CHAPTER TWO

REFORMING TAXATION

1. Policy Recommendation: Make taxes in
Washington more fair and less regressive by enacting
tax relief

Elected officials in Washington often make earnest statements
about social justice and income inequality, but at the same time
they seem entirely insensitive to the heavy tax burden they place
on citizens. The people of Washington pay over 50 different
kinds of taxes at the state and local level.! The biggest taxes are
regressive — the sales tax, the property tax and the Business and
Occupation tax. One tax in particular, the Motor Vehicle Excise
Tax (MVET) is seen as unfair, because officials impose the tax on
the inflated value of vehicles.

MVET viewed as unfair

The Motor Vehicle Excise Tax (MVET) is imposed by state
lawmakers and some local governments, such as Sound Transit. It
is a yearly tax based on the estimated value of trailers and motor
vehicles.

Many families pay the MVET many times in one year, because
officials apply it to a wide range of vehicles, including cars, trucks,
motorcycles, motor homes and trailers. Some working families pay
the tax on as many as five or six different vehicles and trailers each
year, resulting in hundreds of dollars in cost per family.

1 “The Tax Reference Manual, Information on State and Local Taxes in
Washington State,” by Kathy Oline, Assistant Director, compiled by Don Taylor,
Research Division, Washington State Department of Revenue, January 2010, at
http://dor.wa.gov/docs/reports/2010/Tax_Reference 2010/TRM%202010%20
-%20Entire%20Document.pdf.
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In addition to the high tax burden imposed on families, the
MVET is seen as unfair because of the controversial method
officials use to set a vehicle’s value. Officials use an inflated
depreciation schedule, instead of true market value, to decide the
tax burden they impose on vehicle owners. This results in the
overvaluing of most vehicles for tax purposes.

Regressive sales taxes fall hardest on the poor

In addition to the MVET, state and local officials impose a
high sales tax on residents. The total rate on consumer purchases,
except food and medicine, often exceeds nine percent and is one
of the highest sales tax rates in the country. Many lawmakers want
to extend this tax to services as well, representing a massive tax
increase across the economy.

In heavily-populated King County, officials impose the highest
sales tax rate in the state, making it harder to find work and earn a
living in otherwise prosperous urban communities.

Increasing regressive taxation assigns a larger share of the tax
burden to low-income citizens. As a person’s income decreases,
the proportion spent on essential living expenses, including taxes,
increases. By imposing a high sales tax rate, public officials force
poor Washingtonians to devote an ever-larger share of their income
to funding government agencies and subsidizing public services,
compared to high-income citizens.

Providing property tax relief

The same is true of the property tax. As lawmakers and local
officials increase total property collections, they increase the
amount each property owner must pay. In addition, local officials
often ask voters for special levies, saying tax increases are needed
to pay for essential public services, even when regular property
tax revenue is already increasing. When levies are framed as
preventing cuts in schools, parks and medical services people feel

24 Washington Policy Center



Chapter 2: Taxation Policy

pressured to vote “yes,” despite the higher cost.

The result is a rising financial burden that falls hardest on
people living on fixed incomes, the elderly, the disabled and the
unemployed. Public officials should manage the normal increases
in regular tax collections responsibly, or use it to provide tax relief,
rather than seeking more money by increasing the financial burden
they place on the most vulnerable people in the community.

Work with public-sector unions to reduce costs

Regressive taxation falls disproportionately on working families.
When public officials maintain a high tax burden, they reduce take-
home pay, make income inequality worse, and in general make life
harder for middle- and low-income families. The high taxes public
officials impose increase the cost of housing, making it harder for
young people to buy a first home, and for older people living on
fixed incomes to stay in their homes.

Instead of seeking to increase regressive taxes, state and local
officials should work to improve their management of the current
rise in tax revenue. They should seek to open a dialogue with
executives at public-sector unions as a way to preserve cost-
effective services for the public.

Enacting tax relief would make Washington’s tax system more
fair and less regressive, while preserving stable and moderate
yearly tax revenue, based on natural growth of the economy, to
fund vital public services.
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2. Policy Recommendation: Adopt a constitutional
amendment requiring a supermajority vote to raise
taxes

In February 2013, the state supreme court overturned the voter-
approved requirement that proposed tax increases must receive
a supermajority vote of the legislature, or voter approval, to be
enacted. When the supreme court strikes down a law passed by the
people, the legislature often seeks to implement what the people
want. Recent examples include Initiative 695, to reduce car tab
costs, and Initiative 747, to limit yearly property tax increases. In
both cases, after the courts ruled against popular ballot initiatives,
lawmakers enacted bills that carried out the will of the voters.

Ballot measures to limit tax increases consistently receive strong
voter support. Approval of Initiative 1366 in 2015 represented
the sixth time since 1993 that voters have approved the policy
of requiring a supermajority vote in the legislature to pass tax
increases. Voters passed similar measures in 1993, 1998, 2007,
2010 and 2012. In addition, in 1979 voters approved a revenue
limit which required a supermajority vote of lawmakers to exceed
the limit (Initiative 62).

Supermajority vote requirements are common

Requiring a supermajority vote in the legislature to increase
taxes is not unique to Washington. Seventeen states have some
form of supermajority vote requirement for tax increases.
Supermajority requirements are common in provisions of
Washington’s own constitution.

There are currently more than 20 supermajority vote
requirements in the state’s constitution. Several of these provisions
have been part of the Washington constitution since statehood. The
most recent one was added by lawmakers and confirmed by voters
in 2007.

26 Washington Policy Center
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A supermajority vote requirement is not undemocratic

Since supermajority vote restrictions are a common way for the
people to place limits on government power, lawmakers should
send voters a proposed constitutional amendment to require a
supermajority vote in the legislature to raise taxes. Such a proposal
would not be undemocratic. Instead, it would be consistent
with existing constitutional precedents for requiring higher vote
thresholds for certain government actions.

A statewide poll in 2016 found that 65 percent of voters want
lawmakers to send them a constitutional amendment requiring a
supermajority vote to raise taxes.? Voters and lawmakers clearly
want reasonable limits on raising taxes. Passage of a constitutional
amendment would set this popular commonsense policy in place
and decide the matter once and for all, without further interference
by the courts.

2 “New Poll: Lawmakers should act on supermajority for taxes amendment,” by
Lisa Shin, Press Release, Washington Policy Center, January 5, 2016, at http://
www.washingtonpolicy.org/publications/detail/new-poll-lawmakers-should-act-
on-supermajority-for-taxes-amendment.
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3. Policy Recommendation: Do not impose a state
income tax

Washington is one of only seven states that does not tax citizens’
incomes (two other states do not tax general income but have taxes
on interest). Doing so would fundamentally alter the state’s tax
structure, changing it from one that mainly taxes consumption to
one that also taxes people’s work and productivity.

Each of the 50 states levies a different combination of taxes on
the people who live, do business or travel within its borders. These
different types and levels of taxation have a profound impact on
the actions of residents and business owners, and high taxation can
significantly impede economic growth. More than any other type
of tax, an income tax can stifle a state’s economic growth, create
instability in public revenues and limit people’s take-home income.

An income tax is considered unfair and unconstitutional

Since 1930, the Washington state supreme court has issued
numerous opinions interpreting Article 7, Sections 1 and 2 of the
state constitution to require taxation of property, which includes
income, to be uniform and limited to a rate of one percent. While
there is no ban on a uniform income tax of one percent, 80 years
of legal precedents show that a progressive or targeted income
tax that treats people with different income levels differently is
considered unfair and unconstitutional in Washington.

Officials at the state Department of Revenue agree that
Washington has a ban on a graduated income tax, but they are not
certain the “current court,” as they put it, would follow 80 years of
precedent and hold a graduated income tax bill unconstitutional.?

A state income tax is unpopular

3 E-mail to the author from Kim Schmanke, Communications Director,
Washington State Department of Revenue, September 24, 2015, copy available
on request.
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There is a serious problem when the state’s tax enforcement
agency is not sure whether the courts would be bound by eight
decades of case law. Lawmakers should send voters a crystal clear
constitutional amendment banning income taxes in Washington.
Judging from past elections, the people oppose a state income tax
in Washington and a proposed ban would probably pass.

Here is the record of popular opposition to measures proposing a
state income tax:

e 1934 — House Joint Resolution 12........ defeated 43% to 57%

* 1936 — Senate Joint Resolution 7 ......... defeated 22% to 78%
* 1938 — Senate Joint Resolution 5 ......... defeated 33% to 67%
e 1942 — Constitutional Amendment ...... defeated 34% to 66%
1944 — Initiative 158 ..ccvvvvveiiiiiiiinenee, defeated 30% to 70%
e 1973 — House Joint Resolution 37 ....... defeated 23% to 77%
o 1975 —Initiative 314 ....oovvvveiiiiiiinnne. defeated 33% to 67%
o 1982 —Initiative 435 ..oovvvveiiiiiiiienen, defeated 34% to 66%
e 2010 — Initiative 1098 ..........ccovvvemnnnneee. defeated 36% to 64%

In Tennessee, lawmakers wanted to make sure citizens would
be assured that imposition of a state income tax was not just
one legislative session away. They asked voters to approve a
constitutional amendment banning income taxes. As the sponsor of
the Tennessee income tax ban explained:

“This is going to help us bring in jobs to Tennessee. We can
say not only do we not have an income tax, but we’ll never
have an income tax.”

In 2014, Tennessee voters passed the proposal with 66 percent
of the vote and the state’s constitutional ban on a state income tax
went into effect.

4 “Senate OKs measure to ban Tenn. income tax,” by Lucas Johnson II, Business
Week, March 9, 2011.
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As in Tennessee, lawmakers in Washington should let the people
act on a constitutional amendment making our state’s ban on an
income tax clear, while protecting it from being overturned by a
surprise court ruling in which judges ignore past legal precedents.

30 Washington Policy Center
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4. Policy Recommendation: Stop unfair retroactive
tax increases

Officials at the Department of Revenue report that in recent
years lawmakers have imposed several retroactive tax increases.
These include SB 6096 (passed in 2009), 2ESSB 6143 (passed
in 2010) and EHB 2075 (passed in 2013).5 These laws required
citizens to pay taxes on transactions and economic activity that had
already occurred.

Most people consider this practice unfair, for the obvious reason
that lawmakers change the taxation rules after people have already
engaged in taxable activity. As the Council on State Taxation
describes it:

“Taxpayers make significant financial decisions based on the
current tax laws; those decisions must not be undermined by
legislation imposing new or increased tax liabilities after the
fact.”

Unfairly changing the rules of the game

Put in simple terms, it is not fair for lawmakers to change the
rules after the game has already been played. It is an obvious case
of public officials using state power to pick winners and losers, and
in this case taxpayers are always the losers.

The principle of tax fairness is recognized across the country.
Several states prohibit retroactive laws and tax increases. Examples
include Texas, Georgia and Ohio.” A typical example of this policy

5 E-mail to the author from Kim Schmanke, Communications Director,
Washington State Department of Revenue, February 29, 2016, copy available on
request.

6 “Retroactive Tax Legislation — Policy Position,” Council on State Taxation,

at http://www.cost.org/uploadedFiles/About COST/Policy Statement/
RetroactiveTaxLegislation.pdf.

7 E-mail to the author from Kae Warnock, Policy Specialist, National
Conference of State Legislatures, March 17, 2016, copy available on request.
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is a provision of the constitution of Ohio:

“The general assembly shall have no power to pass retroactive
laws, or laws impairing the obligation of contracts... (Article
2, Section 28).

In Washington state, Article 1, Section 23 of the constitution
prohibits ex post facto laws — that is, laws that change the legal
consequences of something citizens have already done. Even
S0, justices on the state supreme court have recently upheld
enforcement of retroactive tax increases.®

Protecting working families

Since people in Washington cannot depend on the supreme court
to protect them against retroactive tax laws, lawmakers should
stop the practice of passing such laws in the first place. Ending
retroactive taxes would protect working families and business
owners from being faced with tax burdens they did not expect. It
would also make Washington’s workplaces and business climate
more fair, since people would be taxed only on what they do in the
future, not on decisions they have made in the past.

8 “DOT Foods v. Washington Department of Revenue,” Case No. 92398-

1, Washington State Supreme Court, March 17, 2016, at http://www.courts.
wa.gov/opinions/pdf/923981.pdf; and “Estate of Hambleton consolidated with
Estate of Macbride v. Washington Department of Revenue, Case No. 89419-1
consolidated with No. 89500-7, Washington State Supreme Court, October 2,
2014, at http://www.courts.wa.gov/opinions/pdf/894191.pdf.
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5. Policy Recommendation: Do not impose a state
capital gains income tax

Some politicians have called for imposing a state capital gains
income tax on the people of Washington state. The volatile history
of capital gains income taxes in other states, however, shows this
form of taxation does not provide a fiscally sound and secure way
of financing ongoing government services.

For example, analysts at the California’s Legislative Budget
Office (LAO) report:

“Probably the single most direct way to limit the state’s
exposure to the kind of extreme revenue volatility experienced
in the past decade would be to reduce its dependence on the
source of income that produced the greatest portion of this
revenue volatility — namely, capital gains and perhaps stock
options.”

Researchers at Standard and Poor’s found that, “State tax
revenue trends have also become more volatile as progressive tax
states have come to rely more heavily on capital gains from top
earners.”!”

Capital gains taxes are unstable

Similarly, analysts at the Washington state Department of
Revenue (DOR) found that:

“Capital gains are extremely volatile from year to year.
Revenue from this proposal will depend entirely on
fluctuations in the financial markets and can be expected to

9 “Revenue Volatility in California,” by Elizabeth G. Hill, Legislative Analyst,
California Legislative Analyst’s Office, January 2005, at http://www.lao.
ca.gov/2005/rev_vol/rev_volatility 012005.pdf.

10 “Income Inequality Weighs On State Tax Revenues,” S&P Capital 1Q, Global
Credit Portal, Standard and Poor’s, September 15, 2014.
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vary greatly from the amounts presented here.”!!

Supporters of a capital gains taxes call it an “excise tax” for the
“privilege of selling or exchanging long-term capital assets,” but it
is actually a tax on income. None of the states that do not have an
income tax have a capital gains tax. This is likely because capital
gains are considered income, and that taxing capital gains is the
same as taxing income.

Officials point to the benefit of no state capital gains income tax

Washington officials recognize the public benefit of not taxing
capital gains. The state Department of Commerce noted that in
Washington:

“We offer businesses some competitive advantages found
in few other states. These include no taxes on capital gains
or personal or corporate income. We also offer industry-
specific tax breaks to spur innovation and growth whenever
possible.”?

The experience of other states shows that capital gains tax
revenue is highly volatile. If enacted in Washington, a capital gains
income tax law would certainly face legal challenges for being an
unconstitutional tax on income.

For these reasons lawmakers should maintain Washington’s
competitive advantage and not adopt a highly volatile, and likely
unconstitutional, capital gains income tax.

11 “Fiscal Note for HB 2563: Establishing a state tax on capital gains,”
Washington State Legislature, February 2, 2012.

12 “Choose Washington — Pro-Business,” Washington State Department of
Commerce, February 8, 2015 at https://web.archive.org/web/20121213195601/
http://choosewashingtonstate.com/why-washington/our-strengths/pro-business/.
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6. Policy Recommendation: Create a tax transparency
website like the fiscal.wa.gov site

There are approximately 1,800 taxing districts in the state
whose officials impose various taxes on Washingtonians.'* There
is no single resource, however, to help individuals and businesses
learn which taxing districts and rates they are subject to, and how
much officials in each taxing district add to their total tax burden.
A typical home, for example, can be located in as many as ten
different taxing districts.

To help improve the transparency of state and local taxation,
state leaders should create an online searchable database of all tax
districts and tax rates in the state. The database could be modeled
after the state’s high-quality budget transparency website: fiscal.
wa.gov. If enacted by state officials, this recommendation would
set up an online database where citizens could find their state and
local tax rates (such as property and sales taxes) by entering a zip
code, street address, or by clicking on a map showing individual
taxing district boundaries.

Enhancing trust in government

An online calculator would be provided for educational
purposes, to allow individuals and business owners to estimate
their total tax burden and which officials are responsible for
imposing it on them. To facilitate the creation and maintenance of
a searchable database, taxing districts would report their tax rates
to the state annually, and would report any changes within 30 days
of imposing the rate changes.

A bill was introduced in 2009 to create a tax transparency

13 “Tax transparency bill introduced,” by Jason Mercier, blog post, Washington
Policy Center, February 26, 2009 at http://www.washingtonpolicy.org/
publications/detail/tax-transparency-bill-introduced.
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website, but the legislature took no further action on it."

Increasing the ease of public access to state and local tax rates
would enhance trust in government and increase the public’s
understanding of the cost of government services. Improved
transparency would also facilitate meaningful tax competition
among taxing districts, because taxpayers could compare different
tax burdens based on where they decide to live or locate their
businesses.

Additional Resources

“SJR 8208 and SJR 8209, to amend the state constitution
to require a two-thirds vote in the legislature to raise taxes,”
Legislative Memo, Washington Policy Center, January 2016

“Proposed capital gains tax is likely an unconstitutional income
tax and would be an unreliable revenue source,” Legislative
Memo, Washington Policy Center, March 2015

“History of Washington state tax ballot measures since 1932,”
Legislative Memo, Washington Policy Center, January 2012

“Tax transparency bill introduced,” blog post by Jason Mercier,
Washington Policy Center, February 2009

“Sound tax policy vs. retroactivity,” by J.D. Foster, PhD, Tax
Foundation, July 1997

14 “SB 6105: Concerning transparency in state and local taxation,” Washington
State Legislature, February 26, 2009 at http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billinfo/summary.
aspx?bill=6105&year=2009.

36 Washington Policy Center



THE POLICY EXPERTS

ABOUT THE EDITOR AND AUTHORS

PAUL GUPPY | Vice President for Research

Paul Guppy is a graduate of Seattle University
and holds graduate degrees from Claremont
Graduate University and the London School
of Economics. He worked for 12 years in

the U.S. Congress as a Chief of Staff and
Legislative Director. He writes extensively on
tax policy, public finance and other issues. He
is a frequent commentator on radio and TV
news programs, and in newspapers across the
state.

ace:
|

LIV FINNE | Director, Center for Education

Liv Finne is a graduate of Wellesley College
and Boston University Law School. She is
retired from civil litigation practice and is

a partner in the small business she owns

with her husband. She is the author of An
Option for Learning: An Assessment of Student
Achievement in Charter Public Schools; and An
Education Reform Plan: Eight Practical Ways
to Improve Public Schools. She is the founder
and primary author of Washington Policy
Center’s widely-read education blog.

148 Washington Policy Center



CHRIS CARGILL | Eastern Washington Director

Chris Cargill graduated from Gonzaga
University with a degree in broadcast
communications and political science. He
worked as a TV news producer for 10 years
and is an ex-officio member of the Spokane
Valley Chamber of Commerce and the
Tri-City Regional Chamber of Commerce.

He has served on the Spokane Regional
Transportation Commission Advisory
Committee and currently serves on the
Spokane Mayor’s Advisory Council on Small
Business. He is the author of numerous policy
studies on Eastern Washington issues and is a
frequent guest host and commentator on news radio stations.

JASON MERCIER | Director, Center for Government Reform

Jason Mercier is a graduate of Washington
State University and serves on the board
of the Washington Coalition for Open
Government and Candidate Verification.
He is also an ex-officio member of the Tri-
City Regional Chamber of Commerce. He
worked with lawmakers to create the state’s
renowned budget transparency website
www.fiscal.wa.gov. In 2010, Governor
Gregoire appointed him to the state Fiscal
Responsibility and Reform Panel. He has
testified numerous times before legislative
committees on government reform issues,
and his commentary and op-eds appear regularly on T.V,, radio and in
newspapers around the state.

Policy Guide for Washington State 149



TODD MYERS | Director, Center for the Environment

Todd Myers holds a Master’s degree from the
University of Washington, and he served as
Director of Public Relations for the Seattle
SuperSonics and the Seattle Mariners.

He served on the executive team at the
Washington State Department of Natural
Resources and is currently a member of the
Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Council.
Todd is one of the nation’s leading experts
on free-market environmental policy. He

is the author of Eco-Fads: How the Rise of
Trendy Environmentalism Is Harming the
Environment, and is a commentator for
energy and environmental policy for The Wall Street Journal.

BOB PISHUE | Former Director, Coles Center for Transportation

Bob Pishue graduated from Central
Washington University with a degree in
economics. He worked at the Washington
Research Council where he produced policy
briefs on initiatives and referenda. He worked
for eight years as Information Technology
Manager and Human Resources Manager
for a Bellevue-based retailer. For three years
he was Director of the Coles Center for
Transportation at WPC and was a major
contributor to this Policy Guide. He now
works at INRIX company.

150 Washington Policy Center



ERIN SHANNON | Director, Center for Small Business and Labor

Reform

Erin Shannon holds a degree in political
science from the University of Washington.
She served as Public Relations Director of the
state’s largest small business trade association,
and was the spokesperson for several pro-
small business initiative campaigns. Erin has
testified numerous times before legislative
committees on small business issues. Her
op-eds appear regularly in newspapers around
the state, including The Seattle Times and The
Puget Sound Business Journal, and she has
appeared on several national radio and T.V.
programs including Fox News, CNN Money,
and “Stossel with John Stossel” on the Fox Business Channel. She is the
director of WPC’s Olympia office.

DR. ROGER STARK | Director, Center for Health Care Reform

Dr. Roger Stark is a retired physician and

a graduate of the University of Nebraska’s
College of Medicine. He is a co-founder of
the open heart surgery program at Overlake
Hospital and he has served on the hospital’s
governing board and as Board Chair for the
Overlake Hospital Foundation. He is the
author of two books, including The Patient-
Centered Solution: Our Health Care Crisis,
How It Happened, and How We Can Fix It.
Dr. Stark has testified before Congress on the
Affordable Care Act and he speaks frequently
on health care issues to civic groups across
the state. He currently serves on the Board of the Washington Liability
Reform Coalition and is an active member of the Woodinville Rotary.

Policy Guide for Washington State 151



Board of Directors

(as of 5/1/2016)

Craig Williamson, Chairman

Richard Alvord
Bill Baldwin
David Barber
Roger Bowlin
Artie Buerk

Jim Coles
William Conner
John Connors
Kathy Connors
Anne Cowles
Hon. Kemper Freeman, Jr.
John J. Hennessy
Matt Mcllwain

Daniel Mead Smith, President

John S. Otter, Vice-Chairman
Mark Pinkowski
Greg Porter

Sarah Rindlaub

Phil Scott Schlaepfer
Irene Song

Hon. Brian Sonntag
Heidi Stanley
Randy Talbot
Robert Tippett

Janet True

Roberta Weymouth
Wayne Williams
Len Zarelli

Hon. George R. Nethercutt, Jr.

Hon. Mary Odermat

Eastern Washington Advisory Board

(as of 5/1/2016)

Brenda Alford
Tom Beil

Francis Benjamin
Roger Bowlin
Joanna Cable
Michael Cannon
Kent Clausen
Anne Cowles
Jon Devaney
Craig Dias

Pat Dix

Bill Farris

Randy Gold

Paul Gray

Colin Hastings
Tom Hix

Robert Jankelson

Larry Lambeth

Kate Lampson

William Lampson

Steve Landon

Jordana LaPorte

Jeft Losey

Lori Mattson

Jack McRae

Stuart McDougall

Dr. Blake McKinley

Todd Mielke

Heidi Myers

Hon. George R.
Nethercutt, Jr.

Joed Ngaruiya

Chris Patterson

Joseph “Vic” Parrish

Mike Poulson
Tom Power
Steve Schwan
Janet Schmidlkofer
Chris Senske
Jeft Severs

Julie Shiflett
Bruce Smith
Mark Sonderen
Don Stafford
Heidi Stanley
Peter Stanton
Tyrus Tenold
Robert Tippett
Cindy Wendle
Judi Williams
Wayne Williams



WASHINGTON

POLICY CENTER

Improving lives f/tmuj/r market solutions

INVEST IN IDEAS

MEMBERSHIP CLUBS

Your generous donation to WPC qualifies you for
annual membership benefits!

WPC Member—$50 - $999
Members receive all of our research publication mailings, our quarterly Viewpoint
magazine, regular email updates and invitations to general WPC events.

Patron Member—$1,000- $4,999
Same benefits as WPC Member and invitations to private WPC events,
recognition in our Annual Report and quarterly updates from our President.

Benefactor Member—$5,000 - $9,999
Same benefits as Patron Member and exclusive Benefactor lapel pin and private
briefings from our President and Board Chairman.

President’s Council Member—$10,000+

Same benefits as Benefactor Member and exclusive President’s Council lapel pin,
annual recognition in our quarterly Viewpoint magazine, invitations to exclusive
conference call updates on the Legislative Session and elections with WPC’s VP
of Research, Paul Guppy, and complementary admission to WPC general events.

Pillar Society Member

Same benefits as Presidents Council Member and VIP tickets or a table at WPC’s
Annual Dinner, invitation to Private Annual Dinner Lunch and Private Meeting,
recognition at all WPC events, exclusive Pillar Society name badge and invitation
to private Pillar Society exclusive events.

Young Professionals Member: $100

For WPC supporters under 40 years old, same benefits as Patron Member and
receive our monthly e-newsletter The INK, invitations to our YP exclusive events
and discounted or free tickets to all WPC general events.

Washington Policy Center is a tax-exempt 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization.
To preserve our independence, we accept no government funding, and we do
not perform contract work. Contributions are deductible for federal income tax
purposes as allowed by law. Our tax-id # is 91-1752769.



WASHINGTON

POLICY CENTER

Improving lives L‘/ﬂ"ouj/l market solutions
[ ]Yes, I am proud to support Washington Policy Center with a gift of:

0§50 0$100 ©$250 0o§500 0$1,000 oOther: $

Name

Address:

City: State: Zip

Email:

Phone:

Payment Information:
[ My check payable to Washington Policy Center is enclosed

[] Please charge my:
OVisa OMastercard ODAMEX

Name:

Card Number:

Exp. Date: Today’s Date:

Signature:

Donate online at washingtonpolicy.org/Donate

or mail this reply card to PO Box 3643, Seattle WA 98124






“From agriculture to transportation, Washington Policy Center’s
Policy Guide provides me and other elected officials with critical
recommendations that we use to move our state and country in a positive
governing direction.”
-Representative Cathy McMorris Rodgers
Chair of the House Republican Conference

About the Policy Guide for Washington State

The 5th edition of the Policy Guide for Washington State provides updated information
and insight about a range of important issues, including budget and taxes, environment,
agriculture, health care, education, small business and transportation.

Typical users of the Policy Guide are state lawmakers, public agency managers, city and
county officials, reporters for print, broadcast and online media, and the general public. News

organizations commonly use Washington Policy Center research when covering public issues.

The Policy Guide provides both a reference to current issues and a practical guide to the

best policy ideas and reforms needed in our state. It provides clear and specific policy
recommendations that policymakers can adopt as their main priorities. The recommendations
are based on approaches the research indicates would make the greatest positive difference
for the people of our state. The priorities presented here are designed to lead to better
governance and promote policies that improve the lives of all Washingtonians.

“The Policy Guide for Washington State is seen on legislators’ desks
throughout the capitol—from both sides of the aisle. It provides real
solutions and reforms for the biggest problems that the state faces. I've
drawn on the Policy Guide both as an uninformed candidate and now as
a seasoned legislator. It's a must read and must have for all legislators
and candidates!”
-Senator Andy Hill
Senate Ways and Means Committee Chair

$19.95
ISBN 978-0-9765758-4-9

POLICY CENTER ‘ ‘ “ 51 99‘5 ,

Improving lives Hhrow _g.ﬁ market solwtions
Washingtonpolicy.org
80976575849



