engineered processing
aids or enzymes. Processed foods containing small
amounts of genetically engineered materials would
be exempt until July 1, 2019.

Beginning July 1, 2015, the measure also would require
that genetically engineered seeds and seed stock be
labeled conspicuously with the words “genetically
engineered” or “produced with genetic engineering.”

The measure provides that its requirements are to be
implemented and enforced by the state Department of
Health, instead of the state Department of Agriculture,
and would authorize the Department of Health to as-
sess a civil penalty of up to one thousand dollars per
day for each violation.The Department of Health, acting
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through the Attorney General, could bring an action in
superior court to enjoin a person violating the measure.
Separately, after giving sixty days notice, any private
person could bring an action in superior court to enjoin
a person violating the measure, and potentially recover
costs and attorney fees for the action.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Written by the Office of Financial Management
For more information visit www.ofm.wa.gov/ballot

The initiative authorizes the Washington State Depart-
ment of Health to adopt rules necessary to implement
the initiative. Beginning July 1, 2015, the initiative
allows the Department of Health, through the Attorney
General, to bring an action to enjoin violations of
the initiative's requirement that most raw agricultural
commodities, processed foods, seeds and seed stocks,
if produced using genetic engineering, be labeled as
genetically engineered when offered for retail sale.
Known state agency implementation costs are esti-
mated at $3,368,000 over six fiscal years. State and
local revenue and costs from enforcement activities
are indeterminate.

General Assumptions

e The fiscal estimates contained in this fiscal impact
statement are based, in part, on assumptions
about the scope and legal effect of the ballot
measure should it be enacted by the voters. Such
assumptions are not intended to represent legal
interpretation or conclusions of law.

e The initiative is effective Dec. 5, 2013. However,
the initiative's labeling requirements begin July
1, 2015.

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

Initiative Measure 522

State Revenue Assumptions

The initiative would allow the Department of Health
(DOH) to assess a civil penalty against any person
violating the requirements of the initiative in an
amount not to exceed one thousand dollars ($1,000)
per day. Additional state revenue could be generated
from filing fees for civil actions filed in county superior
courts to enforce the initiative’s requirements. As
provided in RCW 36.18.025, 46 percent of county
superior court filing fees must be remitted to the State
Treasurer for deposit in the state general fund and 54
percent of fees remain with the county. There are no
data to estimate the annual number of civil actions or
civil penalties that may be generated. Therefore, the
state revenue impact from the initiative is indeterminate.

State Expenditure and Cost Assumptions

DOH program development will include expenditures
for rule making, inspection and compliance, as well
as education and technical assistance to the food
industry. The cost of these expenditures over six
fiscal years is estimated at $2,168,000. Beginning July 1,
2015, DOH wiill contract with a private laboratory for
product sampling and testing as required in the initiative.
Total cost of this expenditure over six fiscal years is
estimated at $1,200,000. Table 1.1 shows DOH estimated
costs by fiscal year.

Local Revenue, Expenditure and Cost Assumptions

Counties may experience increased revenue, expen-
ditures and costs from civil actions filed in county
superior courts to enforce the initiative’s requirements.
There are no data to estimate the annual number of
civil actions that may occur. Therefore, the fiscal impact
on counties from the initiative is indeterminate.

Table 1.1 Department of Health Estimated Costs by Fiscal Year

Fiscal Year 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 COSTS
Program Development $82,000 $96,000 $210,000 $210,000 $210,000 $210,000 | $1,018,000
Rule Development $96,000 [ $122,000 $0 $0 $0 $0| $218,000
Compliance and Enforcement $0 $0 $239,000 $231,000 $231,000 $231,000 $932,000
Laboratory Sampling and Testing $0 $0| $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 | $300,000 | $1,200,000
TOTAL $178,000 $218,000 $749,000 $741,000 $741,000 $741,000 | $3,368,000
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Argument For
Initiative Measure 522

Right to Know

In America, we have a right to know important information
about the food we eat and feed our families — such as sugar
and sodium levels, whether flavors are natural or artificial,
the country of origin, and if fish are wild or farm-raised.

We also should have a right to choose whether we want to
buy and eat genetically engineered food. Labels matter. They
ensure transparency and preserve the freedom to make our
own decisions about the food we eat. I-522 is a step in the
right direction.

U.S. companies already label genetically engineered foods
for markets in the 64 countries that require labeling, including
some of Washington’s largest trading partners. Genetically
engineered crops, such as wheat, have contaminated con-
ventional crops in the Northwest. Some countries suspended
imports from our farmers, putting our economy at risk. Sepa-
ration and labeling, from the seed level up through the supply
chain, helps protect exports to countries that require labeling.

Broad Support

I-522 was brought to the ballot by more than 350,000 citizens
and draws strong support from farmers, fishing families,
health care professionals, business owners, Republicans,
Democrats, and Independents across our state.

Labels Let You Decide

Voting Yes on [-522 is an important step for more informa-
tion about your food.You should have the freedom to decide
what to eat. Your food decisions should be up to you — not
corporations, the government, or special interests. Labels let
you decide. Vote for the right to know what'’s in your food.

Rebuttal of Argument Against

Powerful chemical corporations that genetically engineer
food oppose labeling because they care about their profits,
not our right to know. The truth: labels ensure transparency.
The government has conducted no independent safety tests
and the Washington State Nurses Association endorses la-
beling to trace health issues. Labeling is easy and it gives us
the freedom to decide what to buy. Foods are relabeled fre-
quently. Adding words to a label doesn’t increase costs. Trust
yourself to decide.

Argument Prepared by

Judy Huntington, RN, Executive Director, Washington Nurses
Association; Seth Williams, Fourth-Generation Wheat Farm-
er, Eastern Washington; Walt Bowen, President, Washington
State Senior Citizens’ Lobby; Trudy Bialic, Director of Public
Affairs, PCC Natural Markets; Maralyn Chase, State Senator,
Democrat, Shoreline; Cary Condotta, State Representative,
Republican, Wenatchee.

Contact: (206) 351-3323; info @yeson522.com;
www.yesonb522.com

Argument Against
Initiative Measure 522

I-522 mandates costly, misleading food labeling regulations
in Washington that don’t exist in any other state.

1-522 makes no sense.

For decades, agricultural biotechnology has helped improve
food crops so they resist disease, require fewer pesticides or
are more nutritious. Today, 70-80% of grocery products include
ingredients from these foods, and they're deemed safe
by the FDA and major scientific and medical organizations.
Yet I-5622 would require thousands of these products to have
special, new labels — only for Washington — while giving special
exemptions to thousands of others, even when they contain
“genetically engineered” (GE) ingredients.

I-5622 requires fruits, vegetables and grain-based products
to be labeled, but exempts meat and dairy products from
animals fed GE grains. It mandates special labels and signs
in supermarkets, but exempts restaurants from providing
information about GE ingredients in their foods. Foods
from foreign countries would be exempt if manufacturers
simply claim they’re exempt. So 1-5622 wouldn’t even give
consumers a reliable way of knowing which foods contain
GE ingredients.

Higher taxpayer costs, more state bureaucracy and lawsuits.

I-522 would require the state to monitor labels on thousands of
products in thousands of stores — costing taxpayers millions.
It would allow trial lawyers to sue farmers, food producers
and grocers over the wording on food labels — encouraging
shakedown lawsuits. And, studies show [-522's Washington-
only labeling requirements would hurt local farmers and in-
crease an average family’s food costs by hundreds of dollars
per year.

Washington scientists, farmers and food producers urge no
on 522.

Rebuttal of Argument For

Existing food labels already give consumers the option
to choose foods without GE ingredients by choosing
products labeled “certified organic.” 1-522's complicated,
poorly written regulations would put Washington farmers
and food producers at a competitive disadvantage, not
protect them. 1-522 would not protect our export markets
or provide consumers with reliable information about our
food. But it would increase grocery prices for Washing-
ton families and cost taxpayers millions. Vote no on this
costly, unnecessary measure.

Argument Prepared by

R. James Cook, Professor Emeritus, WSU; Member, Nation-
al Academy of Sciences; Dan Newhouse, Former Director,
Washington State Department of Agriculture; Mike LaPlant,
President, Washington Farm Bureau; Family Farmer, Grant
County; Peter Dunbar, M.D., Former President, Washington
State Medical Association; Nicole Berg, Family Farmer; Na-
tional Conservation Leadership Award Winner; Eric Maier,
Past President, Washington Association of Wheat Growers.
Contact: (877) 361-3993; info@VoteNOon522.com;
www.VoteNOon522.com
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- ADVISORY VOTES -

What's an advisory vote? | For more information
Advisory votes are non-binding. The  : Call the Legislative hotline at
results will not change the law. g (800) 562-6000.

You are advising the Legislature to - View the complete text of the bill at
repeal or maintain a tax increase. . www.vote.wa.gov/completetext.

View additional cost information at

Repeal - you don't favorthe tax increase.
www.ofm.wa.gov/ballot.

Maintain - you favor the tax increase.

Where are Advisory Votes 1 and 2?

Advisory Votes 1 and 2 were on the ballot last year. Advisory votes are numbered
consecutively. This year, your ballot starts with Advisory Vote 3.

o Advisory votes are the result of Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007.

Ten-Year Cost Projection

Advisory Vote Provided by the Office of Financial Management
Substitute Senate Bill 5444 (SSB 5444)
Fiscal Year Leasehold Excise Tax
) ) 2014 $145,000
Substitute Senate Bill 5444 2015 $167,000
. . : 2016 175,000
The legislature eliminated, without a vote of the 2017 2183 500
people, a leasehold excise tax credit for taxpay- :
ers who lease publicly-owned property, costing 2018 $194,000
approximately $2,000,000 in the first ten years, for 2019 $202,000
government spending. 2020 $210,000
This tax increase should be: 2021 $218,000
[ ] Repealed 2022 $227,000
[ ] Maintained 2023 $235,000
Total $1,956,000

Final Votes Cast by the Legislature

Senate: Yeas, 47; Nays, 2; Absent, 0; Excused, 0
House:Yeas, 91; Nays, 6; Absent, 0; Excused, 1

See how each legislator voted on SSB 5444 (page 17).
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Advisory Vote

q

Senate Bill 5627

The legislature imposed, without a vote of the people,
an aircraft excise tax on commuter air carriersin lieu
of property tax, costing approximately $500,000 in its
first ten years, for government spending.

This tax increase should be:

[ ] Repealed

[ 1 Maintained

Ten-Year Cost Projection

Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Senate Bill 5627 (SB 5627)
Fiscal Year Aircraft Excise Tax
2014 $35,000
2015 $35,000
2016 $38,000
2017 $38,000
2018 $41,000
2019 $41,000
2020 $44,000
2021 $44,000
2022 $47,000
2023 $47,000
Total $410,000

Final Votes Cast by the Legislature

Senate: Yeas, 41; Nays, 8; Absent, 0; Excused, 0
House:Yeas, 71; Nays, 22; Absent, 0; Excused, b

See how each legislator voted on SB 5627 (page 17).

Advisory Vote

b

Engrossed Substitute
House Bill 1846

The legislature extended, without a vote of the
people, the insurance premium tax to some insur-
ance for pediatric oral services, costing an amount
that cannot currently be estimated, for government
spending.

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

Ten-Year Cost Projection

Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Section 3(6)(c) of this bill removes the exemption for
pediatric oral services offered as essential health
benefits outside the Washington Health Benefit
Exchange. Since these services have previously been
exempted, this will result in additional revenue for the
insurance premium tax. However, the amount of taxable
activity resulting from pediatric oral health care services
benefits cannot be estimated. Consequently, the amount
of additional revenue attributed to pediatric oral
services offered as essential health benefits outside
the Health Benefit Exchange is indeterminate.

Final Votes Cast by the Legislature

Senate: Yeas, 47; Nays, 1; Absent, 0; Excused, 1
House:Yeas, 95; Nays, 0; Absent, 0; Excused, 3

See how each legislator voted on ESHB 1846 (page 17).
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Advisory Vote

b

Second Engrossed Second
Substitute House Bill 1971

The legislature eliminated, without a vote of the
people, a retail sales tax exemption for certain
telephone and telecommunications services,
costing approximately $397,000,000 in the first ten
years, for government spending.

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

Ten-Year Cost Projection

Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Second Engrossed Second Substitute
House Bill 1971 (2E2SHB 1971)
Fiscal Year Retail Sales Tax
2014 $36,258,000
2015 $12,875,000
2016 $43,470,000
2017 $43,470,000
2018 $43,470,000
2019 $43,470,000
2020 $43,470,000
2021 $43,470,000
2022 $43,470,000
2023 $43,470,000
Total $396,893,000

Final Votes Cast by the Legislature

House:Yeas, 77; Nays, 15; Absent, 0; Excused, 5
Senate: Yeas, 36; Nays, 11; Absent, 0; Excused, 2

See how each legislator voted on 2E2SHB 1971 (page 17).

Advisory Vote

7

Engrossed House Bill 2075

The legislature extended, without a vote of the
people, estate tax on certain property transfers and
increased rates for estates over $4,000,000, costing
approximately $478,000,000 in the first ten years, for
government spending.

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

Ten-Year Cost Projection

Provided by the Office of Financial Management

Engrossed House Bill 2075 (EHB 2075)
Fiscal Year Estate Tax
2014 $109,700,000
2015 $39,300,000
2016 $39,300,000
2017 $35,300,000
2018 $34,400,000
2019 $40,000,000
2020 $42,300,000
2021 $44,300,000
2022 $46,100,000
2023 $47,700,000
Total $478,400,000

Final Votes Cast by the Legislature

House:Yeas, 53; Nays, 33; Absent, 0; Excused, 11
Senate: Yeas, 30; Nays, 19; Absent, 0; Excused, 0

See how each legislator voted on EHB 2075 (page 17).
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District 1

Sen. Rosemary McAuliffe

(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7600
rosemary.mcauliffe @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Derek Stanford

(D, Bothell), (360) 786-7928
derek.stanford @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Luis Moscoso

(D, MountlakeTerrace), (360) 786-7900
luis.moscoso @leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 3

Sen. Andy Billig

(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7604
andy.billig@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Marcus Riccelli

(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7888
marcus.riccelli@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Timm Ormshy

(D, Spokane), (360) 786-7946
timm.ormsby @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 5

Sen. Mark Mullet

(D, Issaquah), (360) 786-7608
mark.mullet@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Jay Rodne

(R, North Bend), (360) 786-7852
jay.rodne@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Chad Magendanz

(R, Issaquah), (360) 786-7876
chad.magendanz@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 7

Sen. John Smith

(R, Colville), (360) 786-7612
john.smith@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Shelly Short

(R, Addy), (360) 786-7908
shelly.short@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay
ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Joel Kretz

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 2

Sen. Randi Becker

(R, Eatonville), (360) 786-7602
randi.becker@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Gary Alexander

(R, Olympia), (360) 786-7824
gary.alexander@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. J.T. Wilcox

(R, Yelm), (360) 786-7912
jt.wilcox@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea
ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 4

Sen. Mike Padden

(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-7606
mike.padden@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Larry Crouse

(R, Spokane Valley), (360) 786-7820
larry.crouse @leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Matt Shea

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 6

Sen. Michael Baumgartner
(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7610
michael.baumgartner@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Kevin Parker

(R, Spokane), (360) 786-7922
kevin.parker@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Jeff Holy

(R, Cheney), (360) 786-7962
jeff.holy@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

District 8

Sen. Sharon Brown

(R, Kennewick), (360) 786-7614
sharon.brown@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Brad Klippert

(R, Kennewick), (360) 786-7882
brad.klippert@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Larry Haler

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires a list of every Legislator, their party preference, hometown, contact
information, and how they voted on each bill resulting in an Advisory Vote.
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District 9

Sen. Mark Schoesler

(R, Ritzville), (360) 786-7620
mark.schoesler@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Susan Fagan

(R, Pullman), (360) 786-7942
susan.fagan@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Joe Schmick

(R, Colfax), (360) 786-7844
joe.schmick@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay
ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 11

Sen. Bob Hasegawa

(D, Renton), (360) 786-7616
bob.hasegawa@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Zack Hudgins

(D, Tukwila), (360) 786-7956
zack.hudgins@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Steve Bergquist

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7862
steve.bergquist@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 13

Sen. Janéa Holmquist Newbry
(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7624
janea.holmquistnewbry @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Nay

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Judy Warnick

(R, Moses Lake), (360) 786-7932
judy.warnick@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Matt Manweller

(R, Ellensburg), (360) 786-7808
matt.manweller@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Excused
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 15

Sen. Jim Honeyford

(R, Sunnyside), (360) 786-7684
jim.honeyford@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Bruce Chandler

(R, Granger), (360) 786-7960
bruce.chandler@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. David Taylor

(R, Moxee), (360) 786-7874
david.taylor@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 10

Sen. Barbara Bailey

(R, Oak Harbor), (360) 786-7618
barbara.bailey @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Norma Smith

(R, Clinton), (360) 786-7884
norma.smith@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Dave Hayes

(R, Camano Island), (360) 786-7914
dave.hayes@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 12

Sen. Linda Evans Parlette
(R, Wenatchee), (360) 786-7622
linda.parlette @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Cary Condotta

(R, EastWenatchee), (360) 786-7954
cary.condotta@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Brad Hawkins

(R, EastWenatchee), (360) 786-7832
brad.hawkins@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 14

Sen. Curtis King

(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7626
curtis.king@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Norm Johnson

(R, Yakima), (360) 786-7810
norm.johnson@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Charles Ross

(R, Naches), (360) 786-7856
charles.ross@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 16

Sen. Mike Hewitt

(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7630
mike.hewitt@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Maureen Walsh

(R, Walla Walla), (360) 786-7836
maureen.walsh@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Excused

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Terry Nealey

(R, Dayton), (360) 786-7828
terry.nealey @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Excused
ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires a list of every Legislator, their party preference, hometown, contact
information, and how they voted on each bill resulting in an Advisory Vote.
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District 17 District 19 District 21 District 23
Sen. Don Benton Sen. Brian Hatfield Sen. Paull Shin Sen. Christine Rolfes

(R, Vancouver), (360) 786-7632
don.benton@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Monica Stonier

(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7994
monica.stonier@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Paul Harris

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

(D, Raymond), (360) 786-7636
brian.hatfield @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Dean Takko

(D, Longview), (360) 786-7806
dean.takko @leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Brian Blake

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

(D, Edmonds), (360) 786-7640
paull.shin@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Mary Helen Roberts

(D, Lynnwood), (360) 786-7950
maryhelen.roberts@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Marko Liias

(D, Edmonds), (360) 786-7972
marko.lilas@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

(D, Bainbridge Island), (360) 786-7644
christine.rolfes@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Sherry Appleton

(D, Poulsbo), (360) 786-7934
sherry.appleton@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Drew Hansen

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 18

Sen. Ann Rivers

(R, La Center), (360) 786-7634
ann.rivers@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Brandon Vick

(R, Felida), (360) 786-7850
brandon.vick@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Liz Pike

(R, Camas), (360) 786-7812
liz.pike@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

District 20

Sen. John Braun

(R, Centralia), (360) 786-7638
john.braun@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Richard DeBolt

(R, Chehalis), (360) 786-7896
richard.debolt@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Excused
SB 5627 (AV 4): Excused
ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Excused
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Ed Orcutt

(R, Kalama), (360) 786-7990
ed.orcutt@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 22

Sen. Karen Fraser

(D, Olympia), (360) 786-7642
karen.fraser @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Chris Reykdal

(D, Tumwater), (360) 786-7940
chris.reykdal @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Sam Hunt

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 24

Sen. James Hargrove

(D, Hoquiam), (360) 786-7646
jim.hargrove @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Kevin Van De Wege

(D, Sequim), (360) 786-7916
kevin.vandewege @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Steve Tharinger

(D, Sequim), (360) 786-7904
steve.tharinger@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea
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District 25

Sen. Bruce Dammeier

(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7648
bruce.dammeier@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Dawn Morrell

(D, Puyallup), (360) 786-7948
dawn.morrell@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Hans Zeiger

(R, Puyallup), (360) 786-7968
hans.zeiger@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 27

Sen. Jeannie Darneille
(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7652
j-darneille@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Laurie Jinkins

(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7930
laurie.jinkins @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Jake Fey

(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7974
jake.fey @leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 29

Sen. Steve Conway

(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7656
steve.conway @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. David Sawyer

(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7906
david.sawyer@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Steve Kirby

(D, Tacoma), (360) 786-7996
steve.kirby @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 31

Sen. Pam Roach

(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7660
pam.roach@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Cathy Dahlquist

(R, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7846
cathy.dahlquist@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Christopher Hurst

(D, Enumclaw), (360) 786-7866
christopher.hurst@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 26

Sen. Nathan Schlicher

(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7650
nathan.schlicher@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Jan Angel

(R, Port Orchard), (360) 786-7964
jan.angel@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Larry Seaquist

(D, Gig Harbor), (360) 786-7802
larry.seaquist@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 28

Sen. Mike Carrell

(R, Lakewood)

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Excused
Deceased May 29

Sen. Steve 0'Ban

(R, Tacoma), (360) 786-7654
steve.o’ban@leg.wa.gov
Votes as Representative
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
Votes as Senator

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Tami Green

(D, Lakewood), (360) 786-7958

tami.green@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea
SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea
ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 30

Sen. Tracey Eide

(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-7658
tracey.eide@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Linda Kochmar

(R, Federal Way), (360) 786-7898
linda.kochmar@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Roger Freeman

(D, Federal Way), (360) 786-7830
roger.freeman@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 32

Sen. Maralyn Chase

(D, Shoreline), (360) 786-7662
maralyn.chase @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Cindy Ryu

(D, Shoreline), (360) 786-7880
cindy.ryu@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Ruth Kagi

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

o Initiative 960, approved by voters in 2007, requires a list of every Legislator, their party preference, hometown, contact
information, and how they voted on each bill resulting in an Advisory Vote.
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District 33

Sen. Karen Keiser

(D, Kent), (360) 786-7664
karen.keiser@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea
ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Tina Orwall

(D, Des Moines), (360) 786-7834
tina.orwall@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Dave Upthegrove

(D, Des Moines), (360) 786-7868
dave.upthegrove @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 35

Sen. Tim Sheldon

(D, Potlatch), (360) 786-7668
timothy.sheldon @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Kathy Haigh

(D, Shelton), (360) 786-7966
kathy.haigh@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Drew MacEwen

(R, Union), (360) 786-7902
drew.macewen@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 37

Sen. Adam Kline

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7688
adam.kline@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Sharon Tomiko Santos
(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7944
sharontomiko.santos @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Eric Pettigrew

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7838
eric.pettigrew @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Excused
ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 39

Sen. Kirk Pearson

(R, Monroe), (360) 786-7676
kirk.pearson@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Dan Kristiansen

(R, Snohomish), (360) 786-7967
dan.kristiansen@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Elizabeth Scott

(R, Monroe), (360) 786-7816
elizabeth.scott@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 34

Sen. Sharon Nelson

(D, Maury Island), (360) 786-7667
sharon.nelson@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Eileen Cody

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7978
eileen.cody @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Joe Fitzgibbon

(D, Burien), (360) 786-7952
joe.fitzgibbon@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 36

Sen. Jeanne Kohl-Welles

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7670
jeanne.kohl-welles @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Reuven Carlyle

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7814
reuven.carlyle @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Gael Tarleton

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7860
gael.tarleton@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 38

Sen. Nick Harper

(D, Everett), (360) 786-7674
nick.harper@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. John McCoy

(D, Tulalip), (360) 786-7864
john.mccoy @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Excused
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Mike Sells

(D, Everett), (360) 786-7840
mike.sells@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 40

Sen. Kevin Ranker

(D, Orcas Island), (360) 786-7678
kevin.ranker @leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Kristine Lytton

(D, Anacortes), (360) 786-7800
kristine.lytton@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Jeff Morris

(D, MountVernon), (360) 786-7970
jeff.morris@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea
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District 41 District 43 District 45 District 47
Sen. Steve Litzow Sen. Ed Murray Sen. Andy Hill Sen. Joe Fain

(R, Mercer Island), (360) 786-7641
steve.litzow@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Marcie Maxwell

(D, Renton), (360) 786-7894
marcie.maxwell @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Judy Clibborn

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7628
edward.murray @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Jamie Pedersen

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7826
jamie.pedersen@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Frank Chopp

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7920
frank.chopp @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

(R, Redmond), (360) 786-7672
andy.hill@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3): Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Roger Goodman

(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7878
roger.goodman @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Larry Springer

(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7822
larry.springer@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

(R, Auburn), (360) 786-7692
joe.fain@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Mark Hargrove

(R, Covington), (360) 786-7918
mark.hargrove @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Pat Sullivan

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

District 42

Sen. Doug Ericksen

(R, Ferndale), (360) 786-7682
doug.ericksen@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

Rep. Jason Overstreet

(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7980
jason.overstreet@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4): Nay

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Nay
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

Rep. Vincent Buys

(R, Lynden), (360) 786-7854
vincent.buys@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3): Nay

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 44

Sen. Steve Hobbs

(D, Lake Stevens), (360) 786-7686
steve.hobbs@leg.wa.gov

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Hans Dunshee

(D, Snohomish), (360) 786-7804
hans.dunshee @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Mike Hope

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4): Excused

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Excused
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Nay

District 46

Sen. David Frockt

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7690
david.frockt@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Gerry Pollet

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7886
gerry.pollet@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Jessyn Farrell

(D, Seattle), (360) 786-7818
jessyn.farrell@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Excused

District 48

Sen. Rodney Tom

(D, Bellevue), (360) 786-7694
rodney.tom @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Ross Hunter

(D, Medina), (360) 786-7936
ross.hunter@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7): Yea

Rep. Cyrus Habib

(D, Kirkland), (360) 786-7848
cyrus.habib@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea
EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

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



District 49

Sen. Annette Cleveland

(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7696
annette.cleveland @leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea

2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Sharon Wylie

(D, Vancouver), (360) 786-7924
sharon.wylie@leg.wa.gov
SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5): Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6): Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Rep. Jim Moeller

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

SSB 5444 (AV 3):Yea

SB 5627 (AV 4):Yea

ESHB 1846 (AV 5):Yea
2E2SHB 1971 (AV 6):Yea

EHB 2075 (AV 7):Yea

Advisory Votes
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Political parties

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, Ste A306
Bellevue, WA 98005
(425) 460-0570
wagop@wsrp.org
WWW.WSIp.org

Election results mobile app

and are updated frequently.

Free! Available for iPhone and Android.

Results are not final or official until certified.

Search for “WA State Election Results” in the
app store on iTunes or Google Play.

Results are announced after 8 p.m. on Election Day
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Address confidentiality
for crime victims

Keep your voting address confidential

The Address Confidentiality Program
can register participants to vote without
creating a public record.

To enroll, you must:

e be a victim of domestic violence, sexual
assault, trafficking or stalking, or be
employed in criminal justice and a target
of felony harassment on the job

¢ have recently moved to a new location
that is unknown to the offender and
undocumented in public records

e meet with a victim advocate who can
assist with threat assessment, safety
planning, and the program application

Call (800) 822-1065 or visit www.sos.wa.gov/acp.
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20 ° AUDITOR’S LETTER

Clark County Voter,

We are pleased to provide a Clark County Elections Department website designed to
be viewed on smartphones. You can get to it at www.clark.wa.gov/m/elections/ or by
scanning the QR code on the right.

Keeping your mailing address current with Elections will enable us
to send you the ballot you are entitled to vote. Every election, we get
back thousands of ballots that could not be delivered because voters
have moved and not updated their address with us. If you move, or
are temporarily away from your mailing address, please update your
address by contacting Elections at (360) 397-2345, elections@clark.wa.gov or online
at http://www.clarkvotes.org.

Also in each election, hundreds of ballots are not valid because they are mailed
too late. If you mail your voted ballot, please be sure it is post marked no later than
Election Day, Nov. 5.

On Election Day, you can take your voted ballot — before 8 p.m. - to one of the 33
ballot drop off locations in the county. A complete list of drop off boxes can be found
on Page 28 of this voters pamphlet.

If you are a registered voter and have not received your general election ballot in
the mail by Friday, Oct. 25, | urge you to contact the Elections Department for a re-
placement ballot.

Again this year, preliminary election results will be released at approximately
8:30 p.m. election day at Gaiser Hall at Clark College, 1933 Fort Vancouver Way.
Election results also will be available online at http://www.clarkvotes.org.

This local voters pamphlet is designed to help you make important decisions about
candidates and issues that will affect you and your family. | urge you to read it, but
also seek more information. The best decisions are made by informed voters. Your
vote makes a difference. | encourage you to join me in exercising one of the most pre-
cious rights we have as Americans — the right to vote.

Sincerely,

Greg Kimsey
Clark County Auditor
greg.kimsey@clark.wa.gov, (360) 397-2078

Participating jurisdictions — Clark County; cities of Battle Ground, Camas, La Center,
Ridgefield, Vancouver, Washougal and Woodland; town of Yacolt; Battle Ground, Camas,
Evergreen, Green Mountain, Hockinson, La Center, Mount Pleasant, Ridgefield, Vancouver,
Washougal and Woodland school districts; Clark County Fire & Rescue; East County Fire

& Rescue; Fire Protection districts 2, 3, 5, 6, 10 and 13; Cemetery districts 4 and 6; Clark
Regional Wastewater District; Camas-Washougal, Ridgefield and Vancouver port districts.

Clark County
information

A reminder to vote

Be an informed voter.
Here’s how.

Ballot deposit locations

Voting instructions - make sure
your vote counts

Accessible voting information

Candidate statements

Advisory/ballot measures

State and federal
information
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A reminder to vote

Registering to vote
Registering takes only a
few minutes, and you may
do it by mail or online at
http://clarkvotes.org. You must complete a voter registration
form if you are registering for the first time in Washington or
if you moved to a new county. Registration forms are avail-
able during business hours at public libraries, schools, city and
town halls, and the county Elections Department.

If you are not registered anywhere in Washington, you
still can register for the November 5 general election, but
you must do so in-person at the Elections Department,
1408 Franklin St., Vancouver. Registration will end at 5 p.m.
Monday, October 28.

If you already are registered and have moved within Clark
County, you can update your address by mail, email or phone.
However, the ballot you receive will reflect your old address.

My

register to vote | my voting information

Who is eligible to vote

To register, you must be a United States citizen, 18 years or
older on November 5, and live in Clark County 30 days prior to
the election.

How to vote

Registered Clark County voters will receive their ballots by
mail for every election in which they are entitled to partici-
pate. Please read the voting instructions on Page 29. We want
your vote to count!

Lost or damaged ballot?

If you lose your ballot or it becomes damaged, you can get a
replacement ballot by contacting the Elections Department.
Phone: (360) 397-2345

Email: elections@clark.wa.gov

Mailing address: PO Box 8815, Vancouver, WA 98666-8815
Street address: 1408 Franklin Street, Vancouver

Speech to speech relay: (800) 833-6384

Be an informed voter. Here’s how.

There are many sources of information for citizens wanting to know more about

candidates, issues and coverage of the November 5 general election.

Read all about it

= The Columbian
www.columbian.com

= The Oregonian
www.oregonlive.com/elections/

= The Camas/Washougal Post Record
www.camaspostrecord.com

= The Reflector
www.thereflector.com

League of Women Voters

For a schedule of events or candidate
forums, see their website at
www.washingtonvoter.org or call
(360) 693-9966.

Watch cable TV

CVTV Clark-Vancouver Television on
Comcast cable channels 21 and 23.
Election coverage will include candidate
forums and interviews of candidates

in various races. See TV listings in The
Columbian, cable channel 2 and the
CVTV website, www.cvtv.org or call
(360) 696-8233.

If you do not have cable TV, you can
get video tapes of programs at any Fort
Vancouver Regional Library branch or
from CVTV.

Look
online

= Information about statewide mea-
sures can be found on the Secretary
of State’s website at
www.sos.wa.gov/elections/.

= Election coverage can be found
on the Clark County Elections
Department website at
http.//clarkvotes.org.

= The Fort Vancouver Regional Library
has computers with Internet connec-
tions available for public use.
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If you wish to return your voted ballot in person before the general election,

November 5, take it to the:

= Clark County Elections Department

1408 Franklin Street, Vancouver. 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday.
If you lose your ballot or it becomes damaged, you can obtain a replacement

ballot only at this location.

= Red permanent ballot drop box

West 14th and Esther streets, Vancouver (one-half block east of the Elections

Department). Available 24 hours a day.

Election Day is Tuesday, November 5, 2013. If you wish to return your voted bal-
lot in person on Election Day take it to the red ballot drop box before 8 p.m.

In addition, election workers will be present to accept completed ballots only
on Election Day from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. at these locations:

Clark County Elections Department
1408 Franklin Street, Vancouver

Battle Ground City Hall
109 SW 1st Street, Battle Ground

Battle Ground High School
300 W Main Street, Battle Ground

Burton Elementary School
14015 NE 28th Street, Vancouver

Chinook Elementary School
1900 NW Bliss Road, Vancouver

Dorothy Fox Elementary School
2623 NW Sierra Street, Camas

East Vancouver Community Church
12415 SE 7th Street, Vancouver

Eleanor Roosevelt Elementary School
2921 Falk Road, Vancouver

Ellsworth Elementary School
512 SE Ellsworth Avenue, Vancouver

Felida Elementary School
2700 NW 119th Street, Vancouver

Fisher’s Landing Elementary School
3800 SE Hiddenbrook Drive, Vancouver

Glenwood Heights Primary School
9716 NE 134th Street, Vancouver

Grace Foursquare Gospel Church
717 SE Everett Road, Camas

Hazel Dell Elementary School
511 NE Anderson Road, Vancouver

Helen Baller Elementary School
1954 NE Garfield Street, Camas

Hockinson Middle School
15916 NE 182nd Avenue, Brush Prairie

Image Elementary School
4400 NE 122nd Avenue, Vancouver

La Center Community Center
1000 E 4th Street, La Center

Lincoln Elementary School
4200 Daniels Street, Vancouver

M.L. King Elementary School
4801 Idaho Street, Vancouver

Mill Plain Elementary School
400 SE 164th Avenue, Vancouver

Minnehaha Elementary School
2800 NE 54th Street, Vancouver

Pleasant Valley School
14320 NE 50th Avenue, Vancouver

Prune Hill Elementary School
1601 NW Tidland Street, Camas

Ridgefield Nazarene Church
747 Pioneer Street, Ridgefield

Riverview Elementary School
12601 SE Riveridge Drive, Vancouver

Salmon Creek Elementary School
1601 NE 129th Street, Vancouver

Sarah J. Anderson Elementary School
2215 NE 104th Street, Vancouver

Sifton Elementary School
7301 NE 137th Avenue, Vancouver

Sunset Elementary School
9001 NE 95th Street, Vancouver

Walnut Grove Elementary School
6103 NE 72nd Avenue, Vancouver

Washougal Community Center
1681 C Street, Washougal

Yacolt Primary School
406 W Yacolt Road, Yacolt




Your ballot packet will be mailed to you about 20 days before
the November 5 general election. It will contain:

= An instruction sheet that explains the voting process.

= The official ballot where you will mark your choices (it will
be folded).

= A yellow secrecy envelope with instructions printed on it.

= A return affidavit envelope with a green stripe that is ad-
dressed to the county Auditor.

To make sure your vote is counted please follow the steps be-
low when you receive your ballot package.

Read the following instructions that explain how to
vote in this election.

Unfold and read the ballot. It contains all the races
and ballot measures that you can vote.

Mark your ballot by completely filling in the box to
the left of your choice with a black or blue ink pen.

Example: L1 vvrite-in
Candidate 2 has
been chosen in the

) . LOCAL NONPARTISAN OFFICES
city council race.

One candidate CITY
COUNCIL - POSITION NO. 6
has been marked

L Nonpartisan
and the box is filled Full Four Year Term

in completely. VOTE FOR ONE
[ Candidate 1

B candidate 2
[ Write-in

VOTING INSTRUCTIONS « 20

Optional. If you want to vote for a candidate not
appearing on the ballot, completely fill in the box to the
left of the Write-In choice and use the line provided.

Check your ballot to be sure you have voted for all

the candidates and measures you intended. Make sure
you voted for only one candidate in each race. If you vote
for more than one candidate, your votes in that race will be
rejected. Your other votes will be counted if they are done
correctly.

If you make a mistake marking
your ballot, draw a line through the
entire candidate’s name as shown
below. You then have the option of
making another choice.

TTYWoTour T

VOTE FOR ONE

Bl candidate D
e R
D Write-in

Refold the ballot in the same way you received it and
place it inside the yellow secrecy envelope.
Then seal it. Don’t write on this envelope.

Place the yellow secrecy envelope into the white
affidavit envelope with the green stripe.

Read the oath on the affidavit envelope, and then sign
and date it.

Seal the envelope and put a first class stamp (46¢) on
the envelope and mail it so it is postmarked no later
than November 5.
You may also deliver your envelope in person. Please turn
to Page 28 for information about ballot deposit locations.

If you need help, call the Elections Department at
(360) 397-2345.
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Accessible voting

Using the eSlate
Clark County voters with disabilities have the option of casting
a truly secret ballot using an accessible voting unit.

The eSlate accessible voting unit is a direct record electron-
ic machine that allows voters with disabilities, including those
who are blind, mobility impaired or lack upper-body dexterity,
to vote privately and independently. The eSlate is in a booth
that is wheelchair accessible. The photos to the right are of
the eSlate, encased in its booth.

Beginning 20 days before each election this accessible
voting machine is available from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. at the
Clark County Elections Department, 1408 Franklin Street,
Vancouver.

The elections department may be reached by taking C-Tran
bus #25 Fruit Valley Route. You will be let off at Franklin Street
and Mill Plain Blvd.

About the accessible eSlate

The eSlate is accessible in six ways.

= For those who cannot operate the eSlate using the buttons
and wheel, special interface devices are available as shown
here.

= For those who cannot see or read the eSlate screen, use the
headphones with volume control to hear the ballot.

The accessible eSlate unit is in a wheelchair—accessible
booth.

If you are not in a chair but need to sit while voting, a chair
can be used with the special booth.

Close-up of the e-Slate.

Accessible features

= (A) Those who are blind, visually impaired, or have difficulty
reading can listen to the ballot. The SELECT wheel is the
trigger to the audio. Turning clockwise moves the listener
through the ballot. To hear something repeated, turn the
SELECT wheel counterclockwise.
Those using hearing aids with a telecoil mode may use their
neckloop rather than the headphones.

m (B) The RED jelly switch is the same as the SELECT wheel.
The GREEN jelly switch is the same as the ENTER button.

= (C) Voters with quadriplegia can use their sip-n-puff to move
through the ballot. Sip to move through the ballot. Puff to
mark your choice.

(A) (B)
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Candidate statements oy

Commissioner districts

Each of the three commissioner districts has five freeholder
positions. All candidates are included in this pamphlet, but
your ballot will reflect the candidates for each position in

your commissioner district.
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County Nonpartisan Office

Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 1

Garry E. Lucas

| believe that my many years of public service and
community involvement would serve me well as a
freeholder. | have great respect for the wisdom of
our founding fathers in creating checks and balances
in the power of government and the separation of
powers. If elected | pledge to work collaboratively to
develop a county charter that will be acceptable to
the majority of voters in Clark County.

Dale Smith

The most important issues to me are gaining the
powers of Initiative and Referendum plus allow-
ing the voters to elect Commissioners within their
districts both in the Primary and in the General
elections. Endorsed by County Commissioner Tom
Mielke.

Phone: (360) 263-2312
Email: jdale1234@comcast.net

Scott McElhaney

Thank you for considering me for the position of
Freeholder for Clark County. My experience as an ex-
ecutive for a large global company provides me with
the expertise and exposure required to assist with
drafting Clark County’s Charter for sustained growth
in alignment with State and Local regulations.
Leadership and guidance will be a priority dur-
ing my tenure to ensure Clark County residents are
fairly represented via my non-partisan approach to

drafting our Charter. Please vote for Scott McElhaney
as your representative for Clark County Freeholder.
Thank you.

Phone: (360) 798-3288
Email: scott@mcelhaney.com

Marlene (Korczakowski) Adams

| support Home Rule. | hope you do too. A basic
County Charter that we can amend, when necessary,
can give us more say in our county government.

If we overcomplicate this Charter, we could alien-
ate many voters, and the Charter will fail. This may
be our last chance for Home Rule, so let’s stick to the
basics.

| am running for you, not special interests. We do
not need two more County Districts, or an elected

County Executive. Insiders need these complexities,
not you and me.
Thank you for your consideration.

Address: 1809 NW 9oth Street, Vancouver 98665
Phone: (360) 574-9650

Email: MKAswWA@aol.com

Website: www.MarleneAdams.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 1

Morris Foutch

My interest in becoming a freeholder was raised by
my recent experience gathering signatures wherein

| spoke to about 1,000 people directly about our
"horse and buggy" system that has little confor-
mance to our constitutional norms. At least 80% of
these folks had serious concerns with many speaking
directly to the recent performance of our conserva-
tive commissioners. | believe strongly that we have
elected people who have brought an ideological

approach that simply cannot be allowed to stand and
I will do all I can to elect future representation that
fits our county traditional culture.

Address: 12513 NW 20th Avenue, Vancouver 98685
Phone: (360) 574-3015

Ron Onslow

| wish to represent all of you. | believe the free-
holders should be true non-partisans. We have an
opportunity for a non-partisan group to engage in
sharing, listening and compromising to improve our
County Government. At present our partisan politics
are stalemating and are not performing positive
actions. | will engage in ways we can accomplish col-
laboration by bringing a common sense approach to
the table. | am a non-partisan Mayor of Ridgefield

for 6 years. | have lived, schooled and worked in
Vancouver and Clark County most of my life.
Thank you.

Address: Ron Onslow, 1195 N. 1st Avenue,
Ridgefield 98642

Phone: (360) 887-0329

Email: ronslow42@gmail.com

Darren S. Wertz

| want Good Government: 1) Effective and re-
sponsive representation of the people by elected
officials, 2) Competent and efficient management of
Government Business, 3) Professional, trained staff
to deliver required goods and services to the public,
4) Performance standards that are equal to or better
than the private sector.

| want to see that the structure of Government
supports these Goals.

Email: Darren52447@gmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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County Nonpartisan Office

Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 2

Tom Lawrence

Clark County was a great place to work and raise my
family. But politics has ruined many of the quality
features. Both parties feel that the party is more im-
portant than the people that should be served, one
party more than the other.

My desire to become your Freeholder is pushed
by the hopes that we can change the policies in Clark
County enough to benefit the people that live here.
It is possible to bring back honesty and fairness.

Please e-mail or call me.
Vote for Tom Lawrence to make certain some good
changes will happen.

Phone: (360) 600-6597
Email: Glasstom53@gmail.com

Dan Sockle

Most of my career, in criminal and civil investigations,
has involved weighing individual responsibility vs.
organizational accountability. Good governance must
start with integrity, humility, fairness and common
sense. Like those in the military, law enforcement
and other aspects of public service, there must be

an adherence to a strong sense of ethical conduct
intent upon honoring public trust. | will practice and
promote genuine transparency and accountability,

drawing upon my experience as a community me-
diator, emphasizing shared values and common
interests to create collaborative teamwork focused
on a better tomorrow for our community’s future
generations. More about me at:
http://www.linkedin.com/in/dansockle

Phone: (360) 573-7210
Website: http://www.linkedin.com/in/dansockle

Doug Ballou
As a long-time Hazel Dell/Salmon Creek area neigh-
borhood activist and leader, | listen and understand
citizen concerns. Citizens want more voice and in-
volvement in local government.

As a freeholder | will work toward establishing
a charter that: provides a balance of power within
county government; enables the powers of initia-
tive and referendum; better serves community-wide
interests; and does not create an undue tax burden
on citizens.

The complexity in governing the county has
changed dramatically over the past 20 years. It is
time for a change in county government that better
serves its citizens. | ask for your vote.

Phone: (360) 573-3314
Email: dougballou@comcast.net

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 2

Donald A. Leonard

| believe Clark County voters should have a more di-
rect voice in dealing with important issues. Solution:
replace the three commissioners with a county coun-
cil of five or more members; and provide referendum
and initiative options. The recent CRC light rail fiasco
obviously lacked direct voter input. My background:
a chemical engineering degree and several years as
CEO of a successful high-tech small business. Clark

County is a wonderful place to live and | want to help
keep it that way.

Address: 4717 NE 140th Circle, Vancouver 98686

Phone: (360) 433-9143
Email: dleonard36@gmail.com

Ann Rivers

As a senator, my word is my bond; | won’t tell you
one thing and then do another. The people are

the most important, and | pledge to seek out your
opinions and act on them as freeholder. | support

a process for a charter where the needs of the
people come first and where the people will get to
choose the form of government that works best for
them. I’'m excited to use my knowledge and experi-
ence to help create a government that Clark County

residents can have faith in. I’'m Ann Rivers, and | ask
for your vote.

Phone: (360) 450-7994
Email: Annriversi8 @comcast.net

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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County Nonpartisan Office

Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 3

David A. Darby

I have lived and owned my property in Clark County
for 33 years and retired as a Telephone Company en-
gineer. Clark County citizens should be able to make
our government accountable to the voters, not citi-
zens accountable to the government! Whether with
3 or 5 commissioners elected within their respective

districts and with a referendum and initiative process

to give the voters a quicker response to bad actions.
Stopping the automatic growth of government

salaries and benefits, while reducing services is not
acceptable, and not be directed by partisanship,
special interests or special agendas. I’'m humbled to
have your vote.

Phone: (360) 606-8009

Richard Rylander

As a non-partisan Freeholder Candidate, | will help
craft a more representative county government.
With 35+ years experience in management and
private business ownership | have shown a lifelong
entrepreneurial spirit. Married for 42 years, and a
Clark County Resident for 20+ years, my community
involvement has ranged from the development of
neighborhood associations to testifying at various
City and County meetings. As a vocal critic of the

status quo, you can count on me to commit full time
and ask the critical questions needed to create a
county government that will lead us forward in the
21st century.

Phone: (360) 666-2562
Email: rylander_freeholder@mail.com

Robert (Rob) Lutz

As a lifelong resident, a history teacher, and a father,
I know that Clark County has a proud past and a
promising future. It is said that democracy is two
wolves and a lamb voting on what to have for lunch.
Though not a new problem, recent events have high-
lighted the trouble with three people having nearly
all the power. I'm not a politician with entrenched
partisan interest in this charter. | will push to cre-

ate an inclusive government that the voters will be

willing to ratify, one which creates accountability and
balances power. | ask for your vote.

Email: robplutz7z9@gmail.com

Joseph Zarelli

From time to time it is a good thing to take a more
diligent look at the government that leads us and
at times impedes us, as free people. My purpose in
seeking this position is to provide experience and
leadership as we work to better understand our
county government and to address any structural
changes that might better serve the people —as
we review its past, present and how it might best

function as a representative government moving
into the future. | will enter this process and Charter
considerations, with you in mind and with no pre-
conceived agenda.

Email: joe@jpzarelli.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 3

Tim Podhora

Again, another financial crisis looms. Soon our law
and justice services right along with every other
county-provided service that keeps our commu-

nity healthy and livable will be submitting budget
reductions. Our current government structure just
hasn’t kept pace with the times -- plus it’s not fis-
cally sustainable. Tim’s absolutely the right vote with
his extensive experience in government finance. His
master’s degree in public administration says he’s got

the right educational background and fitting tools for
the freeholder task. With Clark County roots going
back to 1897, he really knows our past and he’s genu-
inely committed to a better future.

Phone: (360) 892-6039
Email: tpodhora@hotmail.com

Scott Edwards

I grew up in Clark County, and am a graduate of
Mountain View High School. | now live and work in
Battle Ground. | am running for Freeholder to give
back to the community that | have grown up in.

The purpose of a freeholder is to look at the county
charter and research if it needs updating. | will con-
sider you the people and see what it is that you are
desiring to have. | look forward to serving you in this
capacity.

Phone: (360) 281-4800
Email: scott@computerguynw.com
Website: COMPUTERGUYNW.COM

Bridget Schwarz

There is little doubt elected Freeholders will propose
significant changes to how our county government
operates. Please elect grass roots candidates, like
myself, who volunteer our time and efforts to sup-
port our community.

Scrutinize the Freeholder statements in this
Voter’s Pamphlet. Are their qualifications based on
holding a paid elected position? If so, expect those
candidates to have organized fundraising, campaign

committees, and a political agenda.

Let’s elect citizens, not politicians, to draft the new
county charter that governs us. | am running because
grass roots organizers - by nature - do the best job of
representing our fellow citizens!

Address: Bridget Schwarz, PO Box 516,
Ridgefield 98642

Email: bridget@bridge-i-t.com
Website: www.kidsvote2012.com

Jacqueline (Jackie) Lane

It is time for a change. | don’t claim to know what
that change looks like, yet. As a non-partisan
Freeholder, | will work hard to understand the cur-
rent charter, what works and what doesn’t, what
options exist for a new charter, what has been tried
and how successfully. | will seek out your ideas,
thoughts and opinions. | will partner with the other
Freeholders through what will be a challenging

process to develop and propose a charter that is
clear, fair, effective, and that serves the needs of all
of Clark County.

Email: jmlanefreeholder@outlook.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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County Nonpartisan Office

Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 4

Peter Silliman

I am a Clark County native and a Senior Engineer
with CenturyLink. | am a happily married father and
grandfather. My wife and | recently moved back

to La Center. This is where we grew up. | believe in
sound economic principles, a government of limited
responsibilities, and the preservation of personal lib-
erty. | am against the proposed switch to an elected
county executive. What we need are minor changes,
commissioners that are accountable to the voters,

and a charter produced in a timely manner. I'm run-
ning for you, not special interests. Help me with your
vote.

Phone: (360) 772-2258
Email: peter@petersilliman.com
Website: petersillliman.com

Ben Meyer

Change is coming to Clark County. We can master
that change or we can lose control of our destiny. A
charter will allow citizens to enact the voter initiative
process, increase the number of commissioners and
redraw district lines, providing us with better rep-
resentation. We have the opportunity to develop a
county government that works for us. | am a 20 year
resident, recently retired. | am not beholden to any
political party. | believe that through a charter form

of government we can control how we will be gov-
erned in the future. Thank You!

Email: Ben.meyer@comcast.net

Sharon Ferguson
I have lived in Clark County since 1977 and have a
personal interest in our community.

I am running for the Freeholder position in my
district so | can take an active part in our government

and have an opportunity to represent our community.

I will work hard to have a county government that
is accessible and responsible to those in Clark County.

Email: Sharonpferguson@live.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 4

Fiona Humphrey
Elected freeholders should strive to create a char-
ter that will increase the efficiency of our county
government, and also make the government more
responsive to the community. The new charter could
be an opportunity to reduce the concentration of
power in the three commissioners; review the status
of elected versus appointed officials, and give the
County greater self-determination on taxation issues.
| am interested in being a part of this process. |

have lived in Clark County for twelve years, and am
actively involved in the community as a volunteer
and parent.

Email: fionaih@comcast.com

Chris Lockwood

| received a Political Science degree from the Coast
Guard Academy and completed my CG career as

a Commander. My wife is an elementary teacher.
We have 4 adult children and a 5th in middle
school. Service in 10+ states has given me an ap-
preciation of different cultures, backgrounds, and
viewpoints. Having worked closely with the public
and other government agencies, | know the impor-
tance of thorough research, consensus building,

and compromise. I'm not a politician. | will bring a
commonsense, nonpartisan approach to creating an
effective, community supported charter. | welcome
your ideas/suggestions. Thanks for your vote, and
trust.

Email: ElectChrisLockwood@gmail.com

Steve Foster

I am a retiree with 25+ years management experi-
ence in local government, including almost ten here
in Clark County. | know from first-hand experience
that there are no “perfect” choices or guaranteed
outcomes for the freeholder committee. | believe
that a five member board of part-time commis-
sioners, together with an elected county executive
stands the best chance of being a successful model
for the leadership of Clark County government. |

also support initiative and referendum. | would ap-
preciate your vote in November and would be proud
to bring my experience and skills to the home rule
effort.

Phone: (360) 907-0450
Website: www.facebook.com/itshomeruletime
Email: fosterforfreeholder@gmail.com

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1
— Position No. 4 continued on next page)

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 4

John Main

| have served on the city of Ridgefield’s city council
as a member since September 2012. | also served

on the Ridgefield Planning Commission for the two
years prior. Clark County is a special place to live.

We are growing and it is time to take a serious look
at how we govern our county. | believe our county
would be better served with an elected five member
board of commissioners. | am asking for your vote to
represent you for our county. Please email or call me

with your ideas. Thank you.

Address: PO Box 1202, Ridgefield 98642

Phone: (360) 727-5977
Email: johnmain4clarkcounty@gmail.com

Troy Van Dinter
I am running for freeholder because | believe it is
time we look at our County charter. A few of the
items that | strongly believe are: have commissioners
elected by district only; increase the number of com-
missioners; give citizens the right of initiative and
referendum powers.

Lifelong La Center resident, graduate of Clark
College and Portland State University. Former city
council member City of La Center with 20 years of

private accounting experience. Served on the board
of several local nonprofits, and wish to be a strong
voice for North Clark County and | ask for your vote.

Address: Troy Van Dinter, PO Box 378,

La Center 98629

Phone: (360) 204-8303

Email: troyvandinter4freeholder@gmail.com
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/votetvd

Mark Gawecki

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 5

Ralph Akin

As a 26 year resident of the county, | have been ac-
tive as a past president/board-member of the North
Clark County Food Bank, a charter member and cur-
rent President-Elect of Lewis River Rotary in Battle
Ground, a lay minister at Prince of Peace Lutheran
Church, and recently retired from a wonderful ca-
reer in the medical industry. My education includes
a BAin Political Science, a Master’s in Business
Administration and numerous business seminars. |

support a deliberative, transparent process of con-
structing the charter, providing a more responsive
structure of government. And the only endorsement
| seek is your vote!

Address: Ralph Akin, PO Box 1440,
Battle Ground 98604

Email: ralphakin2013@gmail.com
Website: www.ralph-in-2013.com

Patricia Reyes (Duitman)

Hello, fellow Clark County residents. | am ready, ea-
ger and qualified to help build a responsive charter
for our county, with the community knowledge,
vision and consensus-building skills critical for a
freeholder. | helped shape our library district during
17 years as operations director, a role that taught

me about efficient governing and how to construct
articles of incorporation and contracts — skills directly
relevant to drafting a charter. | was part of a1997

Leadership Clark County home-rule-charter project,
and have served on multiple community boards
and committees. Your vote for me is a vote for our
county’s future success.

Phone: (360) 910-5591, (360) 892-4460
Email: PattyReyes@comcast.net
Find me on Facebook

Dick Deleissegues

I served on the rural centers task force for about

one year followed by fifteen years on the County
Planning Commission, including serving as chair. | am
serving my third term as a Fire District 3 fire commis-
sioner. | have studied the issues brought before the
planning commission and have listened to all testi-
mony before recommending a course of action to
the County Commissioners, and | will work with the
same diligence as your Freeholder representative. |

do support a stronger voice for the rural areas and
coordination and integration of city and county
planning.

Email: dickdeleis@aol.com

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1
— Position No. 5 continued on next page)

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 5

Randy Mueller
Let's improve our county government by returning
power to the people and away from the political
elites and party bosses. | support improvements
such as the people’s power of initiative, checks and
balances, and making some county professional posi-
tions nonpartisan.

| work in commercial real estate development,
bringing new businesses to northern Clark County.
I've volunteered on our city’s planning commission,
and organized our winning campaign to build new

schools. | work well with people from all political
viewpoints, and will work to bridge our differences
and achieve results. Please see my website or con-
tact me for more information.

Address: PO Box 412, Ridgefield 98642

Cell phone: (360) 921-9314

Email: randy.mueller@yahoo.com

Website: www.mueller4freeholder.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/mueller4gfreeholder

Wendy Lyn Smith

I’'m a mother, teacher, and lifelong resident of Clark
County. I'm not a politician and | don’t want to be. |
am running for freeholder because | believe partisan
politics have no place in the drafting of a county
charter. This is our opportunity to forge a new future
for Clark County and its residents. The freeholders
who take on this responsibility shouldn’t concern
themselves with positioning or platform-building,
but should instead focus on creating a more efficient,

responsive, and accountable government. Vote for
me, and | will ensure reason and common sense are
part of our county’s new charter.

Email: ejogrg13@gmail.com

R. (Bob) Freund

Thank you for your involvement in this grand experi-
ment we call democracy. Democracy only works if
the people get involved in their governance. Our
county is big enough that | feel five commissioners
would give all concerned a larger cross section of the
people’s needs. In these trying times, it seems the
price of everything keeps getting larger, with minimal
accountability from our representatives. We need
more common sense before raising fees and taxes on

anything. Please email me at votebob@q.com with
concerns and solutions, which will be presented to
all freeholder representatives.

Email: votebob@q.com

Patrick O'Rourke

As a 4th generation lifelong Clark County resident

| feel like | know the people of the county well and
what the county was, is and what it could be. | be-
lieve our county is a very livable, beautiful place and
should remain that way. | will be representing all

of the people, not just one political party as some
running for the Freeholder office are in the current
elected positions they hold. | have worked for Clark

Public Utilities for 33 years and have a daughter
Emily 18, and a son Keenan 16.

Phone: (360) 609-0748
Email: patfromamboy@aol.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 1 — Position No. 5

Troy Maxcy

No photo or statement submitted.

Patrick Bourcier

| have become a candidate for Freeholder to help
provide some necessary changes in how we govern
ourselves in Clark County. | will bring an added in-
sight into the process due to my twenty plus years of
experience within an elected department. | believe
my contribution will enhance the overall Board of
Freeholders, and provide a positive force that brings
to the voters a ballot that is understandable and
meaningful. The changes we will be able to “charter’

J

must be the kind that we will be able to live and
flourish with in the years to come.

Address: Pat Bourcier, 3210 NW 109th Street,
Vancouver 98685

Phone: (360) 609-9526

Email: p_bourcier@hotmail.com

David Standal

The people must come first.

As a small business owner for thirteen years and a
former Ridgefield city councilman, | bring an experi-
enced voice to the table, one most concerned with
what the people want and what the new vision for
this county looks like.

Together we'll make a difference. We will create a
charter that shifts the balance of power away from
the well-connected interests, to the people. This is

our opportunity for a bright future. Join with me to
give us a voice. Please vote for me for freeholder.
For details, go to dave4freeholder.com
Thank you.

Phone: (360) 903-8995
Email: smirkboy2@hotmail.com

Sherry Erickson

I’'m running for freeholder to modernize county
government, expand the board of commission-

ers, and develop a home-charter that voters will
endorse. I’'m not a career politician. | am an experi-
enced, professional consultant interested in serving
our community with integrity and intelligence. |
will diligently seek input from citizens, research
opportunities for improvement, scrutinize contra-
dictions to existing constitutional law, and develop

a home-charter that will meet our county’s needs
now and into the future. I’'m passionate about com-
munity. | believe that together we can create a more
trustworthy, innovative, and fiscally-conservative
local government. | would be honored to have your
vote.

Email: erickson4freeholder@gmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Jamie Hurly

Clark County anchors southwest Washington, but is
weighed down by outmoded government. To achieve
economic and social vitality, our county must be
responsive in a rapidly changing world. As a former
journalist who has covered governments large and
small and as a high school social studies teacher, |
understand civic structures. I’'m experienced in —

and will encourage — negotiations in which all views
are heard and respected. | will work with other

freeholders to develop a plan of government that fits
Clark County. My only interest is to ensure that Clark
County is a great place to work, live and play.

Address: 1912 NE 169th Avenue, Vancouver 98684
Phone: (360) 619-2883

Email: hurlyforclark@gmail.com

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/HurlyforClark

Diana H. Perez

No photo or statement submitted.

Cheryl Bledsoe

| am interested in being a Freeholder because | be-
lieve that developing a good process for governing,
through the charter, will ensure an accountable gov-
ernment that involves effective citizen participation.
As the County Emergency Manager, | understand
that if a plan is well-researched and based on proven
practices, it will likely be more successful. | have
been regularly recognized as an effective leader,
inspiring communicator and capable of bringing

disparate groups to reasonable solutions. | have the
skills, passion and interest in developing a charter
will work for us and future generations as we truly
make Clark County “better together.”

Email: info@VoteForCheryl.com
Website: www.CherylBledsoe.com

Rob Perkins
Clark County has doubled in population since my
graduation from Mountain View High School in 1987,
bringing with it the problems and opportunities of
rapid growth. | support a charter that retains our
County’s unique character, increases the voice of all
the people, includes robust checks and balances on
elected officials, initiative and referendum powers,
and a larger commission.

As your freeholder | will maintain independence

from political parties, drawing good ideas from all
sources. Together, we can draft a charter that gives
us the best chance for responsive, competent, and
fair government for everyone who calls Clark County
home.

Phone: (360) 904-9053

Email: rob.for.freeholder@gmail.com
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/
FreeholderRob

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Nan Henriksen

We find ourselves at an ideal time to look closely

at our established structure of county government,
analyze all possible ideas for change, and present our
best possible plan to the voters. | am proud of my
hard-earned reputation as an open-minded, hard-
working, engaged citizen of a county | fiercely love.

In my past work as a small business owner, mayor,
mediator, and hearings officer | have shown my abil-
ity to be fair and respectful at all times. If honored

by your vote | will be a diligent, unbiased, and detail-
oriented part of the freeholder process.

Address: Nan Henriksen, 3510 NE 4th Avenue,
Camas 98607

Phone: (360) 521-2655

Email: nan@nanforfreeholder.info

Website: www.nanforfreeholder.info

Thomas Hann

The home rule charter process is an excellent way
to better meet the needs of Clark County families.

I have filed for freeholder to help ensure that the
voice of the average person, like myself, and our
needs are represented in the process. | will also help
ensure that any short-sighted political motivations
are quelled. Our county government has served us
well for many years and | will work diligently to help
make sure that changes to how our government

operates are responsible and bring about those
long-range benefits that will truly meet our needs.
Government by the people!

Cell phone: (360) 608-8819

Email: Tom@ClarkCountyFreeholders.org
Website: www.ClarkCountyFreeholders.org
Facebook: www.facebook.com/
ClarkCountyFreeholders

Joel Littauer
| have been a resident of Clark County for ten years.
| have served my community as a member of the
Board of Directors of the Vancouver Symphony
Orchestra, the Vancouver Children’s Opera and CDM
Long-Term Care Services.

| have a Bachelor’s Degree in Political Science
and a Master’s Degree and credential in School
Administration with coursework in public

administration. | am a former Marine.

As a Freeholder my goal will be to write a charter
that balances governmental power in Clark County
so that all economic, social and political interests are
represented.

Facebook: www.facebook.com/joel.littauer?fref=ts

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Esther Schrader

| believe that Clark County needs the broader-based

government structure that a Home Rule Charter can

provide. If elected to represent you as a Freeholder, |

pledge to listen to your concerns and work diligently

with the other Freeholders to develop a system of

checks and balances that will benefit all residents.
Vancouver has been home to Jack and me for

14 years, following my retirement as an insur-

ance professional. My community involvement

includes Vancouver Planning Commission chair,

NOW (Neighbors On Watch) coordinator-mentor,
Northfield Neighborhood activist, and Neighborhood
Traffic Safety Alliance representative. | am a pub-
lished novelist and professional editor.

Address: 1604 SE 173rd Avenue, Vancouver 98683
Phone: (360) 883-3272

Email: jeschrader@comcast.net

Facebook: www.facebook.com/
SchraderForFreeholder

Tracy S. Wilson

I am running for Freeholder in order to represent the
citizens of Clark County and not the agenda of “spe-
cial interests” and bureaucrats. My focus will be in
assuring that any charter placed in front of the vot-
ers, will stress limited, transparent, and accountable
government, with the appropriate level of “checks
and balances.” It is essential that government serve
the citizen, and not exist for its own sake, or for the
benefit of those who seek to exploit their influence

in order to enrich themselves at the expense of the
citizen. The charter must reflect these values.

Phone: (360) 604-2202
Email: Tracy4Freeholder@gmail.com
Website: Tracy4Freeholder.com

John W. Bryden

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Lloyd Halverson
As a candidate for Freeholder, | think the time is
right to modernize Clark County Government. Local
Government is important — it is closest to the people.
Local government provides the most tangible ser-
vices which affect our families and our communities.
Clark County’s people deserve an updated, less parti-
san, more effective government.

My practical, professional and co-operative ap-
proach has contributed to local government success.

If elected, | expect to join a good team of freeholders
for a thoughtful and open discussion — which will
produce a positive and modern recommendation for
the voters’ consideration.

Sincerely, Lloyd Halverson

Phone: (360) 834-0153
Email: Inhalverson@aol.com

Ken Kakuk

We moved to Camas in the early 1980’s from
Vancouver. Community support for our neighbor-
hood farming business - Carol’s County Store - has
been exceptional.

| am a strong and vocal advocate for citizen’s rights
and government transparency. We need to decrease
the size of government and give power back to the
people. It is time for a change; this is our opportunity
to get government back on track. It is time to vote for

new representation. It is time for a new perspective
and a new approach. Vote for responsible, account-
able government that represents the citizens.

Vote for Ken.

Phone: (360) 606-4186
Email: kv@openyourgov.com
Website: http://openyourgov.com

Debbie Abraham
Initiative. Referendum. Anything else is gravy.

A new charter needn't cost more. It doesn't
need to be complicated or overreaching. But a new
charter must provide greater public input, stronger
accountability, and better transparency into county
government. | will support any elements that provide
that without costing more than we already pay.

I am a small-business owner with extensive com-
munity leadership experience. | am an independent
voter whose only loyalty is to our community. |

pledge to use common sense, respect and humor
and will only support a charter that increases public
participation in Clark County government.

Address: Debbie Abraham, 12518 NE 245th Avenue,
Brush Prairie 98606

Phone: (360) 576-8531

Email: ponsegrau@aol.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/
DebbieAbrahamforFreeholder

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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John Burke

Burke for Freeholder People Over Politicians

Purpose: Clark County’s home rule charter should
secure the citizens right to initiative and referen-
dum, allowing people to check, and balance, the
ambitions of politicians (and special interests which
influence them). Safeguards preventing abuse of this
right should also be implemented (petition signature
requirements for ballot access, super-majorities for
approval of charter amendments).

Principle: The Washington State Constitution,
which begins: "All political power is inherent in the

people, and governments derive their just powers

from the consent of the governed, and are estab-

lished to protect and maintain individual rights."
Politicians are servants, not masters!

Phone: (360) 896-6004; Cell phone: (503) 706-2464
Email: BurkeForFreeholder@gmail.com

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/
BurkeForFreeholder

Campaign blog: http://burkeforfreeholder.blogspot.
com/

Twitter: https://twitter.com/BurkeFreeholder

Liz Pike

I've been elected to public office at both state and
local levels and bring 30 years of business experience
to a county charter process.

As a 30+ year resident, I've seen the County
Commissioner role change due to new regulations.
Too many important decisions are left to government
bureaucrats and not those elected and accountable
to the people.

As your freeholder, I'll represent you to defend

ideas for a charter that promotes more effective gov-
ernment and ensures that on projects like CRC, we're
never ignored again. | support this process because
you will have the final say. Vote Liz Pike.

Address: Liz Pike, PO Box 662, Camas 98607
Phone: (360) 281-8720

Email: ElectLizPike@comcast.net

Website: LizPike.us

Russell Boten

| filed for this election for the same reason | have
previously joined the Navy, the Active 20-30 Club
(part of Rotary International), and volunteered as

an EMT/Firefighter, to serve my community. | hope
but do not really know yet if a home rule charter can
help restore some faith in good local government. If
it were possible, | would like to keep Democrats out
of my wallet and Republicans out of my bedroom.

| promise not to tweet any naughty photos and my
wife has promised not to stand by me if | do.

Email: clarkfreeholders@comcast.net
Facebook: Russell Boten
Twitter: Russell Boten

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Judie Stanton
We need a more representative, accountable and
responsive county government at the same price
we're paying today.

| believe a comprehensive charter should: Provide
checks and balances with an elected county execu-
tive who's accountable to the people; Give residents
the right to bring forth initiatives and referenda
by petition to give us a stronger position to make
change, creating a more responsive government;

and, Increase the number of county commissioners
to better represent our diverse needs and opinions,
at no additional cost.

I'll bring knowledge from my eight years as a coun-
ty commissioner to benefit a constructive freeholder
conversation.

Phone: (360) 606-1868
Email: judiestanton@comcast.net
Website: www.judiestanton.com

Jim Martin

| believe service to the community is the highest call-
ing. Serving in the military for 22 years, on Evergreen
School Board, the new Jail Siting and the Vancouver
City Charter Committees has led me to believe that
listening is more important than either making false
promises or decisions before all data has been col-
lected. The County has changed dramatically since |
arrived in 1987. No longer a predominately farming
community, we are blessed with both rural and high

tech companies.

As an agent in the art of consensus, | am eager
to participate in the decision making for upcoming
generations.

Address: Jim Martin, 14202 NE 30th Street,
Vancouver 98682
Phone: (360) 597-4121

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Dimitry Mishchuk

I’'m running for you, not special interests. While re-
siding in Clark County for 22 years, | have seen our
county go through ups and downs. My promise to
you today is that | will work hard to represent each
resident. My contributions and work with others
are evident through years of public involvement as
Chair of Image Neighborhood Association, member
of C-Tran BRT community advisory committee and
member of the Vancouver Planning commission.

Two things that | would like to see changed are an
increase in county commissioners and to give power
of initiative and referendum to the people.

Address: 12218 NE 37th Street, Vancouver 98682
Cell phone: (503) 863-8539

Email: info@dimitrymishchuk.com

Website: www.dimitrymishchuk.com

Paul Dennis

| want to be of service to all residents of Clark County
and ensure that all have a direct connection into

how our County Government is operated today and
well into the future. The best government is one that
works with the people. This was a hallmark of my 14
years as a member of Camas City Council and Mayor.
I've continued to assist those that need a voice at all
levels of government. | look forward to the opportu-
nity to serve all county residents and assist in making

our Clark County a model for others to follow.

Address: PO Box 372, Camas 98607
Phone: (360) 607-9816
Email: pdennis@cascadeplanninggroup.com

Roger Neilson

| support the position of a County Executive Officer,
with all administration, to include hiring, under this
office. | am unresolved on the best way to select
this person. | support changing the way we elect
County Commissioners, believing we should only
vote for our own District's representative. | oppose
appointing more than three County Commissioners.
The current system provides a reasonable balance
to Vancouver City Council for the rest of the County;

my fear is that any redistricting for five or more
Commissioners will upset that balance and the
County Board will become subservient to the city.

Phone: (360) 944-6008
Email: neilsrb@hotmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Bentley Brookes

It is time to bring real democracy to Clark County!
To level the field, and give small businesses a chance
to create family wage jobs. No subsidies for big box
stores, and a flowering of sustainable, locally owned
enterprises of all kinds: co-ops, non-profits, and for
profits that keep more of our money here. Let's give
people the chance to use the vast wealth, talents,
and resources already here to make life better, safer,
and cleaner for all people, especially our children

and grandchildren.

Phone: (360) 834-4554
Email: Bentley.Brookes@gmail.com

Anthony (Tony) McMigas

| believe in sustainable agriculture, as well as sustain-
able growth. This county should not be dependent
on new construction as a primary measure of a
healthy economy. Construction has always been

and will continue to be a boom and bust indus-

try. With our educational resources here in Clark
County, we should move towards a more sustainable
employment base of family wage jobs. We have a
finite quantity of open space here, and | feel that

preserving it for future generations is imperative.

Phone: (360) 576-8520
Email: McMigasfamilyfarm@gmail.com

Adam Baldwin

If elected | will advocate for greater transparency
and power to the people within the county govern-
ment. | support term limits for county commissioners
and increasing their number from three to five; that
county commissioner meetings should be held in the
evening, and in a more central location within Clark
County such as Brush Prairie. | believe that the coun-
ty’s yearly budget should be easy to decipher and be
publicly available on the internet. | support citizen

initiative/referendum and a citizen review board to
investigate county politicians and civil servants abuse
of power.

Phone: (360) 944-0130
Cell phone: (360) 356-8490
Email: doom2098ad@yahoo.com

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 2
— Position No. 5 continued on next page)
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Marc Boldt

We have the opportunity to implement lasting his-
tory for our county. We must do it with thoughtful
concern for the future of generations to come. To do
this we need to put aside our political views and con-
centrate on working together to produce a collective
positive outcome. My background as your county
commissioner and as a leader for the counties state
association has given me knowledge and training
that will be helpful to the cause. During my term |

was known as a person who brought people togeth-
er while dealing with very tough issues. Together, we
can make a difference.

Phone: (360) 256-9025
Email: marc@marcboldt.com

Jake Smith

"The youth of today is the strength of the future." As
a younger candidate, | have seen problems facing our
youth today. A stagnant economy, debt that contin-
ues to soar and an anemic job market. This charter
can bring positive or negative changes to the govern-
ment depending on our votes. Will we let special
interests call the shots in regards to the charter or
will we listen to constituents and draft a charter they
approve of? My constituents will come first, not

special interests. | urge you to vote Jake Smith for
freeholder. Thank You.

Phone: (360) 977-1159

Email: ja.smith12@yahoo.com

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/pages/
Jake-Smith-for-Freeholder/411776952260538

Chuck Miller

I’'m running for you, not special interests. As Director
of Washington Citizens for Responsible Government
| am dedicated to giving citizens a voice and hold-
ing politicians accountable. | did just that in the
November 2012 Commissioner election. When your
elected official denied you a vote on light rail, de-
nied you a vote on freeholder elections and raised
your property taxes six times, | took action to bring
new leadership to the County. Our charter should

maximize the rights of citizens to control their gov-
ernment. Don’t take us backwards. Take Clark County
forward. Thank you for your vote.

Phone: (360) 834-2254
Email: wcfrg@att.net

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency



County Nonpartisan Office

CANDIDATES « §3

Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3 — Position No. 1

Craig Riley
As a resident for 25 years of Clark County, | am
excited for the opportunity to participate in the
formation of a new County Government. A strong
representative County Government is key in guar-
anteeing for all of our families a quality lifestyle in a
healthy economic region. Issues to consider: Number
of Commissioners; County Executive Appointed or
Elected; Referendums and Initiatives; Term Limits.

As a mentor and a coach as well as a mental health

advocate and my extensive background in small and
large business, provides me insight and wisdom in
structuring a new leadership direction for our County
Government.

Address: 601 E 22nd Street, Vancouver 98663
Phone: (360) 953-0300
Email: ctriley2000@yahoo.com

Ryan Palmer

I have been a small-business person all my life,
working with local business associations on com-
munity-betterment and economic-development
projects. | saw that the decisions that were being
made in the county were not necessarily friendly to
small businesses, nor representative of its people.
The people | have been working with in the com-
munity encouraged me to run for office — and | thank
them for their strength. | look forward to talking with

Clark County voters, finding out what our citizens
wants and needs are, bringing those new and fresh
ideas to the table as we make a new charter.

Email: voteryanpalmer@gmail.com
Facebook: facebook.com/voteryanpalmer
Blog: votepalmer.wordpress.com

Twitter: twitter.com/voteryanpalmer
Pinterest: pinterest.com/voteryanpalmer

Pat Jollota

This election gives us a chance to examine how we
govern ourselves. The effects will go far beyond any
current issues or politics well into the next century.

| have gathered experience and insight during my
years of service to our community. | bring no per-
sonal or political agenda to this effort. | will listen to
all ideas. | will work together with the other fourteen
freeholders to create a document that the people of
Clark County will accept and approve. We can make

history now, and | ask for your support to help that
effort.

Email: pjollota@pacifier.com
Website: www.patjollota.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Rob Figley

Greetings! My name is Rob Figley and | am running
for Freeholder! This November, Clark County vot-

ers will have the opportunity to build a new, more
contemporary, streamlined county government. |
would like to represent you in that process! If elected
as Freeholder | will be a hard working member of
the team that will be dedicated to listening to your
ideas and working towards bringing conflicting views
together. | am not interested in political dogma and

have no personal agenda. | am only interested in bet-
ter government for my community.

Thank you so very much! Please vote this
November!

Email: Rob@Figley4Freeholder.com
Website: www.FigleyaFreeholder.com
Facebook: www.facebook.com/VoteRobFigley

Carolyn Crain

Our county has grown so we are considering chang-
ing to a home rule charter form of government. This
is a seriously important task as the future depends
on us getting it right. If you vote for me I will advo-
cate to preserve your personal liberties and freedom
not those of special interest. Let's strengthen county
government now through district election of com-
missioners ensuring responsive officials. With
initiative and referendum rights we can restore

power to the people. | will hold meetings with you to
get your needs addressed by the committee. Vote for
power to the people... Vote Carolyn!

Phone: (503) 984-5659
Email: hazel_x2@comcast.net
Website: votecarolyn.us

Val Ogden

I am running for Freeholder because | believe that
we need to make some changes to our County gov-
ernment. We need a governance model that has

a clear separation of powers and represents our
more diverse population. Moving here in 1984 | was
Executive Director for the YWCA for four years and
then served in the State Legislature for twelve years.
I now serve on the Share Board and am a Trustee
for the School for the Deaf. Chosen as First Citizen in

2006 | want to make our county government more
efficient and effective.

Phone: (360) 254-8886
Email: valogden1812@gmail.com
Website: valogden.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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John Lowell Gilbert
Dear Clark County Citizen,
First | congratulate you for reading this far in the
voter’s pamphlet! That feat alone puts you in the top
percentile of informed voters.

| decided to run for freeholder because | thought
it was my turn to step up and contribute to our
county and community. Most of my career | have
spent working in education, in middle and high
school grades. | also work part time for the city of

Vancouver in the Parks and Recreation department.
Remember if you keep voting for the same people
but expect different results you're crazy.
Thank You.

Jeanne Schaefer-Ringo

As Jeanne Schaefer, | was a member of the
Freeholder Board for the 2002 Home Rule Charter,

| saw what an opportunity it was for the citizens of
Clark County to have a voice in the governing process
of our county. | would appreciate your vote to use
the knowledge | acquired with the previous Charter.
As a retired Sr. Accountant | was co-chairman of the
Budget Review Committee that studied the County’s
budgeting process. It has been improved. | attended

numerous Commissioner hearings and am aware of
problems within the process.

Cell phone: (360) 608-5966

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Keith E. Bellisle - family is about to present a bounty harvest of the
My desire to serve as a freeholder among many great richest examples of what creative forethought can
candidates is rooted in my faith in community and its : produce.

members. Having lived in Clark County my entire life Thanks for your consideration.

has cultivated a deep passion for my home. In pairing :

that with my passion for small group process, charter . Phone: (360) 901-3041

development, and organizational fluidity finds me a Email: keith.bellisle@gmail.com

valuable potential for a group destined to impact the
future of our magnificent community.
Families grow communities, and Clark County's

Mike Woodward If elected | will defend these concepts as we ham-
I am running for freeholder to protect liberty. The . mer out a charter to govern Clark County.

cultural changes in the past few years have caused

me to consider how people can live together peace- . Phone: (360) 737-8595

fully in society to achieve maximum happiness. Email: mawoodward@bigfoot.com

| think the key is an old idea. | hold these truths
to be self-evident: that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their creator with certain
unalienable rights. Among which are the right to life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

David Gray, Jr.

I am not a career politician, and | am asking for
your vote for freeholder. My goal is to help limit the
government’s involvement in our lives as much as
possible.

Email: grayman77@hotmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Alice Williams

1st Mission: To become one of five representatives of
district 3, without any financial contributions, while
maintaining my authenticity.

Vision: To produce a county charter that is clear,
simple, and concise that the voter's will easily
approve.

| am a Presidential Volunteer Service Award win-
ner, mom, student, employee, small business owner
and Clark County native.

What is best for me concerning the issues may not
be the best for the majority of citizens. | look forward
to learning what the voters feel. | prefer meeting
one-on-one or in a small group.

Address: 1919 W 34th Street, P-133,
Vancouver 98660

Phone: (360) 693-1052

Email: AskAlice.VancouverWA@gmail.com
Website: Aliceanne73@gmail.com

Bruce A. Samuelson, Sr.

Clark County residents have been living under a local
form of government that was originated for a popu-
lation of 11,000. We currently have approximately
438,000 residents.

Clark County has the capability to be a thriving
urban community. Changing to a Home Rule Charter
is what we need to move us out of the 19th cen-
tury and away from the status of being a bedroom
community.

We all have ideas on how government can work
together for the best interests of everyone. | will
work to find the things we, as freeholders, can agree
on. So, you may then vote!

Address: Bruce A. Samuelson, Sr., PO Box 70172,
Vancouver 98665

Phone: (360) 903-8763

Email: bruceforfreeholder@gmail.com
Website: www.bruceforfreeholder.com

Debbie Peterson

Two years ago, | was one of the community leaders
promoting home rule charter. | attended meetings
and often spoke before the County Commissioners,
explaining the benefits and need for changes to
our current charter. We now have the possibility
of placing control of our future in our own hands. |
am asking you to vote for me, as | work to protect
your tax dollars, increase your property rights, end
property tax exemptions for rich developers, and

strengthen conflict of interest rules for elected of-
ficials. | will work to implement my years-long desire
for a real initiative process.

Phone: (360) 254-8785
Email: debbie@debbiepeterson.org
Website: DebbiePeterson.org

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3
— Position No. 3 continued on next page)
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Lowell D. Miller

No photo or statement submitted.

Jim Moeller Representative. | will work to keep this process all
Clark County is a great place to live and work, but . about us, our communities, our families and our
we all know that our local government needs re- - future.

form. To attract the investments and new jobs we

need, we must have a clean, efficient, and well-run Phone: (360) 904-3377

county. The charter process is about giving us a bet- . Email: electjim@jimmoeller.com

ter Clark County equipped with 21st century tools to Facebook: facebook.com/votejimmoeller

meet 21st century challenges. As lifelong citizen of
this county, it's been a great honor to serve on the
Vancouver City Council and currently as your State

Jerry W. Keen - suggestions to create an effective charter to submit
As a fifteen year resident of Clark County, | feel a . tothe voters.

sense of duty to provide input to the Clark County

Charter. | am not a politician, but a Citizen withade- : Phone: (360) 907-9473

sire to see our county flourish under laws that allow Email: jerrykeen@juno.com

growth with minimal impact on the environment.
As a 27 year Navy Veteran | know what duty means
and as a Chaplain for local Veterans Organizations
and non-profits, | feel that | have the patience and
perseverance to provide intelligent and productive

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Alex Veliko

This is a rare opportunity for citizens to be able to
make changes that will make living in Clark County
even better.

For the past sixteen years | have been active in
community affairs for both the city and county.
These include; the Clark/Vancouver Parks and
Recreation Commission, VPD Police Advisory
Team, Gang Task Force Advisory Committee, the
Evergreen School Foundation, Growth Management

Committee (twice), the Vancouver Oversight
Planning Committee, past Chair of the Vancouver
Neighborhood Alliance, past Chair of the Traffic
Safety Committee, to name a few. | am a graduate
engineer and served in the U.S. Marine Corp.

Phone: (360) 256-3932

Kyle Greenwood

This is my first attempt to hold a public office, but |
feel | have something to offer. Things in Clark County
seem a little off-kilter -- for a variety of reasons. As

a freeholder, | hope to bring some efficiency back

to the governing body while maintaining essential
services.

Phone: (360) 693-3851
Email: gwoo@comcast.net

Kris Fay

No photo or statement submitted.

Michael James Barry

I have been a resident in Clark County for the last
30 years. | am a Navy Veteran, having served 8 years
on active duty. | have two beautiful daughters in
high school, and have recently retired from Federal
Service this past June after 30 years of service. | am
familiar with and experienced in local and county
government, and the pains of a growing community.
| support the idea of a County Executive, and the
expansion of the commissioners from three to five. |

believe this can be accomplished within the estab-
lished budget, with no additional tax dollars needed.

Phone: (360) 600-2412
Email: mjb1954us@yahoo.com

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3
— Position No. 4 continued on next page)
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Gene C. Ringo

As your Freeholder you will have elected a logical
and moderate person. | have lived in Clark County
for over 49 years. This is a very serious project and
one that will affect the Clark County government
and you for years to come. | have studied all present
Washington charters and worked towards a charter
since 2010. | am a Home Rule Charter advocate, not
a politian.

Phone: (360) 907-8059

Adrian Gomez

| imagine that reading all candidate statements re-
quires great patience, not only because of the sheer
quantity, but also, we probably appear as copies of
one another. So rather than fill my statement with
rhetoric, | will tell you about myself instead. My
political ideology, summarized, is do no harm, then
do what you want. | have lived in Clark County since
birth. | am employed as a machinist, | volunteer at
FVTV community television, and am a member of

Mensa. You cannot distill a person to fit into a short
statement, so please call me personally with any
questions.

Address: Adrian Gomez, 7900 NE 18th Avenue,
Apt 8, Vancouver 98665

Phone: (360) 773-1710

Email: delinquinaut1@hotmail.com

Temple Lentz

Here in Clark County, we have an incredible opportu-
nity: to draft a new county charter that is responsive
and contemporary and can meet the needs of our
growing and changing community. | have spent my
career working with others to find common ground,
getting results that work for all of us, and never hesi-
tating to speak up for what’s right -- even when I’'m
the only one speaking up. It would be my honor to
serve you by working to build a strong charter that

can meet our needs for many years to come.

Address: 3612 Q Street, Vancouver 98663
Phone: (360) 798-0043

Email: VoteTempleLentz@gmail.com

Website: www.TempleLentz.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/VoteTemplelLentz

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Dan Barnes

Government of the people and for the people has
given us a chance to choose a county Government
that is more inclusive and more responsive to its
citizens. Clark County is large enough that now is
the right time to examine our options. | love this
county and have lived here more than 30 years.
Professionally | have worked with and challenged
government at many levels. | feel that my experi-
ence has prepared me to serve you in this great

opportunity. Please support me with your vote for
freeholder. Thanks!!

Phone: (360) 254-1617
Email: Daniel.Frederick.Barnes@gmail.com

Winde Bekins Chavez
Nothing is more important to democracy than a well-
informed electorate. | will listen carefully, contribute
mindfully, and work diligently for a better Clark
County. Cognizant of my duty, | am capable of putting
my personal interests aside — together with my fel-
low freeholders — in drafting a home rule charter.

| was born and raised in the Pacific NW and am
raising my six children here. | am a 3rd year under-
graduate — attaining my AAS in Paralegal Studies in

March 2013 — on track to achieve my BS in Business/
Project Management in December 2014. | currently
serve as 410 Precinct Committee Officer.

Email: windechavez@gmail.com
Website: http://windebekinschavez.wordpress.com

Frank UAmie

Maximum public testimony in the process is critical.
A charter that facilitates ongoing public involve-
ment in all aspects of county government; helps
government work effectively and efficiently; and
works for the public, is the goal. | have been active

in the Vancouver Neighborhood Association where

| serve on the Neighborhood Transportation Safety
Alliance. | have degrees in Political Science and Public
Administration and a history of successful project

management and consensus building. | previously
participated in the successful Freeholder process in
Whatcom County.

Phone: (360) 910-9828
Email: fklamie@comcast.net

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3
— Position No. 4 continued on next page)
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Bill Hughes

Having served as a Freeholder during an earlier
attempt to convert Clark County to Home Rule gov-
ernment, | know the time and work involved. After
all our work we fell short of achieving Home Rule

by just a few votes. When | served before, which |
believe was in the year 2000, the population of Clark
County was 345,238. Last year the count was up to
438,287. | believe our governance should be expand-
ed exponentially. We should study the charters of

cities that already have Home Rule to assure we copy
their successes and not their mistakes.

Email: Bhughes8o3@aol.com

Sally Fisher
I am running for Freeholder because | believe that a
strong community is genuinely important for all of
us. It is necessary to elect Freeholders that can ob-
jectively review and analyze the options for our local
governing process resulting in a well thought out and
balanced plan. | will bring a calm, objective and rea-
sonable approach to the process.

My husband and | have been married for 28 years
and raised our daughters here. | am involved in

coordinating community events and am a past presi-
dent of our neighborhood association. | care about
the future of Clark County.

Email: salafish@comcast.net

Don Yingling

A proven team leader, sincere with strong con-
victions, dedicated to succeed, organizational
knowledge, extensive experience, strong motivation-
al skills, and a people person by nature, qualifies me
to represent citizens in writing the proposed Clark
County Charter. Retired from United States Air Force
in 1974 after 24 years in administrative and personnel
management, including manpower analysis, budget-
ing, and financial planning. The past 39 years my

involvement has been in real estate investments, var-
ious management positions, family owned business
and Coordinator District 1, AARP Tax Aid Program for
Southwest Washington. | offer honesty and common
sense for achieving goals.

Phone: (360) 798-6222
Email: dyinglinga9@yahoo.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Bill Cismar

No photo or statement submitted.

No photo submitted.

Mike Yancey

I am running for district #3, position #5, to make our
county a better place to live. The state of New Jersey
has 21 counties which are all governed by the free-
holders. | am a retired postal worker and a disabled
veteran. | have plenty of free time to help you get
what you want out of your elected freeholder. | will
do the job.

Phone: (360) 693-8337
Email: mikeyance@yahoo.com

John Jenkins

I am asking for your vote to represent you as one

of the individuals trusted to create a Clark County
Charter. | co-chaired the 2009 City of Vancouver
Charter Review Committee. | am one of a few with
actual Charter experience. My commitment to Clark
County is to have all voices heard. It is important all
citizens, voters, have a choice in matters that affect
you today and for future generations. | have proven
experience and leadership skills. | will work with

everyone to create the Clark County Charter you
want and deserve.

Address: John Jenkins, 6314 NW Bernie Drive,
Vancouver 98663

Phone: (360) 695-2172

Email: Javalohn77@GMail.com

Website: www.Bugnout.com

Facebook: JohnJenkinsFreeholder

Jackie Marsden

For nearly three decades, I've worked in the private
sector as an analyst evaluating problems, isolating
needs from wants, identifying workable options,
and building consensus to achieve practical and af-
fordable solutions to real-life problems. I'll use these
skills to work for you to build a charter that repre-
sents a balanced approach to county government
that’s open, accessible and transparent. I'm already
working for you, as Clark County’s only licensed

wildlife rehabilitator to address gaps in county servic-
es that leave distressed wildlife with few options. I'll
bring that same energy and commitment to building
a charter that works for Clark County.

Phone: (360) 713-1143

Email: Jackie)Marsden@hotmail.com
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/
JackieMarsdenForFreeholder

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3
— Position No. 5 continued on next page)
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Jim Mains
It's time to move Clark County government out of
the 19th Century.

We need leaders who listen, work together
and put political bickering aside to create a mod-
ern County Charter. We need leaders who love
and respect our community, as | do. I'm a lifelong
Clark County resident and have actively served on
many boards and nonprofits.

As your Freeholder, | will be a leader who works
to find common ground, to stop the political divi-
siveness, and create the new charter our county

desperately needs. | will be your voice as we create a
new county government. It’s time!

Cell phone: (360) 513-8529

Email: Jim@JimMains.com

Website: www.JimMains.com

Freeholder Facebook: www.facebook.com/
VotelimMains

Personal/family Facebook: www.facebook.com/
jimmains

Video blog: www.VancouverSide.com

Twitter: www.twitter.com/MainDistinction

Jim Dunn

In a previous life prior to moving to Clark County in
1977, | held a position in local government formed
under a City/County Charter. | wish to bring this
experience to the table in our deliberations on our
Clark County Charter.

I will also bring to the table the experiences of
previous attempts to forming a Clark County Charter,
having been elected to two.

| also served five terms in the Washington State

Legislature and sat on the House Local Government
Committee.

| believe in fiscal responsibility, limited gov-
ernment and the right of the people to govern
themselves.

Phone: (360) 256-1405
Email: xrep@jimdunn.com

Jack Harroun

| am running for a Freeholder Position, not as a
professional politician, or for a political party, but be-
cause as a Citizen | believe it is critical to make sure
our governing structure is as balanced, equitable and
accountable as possible. Currently a majority of 2

can make sweeping decisions that may not serve us
well. Our County has grown, so too should the size of
our representation. | believe that at a minimum we
should have 5 elected Non-Partisan Commissioners

that represent us and not a Particular Party.
| would very much appreciate your vote!

Phone: (360) 907-7000
Email: JackHarroun@Gmail.com
Website: JackHarroun.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Bob Carroll

| have been active in the community for some time
now, through Boy Scouts, community projects and
volunteering. It is time to broaden my horizons and
be active in a larger way. The Freeholder position will
allow me to have a greater impact in my community.
When elected | will be transparent and accountable
in performing my duties as a Freeholder. | ask for
your vote and the honor of serving you. Thank you.

Phone: (360) 992-0539
Email: Bcoo6o@comcast.net

John W. Caton

I have lived in Clark County for 51 years and practiced
as an independent Certified Public Accountant for
39 of them. | have volunteered for many nonprofit
organizations and am currently on the Board for
Innovative Services Northwest.

I've served on seven Vancouver Charter Review
Committees, two as chairman; twelve years on the
Planning Commission, seven as Chair or Vice Chair;
Clark County Three Creeks Council; and, currently,

the Parks Commission.

The Freeholders must listen to public concerns
while creating a Charter that provides for a balanced
system of government. My experience will be a valu-
able addition to this process.

Address: 2704 | Street, Vancouver 98663
Phone: (360) 695-6752
Email: jwcaton@comcast.net

Jerry Oliver
We can make County government more responsive
to the people.

As Freeholder | would support: A 5 member parti-
san county commission elected by district; Initiative
and referendum for direct access to governance; A
commission appointed county administrator, respon-
sible for all personnel decisions, implementing the
spirit of RCW 35A.13.120: “Except for the purpose
of inquiry, the council and its members shall deal

with the administrative service solely through the
manager...”

An elected executive with the proposed veto
power over the commission is an unnecessary layer
of government with the potential to frustrate the will
of the people.

Strengthen county government now!

Phone: (360) 883-9189
Email: gtoliver@umich.edu

(Clark County Charter Freeholder District No. 3
— Position No. 5 continued on next page)
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Thomas Richard Higdon

On November 30, fifteen citizens will be sworn as
Clark County Freeholders, charged with crafting a
Home Rule Charter for the county. Citizen input is
vital for the charter to be approved.

As a freeholder, | intend to seek a charter which
will decommission government as the favored agent
of progress and encourage an informed citizenry to
reclaim the founding principles of the republic: the
right, and the accompanying responsibility, to fashion

its own destiny. As George Washington remarked to

the delegates at the Constitutional Convention, “Let

us raise a standard to which the wise and the honest
can repair.”

Address: 1106 NE 72nd Street #15, Vancouver 98665
Email: tomcons2000@yahoo.com

Mark Monroe
I am running for the position of Clark County
Freeholder, District 3, Position No. 5 because | care
about the future of this county. Are you tired of the
partisan politics? Fed up with political divisiveness
ripping apart Clark County? Then please allow me
the chance to work for you by electing me to this
position.

As a former high school American Government
teacher | can assure you of my knowledge on how

local government works. With no associations to
PAC’s | can guarantee the voters a free thinking and
rational office holder.

Thank you for voting.

Address: Elect Mark Monroe, 135 West 30th Street,
Vancouver 98660

Phone: (360) 694-9212

Email: markmonroeo3@comcast.net

James Taylor (Jimmy Tee)
"Because coal is terminal, we don't need any coal
terminals!"

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Bill Turlay

Leadership means listening to those you lead, not re-
stricting their voices, or hearing only what you want
to hear. Holding regular citizen Town Hall Meetings
will be a priority.

We must continue screening the budget for waste
and redundancy, not depending on federal grants to
keep our fire stations open.

Many questions remain unanswered with the CRC/
LRT. I still maintain, no peoples vote - no light rail.

The welfare of our citizens, upriver and downtown

businesses, and future job growth will be my prior-
ity. A campaign promise made will be a campaign
promise kept!

VoteTurlay - "Back to Basics"

Address: Bill Turlay for Mayor, PO Box 3634,
Vancouver 98687

Phone: (360) 328-1130

Email: billturlayamayor@gmail.com
Website: www.billturlayamayor.com

Tim Leavitt

Over the last four years, we’ve put into action better
ideas for moving Vancouver forward. As your Mayor,
I've worked with business and community leaders
from around our region to improve our local econo-
my. We’ve saved millions in taxpayer dollars because
I led the charge to preserve city services while mak-
ing tough decisions to balance the budget. And on
my watch, City Hall has become more responsive and
transparent to citizens like you. With your support,

City of Vancouver — Council Position No. 1

I'll continue working hard to bring new jobs, invest
wisely, keep our neighborhoods safe, and focus on
your priorities.

Address: 1407 C Street, Vancouver 98663
Phone: (360) 314-2812

Email: leavitt4mayor@gmail.com
Website: www.leavitt4mayor.com

Jack Burkman
For many years | have worked hard and effectively
for you as your Councilmember. Working together
we can create a brighter future for Vancouver - for
our families, for our businesses, for our kids.

| am thoughtful and well prepared, bringing expe-
rience, leadership and sensible views to the council.
I'm a man of integrity committed to transparency in
government and have a record of working to make
Vancouver stronger.

My priorities are families, keeping us safe, wisely

managing our money, and growing our economy.
Please join hundreds of others from across our

community who want to “Re-Elect Jack!” at www.

BurkmanForCouncil.com.

Address: 2006 SE 132nd Court, Vancouver 98683
Phone: (360) 931-4919

Email: Jack@BurkmanForCouncil.com

Website: www.BurkmanForCouncil.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/BurkmanForCouncil

Micheline Doan

For twenty-one years I've loved living in Vancouver. It
retains a small town feel with big city conveniences.
Let’s keep Vancouver livable. | will promote priority
budgeting to keep Vancouver safe, secure and make
park maintenance important without burdening
taxpayers further. Capitalizing on our established
C-TRAN system without adding an expensive, inflex-
ible and slow light-rail system is important to me. |
will promote economic stability through innovative

business development creating family wage jobs. |
will work to remove barriers for small businesses.
Together we can put Vancouver first so families can
thrive here.

Address: 13012 NE 53rd Street, Vancouver 98682
Phone: (360) 891-7901

Email: electmicheline@comcast.net

Website: www.votemichelinedoan.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Jeanne E. Stewart

“Of the people, for the people” was the promise

I made when first elected. | kept that promise. |
want to continue working for you: maintaining open
communication with citizens; protecting quality
neighborhoods and schools; ensuring adequacy of
police and fire protection; controlling taxes; requir-
ing disciplined spending of City funds; protecting the
environment; seeking compromise on current bridge
proposal by eliminating tolls and seeking a third
crossing; developing a progressive City mindful of

spending priorities; and recognizing my first duty is
sustaining the public trust by persistently and vigor-
ously representing the interests of the citizens with
your advice and consent.

Address: Stewart for City Council, PO Box 383,
Vancouver 98666

Phone: (360) 695-5154

Email: stwjevanc@aol.com

Website: www.jeannestewart.org

Alishia Topper
We need fresh leadership that can bring people to-
gether and build trust.

| am committed to defending and improving our
quality of life by effectively managing our budget so
that we can keep our community safe; creating living
wage jobs through diversified economic develop-
ment; maintaining city streets, parks and services;
and proactively dealing with crime, parking, and
traffic.

| am ready to listen, learn, and work with you to

City of Vancouver — Council Position No. 3

build Vancouver’s future. It’s time to stop saying
“no” and start working together to get to “yes!”

| would be honored to have your vote for
Vancouver City Council.

Address: PO Box 1035, Vancouver 98666
Phone: (360) 314-8479

Email: Alishia@ElectTopper.com

Website: www.ElectTopper.com

Facebook: www.facebook.com/ElectTopper.com

Anne McEnerny-Ogle
My commitment to Vancouver is reflected in 30
years of service.

I've regularly attended Council workshops, served
as a Planning Commissioner and volunteered for
neighborhood, youth, police, and fire organizations.
My unique experiences have helped me understand
how to protect our quality of life and what our small
businesses need to thrive.

The Council can earn public trust by listening
to and involving the community. Together we can

balance budgets and make fair decisions that benefit
our diverse population.

| would be honored to serve as your
Councilwoman and keep Vancouver a great place to
live, work, shop, and play.

Address: McEnerny-Ogle for Council, 17701 Broadway
#309, Vancouver 98663

Phone: (360) 695-5124

Email: anne@anneogle.com

Website: www.anneogle.com

Frank Decker

| believe that sound economic principles, limited
government, and respect for personal liberty are the
key ingredients for an environment of job creation
and improved quality of life. | will work toward poli-
cies that create a favorable business climate; focus
on priority spending in budget planning; and stand
for accountability, transparency, and citizens’ voices
in government. My years of leadership experience
as an educator, Air Force veteran, and a director of

technology give me the ability to be a strong, effec-
tive leader for Vancouver. | pledge that my priority
will be you, not any special interests. Vote for Frank
Decker!

Address: 208 SE 169th Avenue, Vancouver 98684
Phone: (360) 901-6132

Email: frank@deckergvancouver.com

Website: www.deckergvancouver.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Vanessa (Van) Amundson

Vanessa Amundson wants to serve her beloved
Camas by unleashing both job-creators and job-
seekers. A Mensa member, “Van” holds a BSBA
from the University of Arkansas, and has done
post-graduate study in Law & Public Policy through
Regent University. She and her husband Danny have
a blended family of 5 children; all Camas graduates.
As a single mom for nearly a decade prior to mov-
ing to Camas in 1999, Van understands the value of

a supportive environment for families. Her 30-year
Information Technology career spans government,
non-profit, and private sector organizations. Please
vote Van — “For the Love of Camas."

Phone: (360) 833-2231
Email: dansvan@hotmail.com
Website: www.vanheartscamas.com

Melissa Smith

For 3 generations | have been connected to this
wonderful community. | can truly say I’'m vested

in Camas and I’'m proud to serve its citizens. | have
served faithfully since 2004 and together we have
accomplished great things. As a fiscal conservative,

| have helped manage the needs of the community
against the reality of budgets using common sense.
There have been challenges, but | have helped man-
age those and | believe we are better than we were

City of Camas — Council Ward 2, Position No. 2

before. It has been an honor serving you and | am
asking you to re-elect me to another term.

Address: Melissa Smith, 1235 NW 7th Avenue,
Camas 98607

Phone: (360) 624-3199

Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/
MelissaCouncilMemberCamas

Steven C. Hogan

As your representative | have served as your cham-
pion for police and fire services, job creation,
well-planned neighborhoods, great parks and trails,
strong public services and responsiveness to citizens.
| have been and remain fiscally conservative. | have
been an active part of this community for almost 20
years. Camas has been a great place for me to raise
my family, educate my children, and to find good
jobs. I will work hard to make sure that continues for

everyone into the future. I am asking for your sup-
port for another term on the Camas City Council.

Address: Citizens For Steve Hogan, 2422 NW 47th
Avenue, Camas 98607
Phone: (360) 834-2046

Ken Kakuk

My wife and | moved to our Camas home in the
early 1980’s and raised our family here. We enjoy
the support the community has given our neighbor-
hood farming business and hope you stop and visit
sometime.

As your Councilor, | will welcome and encour-
age ideas from citizens and business owners. | will
work to stop the unnecessary expenditures that
increase the taxes and fees which burden citizens

and businesses. It is time for a change; this is your
opportunity to vote for Ken. | will be a councilor that
listens and respects your vote.

Please vote for Ken.

Phone: (360) 606-4186
Email: kv@openyourgov.com
Website: http://openyourgov.com/

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City of Camas — Council Ward 3, Position No. 2

Shannon Turk
I am honored to serve as your City Councilor and am
proud of the many successes enjoyed by our commu-
nity. Using a common sense approach, | will continue
to build upon those successes by focusing on manag-
ing growth, maintaining core services and ensuring
fiscal responsibility.

| am inspired by the constant dedication and hard
work of staff, the Mayor, my fellow Councilors and
countless community members as we strive toward

City of Battle Ground — Council Position No. 1

our common goal of making Camas the best it can
be. It is an exciting time to live in Camas! Thank you
for allowing me to continue as your representative.

Phone: (360) 448-8692
Email: turkes@comcast.net

Michael J. Ciraulo

It has been my honor to serve our great city as both
the Mayor and as a Councilmember. My priorities
continue to be: keep our taxes low, ensure public
safety is adequately funded, and to focus on eco-
nomic development by attracting jobs and services
to our community. | am continuing to work to de-
velop a private public partnership to bring a pool and
recreational center to our city and will continue to
seek federal and state dollars to repair and improve

our roads. | pledge to fight for you, and | ask you for
your vote.

Phone: (360) 901-7392
Email: info@voteciraulo.com
Website: www.voteciraulo.com

Lyle Lamb

It has been a blessing for my wife and me to raise our
family in Battle Ground. Recession has hit residents
hard raising many issues that threaten families and
businesses in Battle Ground. Strong leadership, with
a clear vision for the future, is needed to bring jobs
and to chart a new course toward economic prosper-
ity. My management-level federal agency experience
and business education, along with a willingness

to fight for citizens’ rights, provide me with the

qualifications to be that clear-sighted, dynamic advo-
cate for you and our city. | ask for your vote and the
honor of serving you.

Address: 2616 NW 12th Street, Battle Ground 98604
Cell phone: (360) 713-8281

Email: lyle@lylelamb4bg.com

Website: www.lylelamb4bg.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City of Battle Ground — Council Position No. 4

CANDIDATES « /1

Alex Reinhold, Jr.

My name is Alex Reinhold and | would be honored
to be your City Councilman. | have a long history

of service to Battle Ground, as a Councilman, busi-
ness owner and a volunteer. As a result, | earned
the 2004 Citizen of the Year award. | am the only
Councilor who lives West of Hwy 503 and South of
Main St., this is a part of the city that tends to go
unnoticed. My goal is to use facts to make the best
decisions | can, and to help make Battle Ground the

greatest she can be. Thank you.

Phone: (360) 687-0672
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/
AlexReinholdForCityCouncil

Chris Regan

Battle Ground is an amazing community with a
strong foundation. Unfortunately during the difficult
economic times my opponent has repeatedly voted
for property tax and utility fee increases while ap-
proving pay raises. There is a better way. The city
must live within its means while prioritizing essential
services. The future of our community depends on
infrastructure improvements and a renewed focus on
public safety. Moving forward we must concentrate

City of Battle Ground — Council Position No. 5

on private sector job growth and lowering taxes,
while maintaining the small town atmosphere that
we cherish.

I respectfully ask for your vote.

Email: cregango@yahoo.com

Lisa Walters

Since being elected in November 2001, | have dili-
gently represented our citizens, the last two as the
first female mayor. | have enjoyed serving in both
capacities. My greatest achievement was gathering
help and support for our families in the wake of sev-
eral teen suicides. My greatest challenge was finding
a balanced budget with the least impact to citizens
after the State swept a portion of our revenue. Most
important is the affection | have for the people who

make this community great, and their willingness to
work with me to preserve the small town values we
each hold dear.

Email: waltersforcitycouncil@outlook.com

Mike Dalesandro

Battle Ground is suffering from irresponsible leader-
ship. Millions were wasted, including $700,000 on

a failed sewer project, and staff pay increases while
the city cut public safety, roads crumble (South
Parkway), and parks are neglected. My opponent, a
career politician, has a history of supporting higher
taxes, higher utility rates, and has proposed a car tab
increase. As a long-time community volunteer and
business manager, | will help put Battle Ground on

the track to prosperity. My focus will be public safety,
road improvements, cutting taxes/fees, balanced
budget, and protecting our small town feel. Your
vote can make a difference.

Phone: (360) 601-2840
Website: www.MikeForBattleGround.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City Nonpartisan Office

City of Battle Ground — Council Position No. 6

Steven Douglas Phelps

| care about our community. As residents of Battle
Ground, my friend and wife, Judith, and | have raised
three children who attended Battle Ground schools
and Running Start.

We live in turbulent times with a tough economy
and a total lack of trust in government. Job growth,
traffic flow, water quality, and public safety are major
challenges | plan to address. As an Air Force Veteran,
Electrical Engineer, and manager of profit and loss

businesses, | am an experienced leader, team builder,
and problem solver.

Restoring honesty and integrity to government is
essential. Join me. Vote Steven Douglas Phelps.

E-mail: phelpsteven@yahoo.com
Website: phelpsforbgcouncilman.blogspot.com

Bill Ganley
As a teacher here for 32 years, Battle Ground is
where my heart is. | work to keep property taxes the
lowest in the county. My conservative approach to
fiscal management has contributed to the city’s rela-
tive health through the economic recession. | will
seek opportunities to bring jobs to Battle Ground
through the economic recovery.

| support public safety, managing transportation
issues and well-kept parks. | represent Battle Ground

City of Washougal — Mayor

on several boards and councils. | have previously
served as mayor and believe my experience and his-
torical perspective are assets to the city council and
the citizens.

Address: 505 NW 10th Street, Battle Ground 98604
Phone: (360) 687-7505

Email: wbganley@comcast.net

Website: bgforbg.com

Earl Scott
| am blessed to live in Washougal for 28 years. As
citizens of Washougal, we should not have to choose
between paying expensive utility bills over our fam-
ily’s needs.

We need to reduce the cost of government by
utilizing our volunteers, reserve police officers
and reassigning current staff to help offset costs.
Reducing utility costs and making Washougal more
efficient is my top priority. Together we can improve

the livability of Washougal. I ask for your vote.

Address: Earl Scott, 817 9th Street, Washougal 98671
Cell phone: (360) 713-3024
Email: Escott817@aol.com

Sean Guard
It has been my honor to serve as your Mayor for the
last three years.

We have had many successes; investment and
jobs, lower city operating expenses by $2 million,
new parks, more police officers and firefighters
and much more. We still have challenges including
lowering your utility bills, improving our streets and
continuing to attract jobs for residents.

This is the time for people who are serious about
improving Washougal. We need solutions, not simple

sound bites to get elected. We have many wonderful
opportunities ahead of us!

I love Washougal, and | would appreciate your
vote in November.

Address: Re-Elect Sean Guard Mayor City of
Washougal, 4813 K Street, Washougal 98671
Phone: (360) 834-2533

Email: seanguard@comcast.com

Website: www.seanguardformayor.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City of Washougal — Council Position No. 1

CANDIDATES « /3

Brent Boger

With nearly 20 years experience as a municipal attor-
ney, Brent was unanimously appointed to the Council
last July.

After only nine months in office Brent accom-
plished: cutting back a 2013 planned City water bill
increase from $211 to $183; getting Washougal’s
concerns heard in Olympia and regionally; starting
Saturday town hall meetings giving residents more
opportunity to talk to their council; and pushing

City of Washougal — Council Position No. 3

consolidation of municipal services to give residents
the most for their tax dollars.

Brent will focus on more utility rate relief, comple-
tion of the Highway 14 project, and economic
development.

“] would appreciate your vote.”

Address: 4334 M Loop, Washougal 98671
Phone: (360) 910-5065
Email: brent.boger@gmail.com

Paul Greenlee

I love serving Washougal. I've worked hard for

you, spending sparingly, wisely. Council Members
are trustees for our present, and our future. I'm
devoted to that responsibility. I've committed to
independence and bi-partisanship. We've held
down property taxes, silenced train horns, renewed
E Street, revitalized downtown, built the SR-14 tun-
nel, forged partnerships with Port, and Camas,
created CWEDA. | volunteer for my Church, Habitat,

Washougal Community Coalition, build trails, plant
the Cemetery. My immediate priorities: attack utility
rates, grow the best people-friendly downtown, (no
big-boxes!) attract jobs. | need your help. | listen. |
ask for your Vote. Thank you.

Phone: (360) 210-5209
Email: GreenleeWA@comcast.net
Website: pgreenlee.us

Lisa D. Voeltz

As a mother and resident of Washougal, my goal is to
make a difference for my daughter and community’s
future; I'm running because | feel | can accurately
represent the city, connecting effectively with people
of all types. I’'m a passionate advocate for small
business growth, with the energy and drive to build
upon current efforts. We need to promote activities,
events and local business that support our vibrant
and growing city. My work experience will help to

find ways to increase efficiency in public services,
maintain budgetary responsibility plus improve ame-
nities and attractions for our city and visitors.

Phone: Call or Text (360) 861-6515
Email: electlisadvoeltz@gmail.com
Website: www.LisaDVoeltz.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City of Washougal — Council Position No. 6

Rodney P. Morris ©the experience and most importantly the desire to
For 34 years Washougal has not only been my - work for you, the citizens of Washougal.

home but my passion. During that time | have had

the honor to serve our community as a volunteer . Address: Rodney P. Morris, 4050 Addy Street,

firefighter. | support the need to keep our city alive Washougal 98671

by bringing passion, integrity, honesty and maturity . Phone: (360) 835-9604

to the council. | believe in city government and the
message that citizens send to our city leaders. There
is still much work to be done to move our city in the
direction to continue growth and harmony. | have

Dave Shoemaker . safety staffing. | strongly advocate local control and
Privileged to represent fellow Washougal citizens on preserving our financial reserves for emergencies.
the City Council since 2010, | ask for your vote to con-

tinue to serve and lead. Much of the council’s workis - Address: Campaign to Elect Dave Shoemaker, 4029
done in committees. | chaired both the Public Safety Forest View Drive, Washougal 98671-8925

and Regional Fire Authority Planning Committees, . Phone: (360) 823-8345

and served on the East County Ambulance Advisory - Email: daveshoemaker2@frontier.com

Board and Community Development Committee. My . Website: www.dave-shoemaker.com

council colleagues elected me unanimously this year Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/pages/

as Mayor Pro Tem. | share the administration’s goals . Dave-Shoemaker/267450700067004

of improving streets, facilitating downtown develop- Twitter: @DaveShoemaker2

ment, stabilizing water rates, and increasing public

City of Ridgefield — Council Position No. 1

Ron Onslow trails, Community Garden, planted trees, and im-
It has been a privilege to serve Ridgefield since 2007 - proved City Hall.

on your City Council and Mayor for the past six years. I look forward to serving you again.

| advocate for honesty, openness and to keep “the .

way life should be” in Ridgefield. We have solved our Phone: (360) 887-0321

sewer needs for the distant future, water rights to . Email: ronslow42@gmail.com

serve the junction and built the new I-5 overpass.
With the help of our citizen commissions we have

a new Building Code, added Parks, improved the

Cemetery and with the help of our volunteers, built

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City of Ridgefield — Council Position No. 4
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Don Stose

| look forward to the next four years on the
Ridgefield City Council. Together with my fellow
Council members, we have enjoyed tremendous
success in moving the City of Ridgefield forward in

a positive direction. The City has formed a “Sewer
Coalition” which will insure future sewer rate reduc-
tions for all Ridgefield residents. With the help of the
Council and many Ridgefield residents, a school Bond
Measure was passed which will help add additional

City of Ridgefield — Council Position No. 6

class rooms to all four Ridgefield schools. | have
worked with my fellow Council members to purchase
and improve parks and trails throughout the city.

Phone: (360) 334-1413

John Main

It has been an honor and a privilege to serve the city
of Ridgefield as a Council Member since September
2012. | also served on the Ridgefield Planning
Commission for the two years prior. Ridgefield is a
special place to live. We have that rare small town
community that is a great place for families and has
great schools. We are a vibrant community that is
growing and | want to help manage that growth

so we keep our small town charm. Let’s start a

City of Ridgefield — Council Position No. 7

conversation with your ideas for our great town as
we move forward.

Address: PO Box 1202, Ridgefield 98642

Phone: (360) 727-5977
Email: johnmaingridgefield@gmail.com

Sandra Day

As your current city councilor, | have worked dili-
gently, listening to your concerns and representing
you responsibly on the city council. | have decades
of experience with business, government and non-
profits. | have a master’s degree in business and a
leader’s heart. My priorities include (1) keeping our
high quality of life via outdoor recreation, restorative
health, clean environment, public safety and a pro-
active council that gets things done. (2) Revitalizing

our downtown and waterfront are critical for
Ridgefield’s economy as a tourism destination. (3)
Encouraging job growth, either by expansion of cur-
rent Ridgefield businesses or new businesses, is vital.

Address: 1114 S. 6th Way, Ridgefield 98642
Phone: (360) 887-0881

Linda Tracy

I've lived in Clark County since 1982 but | especially
love living in the North County area. | have lived here
since 2000 and enjoy being active in my community
and part of its endeavors and projects. Being on La
Center's City Council for 8 years gave me the oppor-
tunity to also get to know Ridgefield, its businesses
and Council members, through cooperative projects
between the two cities. I'm asking for your vote. |
will bring a cheery face and true concern for every

issue Ridgefield faces.

Phone: (360) 727-3682
Email: linda.aformalaffair@comcast.net

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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City Nonpartisan Office

City of La Center — Council Position No. 1

Kristine Carmona

As an incumbent on the La Center City Council, | have
enjoyed serving the citizens of La Center by champi-
oning park and other city improvements, promoting
responsible government and fostering collaborative
working relationships. Since La Center is where we
want to raise our family, | have a vested interest in
keeping La Center safe, livable and fiscally sound
with a balanced approach for both the short and
long term. | value our community and ask citizens for

City of La Center — Council Position No. 2

the opportunity to serve for another term so that |
can continue to meet the ongoing challenges facing
our beautiful city. Thank you.

Phone: (360) 263-3133
Email: kristine.carmona@gmail.com

Al Luiz

As a member of the La Center City Council, Al has
been involved in all facets of city government. He has
been elected Mayor Pro Tem by his fellow Council
members for the last four years. Thirty-eight years

of management and business experience have
prepared Al to meet the development and fiscal chal-
lenges facing La Center. He serves as president of the
La Center Lions Club. He proudly served his country
in the U.S. Air Force in Vietnam. Al looks forward to

continuing to work to build a financially stable and
safe community for the citizens of La Center.

Address: Al Luiz, PO Box 697, La Center 98629
Phone: (360) 989-4645

Tim Hopkin

| have had the opportunity to serve the citizens of

La Center for the past 20 years. | retired as your
Police Chief in 2012 ending a 41-year career in

Law Enforcement. | want to continue to serve this
wonderful community and feel | bring a historical
perspective that will enhance our working relation-
ship and help the other council team members meet
the challenges facing this city in the future.

City of La Center — Council Position No. 3

Address: PO Box 605, La Center 98629
Phone: (360) 773-7293
Email: chieftim.hopkinsg@gmail.com

T. R. (Randy) Williams

While we recover from the economic downturn, it is
important that our city continues to proceed in a fis-
cally sound direction with an experienced team.

My experience includes serving three years on
the City Council, a past President of the Planning
Commission, an MBA degree plus an extensive busi-
ness background. These achievements help me make
educated decisions directing the city to proceed in a
sensible, conservative manner.

Being a father of three children in La Center
Schools, a Lions Club member and a volunteer for
other local charities, I'm committed to our great city.
Your continued support is greatly appreciated.

Phone: (360) 263-4162
Email: randywilliams98629@gmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Jennifer Heffernan

In the past, Woodland residents have voted only to
have the council disregard the results. That is not
the purpose of government. Article I, Section 1 of the
Washington State Constitution reads, “All political
power is inherent in the people, and governments
derive their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned, and are established to protect and maintain
individual rights.” This truth will guide my decision-
making. My husband and | have raised our family

City of Woodland — Council Position No. 2

here since 2002. That is my incentive to make deci-
sions reflecting the realities of the current economy
and to give a voice to working families.

Al Swindell

My decision to run for re-election comes from the
many progressive actions of our current Council,
working together for our citizens. These include
building a new police station, left-turn lanes on
SR 503, rebuilding Guild Road and Schurman Way,
repairing the sewer lines west of I-5, and insur-
ing better firefighting, paramedic and ambulance
service.

Also supporting the building of a new high school

City of Woodland — Council Position No. 3

hiring a full time city administrator/mayor, all while
balancing our current city budget.

We are moving forward on reconnecting Scott
Road with an underpass for more freight mobility,
freeing up 35% of the congestion at exit 21.

Address: Al Swindell, PO Box 300, Woodland 98674
Phone: (360) 936-0959
Email: butch1013@comcast.net

Marilee MccCall

Thank you for allowing me to serve as your council-
member since 2006. I’'m proud of what our citizens,
City staff, and Council have accomplished working as
a team:

Funding construction on the Lewis River Road wid-
ening project; funding support to move forward with
the Scott Avenue I-5 Crossing; construction of a new
Police Station opening in September 2013; coordina-
tion with Clark County Fire and Rescue providing a

City of Woodland — Council Position No. 6

plan for the future; coordination with Counties and
other municipalities allowing us to share information
and save tax dollars.

I respectfully ask for your vote so that | may con-
tinue in your service.

Email: councilmember.mccall@gmail.com

Benjamin Fredricks

We've experienced some challenging times in the
past few years, but together we kept Woodland mov-
ing forward. | will continue to support policies that
will improve public safety and effective long term
transportation solutions for our city. | am also com-
mitted to securing a strong business economy and a
viable downtown core while ensuring carefully man-
aged growth that preserves Woodland’s small town
character. Four years ago | promised to work hard,

apply common sense, and make independent deci-
sions with integrity. | hope I've earned your trust.

| would be honored to continue this work on your
behalf.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Town Nonpartisan Office

Town of Yacolt — Council Position No. 1

Joshua Karl

My goal for being on the Town Council is to help

the community become educated and financially
stable as | can. This is why for my career path | have
chosen to become a financial planner/educator. |
believe debt is a huge problem in our society. | have
made it my personal mission to show as many as will
listen how to eliminate their debt and get on track
for retirement as quick as possible. | use these same
passions to help the town of Yacolt run as efficient

Town of Yacolt — Council Position No. 2

as possible, avoiding debt and over spending where
we can.

Address: 125 E Humphrey Street, Yacolt 98675
Phone: (360) 601-1948
Email: Pdk1978 @ comcast.net

Dave Hancock

| wish to continue on our Town Council. I've served
a full-term before and am currently serving in a
fill-in position. | am very active in several Veteran
organizations and with some Progressive groups

as well. I am a retired Social Worker from the VA
and have my Master’s Degree from the University
of Washington. | have also served six years in the
Regular Army and 20 plus more years in the Army
and Marine Reserves. | am a retired Major from the

Town of Yacolt — Council Position No. 3

Army Reserves.
I am asking for your vote and for you to join our
Yacolt Citizen’s Committee.

Address: 405 E Alexander Street, Yacolt 98675
Email: sftree@centurytel.net

Lewis Gerhardt

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Vancouver School District No. 37 — School Director Position No. 2

No photo submitted.

Mark F. Stoker

We have 54% free and reduced lunch in our
Vancouver School District student population. We
also have tremendous mobility in our high poverty
schools. This is a toxic combination that greatly im-
pacts student achievement; yet, our district works
hard to give each of our students a world class, 21st
Century education. | am grateful for the support our
community gives our schools and | intend to see that
the next 4 years bring even greater results in student

achievement. We have exciting times ahead as we
bring technology to the forefront of teaching and
learning. Thank you for your support.

Vancouver School District No. 37 — School Director Position No. 3

Kathy Gillespie

It is a privilege to serve this community and
Vancouver Public Schools as a Board director. | have
two children in our schools and am a long-time vol-
unteer. | believe all students can become engaged,
life-long learners. My job is to provide the oversight,
strategic planning and necessary funding to ensure
all students acquire the skills needed for success in
career, college and life. | closely monitor progress
relative to our strategic goals through system-wide

data analysis and am proud that graduation and stu-
dent achievement rates have risen. With your vote, |
will continue to advocate for all students.

Phone: (360) 901-6538
Email: kathy.e.gillespie@comcast.net
Website: www.kathygillespie.org

Lisa Phifer Ross
I am a product of public schools, and both of my
daughters attended Vancouver public schools. | have
a CPA and an MBA, and | would like to bring my busi-
ness and financial sense to help improve the school
district.

| believe that we should focus on the classroom,
insuring that additional funds are used at that level
instead of additional layers of administration.

| believe that principals should have more control

over their budgets and personnel.

| believe that the financial information provided
by the school board should be more transparent and
understandable.

Email: LisaforVSD37@gmail.com
Facebook: https://www.facebook.com/lisaphifer.ross

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Evergreen School District No. 114 — School Director District No. 1

Daniel Poletti

Our district ranks 110th in the state while bordering
Battle Ground is 56th. Some on this school board
believe that our district is doing just fine. | disagree. |
believe we can and must do better by: -> Expanding
our alternative learning experiences, providing great-
er accommodation for parents who favor approaches
to education other than the standard brick-and-
mortar school model; -> Eliminating the ‘One Size
Fits All’ curriculum program and creating options for

different learning styles; -> Promoting parent partici-
pation and innovation at every opportunity, including
charter schools.

My name is Dan Poletti. If you agree... please vote
for me.

Phone: (360) 314-2704
Email: Bstrm@yahoo.com

Julie Bocanegra

It is an honor to be serving on the Board of Directors
for the Evergreen School District. Providing a qual-
ity education to every student is my top priority. |
believe in a safe learning environment that provides
learning opportunities that aid all students to reach
their highest potential. With my years of manage-
ment experience in the financial industry, | am
committed to sound financial policies and steward-
ship. Because of my service on local boards with the

little league and the chamber of commerce, | am suc-
cessful collaborating with our community partners to
make decisions that will benefit our children.

Phone: (360) 910-5175

Email: julieb32@comcast.net

Facebook: Julie Bocanegra for Evergreen Public
Schools

Evergreen School District No. 114 — School Director District No. 5

Michael Parsons

My commitment has been, and will continue to be,
sincere advocacy for students, teachers, parents, tax-
payers and all stakeholders.

Local citizens should have control in making de-
cisions for public education. | value all views and
opinions, without censorship. It is important that we
continue to reach for the highest levels of student
achievement with fiscal responsibility.

I look forward to continuing to do the best | can for

our young citizens.

Phone: (360) 607-9274
Email: prsonsmw@msn.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Battle Ground School District No. 119 — School Director District No. 1

Monty Anderson
| am someone who is passionate about schools.

With my children attending BG Schools, | have
firsthand knowledge of the challenges and opportu-
nities that students and their parents face.

My commitment to children: quality education

My commitment to the community: fiscal responsi-
bility

When | started four years ago | thought the
work was just beginning. With the growth of the

community, the need to hire a superintendent, the
changes in technology and the aging of our curricu-
lum, the work is just beginning.

| want to, and intend to be part of the solution for
our children’s future.

Phone: (360) 907-8645
Email: monty.bgsd@gmail.com

Battle Ground School District No. 119 — School Director District No. 3

Jim Pegoraro

| am seeking election to the Battle Ground School
Board for numerous reasons. My wife, our five chil-
dren and | all graduated from Battle Ground Schools.
I would like the opportunity to help with our district,
particularly because | have multiple relatives and
friends with children in BGSD. | feel strongly that fis-
cal responsibility is needed within our board, while
we work to provide students and teachers with the
necessary tools. My main goal is that all students

graduate with the skills necessary to become re-
sponsible citizens in today’s society who will become
contributing members of our community.

Phone: (360) 666-4847
Email: jcpegs@yahoo.com

Mitchell Taylor

My family moved to Battle Ground in 1997. One of
the main reasons we chose to live in Battle Ground
was the great schools. All three of my children at-
tended BGSD Primary, Middle, and High schools.

As a BG citizen, parent, grandparent, volunteer
and businessman; | am committed to making the
best possible decisions for BGSD’s children in re-
gards to their education and safety. | understand
there’s a need to be fiscally responsible with our tax

dollars. Know listening is the most important part of
communication.

| believe in common sense, fiscal responsibility,
and | believe in Students.

Phone: (360) 773-7409
Email: mitchelldtaylor@yahoo.com
Blog: mitchtaylor-bgsd.blogspot.com

Battle Ground School District No. 119 — School Director District No. 5

Stephanie McClintock
My name is Stephanie McClintock. | am running for
BGSD’s Position #5. As a 15 year resident and parent
of 2 middle school age boys, | believe we owe our
children a quality education for a successful future.
With a Bachelor’s Degree in Business, 10 years in
Human Resources and 3 years working at a local pri-
vate school | bring a fresh perspective to the Board.
Making fiscally responsible decisions and being ac-
countable to the taxpayer is critical. The needs of the

classroom should be top priority. This can be done
with better stewardship of funds.
Your vote is appreciated.

Address: 5506 NE 114th Street, Vancouver 98686
Phone: (360) 600-8170
Email: mcclintock.stephanie@gmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Camas School District No. 117 — School Director District No. 1

Casey O'Dell

I am proud to have served you for the last 12 years
on the Camas School Board. My participation on the
Board continues to be the most rewarding public
service experience with which | have been involved.
Our staff, students and community are the “best of
the best,” and continue to make the Camas School
District a leader in the education community. Our
times ahead will be exciting and challenging. Exciting
as we decide what the next configuration for high

school students will be, and challenging given the
ongoing budget struggles in Olympia.

Phone: (360) 772-4497
Email: odellc@sharpsec.com

Camas School District No. 117 — School Director District No. 2

Julie Rotz

As an experienced Camas School Board Director, |
strive to remember that what | do affects people’s
lives, most importantly the lives of students. | believe
in high expectations for learning and | enact respon-
sible policies that contribute to the success of the
students and staff within our district. | am an integral
part of a team and | have formed effective, respectful
relationships with my fellow School Board Directors
and the Superintendent. Through open and honest

communication with the Camas community mem-
bers and local and state elected officials, | advocate
for everyone within the Camas School District.

Phone: (360) 607-9989
Email: jrotz@me.com

Erika Cox

As vice-chair of the Citizen’s Advisory Committee,
member of the Boundary Review, past PTA president
& current PTA/PTO member, I’'m passionate about
the future priorities & decisions made supporting
public education in Camas. With my background in
public relations, | bring to the board the ability to
facilitate, collaborate, & communicate for the suc-
cess of all Camas students. In the next four years,
our district will be challenged with continued tight
state funding and a growing community. | would be

honored to serve & represent all families of Camas
as we positively embrace challenges & work together
on opportunities.

Email: CoxforCamasSchoolBoard@gmail.com
Website: http://www.CoxforCamasSchoolBoard.
blogspot.com

Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/
CoxforCamasSchoolBoard

Twitter: ErikaHarrisCox

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Washougal School District No. 112-6 — School Director District No. 3

Blaine A. Peterson

I would like to thank all of you who have supported
me the last 6+ years on the Washougal School

Board and as President of the Board. We have made
great strides in becoming a more effective and well-
functioning Board. In these critical years of budget
constraints, new demands on teachers and students,
and the need to prepare our children for today’s de-
manding workplace, it is critical to maintain a strong
Board.

| ask for your support to re-elect me and main-
tain a great Board and allow us to prioritize for and
ensure the best educational opportunities for our
children.

Phone: (360) 798-5946

Jeanie Moran

I, Jeanie Moran, am running for Washougal School
Board. | am a concerned parent who wants to en-
rich education for all children and prepare them to
be productive citizens. | have experience with
children and education from a classroom perspec-
tive having taught the past 13 years. | also have
two children and | desire to enhance their future.

| am anxious to learn the education system from a
new perspective. | believe, as a team, the board of

directors, superintendent, parents, and teachers
can assist Washougal children with an education that
allows them to pursue any future they aspire.

Address: Jeanie Moran, 417 45th Court,
Washougal 98671

Phone: (360) 335-1282

Email: skeeter_120@hotmail.com

Washougal School District No. 112-6 — School Director District No. 5

Ron F. Dinius

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Ridgefield School District No. 122 — School Director District No. 1

No photo submitted.

Jeff Vigue

It has been my honor to serve on the Ridgefield

School District board of directors for the past 6 years.

Our district has excellent teachers, administrators,
staff and students. Our board strives to maintain this
level of excellence with our policies, focus and direc-
tion we give to the administration.

We have challenges ahead with our growing com-
munity and it is my commitment to you to continue
striving to be one of the top school districts in the

entire State of Washington.
| would appreciate your vote.

Address: Jeff Vigue, 55 S 11th Court, Ridgefield 98642

Phone: (360) 953-7137
Email: jvigue4@comcast.net

Ridgefield School District No. 122 — School Director District No. 4

Becky Greenwald

Ridgefield is a great place for kids. Ask around, and
you’ll usually find that what draws a family to our
community is our great neighborhoods, our sense of
community, and our outstanding schools. My fam-
ily and | are no different. With four kids who are/
will be in the Ridgefield schools we are fortunate

to have such incredible teachers, counselors and
administrators. | started volunteering in the class-
rooms and joined the PTA when my daughter started

kindergarten. I’'m committed to making sure the
education we all invest in provides our children the
world-class education they'll need to succeed in to-
day’s world.

Phone: (360) 571-5225
Email: becky@creeksidem.com

Chuck Green

As a proud husband, father of three and resident of

Mount Vista, | have a vested interest in helping guide
our School District’s growth. I've been active with my

kids’ schools for over 20 years, and have ten years’
experience with Ridgefield’s issues.

My highest priorities are student safety and
security, keeping the District technology current,
going further with our existing tax dollars by creat-
ing partnerships and being creative. | have a proven

track record of bringing all sides of issues together
to reach common ground and find solutions for the
common good. Please vote for me this November.

Phone: (360) 449-2132
Email: sjclgreen@yahoo.com
Website: chuckforridgefieldschools.wordpress.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Hockinson School District No. 98 — School Director District No. 1

Steve Nylund

Hockinson Schools have a very good reputation—
we need to keep this intact while improving and
adapting to our changing world. As a lifelong Clark
County resident who attended Hockinson from first
grade on, | can bring a historical perspective to the
board. More recently, my own children have at-
tended Hockinson schools (some still are), and | have
served on the High School Core Design Team and the
Vocational Advisory Group. As a co-owner of a small

manufacturer of industrial automation equipment, |
will be an advocate for technical and vocational edu-
cation, and wise and conservative use of tax dollars.

Phone: (360) 896-4161
Email: steve@deltamotion.com

Hockinson School District No. 98 — School Director District No. 2

Kathy Nordberg

| believe in the power of a great public education. As
a Hockinson School Board member | will put my en-
ergy and knowledge to use making sure the children
receive the best education the district can provide.

| want to empower the community and educators
by including them in the decision making process. |
have been a resident of the Hockinson community
for 40 years. | am a retired Hockinson teacher and a
mother and grandmother of Hockinson students. |

have dedicated my life to education. With your sup-
port we can make great things happen in Hockinson
for our students.

Email: Kathynordbergcares@gmail.com
Website: www.sites.google.com/sites/
kathynordbergcares/

Ron Arp

The Hockinson School District is one of the top-
performing school districts in the region with
graduation rates at nearly 100 percent, excellent
achievement scores and high levels of collegiate
participation. The District has operated with a bal-
anced budget and avoided staff reductions in force
throughout the past five years, despite recession-
ary pressures and financial cuts from the state.
Hockinson will need careful planning as it adjusts to

demographic trends causing reduced enrollment,
especially in younger grades. My objective as a direc-
tor is to support delivery of an ever-higher quality
educational experience for our students while keep-
ing our budget balanced.

Phone: (360) 601-2991
Email: rarp@amplifygroup.com

Hockinson School District No. 98 — School Director District No. 5

Katherine Davis

I am very dedicated to the future of our children and
public education. | graduated from the University

of Alaska, Anchorage where | earned my degree in
Education/Special Education. My husband and | relo-
cated from Eagle River Alaska in 1994 to Vancouver
and eventually to Hockinson in 2001. | have spent
many years both working and volunteering in several
school districts in Clark County including Hockinson
Schools. | value our vision and hard work performed

everyday from our dedicated staff, students and par-
ents in our district. | would serve with great honor in
representing Hockinson School District #5.

Phone: (360) 624-4116
Email: katherinedoo1@gmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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La Center School District No. 101 — School Director District No. 2

Todd Jones

No photo or statement submitted.

La Center School District No. 101 — School Director District No. 3

Bob Taylor

No photo or statement submitted.

Woodland School District No. 404-102 — School Director District No. 4

Matthew Donald - Schools and I will serve the community with integrity
- and sound judgment, while always considering your

I’'m a Woodland graduate and life-long community o .
concerns to make the best decisions possible.

member and | would be honored to serve you as

a School Board Member. | currently work with the
Department of Energy in the electric industry and
have completed four years of college with an em-
phasis in education. | firmly believe that we are
“educating for excellence” in the Woodland School
system and that we have some of the best teachers
in the country. These are exciting times for Woodland

Address: 1771 Clover Lane, Woodland 98674
Phone: (360) 931-2381
Email: matthew.donald@hotmail.com

Woodland School District No. 404-102 — School Director District No. 5

Jeremy Stuart

No photo or statement submitted.

Green Mountain School District No. 103 — School Director Position No. 2

Garren Elmer

No photo or statement submitted.

Green Mountain School District No. 103 — School Director Position No. 3

Jeff Strong

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Mount Pleasant School District No. 029-93 — School Director Position No. 1

Thomas Schlatter currently enrolled in the school represented on the
| am the father of four children that have attended - Board.

and will continue to attend Mt. Pleasant School :

through 2018. | have been and intend to remain a Email: thomas.schlatter@irs.gov

very active participant in the interest of the school
and the community for many years to come. | have
been a member of the School Board since 2007 and
joined the School Board because it is critical for the
success of the School District, the students and the
community to have a parent of children that are

Mount Pleasant School District No. 029-93 — School Director Position No. 4

Tanis Morris

No photo or statement submitted.

Mount Pleasant School District No. 029-93 — School Director Position No. 5

Kate Stiles

As the parent of a young child and a member of the
Mt. Pleasant community, I'd like to help make the
school the best it can possibly be.

Email: katelokken@yahoo.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County Fire & Rescue — Commissioner Position No. 1

David Town
With over 20 years as a Union Representative, 15
years of experience as a volunteer fireman and 10
years as Fire Commissioner serving the citizens of
Ridgefield, La Center, and parts of Battle Ground my
focus will be on the fire district’s needs and balanc-
ing the budget at the same time.

It is my goal to oversee the funds, limit tax in-
creases, spend funds where it is important, such as
on programs that expand public education, EMS and

training.
| am asking for your vote. Thank you.

Phone: (360) 887-3672
Email: Mopartownusa@aol.com

W. Frank Mazna

As a resident of Clark County Fire & Rescue’s district
my family has firsthand experience of the service the
district gives. As a former volunteer and employee

I know the hard work that goes into preparing for
every response. As a past commissioner | actively
pursued and supported implementing paramedic
service in the district and improving adequate safe
responses to emergencies while being fiscally re-
sponsible to the community. | believe that to ensure

success in these uncertain times that we need to
seek regional partners and to jointly work towards
greater safety and emergency response for all of our
citizens.

Address: PO Box 582, La Center 98629
Phone: (360) 263-6334
Email: Frank@frankmazna.com

Clark County Fire & Rescue — Commissioner Position No. 5

Michael J. Lambrecht

I am currently your Commissioner of Clark County
Fire & Rescue. | would like to continue to serve the
citizens of the district to provide the best possible
fire and emergency medical service within the bud-
get constraints of a fiscally responsible agency. | will
use my 19 years of experience as a Commissioner to
serve the district. My goal, as always, is to oversee
that your tax dollars are spent wisely and to provide
the highest level of emergency protection possible.

| ask you to give me the opportunity to continue as
a Commissioner for Clark County Fire & Rescue.

Phone: (360) 263-2553
Email: mjlambrecht1953@gmail.com

Larry Bartel

Drawing on 27 years as a Fire Chief in the Ridgefield,
La Center, and Battle Ground areas, | will focus on
our core missions of education, basic fire and EMS
responses through review and improvement of short
and long term goals including, limiting future tax
increases, placing citizens’ needs first, treating all |
encounter with dignity and respect, holding staff ac-
countable on expenses, seeking innovative service
partnerships, establishing core funds for equipment

replacements and for training, and setting the ex-
ample of what to expect from elected public officials.
I ask for your vote so | may serve you.

Phone: (360) 887-3793
Email: Noah_974@yahoo.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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East County Fire & Rescue — Commissioner Position No. 2

Victor N. Rasmussen

I'm a lifelong Camas-area resident—living in the
Fire District for 35 years. | married Laurie Lightheart
44+ years ago. We have two daughters and two
granddaughters.

It has been my privilege to serve as a Fire
Commissioner for over 30 years. The District has
changed to fulfill community needs, transforming
from an all-Volunteer Department to a combination
of volunteer and paid personnel.

It is my goal to provide the best people and equip-
ment we can—within our shrinking budget. While
this is a challenge, the Board and our Members have
maintained this critical service in a cost-effective
manner.

Website: www.FComm.Org

Thomas A. Gianatasio

My name is Thomas Gianatasio and | seek the posi-
tion of Fire Commissioner seat number 2 for the East
County Fire and Rescue. I’'m a retired professional
firefighter with 36 years of on-the-job experience. |
held the rank of captain and have fire suppression,
fire prevention, fire support and hazmat experience,
and have a degree in Fire Science. I'm a well-quali-
fied candidate for the position of commissioner with
36 years of fire experience. | was also a volunteer for

a smaller neighboring department for over 5 years.
I’'m married to Karen and have 4 grown daughters
and 9 grandchildren.

Phone: (360) 210-4732

East County Fire & Rescue — Commissioner Position No. 4

Martha Martin
As your current Commissioner, | watch out for your
tax dollars while maintaining excellence in fire and
emergency services and promoting safety for your
family and for fire professionals. ECFR provides vital
life-saving services, and my job is to ensure those
services continue into the future.

With your vote, | will continue to support the dedi-
cated emergency professionals of ECFR who work for
our district. As a Clark County native, local business

owner, and community advocate, | will continue to
provide responsible and honest representation.

As my neighbors and friends, you can expect the
best from this Commissioner.

Address: 37015 SE Gibson Road, Washougal 98671
Phone: (360) 835-1070

Email: martha.martin1971@yahoo.com

Website: www.electmarthamartin.com

Ray D. Wygal
Clark County native raised in Yacolt, attended High
School in Battle Ground. Served 4 years in the U.S.
Navy. Have lived in the Washougal area for 22 years.
Married to Mary for 32 years. | have interacted with
East County Fire & Rescue for 5 years.

| want to assist the Fire District in meeting the
needs of the community while remaining a cost ef-
ficient operation.

I will always represent the best interests of the
District’s residents.
| would appreciate your vote.

Phone: (360) 835-5505

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Fire Protection District No. 2 — Commissioner Position No. 1

Ken Ayers

No photo or statement submitted.

Fire Protection District No. 2 — Commissioner Position No. 2

No photo submitted.

Dave Lester
The RFA process (Rural Fire Authority) is under way
and will affect the citizens of fire district 2. | have

been involved in this process and am on the finance
committee. Our district is small and may not be able

to affect the vote for or against but at least we have

a voice in the process. | would like to continue as one

of your commissioners.

Phone: (360) 841-8320

Fire Protection District No. 2 — Commissioner Position No. 3

No photo submitted.

Stanley S. Chunn

Following Frank Stanley's Retirement, with his
recommendation to the board, | was appointed

to Clark County Fire Protection District 2 in the

3rd Commissioner Position in March 2013. | have
over 8 years of fire service with the Woodland Fire
Department, most of those as a Firefighter/EMT. |
believe that this experience will allow me to make
more informed decisions. | look forward to continu-
ing my service to our community in this new role as

we look to the future. Thank you for giving me the
opportunity to continue to serve our fire district.

Email: Stan.Chunn@gmail.com

Fire Protection District No. 3 — Commissioner Position No. 1

Jon Couture

I have faithfully served as a Volunteer Firefighter
for 25 years at Fire District 3. During this time | have
been awarded the Volunteer of the Year Award
seven times by my peers. In 2007 | was elected to
the Board of Fire Commissioners. | understand the
unique challenges of our rural community and fire
department. | am dedicated to maintaining excel-
lence at Fire District 3, and will protect the public
investment with conservative fiscal management. |

am honored to serve as your Fire Commissioner and
thank you for your continued support.

Address: 20208 NE Karlsen Drive,
Brush Prairie 98606

Phone: (360) 256-4863

Email: mtnviewfarms@hotmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Fire Protection District No. 5 — Commissioner Position No. 2

Roy Rhine debt and improving delivery of emergency services
I’'m honored to serve as your fire commissioner - on your behalf. Thank you for your vote and support.
and ask for your vote to continue my office. While

in office, the debt in FD 5 was paid off, | worked to - Phone: (360) 772-0001

safeguard firefighter jobs, and added new firefighter Email: Roy.Rhine@nwrtc.org

positions. I'm working to have stable funding for fire
departments. Firefighters serving FD 5 work hard for
you and the professional service you receive for the
cost is exceptional and | will preserve this. | will main-
tain the priorities of stable funding, staying out of

Fire Protection District No. 6 — Commissioner Position No. 2

Dean T. Bloemke  Email: dbloemke@comcast.net
I am a lifelong resident of Clark County and have
served the Fire District 6 community for 37 years as a
volunteer firefighter and officer. | am proud to have
been your fire commissioner since May 2007.
My fire service knowledge and experience have
helped me facilitate the wise management of your
tax dollars while maintaining the superior level of
emergency services on which you rely.

Fire Protection District No. 10 — Commissioner Position No. 1

Richard Johnson

No photo or statement submitted.

Fire Protection District No. 13 — Commissioner Position No. 1

Erv Beard

No photo or statement submitted.

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Cemetery District No. 4 — Commissioner Position No. 2

Heidi Zimmerman
| have served as commissioner since 2010. During
that time | helped establish new policies so that our
District complies with state and local law, and to en-
sure that our constituents are treated fairly. | assisted
in a financial audit of prior bookkeeping practices
commenced by the Washington State Auditor’s
Office, and helped on acquiring much needed land
for View Cemetery.

My goal is to continue to serve as commissioner

to the best of my ability with honesty and integrity. |
have the deepest respect for my fellow North County
residents and desire only to continue serving them
well.

Phone: (360) 247-6646
Email: hkzim@yahoo.com

Cemetery District No. 6 — Commissioner Position No. 2

Dale Venema

I am a retired local business manager of 35 years and
have served two terms as your Cemetery District #6
Commissioner. | use proven leadership principles for
sound fiscal management and planning for the future
needs of our community. | am dedicated to maintain-
ing the historical value of our pioneer cemeteries.

| bring a collaborative approach as a visionary and

a goal oriented member of the Cemetery Board. |
see the significance of investing in our future while

remembering our past.
Thank you for your trust and support.

Clark Regional Wastewater District — Commissioner Position No. 1

Neil Kimsey
It has been my privilege and honor to serve as your
Clark Regional Wastewater District Commissioner. |
will continue to make decisions that | believe are in
the best interest of the ratepayers. The future pres-
ents many challenging and important issues for the
District in the coming years. | appreciate the confi-
dence voters have placed in me and will support me
for re-election.

Thank you.

Address: Committee to re-elect Neil Kimsey, 711 NW
Overlook Drive, Vancouver 98665

Phone: (360) 695-4863

Email: neilkimsey@hotmail.com

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Vancouver Port District — Commissioner District No. 3

Jerry Oliver

The Port has attracted projects from major com-
panies. Our new industrial park is finished and we
expect building construction to start soon.

New companies attracted to the Port have added
over 400 jobs in just the last 3 years.

When | ran for office, my goal was to get the Port
off the property tax statement. However, the taxes
are pledged to support our debt. Until we pay down
our debt we cannot significantly reduce taxes.

In about four years profit should increase and | will
urge that much of it be dedicated to reducing debt
and lowering your taxes.

Email: gtoliver@umich.edu

Camas-Washougal Port District — Commissioner District No. 1

Mark Lampton

During my first term, the Port developed a strategic
plan that reflected community input and defined a
path for our continued success. Our economic devel-
opment efforts with Camas and Washougal (CWEDA.

ORG) resulted in 216 jobs created or retained in 2012.

We opened Phase 1 of our Industrial Park expan-
sion and purchased an additional 13 acres on the
Columbia River to ensure public access to our wa-
terfront. The Port was honored with the Port of The

Year Award for 2012 by the Washington Public Ports
Association. | thank you for your support and look
forward to the next four years.

Phone: (360) 921-3869
Email: mlampton@comcast.net
Website: marklamptonforport.com

Camas-Washougal Port District — Commissioner District No. 3

Bill Macrae-Smith
I am humbled and honored to serve as
Commissioner of the Port of Camas-Washougal,
District 3. My fellow Commissioners and | strive to
make your Port responsive to the needs of our com-
munity, and | look forward to continuing with that
effort during the next four years.
Your comments and questions are always wel-
come. Feel free to contact me any time.
Respectfully, Bill Macrae-Smith

Address: PO Box 7, Washougal 98671
Phone: (360) 835-5475
Email: wmsgog@frontier.com

Ridgefield Port District — Commissioner District No. 2

Scott Hughes

As one of your Port of Ridgefield commissioners, it
has been my privilege to serve the citizens of the
port district. The port has been working hard to
fulfill our mission of bringing good jobs and high
quality economic development to our community.
Highlights from this year include the completion of
the environmental cleanup of the port waterfront
property, bringing Alliance Industrial Group's high

tech manufacturing operations to our industrial park,

and acquisition of revenue producing properties.
Please join us at our bimonthly public meetings, you
can find our contact information at www.portridge-
field.org.

Email: scotthughes605@comcast.net

These statements are submitted by the candidates and are not checked for accuracy by any government agency
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 1
LIGHT RAIL ADVISORY VOTE

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve proposed Resolution
2013-07-17 which opposes any Light Rail project in Clark County unless it is first supported
by a majority of the voters in a county-wide advisory vote of the people?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

Voting ‘yes’ gives the people the right to decide.

For years, the Vancouver Mayor and council members have repeatedly prevented people
from voting on light rail. To their credit, council members Turlay and Stewart have supported
the people’s right to a public vote.

Finally, people have the chance to be heard. That’s what this vote is all about. It’s simple:
Before government spends a billion taxpayer dollars for any light rail project, they must ask
voters’ permission first. Voting ‘yes’ gives the voters the right to decide. Voting ‘no’ means you
trust the politicians.

Citizens oppose spending a billion tax dollars on light rail without strong voter input,
participation, and agreement. Voting ‘yes’ ensures an open, transparent, citizen-oriented
process. Voting ‘no’ guarantees continued back-room dealing.

This advisory vote gives citizens the chance to decide.

Light rail is a costly, inflexible, and inefficient form of transit. This obsolete feature balloons
the cost of the bridge sky high. Light rail’s financial burden should not be placed on the backs
of Clark County citizens through tolls. A ‘yes’ vote will assure that never again will light rail
be imposed on Clark County citizens without their consent. Let’s ensure that mistake is not
repeated.

Whether you’re for or against light rail doesn’t matter — what matters is this question: Should

the people who will have to pay dearly for light rail have a voice?
Let the people decide. Vote yes!
To learn more, see www.ClarkCountyPropositions.info

Liz Pike

ElectLizPike @comcast.net
(360) 281-8720
www.LizPike.us

John Charles
john@-cascadepolicy.org
(503) 242-0900
www.cascadepolicy.org

Jerry Oliver
gtoliver@umich.edu

(360) 883-9189

2004 SE 125th Ct. Vancouver

Rebuttal of statement
against:
Opponents aren’t telling the

. truth —a “yes” vote doesn’t

prevent light rail or any other

. transportation option, it simply

requires politicians to ask our
permission first. Voting ‘yes’ lets

the people decide and ensures
. that we, the people, are given the
- facts before billions of taxpayer

dollars are spent.

We live in a community that
believes in citizens having a voice
and a choice — let’s keep it that

way.

Let the people decide: vote yes.




Explanatory statement

The Board of Clark County Commissioners (BOCC) are voting members of
various regional transportation boards. The BOCC has proposed a Clark County
policy to vote against all Light Rail-related transportation projects that do not
first receive approval from the citizens via a county-wide election. If you want
the Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote yes. If you do not
want the Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote no. The results
of this vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

Vote no on the Light Rail Advisory Vote. This confusing, non-binding measure decides nothing,
settles nothing, and costs citizens a bundle.

Vote no to tell the politicians to stop wasting our time and money with this and future non-
binding measures that would cost taxpayers as much as $50,000 each.

Clark County will grow by more than 150,000 people over the next 30 years. We'll also get
older, with 150% more people 60 and over. People with disabilities or who cannot afford cars
also need mobility. We will need options to get around. Light rail helps, by carrying two to
four times more people than buses and costing 35% less to operate than buses. By allowing a
reliable option for more than 60,000 commuters, it leaves more highway capacity for freight
and for those who choose to drive.

Light rail supports more people living downtown so those people don’t crowd areas outside
the city. It brings more businesses for us to shop or work in. Thus, it raises property values.

Let's bring our taxes home instead of sending them to another state. Money to match our
Federal dollars can come from state and local taxes we already pay. To operate light rail, money
from riders and savings from replacing bus service could cover the cost.

Don’t let empty promises for future non-binding votes stop us from getting back some of the
taxes we already paid, and putting them to work in Clark County. Vote no on this measure.

Committee members:
- Jim Moeller, Committee Chair
councilmbr@hotmail.com

- Gretchen Starke

- Leah Jackson

Submitted by Jim Moeller, Committee Chair
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

A project that involves two
counties and at least two cities in
two states will not be affected by
a non-binding "advisory" vote in
one county. The election, however,
would cost the taxpayer a lot of
money, money that the county
can't afford. Vote no on this
expensive and useless resolution.
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 2
BUS RAPID TRANSIT ADVISORY VOTE

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve proposed Resolution 2013-07-19
which opposes every Bus Rapid Transit project in Clark County unless it is first supported by
a majority of the voters in a county-wide advisory vote of the people?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

A yes vote

tells county commissioners, who serve on C-TRAN Board, to oppose Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
projects unless the public approves BRT in a countywide advisory vote.

In 2012 voters rejected C-TRAN’s costly BRT and Lightrail proposition.

In 2013 C-TRAN ignored the 2012 public vote by spending $3,000,000 of taxpayer money on
studies for the rejected BRT. The BRT project along 4th Plain from Vancouver Mall to downtown
starts at $50 million with unspecified added costs expected. BRT projects show a history of
expansion and increasing costs. How much more will taxes increase over time? Don’t you think
you should have a vote on such a major commitment? Our existing bus system is paid for. Funds
are already available for affordable equipment and service improvements, not needless, luxury
BRT.

C-TRAN'’s fleet is modern and efficient,

with hybrid buses and extra buses in reserve. Why waste tax dollars to replace a functioning
system? The proposed BRT could include $1,200,000 long bendable buses, expensive raised
sidewalks with inconvenient bus-stops in the middle of the road, fewer stops, and BRT only
traffic lanes downtown causing traffic congestion. The proposed BRT wastes millions of dollars
on larger buses that are not needed based on C-TRAN’s own ridership data.

C-TRAN has limited recent votes to exclude tens of thousands of Clark County taxpayers from
voting,

although they shop in the county and pay sales tax. County commissioners want to hear from
all citizens before further approval of expensive projects. Please vote yes!

www.ClarkCountyPropositions.info

Submitted by: Margaret Tweet, Richard Sohn, Connie Jo Freeman

Rebuttal of statement
against:
“Yes,” to a countywide vote on
costly BRT.

“Yes," uphold 2012 vote
opposing BRT.

Sales taxes, paid by all county
residents, should fund services
countywide. 4th Plain and
downtown already have top
service levels, while other areas
are under served. The Mall to
downtown route can be improved
by running standard buses more
often during peak periods, using
existing resources.

BRT costs: Over S50
million taxpayer dollars for this
first section, future expensive
routes planned.




Explanatory statement

The Board of Clark County Commissioners (BOCC) are voting members of
various regional transportation boards. The BOCC has proposed a Clark County
policy to vote against all Bus Rapid Transit-related transportation projects that
do not first receive approval from the citizens via a county-wide election. If
you want the Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote yes. If you
do not want the Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote no. The
results of this vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

This ballot measure is expensive, confusing, misleading and inaccurate in many of its
statements. Just vote no.

Advisory Vote 2 attempts to stop planned construction of Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) along 4th
Plain Boulevard by calling for multiple future non-binding “advisory” votes which can cost
taxpayers up to $50,000 each.

Bus Rapid Transit is an efficient, cost effective transportation mode that substantially reduces
travel time, carries more passengers and is more reliable than traditional buses. It’s a proven
economic development catalyst in cities like Eugene, Seattle and Everett.

Through a broad community process, C-TRAN studied many options before deciding to
implement the 4th Plain BRT. An expert review panel concurred.

Michael Ennis of the Washington Policy Center agrees: “Given the high demand along the
Fourth Plain corridor, BRT seems like a good fit for moving more people at less cost.” Businesses
and neighborhoods along the Fourth Plain Corridor support BRT.

BRT was not part of the Columbia River Crossing project and was not included in the local
Preferred Alternative documents for that project.

The 4th Plain route requires no new taxes to build or operate and the projected $900,000
annual operating savings in the corridor can finance the local match and improve regular bus
service to other areas and cities.

C-TRAN policy does not require a vote to build BRT from existing funds.

BRT is a solid investment, requires no new taxes and saves time for riders and money for
taxpayers. Vote no on resolution 2013-07-19 and 2013-07-20.

Visit “4thplaingbrt.blogspot.com.”

Statement Against Written By:

Mark Maggiora: mark@abcinc.us

Betty Sue Morris: yoursrprtnr@aol.com

Javier Navarro: Javier.navarro.mtz4@statefarm.com

See http://athplaingbrt.blogspot.com/ for much more information and factual references.
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

Myth: C-TRAN's fleet is modern,
efficient.

Fact: Over % the Fourth Plain
buses are 13 years old and need
replacement.

Myth: BRT takes away a car lane.
Fact: No it doesn’t.

Myth: BRT is more expensive than
traditional buses.

Fact: BRT saves money. Carries
twice the passengers. Needs one
driver, not two if regular buses
carried the passengers.

Myth: Voters rejected BRT last fall.
Fact: Voters rejected new taxes.
This BRT requires no new taxes.
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 3
EAST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE ADVISORY VOTE

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve proposed Resolution 2013-07-21
which supports a proposed East County Toll-Free Bridge?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

Which bridge proposal is based on actual engineering and true cost estimates? In contrast
to the other proposals, the East County Bridge design and cost estimates were provided by a
qualified transportation architect.
The ideal third bridge location for our region is 4 miles east of I-205 to connect SR-14 at 192nd
Ave near Camas to 1-84 in Gresham Oregon. Regional congestion relief would be provided
by more evenly distributing traffic across three bridges. The third bridge would provide an
alternate path for emergency vehicles and redundancy in case another bridge became blocked.
In contrast to the other proposals that require costly lift-spans, the natural elevation of SR-14
at this location is high enough to allow a simple low cost |-205 Bridge type fixed-span design to
accommodate all present and future ship navigation. It appears that few structures would be

impacted by this project, one building and some floating homes in Oregon, none in Washington.

The low cost, low maintenance, toll-free, debt-free I-205 Bridge, built just 30 years ago,
proves that we can build this. The people and local leaders of our communities can work
together to make this proposal even better.

This authentic proposal, backed by real engineering and realistic cost estimates, will allow us
to simply and quickly connect our bi-state community with a third toll-free highway across the
Columbia River. If you recognize this as the practical solution and good-faith choice, vote Yes on
the East County Bridge proposal.

For design and cost details, see: www.EastCountyBridge.com

David Madore
david@davidmadore.com
www.DavidMadore.com
(360) 601-3056

17401 NE Stoney Meadows Dr.
Vancouver, WA 98682

Paul Harris

(360) 553-2748
plharris@comcast.net

Julie Longoria
(360) 883-5859
julijules@comcast.net

Rebuttal of statement
against:

We rejected these same old

arguments against our essential
second bridge thirty years ago

. when we built our toll-free I-205.
We can accept the challenge and
. win again. Our win3.org

- website clearly refutes the

statement against.

Elections empower citizens to
choose their future. Rather than
abandoning our freedom to drive
and forcing us into excessively
expensive Light Rail, let’s build this

third bridge for a smarter future.
Vote No on #4. Vote Yes on #3.




Explanatory statement

The Board of Clark County Commissioners (BOCC) are voting members of
various regional transportation boards. The BOCC has proposed a Clark County
policy to vote in favor of any transportation projects that explore a New Toll-
Free East County Bridge, if it meets the guidelines set out in the Proposed
Resolution printed in this pamphlet. If you want the Commissioners to adopt
this policy, you should vote yes. If you do not want the Commissioners to adopt
this policy, you should vote no. The results of this vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

The resolution- Clark County Advisory Vote #3- is full of errors and ill advised.

This is not a County-level only project but a multi-state and federal project.

The East Bridge needs Oregon’s approval. Oregon’s Transportation Planning Rule, HB2001
greenhouse gas reduction statute, and Metro’s 2035 Regional Transportation Plan prohibit
projects such as this car-oriented, toll-free bridge that increase vehicle miles traveled and
induce sprawl. Without Oregon’s approval this third bridge will never happen.

This bridge is not a multi-state nor is it a federal funding priority. To illustrate, the Hood River
area pushed for twelve years in similar circumstances to replace their toll bridge, has completed
a Final EIS, and has no funding for the $240 million project. Like Hood River, Clark County
will receive no funding. Without tolls, the only way Clark County can finance this bridge is to
increase your taxes.

The current I-5 Bridge needs to be addressed and functioning before any third bridge can be
considered. I-5 is the single most important roadway on the west coast, connecting Mexico,
the United States and Canada. The current bridge connection is old, fraught with traffic snarls,
bridge lifts and was not built to withstand a major seismic event. It is absolutely imperative that
we have a safe and effective bridge to service this important roadway before any funds, time
and energy are spent on secondary routes.

This non-binding advisory vote for Clark County is not a good idea and wastes tax dollars.

No on Advisory Vote #3.

Statement Against Written By:
Mike Briggs: MIKBRIs4@aol.com

Committee member #2:
Rory Bowman: bowman@pobox.com

Committee member #3:
Dave Howard: waterboy@q.com
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

© There is no “ideal location” for

a third bridge to Oregon, when
Oregon’s laws prohibit such a
bridge, and the Oregon public
does not want one.

If toll free, where is the state
and federal money coming from?
Since it is not on regional or
statewide transportation plans, it
is ineligible for state and federal

funding of any kind.
|-205 was built with the old
Interstate Construction funds.

" They are gone now and not

available.
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 4
INTERSTATE-5 TOLL-FREE BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve proposed Resolution 2013-
07-25 which would create a board policy which supports a proposed I-5 Toll-Free Bridge
Replacement?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

Vote Yes on Advisory Vote #4 to build a new, safe and efficient I-5 Bridge, with more lanes,
improved on-ramps, emergency shoulders, better pedestrian and bike paths, and no bridge lifts.
The existing I-5 Bridge is unsafe, unreliable and inadequate. The current bridge has double the

crashes it should, and is seismically unsafe. It was designed 100 years ago for horse and buggies,

not semi-trucks and modern passenger vehicles.
Vote Yes on Advisory Vote #4 to improve our economy. Every year, delays caused by the

existing I-5 Bridge cost our community commerce and jobs. By 2025 we’ll lose a staggering $844

million annually in commerce, and 6,500 jobs.

Vote Yes on Advisory Vote #4 for a quicker commute. Our families suffer because 55,000
commuters are stuck in I-5 Bridge traffic, and will be stuck for many more hours every year if we
don’t build a better bridge.

Vote Yes on Advisory Vote #4 for a bridge that is ready to build. $170 million and a dozen
years of community work have been invested. Any other bridge means starting from scratch,
spending more time and money as we stay stuck in traffic, while construction costs increase
$20 million per year. Other bridges wouldn’t help I-5 commuters, or semi-trucks who use the I-5
Bridge 42% more than the I-205 Bridge, and wouldn’t get approved in Oregon.

Vote Yes on Advisory Vote #4 to tell politicians to stop talking and start building a bridge that
benefits our community for the next 100 years.

Steve Stuart, Chair Brian Wolfe
(360) 397-2232
Steve.stuart@clark.wa.gov

Ty Stober

Rebuttal of statement
against:

Don’t be misled. This advisory vote
supports a toll-free I-5 Bridge, with
more lanes, emergency shoulders,
improved ramps, and preserving
shipping channels, for less than
$900 million. The Con committee
opposes a different project. They
promote a project that won’t fix

the I-5 commute or help move
. freight, and would mean starting
from scratch, building new access

highways, costing millions more
and years of delay. We need a
bigger, safer I-5 Bridge now! Vote

- yes.




Explanatory statement

The Board of Clark County Commissioners (BOCC) are voting members of
various regional transportation boards. The BOCC has proposed a Clark County
policy to vote in favor of any transportation projects that would replace the
existing |-5 Bridge with a New Toll-Free I-5 Bridge, if it meets the guidelines

set out in the Proposed Resolution printed in this pamphlet. If you want the
Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote yes. If you do not want
the Commissioners to adopt this policy, you should vote no. The results of this
vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

Vote No on this CRC I-5 Light Rail Boondoggle.

Fact: The CRC documents state that after 11 years and $170 million in studies, that the bare
bones cost for their I-5 replacement project is $2.8 Billion and require tolls, not $900 million
and toll-free.

Fact: The CRC documents state that local businesses will lose over $100 million because the
light rail bridge will permanently obstruct ship navigation and kill hundreds of local jobs.

Fact: The CRC documents state that their plan incurs billions in debt and leaves no money to
build a third bridge.

Fact: Building a third bridge meets current and future demands better than tearing down an
already-paid-for toll free bridge.

Fact: The highest accident rate on the I-5 is not at the bridge. It is at the I-5/1-405 chokepoint
at the Rose Quarter.

Fact: The Army Corp of Engineers has certified the I-5 Bridge as structurally sound with many
useful years left.

Fact: The governors of Oregon and Washington abandoned the CRC I-5 project after voters
rejected Light Rail funding and Washington State senators refused to waste any more taxes on
it.

Fact: The CRC documents expose this proposal as having no basis. It is an edited version of a
real project, the East County Bridge which can be found at www.EastCountyBridge.com

Do not vote for this CRC Light Rail boondoggle that would force outrageously expensive Light
Rail onto Clark County citizens.

Vote No on this CRC I-5 Light Rail Boondoggle.

Steve Herman
(360) 904-3925

Chairman: Debbie Peterson
1105 SE 104th Avenue
Vancouver, Washington 98664
(360) 254-8785
debbie@debbiepeterson.org

Dan Coursey

48421 Dr. Eldridge Drive
Washougal, WA 98671
(360) 281-4037
ascente@comcast.net
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

Don't be fooled into voting yes
for the same old CRC Light Rail

Tolling boondoggle when forensic

accountants are calling for an
investigation and accounting of
the $170 million.

Voters already said "No" to
higher taxes for this on Proposition
One in our last General Election.

© The $170 million already wasted

on this Light Rail project failed to
produce a set of workable plans
for a bridge.

Vote No again to stop the gross
waste.
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 5
NEW WEST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE

Should the Clark County Board of Commissioners approve the proposed Resolution
2013-07-27 which supports a West County Toll-Free Bridge?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

Congestion Relief Needed

The I-5 Columbia River bridge and its approaches are currently at capacity during key hours.

The need for additional capacity is obvious and critical to the economic health of southwest
Washington and the Portland Metro area.

2012 population of Clark County and the Portland Metro area was over 2.7 million people and
growing. It is irresponsible to think 2 bridges can accommodate that large a population.

Easier, Faster, And Safer Commute, Travel And Freight Mobility

Adding a crossing west of the I-5 freeway provides a solution that has been planned and
advocated for many years by commercial and industrial companies that populate our ports and
commerce centers, predominantly west of I-5.

We would experience immediate congestion relief by diverting traffic off of the I-5 freeway
with an additional bridge.

We need more bridges to provide more routes during, evacuation, earthquake, road closures,
and accidents.

Cost Effective Solution

The cost of the above would be a fraction of the CRC plan and provide better solution to our
current gridlock.

Preserve and add to our current crossing capacity.

Attract And Retain Jobs & Businesses While Improving The Environment.

The West Bridge opens the door to the largest concentration of Commerce and Industry for
Southwest Washington and the greater Portland Area.

This new corridor would remove heavy trucks and many commercial vehicles from the
present crossings, which would help existing business, attract new businesses and greatly
enhance commuter trip times as well.

Vote yes, on a multi-modal West County Bridge

www.WestCountyBridge.com
Jim Johnson

Chair: Sharon Nasset Bruce Holmstrom

Rebuttal of statement
against:

Unlike the East option, the West
County Bridge, if adjacent to BNSF
rail bridge, is in the Portland-

. Vancouver industrial area with

adequate low cost vacant land.
Nobody knows the cost without

a study; however, the West
County Bridge should be a very
cost-effective option. This option
improves freight mobility, reduces
congestion and should be the first
part of a comprehensive plan to
add several new bridges, including
improving commuter rail. Location
has less airspace limitations.




Explanatory statement

The Board of Clark County Commissioners (BOCC) are voting members of
various regional transportation boards. The BOCC has proposed a Clark County
policy to vote in favor of any transportation projects that explore a New Toll-
Free West County Bridge, if it meets the guidelines set out in the Proposed
Resolution printed in this pamphlet. If you want the Commissioners to adopt
this policy, you should vote yes. If you do not want the Commissioners to adopt
this policy, you should vote no. The results of this vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

Vote No

Fact: Cost for the West option is much higher than the East option costs. The west would
require miles of new corridors through critical lands and existing residential areas. The west
would require a high span or a costly lift span for ships.

Fact: The more expensive the project, the more likely the tolls. Building any bridge with tolls
would eventually trigger tolls on the others. Triggering tolls on our bridges would do more harm
than good.

Fact: We must compare and prioritize: East, or West, choose one, not both. The East provides
the simplest, lowest cost, most bang for our buck solution. The East, not West, is ready to
connect major highways; SR-14 and 1-84. The East land elevation is ample for a low cost |-205
type fixed span.

Fact: Any new bridge must not obstruct present and future ship navigation at least as well
as present bridges. The East, not West, has minimal impact on critical and developed land.

The East would relieve I-205 which would relieve I-5 congestion. The East accommodates the
current population and future growth.

Fact: I-205 was built just 30 years ago, toll-free, debt-free. The East proposal is provided by a
qualified transportation architect. It's real. The East Bridge Design and estimated costs are at:
EastCountyBridge.com If we work together, we can build another I-205 type Bridge to the East.
The West is not practical at this time. The East is. Vote no on the West County Bridge.

Chuck Miller
(360) 834-2254
wcfrg@att.net

Peter Silliman
(360) 772-2258
peter@petersilliman.com

Chair: Thomas Hann
1228 NW 10th Avenue
Camas, WA 98607
(360) 608-8819
thomas.hann@att.net
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

A west county bridge requiring
miles of new corridor through
critical wetlands and established
neighborhoods would cost
billions, require tolls, and could
eventually trigger tolls on our
existing I-5 and 1-205 Bridges. The
smarter choice for I-205 and I-5
congestion relief is an East County
Bridge connecting SR-14 to 1-84.

To keep our bridges toll-free,

choose the simple affordable East
County Bridge instead. A west side
corridor is unaffordable at this
time. Vote No.
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Advisory Vote No. 6
FIREWORKS USE AND SALE

Should Clark County enact a local ordinance, consistent with state law, which would limit

the use of fireworks in the unincorporated areas of Clark County to July 4 of every year, and

limit the sale of fireworks in the same area to July 2, 3, and 4°?

[JYES [JNO

Statement for:

Consistency is an important part of our life here in Southwest Washington. Rules and
regulations should strive to provide equal legislation; therefore, we support the measure
to establish the same regulations fireworks that the City of Vancouver has adopted, limiting
fireworks use to July 4th only.

Reducing the number of days that fireworks discharge is allowed will have many benefits
to our fire, ambulance, and law enforcement agencies. Fewer days decrease the potential for
fireworks-related injuries and fires that drain emergency resources. This is extremely important
during the historically dry month of July when fire danger is usually high. By reducing fireworks
usage days, we can help keep our county’s spaces safe from devastating fires as well as
decrease the amount of personal injury.

This is not a ban on fireworks. They are part of our tradition and Non-Profits depend on
the sale of fireworks for fundraising. This measure assures fundraising opportunity, while
allowing citizens the privilege to celebrate our Nation's founding. Additionally, the measure will
demonstrate concern and sympathy for citizens with noise, PTSD, anxiety, and other sensory
issues. Animals aren’t immune to fireworks; they are prone to flee during the holiday and
shelters are overwhelmed with runaway pets. Limiting fireworks discharge days will positively
impact both citizens and animals, while upholding the traditions we hold dear.

Independence Day is day to revel in our freedom. Adopting this measure assures us the
privilege to celebrate our country in an appropriate way, while respecting the safety and
security of others.

Chair: Dick Deleissegues Eileen Cowen Brenda Rule
16008 NE 203rd Ct., 715 W 21st St., 1109 NE 98th Ave.,
Brush Prairie, WA 98606 Vancouver, WA 98660 Vancouver, WA 98664

(360) 601-1555
eileen_cowen@yahoo.com

(360) 260-9444 brenda.rule@yahoo.com

dickdelies@aol.com

Rebuttal of statement
against:

- Some would self-interestedly

lead you to believe that the
ability to detonate explosives, eat
in restaurants, sleep in hotels,
and skip on taxes will produce a
citizenry loyal to their country.
Dismissing the needs of others,

. the weakest among us including

our war-time vets, by telling them

to buck up and be “brave” is

insulting to anyone with any shred
of decency. Encouraging behavior
based on money and profit is
anything but American.




Explanatory statement

Clark County Code 5.28.040 - .050 allows for the sale of fireworks from June
28 at noon to July 4 at 11 p.m. and the discharge of fireworks between June 28
and July 4. There is a proposed Clark County Resolution to amend the code to
limit sale of fireworks to July 1-4, and limit discharge of fireworks to July 4 only.
If you want the Commissioners to limit sale and discharge as described, you
should vote yes. If you want the law to remain the same, you should vote no.
The results of this vote are advisory only.

Statement against:

Our county already restricted fireworks from June 28th through July 4th.

2012 had 49 vendor permits with approximately 26 charitable entities. The rest are family
owned, some large businesses, and stands that fund the celebration at the Fort.

You’d lose charitable income, cause families to lose their businesses and risk the loss of

funding for the big show at the fort. It will impact establishments like restaurants and hotels.

Fireworks are the single largest draw we have to bring money from Oregon into Washington
and most vendors charge sales tax to them.

Beside the fiscal/economic impact there’s a social one to consider as neighbors come
together to celebrate.

When we think of freedom we think of the fourth of July.

Baseball, barbecues and apple pie.

From the sidewalks of Wall Street to those streets called Main.

Men bled and died and not in vain.

They gave us freedom from taxes on stamps and tea.

They won independence from across the sea.

These days as we watch those “bombs” bursting in air

The bright colorful patterns remind us that flag is still there.

To all those who find it stressful | ask you to be brave

As we celebrate the lives for a country those men gave.

The celebration and memories of these fireworks become fond

| ask you to let the young ones develop those bonds.

Please let them grow up feeling loyalty and like they belong

To the country whose fireworks are glorified in its’ national song.

Carolyn Crain
Don Benton

ADVISORY MEASURES e 1 05

Rebuttal of statement
for:

Following Vancouver’s lead to
provide consistency in our laws
won’t work. Proponents claim a
decrease in “potential” fires and
injuries. The legislatures’ passed
state laws which allow sales

and use longer than our current
county ordinance. There won’t be
conformity at any level regardless.
We need to enforce the laws we
have allowing law-abiding citizens
to enjoy fireworks. This ban
reduces tax revenue, liberty and
has terrible effects on non-profits
that rely on fireworks revenue.
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City of Washougal
PROPOSITION NO.1

ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER FORM OF GOVERNMENT WITHIN THE
CITY OF WASHOUGAL

Shall the City of Washougal adopt the Council/Manager form of government and abandon the Council/
Mayor form of government? The adoption of the Council/Manager form of government would not affect

the City's eligibility to be governed under Title 35A of the Revised Code of Washington.

FOR ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER
FORM OF GOVERNMENT .....ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiic e, L]

AGAINST ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER
FORM OF GOVERNMENT ...cccoeiiiiiiiiniiiiiiciniccceniinne (]

Statement for:

Vote yes for our city’s future! In Washougal’s 105-year history, only one mayor has served two
full four-year terms and each mayor has taken the city in a different direction. How do we stay
focused on the future? We can do better!

State law gives growing cities the option to adopt a new form of government, so the City
Council voted unanimously to bring Proposition 1 to the voters. Proposition 1 will change
Washougal’s form of government to Council-Manager, the most common for a US city our size.

Currently, our part-time mayor is responsible for a $36 million annual budget, and between
80-100 employees. However, there are no educational or managerial experience requirements
to be mayor. Under the new plan, the council would hire a professional full-time City Manager
to oversee daily operations, manage our tax money, and manage utility costs. By law, they are
hired solely on the basis of their qualifications.

The council and mayor will continue to be your elected representatives, set policy, and
oversee the city manager. The mayor will be elected from the council to provide political
leadership. In case of misconduct, council can remove the city manager at any time.

There are no additional costs involved; the Council-Manager system actually saves money.
Cities operating under this system typically perform better in terms of cost, efficiency, service
delivery, and have greater stability.

Vote yes for Proposition 1.

Supported by The Columbian: “Put Experts in Charge: Municipalities are best run by trained
managers, not politicians” 6/19/2013.

www.washougalfirst.org

Facebook: Washougal First- Yes on Prop 1
PO Box 920

Washougal, Washington 98671

(360) 977-5409

Joyce Lindsay, Washougal Councilmember
Jennifer McDaniel, Washougal Councilmember
Brent Boger, Washougal Councilmember

Rebuttal of statement
against:
If Proposition 1 passes, state law
has an option for the people to
elect the mayor.

Proposition 1 gives Washougal
a Professional City Manager
accountable to citizens through

- the council and mayor, with less

cost. Proposition 1 will prevent
mayoral abuse of power and
public resource misuse.

Most American cities

. Washougal’s size use this
- government system. Smaller
© towns mostly use our current

system. Since Washougal’s
population has tripled since

1990, our city government should

modernize.




Explanatory statement

The City of Washougal is currently a non-chartered code city doing business
under the Mayor-Council form of government as provided in RCW 35A.12.

An elected mayor is the chief administrative officer of the city. Approval of

the ballot measure would require a change to the Council-Manager form of
government as provided by RCW 35A.13. The elected council would select a
professional manager to be the chief administrative officer of the city. A mayor
will be selected from among the council to be the "chairperson" of the council
and be the head of the city for ceremonial purposes.

Statement against:

This proposal will take away your right to vote for the Mayor of Washougal.

The timing of this issue is suspect. It’s been rushed to ballot in less than two months and
brought forward after candidate filings were over.

Under this proposal the city councilors will choose one of themselves to be mayor. They will
then hire a manager to run the operations of the city. This person will not be accountable to the
voters.

Washougal has had a professional city administrator for nearly 10 years. The administrator
is responsible for daily operations and future planning of the city. Through a careful process of
choice, the mayor, city councilors and administrator have hired trained professionals to manage
the operating departments. Proudly, the City passed its recent state audits with perfect scores.

Our community has grown better and better in many ways in the last few years. Applications
for new home construction have increased, businesses are expanding and new ones starting,
there is new life downtown and there are more jobs.

Why change what is working so well?

The Mayor is elected, accountable and accessible to the citizenry. Having an elected Mayor
provides a check and balance to Council. He or she is the leader of our community.

Some members of the City Council want you to dump all this and give them all the power.
Don’t allow it. Keep your opportunity to speak and vote.

Vote “No” on this issue.

Jeff Guard
(360) 608-2850
guardj@yahoo.com

Marilyn Tyrrell - Chair
(360) 210-8012
myrt34@comcast.net

Larry White
(360) 835-2066
larcherw@comcast.net

Facebook page: Vote No On Washougal Form of government
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

The Statement in Favor includes
multiple inaccuracies.
Washougal already has a full-
time professional administrator
who manages daily operations.
If Proposition 1 passes, the
Mayor you elect will never take
office.
There are no facts to support
the accuracy of Paragraph 5.
Washougal is currently run by
experts and trained managers, not
politicians.
Exercise your right to elect your
Mayor. Vote No on Proposition 1.
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East County Fire & Rescue
PROPOSITION NO. 1
FIREFIGHTING AND LIFESAVING FACILITY AND EQUIPMENT BONDS

The Board of Fire Commissioners of East County Fire & Rescue, Clark County, Washington, adopted
Resolution No. 171-07162013 concerning a proposition to finance facility upgrades and equipment
acquisition. If approved, this proposition would authorize the District to upgrade and equip existing
facilities and acquire firefighting and lifesaving vehicles, including but not limited to two engines

and a brush truck; issue no more than $1,275,000 of general obligation bonds maturing within 20
years; and levy annual excess property taxes to repay the bonds, all as provided in Resolution No. 171-

07162013. Should this proposition be approved?

[ JYES LINO

Statement for:

East County Fire and Rescue has historically been able to replace and update equipment and
facilities out of the General Budget. With the current economy and the resulting reduction of
tax revenues, this is no longer possible.

ECFR has been diligent in carefully managing the tax dollars that are provided for the
operation of the Fire District. We have maintained a high level of service in spite of the fact that
our revenue has been reduced by 30%.

Equipment wears out and must be replaced. The longer we wait, the more expensive this
process becomes. Cost to maintain worn out equipment also continues to increase, further
impacting an already stretched budget.

The idea of leasing equipment has been explored by the Board, but was rejected, as there is
no room in the existing budget to cover lease payments; in the long term, leasing would cost
more than purchasing the equipment outright.

Necessary facility repairs have been put off for at least 4 years, again due to budget restraints.

The amount requested for this bond is the minimum needed to continue to provide a reliable
level of service to our residents.

Committee for Issue:

Chair: Gary Larson (360) 834-5275
George Hoober

Bob Jacobs

Rebuttal of statement
against:

ECFR’s first priority is Safety.
Our intent has been to replace
equipment before it becomes
unsafe or unreliable.

We have always had an
Equipment replacement plan and
have lived within the confines of
our budget. Current economic
conditions do not support any
capital projects, maintenance or
otherwise. Due to the downturn
in the economy, facility repair
projects have been put off for 4
plus years.

Our budget does not support
leasing in the foreseeable future.




Explanatory statement

East County Fire & Rescue seeks voter approval to sell $1,275,000 in bonds
to finance costs of upgrading and equipping existing facilities and acquiring
firefighting and life saving vehicles.

The bonds will be repaid from annual excess property taxes. The District
anticipates a tax rate increase (over the existing rate) of $0.09 per $1,000 of
assessed value for 20 years, or $13.50 per year for a home valued at $150,000.

Tax exemptions may be available to homeowners 61 or older, or disabled, or
who meet certain income requirements. To determine qualification, call the
Clark County Assessor at (360) 397-2391.

Statement against:

In the current economic times, raising your taxes should be the last resort, not the first
suggested by your elected officials.

While it is true that some of East County Fire & Rescue’s engines are 15-20 years old, this does

not mean they are unsafe or unreliable. Maintenance is done regularly by a certified mechanic,
there are no safety concerns, parts are available for repairs, and current emergency response
service will continue without interruption.

Affordable alternatives exist which provide replacement for fire apparatus if actually needed
at this time. One option is leasing equipment, which offers the ability to replace equipment and
stay within the fire district’s budget. Another option is for the Fire District to use their current
Capital Asset Fund to purchase a smaller engine for our rural area.

It is a concern that this bond also includes numerous capital improvement projects. The
patrons of ECFR expect their fire district to live within the confines of their budget. It is
unreasonable for a public agency to outspend their budget, even in this difficult economic
climate, and then ask the tax payers for more taxes.

Apparatus will always reach a replacement point, and with a fleet of over 20 vehicles, ECFR
needs to have a capital replacement plan that does not include voted bonds every few years.
Better budgeting, looking at affordable alternatives, and continued quality maintenance
provides that solution. Send your ECFR commissioners back to the drawing board. Vote no to
new taxes!

Written by:

Martha Martin, Chair: martha.martin1971@yahoo.com, (360) 835-1070
Thomas Gianatasio: donaldukg@yahoo.com, (360) 210-4732

Roger Daniels: rdan1sg@aol.com, (360) 852-5151
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Rebuttal of statement
for:

ECFR has over 20 reliable, well
maintained, and road-worthy
vehicles. It misleads the public to
state "this bond is the minimum
needed” for reliable services.
Dependable services will continue.

This bond is a rushed solution to
a non-urgent situation. More can
be done. Still needed is a capital
replacement plan, which has been
ignored.

A better solution is to seek
public input and review every
option, before considering a bond.

Vote no to unnecessary taxes.
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Clark County
Advisory Vote No. 1- LIGHT RAIL ADVISORY VOTE
PROPOSED
LIGHT RAIL RESOLUTION 2013-07-17

A resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commissioners
to oppose every Light Rail project in Clark County unless it is
first supported by a majority of the voters in a county-wide
advisory vote of the people.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners, as repre-
sentatives of the Citizens of Clark County, serve as members of
various governing boards that may consider Light Rail transpor-
tation projects; and

Because C-Tran Proposition One funding for Light Rail op-
eration and maintenance was rejected in the November 2012
General Election; and

Because the citizens of Clark County were not able to express
their consent in an advisory vote before more than $170 mil-
lion was spent on the Columbia River Crossing project based on
Light Rail, bridge tolls and billions of dollars in debt before the
project was closed down as directed by Governors Kitzhaber
and Inslee; and

Because the Board of Commissioners wish to seek and re-
spect voter input in a county-wide advisory vote in advance of
any board vote on any Light Rail transportation project before
millions of dollars are spent on it; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that adoption of this policy would be in the best in-
terests of the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens,
now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

It shall be the policy of the Clark County Board of
Commissioners to clearly oppose every Light Rail project in
Clark County unless it is first supported by a majority of the vot-
ers in a county-wide advisory vote of the people; and

To uphold this policy as board members of C-Tran, the
Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council, the
Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC), and the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

ADOPTED this day of , 2013.

Attest:

Rebecca Tilton,
Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner




Clark County
Advisory Vote No. 2 - BUS RAPID TRANSIT ADVISORY VOTE
PROPOSED
BUS RAPID TRANSIT RESOLUTION 2013-07-19

A resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commissioners
to oppose every Bus Rapid Transit project in Clark County unless
it is not first supported by a majority of the voters in a county-
wide advisory vote of the people.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners, as rep-
resentatives of the Citizens of Clark County, serve as members
of various governing boards that may consider High Capacity
Transit Bus Rapid Transit transportation projects; and

Because the 20-year Transit Development Plan adopted by
C-Tran was based on the Columbia River Crossing High Capacity
Transit project with Light Rail and Bus Rapid Transit that was
closed down as directed by Governors Kitzhaber and Inslee; and

Because that plan to connect Bus Rapid Transit to Portland
Light Rail at a High Capacity Terminus in Clark County is now
obsolete; and

Because the 20-year C-Tran plan includes spending up to
S407 million on Bus Rapid Transit projects that will require ad-
ditional tax increases; and

Because the 20-year C-Tran Plan states that High Capacity
Transit shall not be funded by diverting existing C-Tran revenues
from current operating and capital costs; and

Because the C-Tran Adopted Policy states that “any means
chosen to finance operations of the HCT component of the CRC
project shall be submitted to the impacted C-TRAN voters for
approval”; and

Because a sales tax increase to fund Bus Rapid Transit and
Light Rail operation and maintenance was submitted to the vot-
ers and rejected in the November 2012 General Election when
voters defeated C-Tran Proposition One; and

Because a new 20-year C-Tran plan must be defined based on
clear policies that are supported by the affected citizens; and

Because the Board of Commissioners wish to seek and re-
spect voter input in a county-wide advisory vote in advance of
any board vote on any Bus Rapid Transit project before millions
of dollars are spent on it; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that adoption of this policy would be in the best in-
terests of the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens,
now therefore:
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BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

It should be the policy of the Clark County Board of
Commissioners to clearly oppose every Bus Rapid Transit proj-
ect in Clark County unless it is first supported by a majority of
the voters in a county-wide advisory vote of the people; and

To uphold this policy as board members of C-Tran, the
Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council, the
Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC), and the Joint
Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT).

ADOPTED this day of , 2013.

Attest:

Rebecca Tilton,
Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 3
EAST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE ADVISORY VOTE
PROPOSED
EAST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE RESOLUTION 2013-07-21

A resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commissioners
to support a proposed East County Toll-Free Columbia River
Bridge as defined in this resolution.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners, as repre-
sentatives of the Citizens of Clark County, serve as members of
various governing boards that consider transportation projects;
and

Because any major transportation project serving Clark
County would affect the public health, safety and welfare of the
Citizens; and

Because such projects should start by asking the people if
they would support the proposed direction and that the wishes
of the electorate in this instance are best represented by a
County-wide vote, which is referred to as an advisory vote; and

Because a third toll-free bridge across the Columbia River
may be in the best interests of the citizens of Clark County; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that adoption of this policy would be in the best in-
terests of the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens,
now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

The Board should adopt a policy to propose and support an
East County Toll-Free Columbia River Bridge WHICH WOULD:

1. Provide a third free-flowing highway between Oregon
and Washington that enhances interstate commerce,
relieve traffic congestion across the Glenn Jackson I-205
Bridge and in turn, relieve traffic congestion across the I-5
Columbia River Bridge; and

2. Better connect Clark County at SR-14 at NE 192nd Ave
to -84 at exit 13 via Airport Way and 181st Avenue in
Gresham, Oregon; and

3. Ensure that the total cost for the whole project is less
than $900 million including all studies and planning, and
that the bridge remains toll-free in order for the Board of
Commissioners to support the project; and

4. Be about 4 miles east of the I-205 Glenn Jackson Bridge;

and

5. Have two to three through lanes in each direction plus
shoulders for cars, trucks and buses plus paths for bicycles
and pedestrians; and

6. Not be designed for trains or train tracks; and

7. Meet or exceed Columbia River ship navigation clearances
accommodated by the Glenn Jackson |-205 Bridge; and

8. Be a model of integrity, transparency, forthrightness; and

9. Utilize open competitive proposals from a wide variety
of private companies during an investigation phase and
during subsequent design/build phase before spending
substantial funds; and

10. Minimize the work done and the money spent by public
agencies; and

11. Follow financial management and accounting practices
recommended by forensic accountants including periodic
audits; and

12. Genuinely seek input from local elected representatives
and citizens through open dialog and meaningful two-way
interactions to improve the design to best serve the citi-
zens; and

13. Once a clear project is defined, including the financing
plan, allow Clark County citizens to voice their approval
or rejection of the project in a county-wide advisory vote
election; and

14. It shall be the policy of the Clark County Board of
Commissioners to clearly support, provide leadership and
champion the proposed bridge project; and

15. To uphold this policy as board members of C-Tran, the
Southwest Washington Regional Transportation Council,
the Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC), and
the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
(JPACT).

ADOPTED this day of , 2013.

Attest:

Rebecca Tilton,
Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK




Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner

Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 4

INTERSTATE-5 TOLL-FREE BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
PROPOSED

TOLL-FREE I-5 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT RESOLUTION NO.
2013-07-25
A Resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commissioners
to support a proposed Toll-Free replacement of the I-5
Columbia River Bridge as defined in this resolution.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners represent
the Citizens of Clark County as members of the governing body
for C-Tran, the Southwest Washington Regional Transportation
Council (RTC), and have representation on the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and the
Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC); and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to
effectively determine citizen preferences as it relates to their
authority as voting members of those Boards; and

Because over 11 years, 7,521 public comments, 1,276 public
and citizen advisory committee meetings, 32,070 public com-
ments, and $170 million in transportation funds have already
been invested in the Columbia River Crossing project that could
be used to minimize more time, money, and process, by focus-
ing on fixing problems at the existing I-5 Columbia River Bridge
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crossing; and

Because the existing I-5 Columbia River Bridge has 3 un-
dersized lanes, no shoulders for emergency turnout, and
interchanges surrounding it that require entering and exiting
through lanes from a complete stop; and

Because the existing I-5 Columbia River Bridge was built in
1917 and 1958, for 2 lanes of travel each way, and does not meet
current or future demands for Interstate service; and

Because the existing I-5 Columbia River Bridge and its ap-
proach sections experience crash rates more than two times
higher than statewide averages for comparable facilities; and

Because any major transportation project should start by ask-
ing the people if they would support the proposed direction;
and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners believes
that the wishes of the electorate in this instance are best rep-
resented by a County-wide vote, which is referred to as an
advisory vote; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that adoption of this policy would be in the best in-
terests of the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens,
now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Description of Proposal. The Board shall adopt a
policy supporting the replacement of the existing I-5 Columbia
River Bridge WHICH:

would ensure that the total cost for the whole project be
less than $900 million including all studies and planning, and
the bridge must remain toll-free in order for the Board of
Commissioners to support the project; and

would seek to minimize long term debt and work to achieve a
toll-free project; and

would replace the existing I-5 Columbia River Bridge; and

would have at least 2 more travel lanes in each direction than
the 3 on the existing I-5 bridge, to allow entering and leaving
through lanes at speed instead of entering from a complete
stop; and

would have travel lanes that are at least standard width to
replace the narrow lanes on the existing I-5 bridge; and

would have adequate shoulder width for emergency turnouts
to replace the lack of shoulders on the existing I-5 bridge; and
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would contain paths for bicycles and pedestrians to replace
the narrow paths on the existing I-5 bridge; and

would meet or exceed current Interstate bridge seismic safety
requirements; and

would provide enhanced connections for the two largest
freight interchanges in the Portland-Vancouver Metropolitan
Region, which are located along I-5 near the existing I-5 bridge;
and

would meet or exceed Columbia River ship navigation clear-
ances already accommodated by the high span and lift span of
the existing I-5 Bridge; and

would relieve traffic congestion on I-5 crossing the Columbia
River; and

would be a model of integrity, transparency, forthrightness;
and

would utilize open competitive proposals from a wide variety
of private companies; and

would minimize the additional work done and the money
spent by public agencies; and

would follow financial management and accounting practices
recommended by independent forensic accountants including
periodic audits; and

would genuinely seek citizen input through open dialog and
meaningful two-way interactions; and

would, once a clear project is defined, including the financing
plan, allow Clark County citizens to voice their approval or rejec-
tion of the project in an election.

Section 2. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective
immediately after its adoption.

ADOPTED this day of ,2013.
Attest:

Rebecca Tilton,
Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner

Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 5 - NEW WEST COUNTY TOLL-FREE BRIDGE
PROPOSED

WEST COUNTY TOLL FREE BRIDGE RESOLUTION 2013-07-27

A Resolution to create a policy of the Board of Commissioners
to support a proposed New Toll-Free West County Bridge as
defined in this resolution.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners repre-
sent the Citizens of Clark County as voting or representative
members of Clark County Transit (C-TRAN), the Southwest
Washington Regional Transportation Council (SWWRTC), the
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) and
the Metropolitan Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC); and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to
effectively determine citizen preferences as it relates to their
authority as voting members of those Boards; and

Because over $170 million in transportation funds were spent
on the Columbia River Crossing project before it was closed
down as directed by Governors Kitzhaber and Inslee; and

Because any major transportation project should start by ask-
ing the people if they would support the proposed direction;
and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners believes
that the wishes of the electorate in this instance are best rep-
resented by a County-wide vote, which is referred to as an




advisory vote; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that adopting such a policy would be in the best in-
terests of the public health, safety and welfare of the Citizens,
now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

The Board should adopt a policy to propose and support a
West County Toll-Free Columbia River Bridge WHICH WOULD:

1. Provide a third free-flowing highway between Oregon and
Washington that enhances interstate commerce, relieve
traffic congestion across the I-5 Columbia River Bridge;
and

2. Better connect Clark County with Highway 26, Terminal 6
and Highway 30, moving trucks and cars away from the I-5
crossing; and

3. Ensure that the total cost for the whole project will be less
than $900 million including all studies and planning, and
that the bridge will remain toll-free in order for the Board
of Commissioners to support the project; and

4. Allow commercial freight to easily access commercial des-
tinations; and

5. Contain at least two to three through lanes in each direc-
tion plus shoulders for cars, trucks and buses plus paths
for bicycles and pedestrians; and

6. Meet or exceed Columbia River navigation clearances by a
Railroad lifting span only; and

7. Be a model of integrity, transparency, forthrightness; and

8. Utilize a publicly-owned property to serve as the new
crossing; and

9. Allowing construction to take place with minimum disrup-
tion to businesses and traffic; and

10. Genuinely seek input from local elected representatives
and citizens through open dialog and meaningful two-way
interactions to improve the design to best serve the citi-
zens; and

11. Once a clear project is defined, including the financing
plan, allow Clark County citizens to voice their approval
or rejection of the project in a county-wide advisory vote
election.

This resolution shall be effective immediately after its
adoption.
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ADOPTED this day of , 2013.
Attest:

Rebecca Tilton,
Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only:
ANTHONY GOLIK

Clark Co. Prosecuting Attorney
By his Deputy, Lori L. Volkman

Board of Clark County Commissioners:

Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner
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Clark County

Advisory Vote No. 6 - FIREWORKS USE AND SALE
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-07-27
FIREWORKS ADVISORY VOTE RESOLUTION

A Resolution proposing the adoption of a policy to support
a change in Clark County Fireworks laws, which should be in-
formed by an Advisory Vote in a County-wide general election.

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners has au-
thority to create, amend, or repeal County laws related to the
use and discharge of fireworks within its jurisdiction; and

Because the Clark County Code currently provides for the
sale and discharge of fireworks in a manner longer than and
inconsistent with many of the cities within its jurisdiction; and

Because the Clark County fire and safety officers often patrol
overlapping jurisdictions which make differing laws problematic
for enforcement; and

Because the Clark County Board of Commissioners want to
effectively determine citizen preferences as it relates to the use
and discharge of fireworks in the form of a County-wide adyvi-
sory vote; and

Because this matter was considered at a duly advertised
public hearing, where the Board of County Commissioners
concluded that determining the level of support for a change in
fireworks ordinances would be in the best interests of the pub-
lic health, safety and welfare of the Citizens, now therefore:

BE IT ORDERED AND RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY

COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON
AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Description of Policy. The Board proposes a change

to the fireworks laws WHICH WOULD:

1. Limit the sale of fireworks to July 2, 3, and 4 of each year;
and

2. Limit the discharge of fireworks to July 4.

And that such a revision to the law should be adopted if the
voters agree by a majority showing in a County-wide advisory
vote at the November 5, 2013 general election.

Section 2. Calling of Election. The Board requests that the
Auditor of Clark County conduct an election on November 5,
2013 for the purpose of submitting to the voters of the County,
for their approval or rejection, the question of whether to
adopt this resolution.

Section 3. Ballot Proposition. The Secretary of the Board is
authorized and directed to certify, no later than August 6, 2013,
to the Auditor a copy of this resolution and the proposition

to be submitted at that election in the form of ballot title as
follows:

ADVISORY VOTE #6
FIREWORKS USE AND SALE

Should Clark County enact a local ordinance, consistent with
state law, which would limit the use of fireworks in the unincor-
porated areas of Clark County to July 4 of every year, and limit
the sale of fireworks in the same area to July 2, 3, and 4?

L] YES LINO

Section 4. Authorization of Local Voters’ Pamphlet. The
preparation and distribution of a local voters’ pamphlet pro-
viding information on the foregoing ballot measure is hereby
authorized. The pamphlet shall include an explanatory state-
ment and arguments advocating approval and disapproval
of the ballot measure. The preparation of the explanatory
statement, the appointment of pro/con committees and the
preparation of arguments advocating approval and disap-
proval of the ballot measures is authorized as provided in RCW
Chapter 29A.32 and the rules and guidelines of the County
Auditor. The names of the committee members appointed shall
be provided to the Auditor by August 8, 2013 and arguments for
approval or disapproval of the ballot measure shall be provided
to the Auditor by August 15, 2013. The explanatory statement
shall be prepared by the Prosecuting Attorney and filed with the
Auditor on or before August 16, 2013.

Section 5. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective
immediately after its adoption.

ADOPTED this _sth day of _ August ,2013.

Attest:
s/Rebecca Tilton
Rebecca Tilton, Clerk to the Board

Approved as to Form Only
ANTHONY GOLIK

Prosecuting Attorney

By _s/Lori Volkman

Lori Volkman, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON

s/Steve Stuart
Steve Stuart, Chair

Tom Mielke, Commissioner

David Madore, Commissioner

City of Washougal

PROPOSITION NO. 1

ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER FORM OF
GOVERNMENT WITHIN THE CITY OF WASHOUGAL

RESOLUTION NO. 1070

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of Washougal
providing for the submission to the voters of the City, at the
regular municipal general election to be held therein on
November 5, 2013, of a proposition of whether the City should
adopt the Council/Manager form of government and abandon
the Council/Mayor form of government; and requesting the
Clark County Auditor to place the proposition on such general
municipal election ballot.

WHEREAS, RCW Chapter 35A.06 authorizes a non-chartered
code city to abandon its plan of government and reorganize
under another plan of government, and to pass a resolution re-
questing that a proposition be submitted to the qualified voters
within the City of whether the City should abandon its form of
government and reorganize under another plan of government;

AND WHEREAS, at Council meetings, workshops, and a town
hall held on June 10, 2013, June 24, 2013, June 29, 2013, July 8,
2013, and July 22, 2013, the City Council discussed the potential
change in form of government and received presentations re-
garding such change;

AND WHEREAS, the citizens of Washougal had an opportuni-
ty to address Council at all the foregoing meetings, workshops,
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and the town hall where the potential change in government
form was considered;

AND WHEREAS, the Council received comments at such pub-
lic forums and written comments as well;

AND WHEREAS, RCW 35A.06.040 authorizes the City Council
to pass a resolution proposing abandonment by the city of the
Mayor/Council form of government under which it is operating
and adoption of the Council/Manager form;

AND WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the
best interests and general welfare of the City would be served
by submitting to the qualified voters in the City of Washougal,
the proposition of whether the City should adopt the Council/
Manager form of government and abandon the Council/Mayor
form of government;

AND WHEREAS, the City Council desires that the regular
municipal general election to be held on November 5, 2013, in-
clude on the ballot for qualified voters of the City of Washougal,
the proposition of whether the City should adopt the Council/
Manager form of government and abandon the Council/Mayor
form of government.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL
FOR THE CITY OF WASHOUGAL, WASHINGTON as follows:

Section |

In accordance with RCW 35A.06.040 and .050, RCW
29A.04.330 and other applicable state law, the City Council
hereby requests and calls for the Clark County Auditor to
include on the ballot for the next regular municipal gen-
eral election to be held on November 5, 2013, in the City of
Washougal for the purpose of submitting to the qualified voters
of the City of Washougal the proposition of whether the City
should adopt the Council/Manager form of government and
abandon the Council/Mayor form of government.

Section Il

The proposition to be submitted at the election shall be in
the form of a ballot title prepared by the City Attorney to read
as follows:

PROPOSITION

ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER FORM OF
GOVERNMENT

WITHIN THE CITY OF WASHOUGAL

Shall the City of Washougal adopt the Council/Manager
form of government and abandon the Council/Mayor form of
government? The adoption of the Council/Manager form of
government would not affect the City's eligibility to be gov-
erned under Title 35A of the Revised Code of Washington.
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FOR ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER

FORM OF GOVERNMENT .....cceverrrirenieecireneerennnens O
AGAINST ADOPTION OF THE COUNCIL/MANAGER
FORM OF GOVERNMENT .....ceverrrrerirenceceireeeerennnnens O
Section lll

The City Clerk is authorized and directed to file a certified
copy of this Resolution with the Clark County Auditor.

Section IV

If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this resolution
should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of
competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality
shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other sec-
tion, sentence, clause or phrase of this resolution.

PASSED by the Council of the City of Washougal on the 22nd
day of July, 2013.

City of Washougal, Washington

s/Sean Guard

Mayor, Sean Guard

ATTEST:

s/lennifer Forsberg

Finance Director/City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

s/Donald L. English
City Attorney

East County Fire & Rescue

PROPOSITION NO. 1

FIREFIGHTING AND LIFESAVING FACILITY
AND EQUIPMENT BONDS
RESOLUTION NO. 171-07162013

A resolution of East County Fire & Rescue, Clark County,
Washington, providing for the submission to the voters of the
District at a special election to be held therein on November 5,
2013, in conjunction with the State general election to be held
on the same date, of a proposition authorizing the District to
issue its general obligation bonds, for the purpose of paying the
costs of upgrading and equipping existing facilities and acquir-
ing firefighting and lifesaving vehicles, in the principal amount
of no more than $1,275,000 payable by annual property tax
levies to be made in excess of regular property tax levies, and to
levy those excess property taxes.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF FIRE COMMISSIONERS OF
EAST COUNTY FIRE & RESCUE, CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON,
as follows:

Section 1. Findings and Determinations. The Board of Fire
Commissioners (the "Board") of East County Fire & Rescue,
Clark County, Washington (the "District"), hereby finds and
declares that the public interest, health, welfare, safety and
convenience requires that the District upgrade and equip exist-
ing facilities and acquire firefighting and lifesaving vehicles,
including but not limited to two engines and a brush truck, and
pay incidental costs incurred in connection with carrying out
and accomplishing the foregoing pursuant to RCW 52.16.080
and RCW 39.46.070 (the "Project"). Such costs include, but are
not limited to, costs related to the sale, issuance and delivery
of bonds or other evidences of indebtedness issued or entered
into to finance all or a portion of the Project (the "Bonds");
payments for fiscal and legal expenses; obtaining ratings and
bond insurance; printing, advertising, establishing and fund-
ing accounts; necessary and related engineering, architectural,
planning, consulting, inspection and testing costs; administra-
tive expenses; and other similar activities or purposes, all as
deemed necessary or advisable by the Board. The proceeds of
the Bonds shall be used for capital purposes only, which shall
not include the replacement of equipment.

The Board may modify details of the Project as it may find
necessary or advisable. The Project, or any portion or portions
thereof, shall be made insofar as is practicable with available
money and in such order of time as shall be deemed neces-
sary or advisable by the Board. The Board shall determine the
application of available money between the various parts of




the Project so as to accomplish, as near as may be, all of the
Project. The estimated cost of carrying out the Project specified
and adopted in this Section 1 herein is declared to be, as nearly
as may be, the amount of $1,275,000. The economic life of the
Project is expected to be at least 20 years.

Section 2. Description of Proposed Bonds. The Bonds may
be issued as a single bond, as a single issue, as a part of a com-
bined issue with other authorized bonds, or in more than one
series, as deemed advisable by the Board and as permitted by
law. The Bonds shall be fully registered bonds, bearing inter-
est payable as permitted by law, and maturing within 20 years
from the date of issue, or within any shorter period fixed by the
Board. The Bonds shall be paid by annual property tax levies
sufficient in amount to pay both principal and interest when
due, which annual property tax levies shall be made in excess
of regular property tax levies without limitation as to rate or
amount but only in amounts sufficient to meet such payments
of principal and interest as they come due. The Bonds shall
be issued and sold in such manner, at such times and in such
amounts as shall be required for the purpose for which such
bonds are to be issued. The specific date, form, terms, option of
prior redemption, price, interest rate or rates and maturities of
the Bonds or parameters with respect thereto shall be hereafter
fixed by resolution of the Board. Pending the issuance of the
Bonds, the District may issue short-term obligations pursuant to
chapter 39.50 RCW or such other obligations as are permitted
by law to pay for the costs of the Project. Such obligations and
their costs may be paid or refunded with proceeds of the Bonds
when issued.

Section 3. Proceeds of the Bonds. If available money from
the proceeds of the Bonds is more than sufficient to pay the
costs of the Project, or if state or local circumstances require
any alteration in the Project, the District may acquire, construct,
equip and make other capital improvements to the District's
facilities, or retire and/or defease a portion of the Bonds, all
as the Board may determine and as permitted by law. If the
proceeds of the sale of the Bonds and other available money
are insufficient to make all of the capital improvements herein
provided for, or if it has become impractical to accomplish the
Project or portions of the Project, the District may use the pro-
ceeds of the Bonds and other available money for paying the
costs of those portions of the Project deemed by the Board to
be most necessary and in the best interest of the District.

Section 4. Calling of Election. The Board requests that the
Auditor of Clark County, Washington as ex officio Supervisor
of Elections (the "Auditor") call and conduct a special elec-
tion in the District, in the manner provided by law, to be held
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therein on November 5, 2013, in conjunction with the State
general election to be held on the same date, for the purpose
of submitting to the voters of the District, for their approval or
rejection, the question of whether or not general obligation
bonds of the District shall be issued in the principal amount of
not more than $1,275,000 (or such lesser maximum amount as
may be legally issued under the laws governing the limitation of
indebtedness), the proceeds of which shall be expended to pay
the costs of the Project, and annual excess property taxes shall
be levied to pay and retire the Bonds.

If such proposition is approved by the requisite number of
voters, the District shall be authorized to issue the Bonds in
the manner described in this resolution, to spend the proceeds
thereof to pay the costs of the Project and the costs of issuance
and sale of such Bonds, and to levy excess property taxes to pay
and retire such Bonds.

Section 5. Ballot Proposition. The Secretary of the Board is
authorized and directed to certify, no later than August 6, 2013,
to the Auditor a copy of this resolution and the proposition to
be submitted at that election in the form of ballot title prepared
by the Clark County prosecuting attorney pursuant to RCW
29A.36.071, as follows:

PROPOSITION 1
EAST COUNTY FIRE & RESCUE
FIREFIGHTING AND LIFESAVING FACILITY AND EQUIPMENT
BONDS

The Board of Fire Commissioners of East County Fire &
Rescue, Clark County, Washington, adopted Resolution No. 171-
07162013 concerning a proposition to finance facility upgrades
and equipment acquisition. If approved, this proposition would
authorize the District to upgrade and equip existing facilities
and acquire firefighting and lifesaving vehicles, including but
not limited to two engines and a brush truck; issue no more
than $1,275,000 of general obligation bonds maturing within
20 years; and levy annual excess property taxes to repay the
bonds, all as provided in Resolution No. 171-07162013. Should
this proposition be approved?

CJYES LJNO

For purposes of receiving notice of any matters related to the
ballot title, as provided in RCW 29A.36.080, the Board hereby
designates its bond counsel, Foster Pepper PLLC (Lindsay Coates
or Alice Ostdiek, 206-447-4663, coatl@foster.com or ostda@
foster.com), as the persons to whom such notice shall be
provided.




120 * COMPLETE TEXT OF MEASURES

Section 6. Authorization of Local Voters' Pamphlet. The
preparation and distribution of a local voters' pamphlet pro-
viding information on the foregoing ballot measure is hereby
authorized. The pamphlet shall include an explanatory state-
ment and arguments advocating approval and disapproval
of the ballot measure. The preparation of the explanatory
statement, the appointment of pro/con committees and the
preparation of arguments advocating approval and disapproval
of the ballot measure shall be in accordance with chapter
29A.32 RCW and the rules and guidelines of the Auditor. The
arguments advocating approval and disapproval of the ballot
shall be prepared by committees appointed by the Board by
motion. Each committee shall be composed of not more than
three persons, and the committee advocating approval shall be
composed of persons known to favor the ballot title and the
committee advocating disapproval shall be composed of per-
sons known to oppose the ballot title. Pursuant to the Auditor's
guidelines, the names of the committee members appointed by
the Board shall be provided to the Auditor on or before August
8, 2013 and the arguments advocating approval and disapproval
of the ballot measure shall be provided to the Auditor no later
than August 15, 2013. The explanatory statement shall be pre-
pared by the District's attorney and filed with the Auditor on or
before August 16, 2013.

Section 7. General Authorization. The proper District of-
ficials are authorized to perform such duties as are necessary
or required by law to the end that the question of whether or
not the Bonds shall be issued and excess taxes necessary to pay
and retire the Bonds be levied, all as provided in this resolution,
shall be submitted to the voters of the District at the November
5, 2013 election.

Section 8. Intent to Reimburse. The Board declares that to
the extent that the District makes capital expenditures for the
Project, prior to the date the Bonds or other short-term obliga-
tions 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 District under
its existing 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 obligations issued in an amount not to exceed
the principal amount of the Bonds provided by this resolution.

Section 9. Severability. If any provision of this resolution is
declared by any court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid,
then such provision shall be null and void and shall be severable
from the remaining provisions of this resolution, and shall in no
way affect the validity of the other provisions of this resolution

or of any other resolution or resolution or of the Bonds.

Section 10. Effective Date. This resolution shall be effective
immediately after its adoption in the manner provided by law.

Section 11. Ratification of Prior Acts. Any action taken con-
sistent with the authority and prior to the effective date of this
resolution is hereby ratified, approved and confirmed.

Adopted by the Board of Fire Commissioners of East County
Fire & Rescue, Clark County, Washington, at a regular open
meeting thereof, this 16th day of July, 2013.

Chair and Commissioner

s/Gary Larson

Commissioner

s/George Hoober

Commissioner

s/Victor Rasmussen

ATTEST:

Secretary of the District
s/Scott Kohler

CERTIFICATION

I, the undersigned, Secretary of East County Fire & Rescue,
Clark County, Washington

(the "District"), hereby certify as follows:

1. The attached copy of Resolution No. 171-07162013 (the
"Resolution") is a full, true and correct copy of a resolu-
tion duly adopted at a regular meeting of the Board of
Fire Commissioners (the "Board") of the District held at
the regular meeting place thereof on July 10, 2013, as that
resolution appears on the minute book of the District; and
the Resolution is now in full force and effect; and

2. A quorum of the members of the Board was present
throughout the meeting and a majority of those members
present voted in the proper manner for the adoption of
the Resolution.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand this 16th
day of July, 2013.

EAST COUNTY FIRE & RESCUE, CLARK COUNTY, WASHINGTON
s/Scott Kohler
Secretary of the District
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- COUNTING YOUR BALLOT -
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o Envelopes are separated

The return envelope is opened
and the security envelope
is removed. The envelopes

== == o the envelope bar code
to find your signature
in the state database.

o Your signature is verified v

The signature on your ballot is compared
to the signature on your voter registration
record. If the signature matches, you are
# credited for voting to ensure only one
& Dballotis counted for you.

Election staff review every
ballot to verify voters followed

are separated to ensure the
secrecy of your vote.

the instructions. If a ballot

-> can't be read by the scanner,
the votes will be copied onto
a new ballot.
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Your ballot is scanned and counted

Your ballot is ready to be scanned!
At 8 p.m. on Election Day all

3,172,939

scanned ballots are tallied.
Ballots returned just before the
deadline will be scanned and
tallied over the next several days
until all the votes are counted.
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Military or overseas voter

You can register to vote anytime on or before Election Day, regardless
of the deadline. You may receive your ballot by mail, email, or fax.
Spouses and dependents who are also away from home have the same
voting rights.

New Washington resident

Welcome to Washington! You can register to vote online, by mail, in
person, or when you get your new Washington state driver license or
ID at the Department of Licensing. You may not vote in more than one
place, so cancel your previous voter registration.

College student

You can register to vote using either your home or school address,
but you may not register to vote in more than one place. Your
ballot can be mailed to you anywhere in the world; however, your
residential address must remain in Washington.

Seasonal resident

You can vote in Washington even if you're away during an election. To
ensure you receive your ballot, update your mailing address online or
with your county elections department. Your ballot can be mailed to you
anywhere in the world; however, your residential address must remain in
Washington. You may not vote in more than one place.

Convicted felon

If you were convicted of a felony, your right to vote is restored when
you are no longer under Department of Corrections supervision. You
must register to vote in order to receive a ballot.
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Complete Text
Initiative Measure 517

AN ACT Relating to establishing protections for citizens
exercising their First Amendment rights by participating in the
initiative and referendum process; amending RCW 9A.84.030 and
29A.72.030; adding new sections to chapter 29A.72 RCW; creating
new sections; and prescribing penalties.

BE IT ENACTED BYTHE PEOPLE OFTHE STATE OF WASHINGTON:
POLICIES AND PURPOSES

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The people want to ensure their right to
participate in the initiative and referendum process is protected.
Citizens’ participation in the legislative process by initiative and
referendum has been subjected to hostility, interference and
threats of interference and retaliation by private and governmental
actions. As promised by the Washington state Constitution: “The
first power reserved by the people is the initiative.”

Article |, section 4 of the Washington state Constitution and the
First Amendment to the United States Constitution recognizes the
right of the people to petition the government. This act is intended
to protect the rights provided by these constitutional provisions.
This measure would establish protections for citizens exercising
their First Amendment rights by participating in the initiative
and referendum process. The people find that citizens’ right to
participate in the initiative and referendum process needs to be
protected.

ESTABLISHING PROTECTIONS FOR CITIZENS EXERCISING THEIR
FIRSTAMENDMENT RIGHTS BY PARTICIPATING INTHE INITIATIVE
AND REFERENDUM PROCESS

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. A new section is added to chapter 29A.72
RCW to read as follows:

This section establishes protections for signature gathering for
any state or local initiative or referendum. Interfering with signature
gathering shall be illegal. Any person who is gathering signatures
for an officially filed and processed initiative or referendum shall
not have his or her right to petition deterred or infringed upon.
Any person who is trying to sign a petition for an officially filed
and processed initiative or referendum shall not have his or her
right to sign a petition deterred or infringed upon. Any person
who interferes with any person gathering signatures or interferes
with any person trying to sign a petition or retaliates against or
stalks any person who signed a petition or retaliates against or
stalks any person who gathered signatures for a petition shall be
subject to the anti-harassment procedures in chapter 10.14 RCW
and civil penalties and shall be guilty of disorderly conduct under
RCW 9A.84.030. For purposes of this section, “interfering with”
includes, but is not limited to, pushing, shoving, touching, spitting,
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throwing objects, yelling, screaming, or being verbally abusive, or
other tumultuous conduct, blocking or intimidating, or maintaining
an intimidating presence within twenty-five feet of any person
gathering signatures and any person trying to sign a petition. As
the courts have consistently ruled, the signing of a petition and
the collection of voter signatures is core political speech, which is
deserving of the highest levels of protection. Signature gathering
and petition signing for an officially filed and processed initiative
or referendum shall be a legally protected activity on public
sidewalks and walkways and all sidewalks and walkways that carry
pedestrian traffic, including those in front of the entrances and exits
of any store, and inside or outside public buildings such as public
sports stadiums, convention/exhibition centers, and public fairs.
Law enforcement must vigorously protect the rights of the people
who want to sign initiative and referendum petitions, and the
people who collect voter signatures on initiative and referendum
petitions, to ensure they are not inhibited or restricted in any way.

The people find that they must be able to safely, freely, and
peacefully petition their government for change without fear
of intimidation or retaliation. Without the right to petition and
the right to sign petitions, there is no functioning initiative
and referendum process. Maximum legal protections must be
afforded persons gathering signatures and persons trying to sign
petitions to protect them from interference, harassment, threat, or
retaliation. Maximum penalties must be imposed against persons
who interfere with the constitutionally protected right to initiative
and referendum.

Sec. 3. RCW 9A.84.030 and 2007 ¢ 2 s 1 are each amended to
read as follows:

(1) A person is guilty of disorderly conduct if the person:

(a) Uses abusive language and thereby intentionally creates a
risk of assault;

(b) Intentionally disrupts any lawful assembly or meeting of
persons without lawful authority;

(c) Intentionally obstructs vehicular or pedestrian traffic without
lawful authority; ((et))

(d)(i) Intentionally engages in fighting or in tumultuous conduct
or makes unreasonable noise, within five hundred feet of:

(A)The location where a funeral or burial is being performed;
(B) A funeral home during the viewing of a deceased person;

(C) Afuneral procession, if the person described in this subsection
(1)(d) knows that the funeral procession is taking place; or

(D) A building in which a funeral or memorial service is being
conducted; and

(ii) Knows that the activity adversely affects the funeral, burial,
viewing, funeral procession, or memorial service; or

(e) Interferes with or retaliates against a person collecting
signatures or signing any initiative or referendum petition by
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pushing, shoving, touching, spitting, throwing objects, yelling,
screaming, being verbally abusive, blocking or intimidating, or
other tumultuous conduct or maintaining an intimidating presence
within twenty-five feet of any person gathering signatures or any
person trying to sign any initiative or referendum petition.

(2) Disorderly conduct is a misdemeanor.

GUARANTEEING THE PEOPLE’S RIGHT TO VOTE ON INITIATIVES
THAT SUBMIT SUFFICIENT VALID VOTER SIGNATURES

NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. A new section is added to chapter 29A.72
RCW to read as follows:

Any state or local initiative for which sufficient valid voter
signatures are submitted within the time period required must
be submitted to a vote of the people at the next election date.The
people are guaranteed the right to vote on any initiative that obtains
the required number of valid voter signatures in the required time
frame. Government officials, both elected and unelected, must
facilitate and cannot obstruct the processing of any initiative
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petition and must facilitate and cannot obstruct the public vote
of any initiative. For local initiatives, government officials must,
in all circumstances, strictly comply with the requirements of
this act for any initiative regardless of its subject matter. The term
“local legislative authority” must be construed to include the
people via local initiative regardless of the subject matter of the
ballot measure. Citizens have just as much right to decide issues
with local initiatives as governments do. This section may not be
construed in any way to impede the right to legal review of the
sufficiency of valid voter signatures or post-election legal review;
however, under no circumstances may an initiative be prohibited
from submission to the people for a vote if sufficient valid voter
signatures are submitted.

PROTECTING CITIZENS’ RIGHT TO PARTICIPATE BY EXTENDING
THETIME FOR SIGNATURE GATHERING ON INITIATIVES, DETER-
RING INTERFERENCE INTHE SIGNATURE GATHERING PROCESS

Sec.5. RCW 29A.72.030 and 2003 ¢ 111 s 1804 are each amended
to read as follows:

Initiative measures proposed to be submitted to the people
must be filed with the secretary of state within ((ten)) sixteen
months prior to the election at which they are to be submitted
(this act’s amended change from ten months to sixteen months
for filing an initiative provides up to six more months for initiative
signature gathering), and the signature petitions must be filed with
the secretary of state not less than four months before the next
general statewide election.

Initiative measures proposed to be submitted to the legislature
must be filed with the secretary of state within ((ten)) sixteen
months prior to the next regular session of the legislature at which
they are to be submitted (this act’s amended change from ten
months to sixteen months for filing an initiative provides up to six
more months for initiative signature gathering), and the signature
petitions must be filed with the secretary of state not less than ten
days before such regular session of the legislature.

A referendum measure petition ordering that any act or part of
an act passed by the legislature be referred to the people must be
filed with the secretary of state within ninety days after the final
adjournment of the legislative session at which the act was passed.
It may be submitted at the next general statewide election or at a
special election ordered by the legislature.

A proposed initiative or referendum measure may be filed
no earlier than the opening of the secretary of state’s office for
business pursuant to RCW 42.04.060 on the first day filings are
permitted, and any initiative or referendum petition must be filed
not later than the close of business on the last business day in the
specified period for submission of signatures. If a filing deadline
falls on a Saturday, the office of the secretary of state must be open
for the transaction of business under this section from 8:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m. on that Saturday.

Opponents of ballot measures sometimes try to interfere with the
signature gathering process in the final months of the campaign,
taking advantage of the limited time for the collection of signatures.
The people find that allowing more time for citizens to participate in
the signature gathering process will deter such despicable tactics.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. The provisions of this act are to be
liberally construed to effectuate the intent, policies, and purposes
of this act.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 7 This act shall be self-executing. If any part
or parts of this act are found to be in conflict with federal law, the
United States Constitution, or the Washington state Constitution,
the act shall be implemented to the maximum extent that federal
law, the United States Constitution, and the Washington state
Constitution permit. Any provision held invalid shall be severable
from the remaining portions of this act.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 8.This act is called “Protect the Initiative
Act!”

- END -

Initiative Measure 917 | Initiative Measure 522

Complete Text
Initiative Measure 522

AN ACT Relating to disclosure of foods produced through
genetic engineering; adding a new chapter to Title 70 RCW; and
prescribing penalties.

BE IT ENACTED BYTHE PEOPLE OFTHE STATE OF WASHINGTON:
NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The people find that:

(1) Polls consistently show that the vast majority of the public,
typically more than ninety percent, wants to know if their food
was produced using genetic engineering. Without disclosure,
consumers of genetically engineered food unknowingly may
violate their own dietary and religious restrictions.

(2) Currently, there is no federal or state law that requires
food producers to identify whether foods were produced using
genetic engineering. At the same time, the United States food
and drug administration does not require safety studies of
such foods. Unless these foods contain a known allergen, the
United States food and drug administration does not require
the developers of genetically engineered crops to consult with
the agency. Consultations with the United States food and
drug administration are entirely voluntary and the developers
themselves may decide what information they may wish to
provide.

(3) Mandatory identification of foods produced with genetic
engineering can provide a critical method for tracking the
potential health effects of consuming foods produced through
genetic engineering.

(4) Consumers have the right to know whether the foods they
purchase were produced with genetic engineering. The genetic
engineering of plants and animals is an imprecise process and
often causes unintended consequences. Mixing plant, animal,
bacterial, and viral genes in combinations that cannot occur
in nature produces results that are not always predictable or
controllable, and can lead to adverse health or environmental
consequences.

(5) United States government scientists have stated that the
artificial insertion of genetic material into plants, a technique
unique to genetic engineering, can cause a variety of significant
problems with plant foods. Such genetic engineering can
increase the levels of known toxicants in foods and introduce
new toxicants and health concerns.

(6) Forty-nine countries, including Japan, South Korea, China,
Australia, New Zealand, Thailand, Russia, the European Union
member states, and other key United States trading partners,
have laws mandating disclosure of genetically engineered foods
on food labels. Many countries have restrictions or bans against
foods produced with genetic engineering.

(7) No international agreements prohibit the mandatory
identification of foods produced through genetic engineering.

(8) Numerous foreign markets with restrictions against foods
produced through genetic engineering have restricted imports of
United States crops due to concerns about genetic engineering.
Some foreign markets are choosing to purchase agricultural
products from countries other than the United States because
genetically engineered crops are not identified in the United
States, making it impossible for buyers to distinguish what does
or does not meet their national labeling laws or restrictions,
rendering United States’ products less desirable. Trade losses
are estimated at billions of dollars. Mandatory identification
of foods produced with genetic engineering can be a critical
method for preserving the economic value of exports to markets
with restrictions and prohibitions against genetic engineering.

(9) Industry data shows foods identified as produced without
genetic engineering, including conventional foods identified this
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way, are the fastest growing label claim. Consumers have a right
to an informed choice at the point of sale.

(10) Farmers from a wheat growing region of the state have
gathered more than two thousand six hundred signatures on a
petition demanding mandatory disclosure for crops produced
with genetic engineering. The farmers are concerned they will
lose their wheat export markets if genetically engineered wheat
is approved.

(11) Agriculture is Washington’s number one employer and
wheat is Washington’s number two export crop, second only
to goods and services produced by the Boeing company, and
ahead of Microsoft, which ranks third.

(12) Preserving the identity, quality, and reliability of
Washington'’s agricultural products is of prime importance to our
state’s fiscal health.

(13) The cultivation of genetically engineered crops can
cause serious impacts to the environment. For example, most
genetically engineered crops are designed to withstand weed
killing herbicides. As a result, genetically engineered crops have
caused hundreds of millions of pounds of additional herbicides
to be applied to the nation’s farmland. The massive increase in
use of these herbicides has caused emergence of herbicide-
resistant weeds, which have infested farm fields and roadsides,
complicating weed control for farmers and encouraging use
of increasingly toxic and more dangerous herbicides. These
toxic herbicides damage the vitality of the soil, contaminate
drinking water supplies, and pose health risks to consumers
and farmworkers. The public should have the choice to avoid
purchasing foods produced in ways that can lead to such harm.

(14) United States department of agriculture data shows
Washington state ranks second in the nation for organic farm-
gate sales at two hundred eighty-one million dollars per year.
While total United States food sales are virtually stagnant,
growing less than one percent overall, the organic food industry
grew at 7.7 percent according to 2010 data. Sales of organic
fruits and vegetables increased eleven and eight-tenths percent,
accounting for approximately twelve percent of all United States’
fruit and vegetable sales. Organic dairy, another key industry in
Washington state, grew at nine percent and comprises nearly
six percent of the total United States dairy market. Organic
farmers are prohibited from using genetically engineered seeds
or livestock feed.

(15)Trade industry data shows the organic industry is creating
jobs at four times the national rate.

(16) Published data shows organic farming is more profitable
and economically secure than conventional farming over the
long term. This important element of Washington’s economy
must be protected.

(17) Conventional farmers have a right to choose what crops they
grow and many conventional farmers want to grow traditional
crops developed without genetic engineering. Identifying seeds
and seed stock produced with genetic engineering would protect
farmers’ rights to know what they are purchasing and protect
their right to choose what they grow.

(18) The purpose of this chapter is to ensure people are fully
informed about whether the food they purchase and eat was
produced through genetic engineering so they may choose for
themselves whether to purchase and eat such food. Identifying
foods produced through genetic engineering also will help
protect our state’s export market.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. The definitions in this section apply
throughout this chapter unless the context clearly requires
otherwise.

(1) “Department” means the department of health.

(2) “Enzyme” means a protein that catalyzes chemical
reactions of other substances without itself being destroyed or
altered upon completion of the reactions.
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(3)(a) “Genetically engineered” means any food that is
produced from an organism or organisms in which the genetic
material has been changed through the application of: (i) In vitro
nucleic acid techniques including recombinant deoxyribonucleic
acid techniques and the direct injection of nucleic acid into cells
or organelles. In vitro nucleic acid techniques include, but are not
limited to, recombinant deoxyribonucleic acid or ribonucleic acid
techniques that use vector systems and techniques involving the
direct introduction into the organisms of hereditary material
prepared outside the organisms, such as micro-injection, macro-
injection, chemoporation, electroporation, micro-encapsulation,
and liposome fusion; or (ii) fusion of cells, including protoplast
fusion, or hybridization techniques that overcome natural
physiological, reproductive, or recombination barriers, where the
donor cells or protoplasts do not fall within the same taxonomic
family, in a way that does not occur by natural multiplication or
natural recombination.

(b) For the purposes of (a) of this subsection, “organism”
means any biological entity capable of replication, reproduction,
or transferring genetic material.

(4) “Processed food” means any food other than a raw
agricultural commodity and includes any food produced from a
raw agricultural commodity that has been subject to processing
such as canning, smoking, pressing, cooking, freezing,
dehydration, fermentation, or milling.

(5) “Processing aid” means:

(a) A substance that is added to a food during the processing
of the food but is removed in some manner from the food before
it is packaged in its finished form;

(b) A substance that is added to a food during processing,
is converted into constituents normally present in the food, and
does not significantly increase the amount of the constituents
naturally found in the food; or

(c) A substance that is added to a food for its technical or
functional effects in the processing but is present in the finished
food at insignificant levels and does not have any technical or
functional effect in that finished food.

(6) “Raw agricultural commodity” has the same meaning as
defined by 21 U.S.C. Sec. 321.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. (1) Beginning July 1, 2015, any food
offered for retail sale in Washington is misbranded if it is, or may
have been, entirely or partly produced with genetic engineering
and that fact is not disclosed as follows:

(a) Inthe case of araw agricultural commodity, onthe package
offered for retail sale, with the words “genetically engineered”
stated clearly and conspicuously on the front of the package of
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such a commodity, or in the case of such a commodity that is not
separately packaged or labeled, on a label appearing on the retail
store shelf or bin where such a commodity is displayed for sale;

(b) In the case of any processed food, on the front of the
package of such food produced by a manufacturer, with the
words “partially produced with genetic engineering” or “may be
partially produced with genetic engineering” stated clearly and
conspicuously; and

(c) In the case of any seed or seed stock, on the seed or
seed stock container, sales receipt or any other reference
to identification, ownership, or possession, with the words
“genetically engineered” or “produced with geneticengineering”
stated clearly and conspicuously.

(2) Subsections (1) and (3) of this section do not require
either the listing or identification of any ingredient or ingredients
that were genetically engineered, nor that the term “genetically
engineered” be placed immediately preceding any common
name or primary product descriptor of a food.

(3) Subsection (1) of this section does not apply to any of the
following:

(a) Food consisting entirely of, or derived entirely from, an
animal that has not itself been genetically engineered, regardless
of whether the animal has been fed or injected with any food
produced with genetic engineering or any drug that has been
produced through means of genetic engineering;

(b) A raw agricultural commodity or food that has been
grown, raised, produced, or derived without the knowing and
intentional use of genetically engineered seed or food. To be
included within the exclusion under this subsection, the person
supplying a raw agricultural commodity or food must provide a
sworn statement that the raw agricultural commodity or food:
(i) Has not been knowingly or intentionally produced through
genetic engineering; and (ii) has been segregated from, and has
not been knowingly or intentionally commingled with, foods that
may have been genetically engineered at any time. In providing
such a sworn statement, a person may rely on a sworn statement
from his or her own supplier that contains such an affirmation;

(c) Any processed food that would be subject to this section
solely because one or more processing aids or enzymes were
produced or derived with genetic engineering;

(d) Any alcoholic beverage that is subject to regulation under
Title 66 RCW;

(e) Until July 1, 2019, any processed food that would be subject
to this section solely because it includes one or more materials
produced by genetic engineering, provided that the engineered
materials in the aggregate do not account for more than nine-
tenths of one percent of the total weight of the processed food;

(f) Food that an independent organization has determined
has not been knowingly and intentionally produced from or
commingled with genetically engineered seed or genetically
engineered food, provided that such a determination has been
made pursuant to a sampling and testing procedure approved
for this purpose in rules adopted by the department.These rules
may not approve a sampling and testing procedure unless it is
consistent with sampling and testing principles recommended
by internationally recognized standards organizations, such as
the international standards association and the grain and feed
trade association. No testing procedure may be approved by
the department unless: (i) It does not rely on testing processed
foods in which no deoxyribonucleic acid is detectable; and (ii) it
is consistent with the most recent “Guidelines on Performance
Criteria and Validation of Methods for Detection, Identification
and Quantification of Specific DNA Sequences and Specific
Proteins in Foods” (CAC/GL 74, 2010) published by the codex
alimentarius commission;

(g) Food that has been lawfully certified to be labeled,
marketed, and offered for sale as “organic” pursuant to the
federal organic foods production act of 1990 and the regulations

Initiative Measure 522

promulgated pursuant thereto by the United States department
of agriculture;

(h) Food that is not packaged for retail sale and that either: (i)
Is a processed food prepared and intended for immediate human
consumption; or (ii) is served, sold, or otherwise provided in any
restaurant or other food service establishment that is engaged
primarily in the sale of food prepared and intended forimmediate
human consumption; or

(i) Medical food.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. The department may adopt rules
necessary to implement this chapter, provided that the
department is not authorized to create any exemptions beyond
those provided in section 3(3) of this act.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. (1) The department, acting through
the attorney general, may bring an action in a court of competent
jurisdiction to enjoin any person violating this chapter.

(2) The department may assess a civil penalty against any
person violating this chapter in an amount not to exceed one
thousand dollars per day. Each day of violation is considered a
separate violation.

(3) An action to enjoin a violation of this chapter may be
brought in any court of competent jurisdiction by any person in
the public interest if the action is commenced more than sixty
days after the person has given notice of the alleged violation to
the department, the attorney general, and to the alleged violator.

(4) The court may award to a prevailing plaintiff reasonable
costsand attorneys’ fees incurred in investigating and prosecuting
an action to enforce this chapter.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 6. Sections 1 through 5 of this act
constitute a new chapter inTitle 70 RCW.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 7. If any provision of this act or its
application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the
remainder of the act or the application of the provision to other
persons or circumstances is not affected.

- END -
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Adams County

210 W Broadway, Ste 200
Ritzville, WA 99169

(509) 659-3249
heidih@co.adams.wa.us

Garfield County

PO Box 278

Pomeroy, WA 99347-0278
(509) 843-1411
ddeal@co.garfield.wa.us

Mason County

PO Box 400

Shelton, WA 98584

(360) 427-9670 ext 470
elections@co.mason.wa.us

Spokane County

1033 W Gardner Ave

Spokane, WA 99260

(509) 477-2320
elections@spokanecounty.org

Asotin County

PO Box 129

Asotin, WA 99402

(509) 243-2084
dmckay@co.asotin.wa.us

Grant County

PO Box 37

Ephrata, WA 98823

(509) 754-2011 ext 377
elections@co.grant.wa.us

Okanogan County

PO Box 1010

Okanogan, WA 98840-1010
(509) 422-7240
elections@co.okanogan.wa.us

Stevens County

215 S Oak St, Rm 106
Colville, WA 99114-2836
(509) 684-7514
elections@co.stevens.wa.us

Benton County

PO Box 470

Prosser, WA 99350

(509) 736-3085
elections@co.benton.wa.us

Grays Harbor County

100 W Broadway, Ste 2
Montesano, WA 98563

(360) 964-1556
emailballot@co.grays-harbor.wa.us

Pacific County

PO Box 97

South Bend, WA 98586-0097
(360) 875-9317
pgardner@co.pacific.wa.us

Thurston County

2000 Lakeridge Dr SW
Olympia, WA 98502-6090
(360) 786-5408
elections@co.thurston.wa.us

Chelan County

PO Box 4760

Wenatchee, WA 98807

(509) 667-6808
elections.ballots@co.chelan.wa.us

Island County

PO Box 1410
Coupeville, WA 98239
(360) 679-7366
elections@co.island.wa.us

Pend Oreille County

PO Box 5015

Newport, WA 99156

(509) 447-6472
elections@pendoreille.org

Wahkiakum County

PO Box 543

Cathlamet, WA 98612

(360) 795-3219
tischerd@co.wahkiakum.wa.us

Clallam County

223 E 4th St, Ste 1

Port Angeles, WA 98362
(360) 417-2221
jmaxion@co.clallam.wa.us

Jefferson County

PO Box 563

Port Townsend, WA 98368-0563
(360) 385-9119
elections@co.jefferson.wa.us

Pierce County

2501 S 35th St, Ste C
Tacoma, WA 98409

(253) 798-VOTE (8683)
pcelections@co.pierce.wa.us

Walla Walla County

PO Box 2176

Walla Walla, WA 99362-0356
(509) 524-2530
elections@co.walla-walla.wa.us

Clark County

PO Box 8815

Vancouver, WA 98666-8815
(360) 397-2345
elections@clark.wa.gov

King County

919 SW Grady Way
Renton, WA 98057

(206) 296-8683
elections@kingcounty.gov

San Juan County

PO Box 638

Friday Harbor, WA 98250-0638
(360) 378-3357
elections@sanjuanco.com

Whatcom County

PO Box 398

Bellingham, WA 98227-0398
(360) 676-6742
elections@co.whatcom.wa.us

Columbia County

341 E Main St, Ste 3

Dayton, WA 99328

(509) 382-4541
sharon_richter@co.columbia.wa.us

Kitsap County

614 Division St, MS 31
Port Orchard, WA 98366
(360) 337-7128
auditor@co.kitsap.wa.us

Skagit County

PO Box 1306

Mount Vernon, WA 98273-1306
(360) 336-9305
scelections@co.skagit.wa.us

Whitman County

PO Box 191

Colfax, WA 99111

(509) 397-5284
elections@co.whitman.wa.us

Cowlitz County

207 4th Ave N, Rm 107
Kelso, WA 98626-4124

(360) 577-3005
elections@co.cowlitz.wa.us

Kittitas County

205 W 5th Ave, Ste 105
Ellensburg, WA 98926-2891
(509) 962-7503
elections@co.kittitas.wa.us

Skamania County

PO Box 790

Stevenson, WA 98648-0790
(509) 427-3730
elections@co.skamania.wa.us

Douglas County

PO Box 456

Waterville, WA 98858

(509) 745-8527
elections@co.douglas.wa.us

Klickitat County

205 S Columbus, Stop 2
Goldendale, WA 98620
(509) 773-4001
voting@co.klickitat.wa.us

Snohomish County

3000 Rockefeller Ave, MS 505
Everett, WA 98201-4060
(425) 388-3444
elections@snoco.org

Yakima County

PO Box 12570
Yakima, WA 98909-2570
(509) 574-1340
iVote@co.yakima.wa.us

Ferry County Lewis County g \
350 E Delaware Ave, Ste 2 PO Box 29 Your county can help you...
Republic, WA 99166 Chehalis, WA 98532-0029
(509) 775-5200 (360) 740-1278
elections@co.ferry.wa.us heather.boyer@lewiscountywa.gov ® geta replacement ballot
Franklin County Lincoln County * usean accessible voting unit
PO Box 1451 PO Box 28 e register to vote
Pasco, WA 99301 Davenport, WA 99122-0028 g
(509) 545-3538 (509) 725-4971 ° update your address
elections@co.franklin.wa.us sjohnston@co.lincoln.wa.us
- /
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Request of Sharon Nasset to address Council regarding West County Toll Free
Bridge Resolution (Communication) '

0CT 16 2013

Filed

LaVonne Griffin-Valade
Auditor of the City of Portland

By

0cT 112013

pam

COMMISSIONERS VOTED

AS FOLLOWS:

YEAS

NAYS

1. Fritz

2. Fish

3. Saltzman

4., Novick

Hales




