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A governor once told a group of high 
school students touring the capitol 

that what happens in Olympia in many 
ways has a greater impact on people’s 
day-to-day lives than what goes on in 
Washington, DC.  We agree.

How our state policymakers address 
the challenges facing our state has 
deep ramifications in the lives of all 
Washingtonians.  Whether it’s the 
soaring cost of health care, clogged 
roads, an unsustainable state budget, 
crippling environmental regulations, 
failing public schools, or improving the 
state’s business climate, policymakers 
need ideas.  Mindful of this, a group 
of concerned citizens and community 
leaders formed Washington Policy 
Center.  They sought to bring 

an independent voice for fiscal 
responsibility and the free market to the 
public debate.

Since its humble origins the Center has 
grown to an annual budget of nearly 
$2 million, a staff of 16 (including seven 
research centers), opened a satellite 
office in Olympia, and completed a 
$4.2 million capital campaign.  A top-
notch staff and the skillful leadership 
of a dedicated board have made these 
things possible.  But your support is the 
critical ingredient.  Without it we would 
be unable to advance our mission of 
shaping the public debate and improving 
lives through market solutions.

Thanks for making 2008 such a great 
success for Washington Policy Center.

Dann Mead Smith
President

Greg Porter
Chairman
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Washington Policy Center launched Free Markets for 
Washington in 2006 with the goal of raising $4.26 million to 

fund eight research centers.  In 2008 the campaign raised the final 
$800,000, successfully completing the campaign! 

WPC greatly appreciates the generous support of those who gave 
to the campaign! In 2008, their support allowed us to open our 
seventh research center, the Center for Education. The campaign 
has also strengthened the other six research centers, allowing 
them to become leading and respected voices on policy issues in 
our state.

At the end of 2008, seven research centers were up and running: 
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Center for the Environment Center for Government Reform
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Research Centers
Small Business Environment Health Care Transportation Government Reform Education

This year the Center for Small Business 
traveled the state and held six 

regional small business issue forums 
in King County, Wenatchee, Spokane, 
Tri-Cities, Clark County, and Pierce 
County.  Policymakers, small-business 
owners, and community leaders gathered 
to tell us what’s on their mind and 
learn more about how health care, tax, 
transportation, and environmental policy 
impact their businesses.  More than 600 
people attended the forums.

Center director Carl Gipson also 
completed a 4-part series of studies 
on the state’s onerous Business & 
Occupation Tax, which culminated in 
econometric modeling revealing that 
the tax’s “pyramiding” problem is much 
worse than previously thought.

Rational, fact-based approaches to 
issues such as climate change and 

environmental regulations are often 
missing from the public debate in 
Washington. In 2008 the Center for 
the Environment brought a unique 
perspective to the environmental 
policy debate.

In July the Center brought Bjørn 
Lomborg, author of The Skeptical 
Environmentalist, to Seattle to address 
the 300 attendees at WPC’s annual 
Environmental Policy Luncheon. Prior 
to the lunch, WPC held its first ever 
Environmental Policy Conference, 
which featured panels on climate 
change and eco-fads.

Washington Policy Center hired 
retired surgeon Dr. Roger Stark 

to lead our health care analysis.  Roger’s 
longstanding relationship with WPC as an 
advisory board member and his extensive 
involvement in the health care community 
give him a truly unique insight into health 
care policy.

The  annual health care conference is a 
must-attend event for policymakers and 
health care industry professionals.  More 
than 300 people attend regularly. The 
highlight of the 2008 conference was a 
panel on health information technology, 
keynoted by Peter Neupert, Vice President 
of Microsoft’s Health Solutions Group.  He 
discussed new technology that is making 
health care more efficient.  Grace-Marie 
Turner of the DC-based Galen Institute 
keynoted the conference, talking about 

the presidential 
candidates’  reform 
plans.

The Center for Transportation keeps 
the transportation policy debate 

in Washington focused on congestion 
relief and mobility.

In 2008 the Center conducted a 
statewide poll finding that 70% of 
voters were dissatisfied with the 
state’s handling of congestion relief.  
The poll results were included in the 
signature publication 5 Principles of 
Responsible Transportation Policy.

In June the Center brought Heritage 
Foundation senior fellow Dr. Ron Utt 
to Seattle to discuss the importance 

of congestion 
relief at the 
2nd Annual 
Transportation 
Event.

Citizens won a major victory for 
government transparency in 2008 

with the passage of a bill putting all 
state spending online in a searchable 
format.  The bill was based on research 
from Center for Government Reform 
director Jason Mercier, who worked 
with policymakers throughout the 
process of crafting the law.  The website 
went live in December.

The Center also held a national 
conference in Seattle, attended by more 
than 100 people and bringing together 
analysts from dozens of state think tanks 
to discuss government transparency 
reforms.  Former U.S. Comptroller 
David Walker keynoted the conference.

Washington Policy Center 
launched the Center for 

Education in January 2008 with the 
hiring of Liv Finne as director.  She 
hit the ground running during the 
legislative session, and her research 
and analysis of a proposal to unionize 
daycare workers revealed the bill 
was more about helping unions 
than protecting children or daycare 
workers (see the Seattle PI clip below).  
The bill did not pass the legislature.

Liv also authored an in-depth study 
of Washington state’s online public 

schools, 
shining 
light on an 
innovative 
way many 
students are 
receiving an 
education.

Principles     
of Responsible 

Transportation Policy

Principles     Principles     
of Responsible of Responsible of Responsible of Responsible 5

Washington Policy Center conducted a statewide poll in December 2007 that asked voters about the importance of traffi  c relief.  The survey 
makes the following key fi ndings:

    * 70% of voters statewide say traffi  c conges� on is an “extremely” or “fairly” important issue for state government to address

    * But only 25% rate the state’s eff orts as “excellent” or “good,” while 69% rate those eff orts “not so good” or “poor”

    * On a statewide basis, voters place a higher priority on reducing traffi  c conges� on (51%) than funding other transporta� on needs (38%)

    * Of those who voted against Prop. 1 in 2007, 44% would have voted for it if they had been convinced the measure would reduce traffi  c 
conges� on

The poll was conducted by Moore Informa� on as a telephone survey to 500 voters across Washington State in December 2007, with an 
oversample of respondents in King, Pierce and Snohomish Coun� es. 

Washington Policy Center’s Center for Transporta� on researches and analyzes the best prac� ces for relieving traffi  c conges� on by recapturing 
a vision of a system based on freedom of movement. It provides policymakers, ci� zens and the media with access to current research on 
transporta� on issues through in-depth policy briefs, regular opeds, issue forums and legisla� ve tes� mony. It has been featured in numerous 
news outlets around the state and infl uences transporta� on policy.

Visit: www.washingtonpolicy.org  | Email: transporta� on@washingtonpolicy.org   |   Call: 1.888.972.9272
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PO Box 3643
Seattle, Wa 98124-3643

Key Descrip� on
1 I- 5 NB off  ramp (EB direc� on) to Sleater Kinney SB
2 Mar� n Way Interchange NB off  ramp terminal
3 51st to West Lake Sammamish Parkway
4 Mounts-Old Nisqually Road Interchange to Gravelly Lake Drive
5 US 101 south of the community of Arc� c
6 Pioneer Way to Kinman-Big Valley Roads
7 94th Ave SE On-Ramp to End of WB Climbing Lane
8 Green River to Crest of Hill
9 SR 167 to SR 162
10 SE 383rd St. to Green River
11 I-90 at Front Street
12 Cooper Point Road SW (Mo� man Interchange) to I-5
13 SR 410 to 96th Street East
14 Kinman/Big Valley Road to SR 104
15 I-5 at 272nd Street Interchange
16 SR 14 from I-205 to 164th Ave
17 I-5 at Snohomish County Line
18 Kinman/Big Valley Road to SR 104
19 Pacifi c Avenue Interchange to Mar� n Way Interchange
20 Fort Lewis to Thorne Lane
21 SR 164 to C Street
22 SR 516 to S. 277th Street
23 SR 161 to SR 167
24 84th Ave. S. to S. 180th Street.
25 I-5 at Northgate
26 US 101 near Aberdeen Couplet/Levee Street (SR 109)
27 Jackson Avenue to Mile Hill Drive
28 Between Falls View Campground and Spencer Creek Road Vicinity
29 SR 510 to Clark Road SE (SR 507/Manke-Koeppen and SR 507
30 Hwy 99 at I-5 Interchange
31 SR 20 between SR 19 and Old Fort Townsend Rd
32 Bainbridge Ferry Terminal to Suquamish Way
33 Golf Course Road to Race Street
34 City of Sultan
35 US 2 to SR 9
36 Swantown Rd. to Erie Street
37 39th Avenue SW to SR 512
38 Intersec� on of SR 104 and SR 522 (Lake City Way)
39 Race Street to Brook Avenue

40 MP 13.46 to 4th Ave. Interchange
41 SR 106 to SR 300
42 Burne�  Road (Yelm WCL) to SR 507
43 MP 37.08 to Edison Street Interchange
44 SR 3 and SR 304
45 Eastgate to Sunset I/C
46 SR 240 to George Washington Way
47 SR 300 to Mason/Kitsap County Line Vicinity
48 Mason/Kitsap County Line Vicinity to Lake Flora Road Vicinity
49 SR 500 to Padden Pkwy
50 Dogwood to Auburn City Limits
51 Elgin Cli� on Road to SR 16
52 SR 3 and SR 16
53 181st Avenue East to 202nd Avenue East
54 SR 3 between Sunnyslope Road and SR 16/Gorst Spur
55 From NW 6th Ave to SR 500
56 SR 516 to SE 231st
57 Sahalee Way NE to 244th Ave NE
58 Hwy 99 at SR 104 Interchange
59 SR 522 to I-405
60 I-90, Sullivan Rd. Interchange to Harvard Rd. Interchange
61 SE 231st to 196th Ave SE
62 From SR 14 to Burton Rd
63 Mellen St. I/C to S. of Grand Mound I/C
64 I-5 bridge over Columbia River
65 US 12/16th Ave. Interchange
66 Mar� n Way Interchange SB off  ramp terminal
67 US 101/SR8 Interchange - SB to EB Ramp (Increasing)
68 I- 5 NB Off /On Ramp Terminal at Tumwater Boulevard
69 Pacifi  c Avenue Interchange NB off  ramp terminal
70 SB SR-167 at exit for 277th Street
71 SR-512 at Canyon Road Interchange
72 Marvin Road Interchange SB off  ramp terminal (SR 510)
73 College Way @ I-5 ramp terminal
74 George Hopper I/C
75 SR-512 at Canyon Road Interchange
76 SR 512 at SR 7 (Pacifi  c Ave) Interchange
77 US 101/SR8 Interchange - WB Ramp (Decreasing)
78 Cook Road I/C
79 I-5 at I-90 Interchange

80 SR 14 intersec� ons with SR 500 and 2nd
81 Intersec� on with St John’s Blvd.
82 Ramp from SR 500 WB to I-205 SB
83 SR 509 at I-705
84 Intersec� on of SR 503 and Padden Pkwy.
85 SR 18 at SR 167 Interchange
86 I-5 at Lake City Way
87 From Talley Way to I-5
88 I-5 and SR 512 Interchange
89 SR 522 at Paradise Lake Road
90 I- 5 SB off  ramp to N 2nd Avenue and US 101 off  ramp to N 2nd
91 Intersec� on of SR 3 and SR 300
92 SR 410 at SR 165 Intersec� on
93 Intersec� on of SR 411 and PH 10 Road
94 Intersec� on of SR 500 and SR 503
95 Intersec� on of SR 3 and SR 106
96 Noll Road to Poulsbo City Limits
97 Intersec� on of SR 19 and SR 116
98 SR 305/SR 307 Intersec� on
99 SR 303/Riddell Road to McWilliams Road
100 I- 5 SB Off /On Ramp Terminal at Tumwater Boulevard
101 I- 5 between US 101 and Henderson St. exit
102 I- 5 between Trosper Road Interchange and Thurston/Pierce Co. Line
103 Mounts Road to 48th Street
104 Mounts Road to 48th Street
105 Miller Bay to Kingston Ferry
106 US 2/East Wenatchee - Cascade Ave Interchange
107 SR 28/Junc� on US 2/97 to 9th Street - Stage 3
108 SR 28/Junc� on US 2/97 to 9th Street - Stage 4
109 SR 28/Junc� on US 2/97 to 9th Street - Stage 5
110 SR 28/Junc� on US 2/97 to 9th Street - Stage 6
111 SR 28/Junc� on US 2/97 to 9th Street - Stage 7
112 SR 28/Grant Road Vicinity
113 West Approach - George Sellar Bridge
114 North Wenatchee Avenue - Study
115 520 Bridge
116 Alaskan Way Viaduct
117 Columbia River Bridge

Relieving traffi  c conges� on is a fundamental principle in transporta� on planning and bo� lenecks are a major cause of this delay. 
When increased traffi  c volumes combine with narrow roadways, ramp and highway merges, or awkward intersec� ons, a bo� leneck 

forms. The second Tacoma Narrows bridge is an example of how fi xing these areas can relieve conges� on and improve mobility. The 
following list includes 114 bo� lenecks defi ned in the 2007-2026 Washington Transporta� on Plan and other notable traffi  c chokepoints.

Source: Washington State Department of Transporta� on
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Five Principles of Responsible Transporta� on Policy  Washington Policy Center encourages fi ve principles of responsible transporta� on policy to help guide 
policymakers in returning to a system that provides people’s freedom of movement. 

Tie spending to congestion relief1.
In all cases, mobility should mean traffi  c relief, but instead state offi  cials defi ne it as a strategy to move people, rather than to 
improve traffi  c fl ows.  This means spending shi� s from actually fi xing conges� on to providing alterna� ves to conges� on. 

Ironically, this strategy will always lead to greater conges� on.      

According to the Federal Highway Administra� on, private 
passenger vehicles represent about 85% of all forms of 
transporta� on in the Sea� le region.   This means all other 
modes serve only 15% of travelers. 

Adop� ng a policy that dispropor� onately � es investments to 
only 15% of the market will always lead to greater conges� on, 
because the system that supports the remaining 85% is le�  to 
languish.

Washington policymakers should strengthen the link between 
spending and traffi  c relief by adop� ng strict performance-
based measures. 

Respect people’s freedom of mobility 2.
Manipula� ng transporta� on policies to force a par� cular behavior coerces people to abandon their individual liber� es in favor of a 
socialis� c benefi t where, supposedly, a greater collec� ve good is created. 

These measures always fail because of what Milton Friedman called, “one of the strongest and most crea� ve forces known to 
man,” ra� onal self interest; or people’s desire to do what they believe is best for their own lives. 

Instead, proponents of social change should work in 
the marketplace of ideas to persuade others to share 
their vision and work towards it.  They should not 
use the power of government to force through their 
own ideas, but should seek to change policy, if that 
is needed, once reform is broadly supported by the 
public.

Policymakers should respect people’s choices and 
allow for a greater freedom of their mobility by 
ac� vely working to reduce traffi  c conges� on. 

In economics, supply is a func� on of demand.  This means a willingness to use a service must exist before a supply of that service is 
created.  Boeing execu� ves do not make 300 airplanes knowing they will only sell 100.  Likewise, 
governments should not spend a dispropor� onate amount of taxes in low demand sectors, where 
the willingness to use the service does not jus� fy the investment. 

European transit systems provide a good contras� ng example of how these economic concepts 
apply. 

In Switzerland, transit is successful, not because of the amount of service or infrastructure, but 
because the country has certain demographic and economic characteris� cs that induce demand. 

In other words, there is an exis� ng market with a customer base and Swiss policymakers responded 
with propor� onal infrastructure investments.  As a result, mode share, ridership and fare box 
recovery are high.

In the United States, transit resources are distributed in just the opposite way.

Under the “build it, and they will come” theory, policymakers think that increasing the supply of 
transit will somehow create more public demand.  This specula� ve model fails because most U.S. 
ci� es do not posses the economic or demographic characteris� cs that create enough voluntary 
consumers for public transit.

Using the economic principles of supply and demand shows that building excess transit capacity 
before there is an equal amount of willingness to use it leads to an underperforming system.  As a 
result, mode share, ridership and fare box recovery are low.

When priori� zing transporta� on projects, policymakers should use consumer demand to drive investments, not the other way around.

Improve freight mobility 4.
The freight industry pays about 25% of the revenues the state receives from fuel taxes,  vehicle registra� on and weight fees in Washington 
State.   Yet, very li� le goes to pay for freight-specifi c infrastructure.  The industry is forced to rely on projects that priori� ze other 
transporta� on areas.  The theory is, “what’s good for one mode is good for all modes.”

The problem is that spending is based on other agendas, rather than conges� on relief, and ironically, freight mobility suff ers.  

According to the Federal Highway Administra� on, it costs the freight industry $32 dollars for every hour of delay. In 2004, that amounted 
to about $7.8 billion dollars, na� onally. That means the cost of ge�  ng goods to market includes nearly $8 billion dollars directly a� ributed 
to traffi  c conges� on.  

Policymakers must acknowledge that conges� on relief is possible and look for cost-eff ec� ve solu� ons that measurably reduce delay. 

Policymakers should also consider:  

Crea� ng a freight investment account to fund freight specifi c projects by rededica� ng exis� ng revenues
Increasing heavy rail capacity to allow medium and long range freight more choice to shi�  from roads to rail
Crea� ng freight-only lanes/corridors to support local freight distribu� on 

•
•
•

Conges� on relief is the most basic tenet in transporta� on policy, yet most ci� zens are probably 
surprised that it no longer exists as a priority for Washington policymakers.

Government policies in transporta� on should be responsive to the market and improve the freedom of 
ci� zens to live and work where they choose. Government serves society, not the other way around.

Freight mobility possesses a signifi cant economic role in transporta� on policy but ironically, the state’s 
investment strategy is an obstacle for improving the movement of goods. 

As you think about the government’s role in transporta� on, how important to you personally is 
reducing traffi  c conges� on?*  

Rela� ve to the rest of the United States, Washington has been 
slow to fully embrace the PPP strategy. These partnerships can 
take many forms and, according to the Na� onal Council for 
Public/Private Partnerships, there are generally about a dozen 
types.  They can range between mostly private to mostly public 
and several types incorporate a balance of both characteris� cs.  

There are many benefi ts associated with a PPP.  They include 
leveraging private dollars for public use, shi� ing risk from 
taxpayers to the private sector, and lowering overall project 
costs. 

Other factors like public oversight, asset ownership, long term 
maintenance, liability and labor, will dictate which PPP is a 
be� er fi t.  In Washington, these issues have been treated as 
obstacles and prevented partnerships from forming.  Yet, these 
ques� ons have been addressed by other states by adap� ng the 
various types of partnerships.  Undoubtedly, these concerns 
are important but they should not deter the benefi ts of a 
Public/Private Partnership.

Partnering with the private sector is one way to increase 
fi nancial resources and get roads built.  Otherwise, funding 
problems become insurmountable, roads are not built and our 
system con� nues to deteriorate.  Public/Private Partnerships 
have a proven track record across the United States and should 
be embraced by public offi  cials in Washington. 

Using the Public/Private Partnership (PPP) concept, policymakers can fi nd eff ec� ve ways to fund new 
projects, and to maintain the current transporta� on infrastructure.  

5.Utilize public/private partnerships

How would you rate state government’s performance on relieving traffi  c conges� on?* 

To understand how people feel about 
government’s role in transporta� on, respondents 

were asked to consider the following scenario:

Do you agree more with Mr. 
Smith or Mr. Jones?*

Mr. Jones believes state government 
should focus on fi xing traffi  c conges� on 
chokepoints.  Conges� on relief will 
help commuters get to work, help 
businesses move their products and 
help the environment because shorter 
commutes mean less air pollu� on.

Mr. Smith believes state government should 
try to get people out of their cars and that 
we need to focus tax dollars on public 
transporta� on, not building more highways.  
He says trying to fi x traffi  c conges� on with 
road improvements will result in more 
people driving more cars, more damage 
to the environment and more conges� on.

Deploy resources based on market demand 3.
Transporta� on resources should be distributed based on market demand rather than the current system of 

building infrastructure that is somehow meant to a� ract demand. 

Five Principles of Responsible Transporta� on Policy  Washington Policy Center encourages fi ve principles of responsible transporta� on policy to help guide 
policymakers in returning to a system that provides people’s freedom of movement. 

How would you rate state government’s performance on relieving traffi  c conges� on?* 

*Source: 2007 Washington Policy Center Traffi  c Conges� on Poll

T
were asked to consider the following scenario:

Don’t Know
13%

Mr. Smith
39%

Mrs. Jones
48%

When spending your transporta� on tax dollars, do you think state government’s fi rst 
priority should be to reduce traffi  c conges� on, or to fund other transporta� on needs?* 

Don’t know: 11%

Reduce traffi  c conges� on: 51% Fund other transporta� on needs: 38%
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Mariners
set rotation

How strong is the Mariners
starting rotation this year? Last
year’s winningest pitcher will be
the No. 5 starter. E1

Fears for
Obama

Both the nation’s long history of
racial violence and the
assassinations in the spring of
1968 are seared into the minds of
many older supporters of Sen.
Barack Obama. As a result, they
fear for his safety as he runs for
president. A4

SeaDruNar
labor dispute

Two recovering drug addicts have
sued the treatment program,
saying they were given little
choice but to volunteer long
weeks in its recycling plant or be
kicked out. Two courts have
rejected the complaint. Next: the
state Supreme Court. B1
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NATION/WORLD
Space weapons: Other nations
are wondering if the U.S. could
shoot down operating satellites as
it shot down a dead one last week.
That threatens a treaty banning
weapons from space. A2

Iraq: A suicide bomber killed at
least 40 people and wounded 60
on a pilgrimage 50 miles south
from Baghdad to Karbala. A5

SEATTLE
Background checks: A bill in the
Legislature would require that
more information on a teacher’s
disciplinary issues be provided
when the teacher moves to a new
school. B3

BUSINESS
Software Notebook: Microsoft
revealed some software secrets last
week but didn’t exactly surrender
to the open-source movement. D1

Stay in the office: As the
economy cools, bosses are looking
closely at requests for business
travel. Hotels, car-rental agencies
and restaurants feel the pinch. D4
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OLYMPIA – Democrats are poised to
help one of the state’s most powerful un-
ions possibly swell its ranks by as many as
12,000 members with legislation that
would give child care center owners and

workers collective bargaining rights worth
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

House Bill 2449 would allow the day
care center owners and workers to join ei-
ther the Service Employees International
Union or a separate teachers union. They
would then be entitled to negotiate with
the state for increased reimbursement

rates for children from low-income fam-
ilies. 

Proponents of the bill say it would im-
prove the quality of care for all children in
day care and improve benefits for the low-
wage workers who are entrusted to look

Bill to help day cares
would also benefit union

Under Democrats’
plan, workers

could join SEIU
SEE SEIU, A6

BY CHRIS McGANN
P-I Capitol correspondent

Premera Blue Cross, a Wash-
ington-based nonprofit health
insurance company, used sur-
pluses gained through large rate
increases here to help keep a for-
profit Premera subsidiary in Ari-
zona from losing money.

Statements filed with the
Washington State Insurance
Commissioner’s office indicate
Premera transferred $49 million
to the struggling LifeWise Health
Plan of Arizona between 2004
and 2007. Although the transfers
aren’t illegal, they’ve raised con-
cerns that the nonprofit compa-
ny is raising rates for Washington
residents to subsidize an out-of-
state for-profit venture.

“At a time when consumers
are hard-pressed to pay their
premiums – if they can afford
health insurance at all – I find
Premera’s behavior deeply trou-
bling,” Insurance Commissioner
Mike Kreidler said. “Premera
shouldn’t be allowed to subsidize
a for-profit health plan in Arizo-
na at the expense of Washington
policyholders.”

Kreidler is hoping lawmakers
this year give him more oversight
over rate increases proposed by
insurance companies.

Premera’s assistance to Life-
Wise comes as individual health
insurance holders in Washington
have seen yearly double-digit in-
creases in rates and the state’s
main individual health insur-
ance providers (Premera, Group
Health and Regence) have
amassed surpluses totaling $1.4
billion in excess of the amount
required to cover claims. 

Premera
surpluses

cover
Arizona
losses

Higher rates here
subsidize for-profit

subsidiary there
BY BRIAN SLODYSKO

P-I reporter

SEE INSURANCE, A6

DETROIT – For generations,
driver’s licenses have been a ticket to
freedom for America’s 16-year-olds,
prompting many to line up at motor-
vehicle offices the day they were eli-
gible to apply.

No longer. In the past decade,
the number of 16-year-olds nation-

wide who hold driver’s licenses has
dropped from nearly half to less than
one-third, according to statistics
from the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration.

Reasons vary, including tighter
state laws governing when teen-
agers can drive, higher insurance
costs and a shift from school-run
driver education to expensive pri-
vate driving academies.

To that mix, experts add parents

who are willing to chauffeur their
children to activities, and attractions
such as the Web that keep them in-
doors and glued to computers.

Jaclyn Frederick, 17, of subur-
ban Detroit, is a year past the age
when she could get a Michigan li-
cense. She said she sees no rush to
get her license.

“Oh, I guess I just haven’t done it 

WARMING UP ON ‘CHILLY HILLY’

More than 4,000 bicyclists took part in the 36th annual “Chilly Hilly” ride around Bainbridge Island on Sunday. The
33-mile route with 2,675 feet of hilly climbing has been kicking off the bicycling season in the Northwest for the past 36

years and is hosted
by the Cascade
Bicycle Club. 

ABOVE: In an effort
to raise money for
her group, the
Bainbridge Island
Rope Skippers,
Chloe Dolese, 15,
entertains riders
along the route.

LEFT: About 1,550
bikes ride the deck of
the 7:55 a.m.
Seattle ferry to
Bainbridge Island
for the event.

SEATTLEPI.COM: Check out more photos in a gallery on our Web site

MERYL SCHENKER / P-I PHOTOS

Driver’s license at 16? Not so fast 
AT A GLANCE
To get a driver’s license in Washington state, a teen must:

◗ Be 16.

◗ Have an instruction permit for at least six months.

◗ Get at least 50 hours of supervised driving practice (including
10 hours at night) with someone who has been licensed for at
least five years.

◗ Have no traffic violations within six months of applying for the
license.

For the first six months after getting a license, a teen driver can’t
drive with other passengers under the age of 20 unless they are
immediate family members. For the first year, teen motorists
can’t drive between 1 and 5 a.m. unless they are with a licensed
driver at least 25 years old. The limits are lifted after a year if
the teen driver doesn’t have a collision or traffic citation. 

Rite of passage often delayed now by laws, insurance costs 

BY MARY M. CHAPMAN
AND MICHELINE MAYNARD

The New York Times

SEE DRIVERS, A7

A RIVER LOST?

Little by little, death devours the Duwamish:
A crane drops an industrial-sized electrical transformer, which breaks, oozing its

toxic payload into the river. 
A railroad tanker car full of highly toxic PCB-contaminated oil and poked full of

holes lies half-buried just yards from the river’s edge. 
At a metal-recycling yard near the Duwamish, a worker pours PCB-laden oil from

inside electrical transformers directly onto the ground. This goes on for months – if
not years.

These scenes from the past speak to
an ugly truth: We have systematically
abused and negligently defiled the river
that for millennia nourished Seattle’s
first people – and brought the city much
of its modern-day wealth.

The river has started to limp back.
But a nascent effort to revive it under the
federal government’s Superfund pro-
gram has been plagued by a series of mis-
steps on early cleanups, recalcitrant pol-
luters and a mind-numbingly complex
cleanup process that critics say won’t get
the job done.

“It really disgusts me to see what’s

been done to this end of town,” said Mi-
chelle Cook, a fifth-generation Seattleite
who moved to the South Park neighbor-
hood in January. “Our concern is that it
will continue to be the dumping
grounds.”

Today, six years after the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency declared
the river polluted enough to become a
Superfund site, more than $70 million
has been spent – yet officials carrying out
the cleanup don’t even know the source
of a lot of the pollution. 

P-I SPECIAL REPORT

THE DUWAMISH: After more than $70 million is spent,
many question if Seattle’s waterway can ever be restored

Over the past 100 years, dredging, the creation of Harbor Island and discharges of human waste and industrial contaminants have
dramatically affected the Duwamish. Moreover, cleanup officials today don’t even know the source of a lot of the pollution. 

SEE DUWAMISH, A5

FOLLOW THE SERIES
THIS WEEK IN THE P-I
TODAY
How the river got polluted, and how three
early cleanup attempts went awry.

TUESDAY
Will the cleanup do enough? 

WEDNESDAY
A Superfund whistle-blower’s cautionary tale.

ONLINE EXTRAS AT
SEATTLEPI.COM/
DUWAMISH
View galleries of historic photos of the
Duwamish River.

Learn more about the waterway using an
interactive map.

BY ROBERT McCLURE / P-I reporter

PHOTOS BY PAUL JOSEPH BROWN / P-I photographer
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We’re homeward bound
By plane and by car,
travelers in record
numbers set out over the
holiday weekend, but
reports Sunday indicated
the trip home was
smoother than many had
expected. A4, B1

Martin, Steidl win race
Andy Martin was caught at the finish by a six-year-old, and Trisha
Steidl carried on the family’s winning tradition – a Steidl has won
each year since 1998 – in Sunday’s Seattle Marathon. D13

A healthy disagreement
Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama, Democratic presidential
candidates, accused each other of putting together a health plan
that either cost too much or offered too little coverage. A3

TOP STORIES

BEIJING – Airbus said it signed contracts Monday to
sell 160 commercial passenger jets to China in a deal
worth about $14.8 billion.

The Chinese order stands to push Airbus past The
Boeing Co. in total orders in 2007 for commercial air-
craft.

The order includes 110 of the company’s A320 jets
and 50 of the slightly larger A330 planes, Airbus exec-
utives said in Beijing, where they were accompanying
French President Nicolas Sarkozy on his first state visit to
the Asian trading giant.

Airbus and Chinese partners this summer signed an
agreement to produce A320s in China in anticipation of
large Chinese orders for the popular single-aisle jet that
seats about 150 passengers.

In terms of size, the plane is well-suited for Chinese
domestic routes expected to show strong growth in the
years ahead as the economy continues to expand.

SEE AIRBUS, A10

China says
it will buy
160 Airbus

jetliners
Company may surpass Boeing in
’07 orders with $15 billion deal

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

OLYMPIA – Tax fatigue.
That’s the diagnosis politicians and pundits gave ear-

lier this month after a complex Puget Sound-area tax plan
for roads and transit crashed and burned and an elabo-
rate measure to rein in tax increases by the Legislature
passed convincingly.

Then two days after the Nov. 6 election the state Su-
preme Court overturned Tim Eyman’s Initiative 747,
which limited annual property tax increases to 1percent.

Gov. Chris Gregoire – worried about angry voters dur-
ing next year’s election – has called a special session of the
Legislature for Thursday to reinstate the tax limit set by
I-747.

Tax fatigue or
not, Olympia 
is ready to act

I-747 limits could be reinstated
BY CHRIS McGANN

P-I Capitol correspondent

SEE TAX, A11

A RIVER LOST?

Little by little, death devours the Duwamish:
A crane drops an industrial-sized electrical transformer, which breaks, oozing its

toxic payload into the river. 
A railroad tanker car full of highly toxic PCB-contaminated oil and poked full of

holes lies half-buried just yards from the river’s edge. 
At a metal-recycling yard near the Duwamish, a worker pours PCB-laden oil from

inside electrical transformers directly onto the ground. This goes on for months – if
not years.

These scenes from the past speak to
an ugly truth: We have systematically
abused and negligently defiled the river
that for millennia nourished Seattle’s
first people – and brought the city much
of its modern-day wealth.

The river has started to limp back.
But a nascent effort to revive it under the
federal government’s Superfund pro-
gram has been plagued by a series of mis-
steps on early cleanups, recalcitrant pol-
luters and a mind-numbingly complex
cleanup process that critics say won’t get
the job done.

“It really disgusts me to see what’s

been done to this end of town,” said Mi-
chelle Cook, a fifth-generation Seattleite
who moved to the South Park neighbor-
hood in January. “Our concern is that it
will continue to be the dumping
grounds.”

Today, six years after the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency declared
the river polluted enough to become a
Superfund site, more than $70 million
has been spent – yet officials carrying out
the cleanup don’t even know the source
of a lot of the pollution. 

P-I SPECIAL REPORT

THE DUWAMISH: After more than $70 million is spent,
many question if Seattle’s waterway can ever be restored

Over the past 100 years, dredging, the creation of Harbor Island and discharges of human waste and industrial contaminants have
dramatically affected the Duwamish. Moreover, cleanup officials today don’t even know the source of a lot of the pollution. 

SEE DUWAMISH, A5

FOLLOW THE SERIES
THIS WEEK IN THE P-I
TODAY
How the river got polluted, and how three
early cleanup attempts went awry.

TUESDAY
Will the cleanup do enough? 

WEDNESDAY
A Superfund whistle-blower’s cautionary tale.

ONLINE EXTRAS AT
SEATTLEPI.COM/
DUWAMISH
View galleries of historic photos of the
Duwamish River.

Learn more about the waterway using an
interactive map.

BY ROBERT McCLURE / P-I reporter

PHOTOS BY PAUL JOSEPH BROWN / P-I photographer
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By plane and by car,
travelers in record
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reports Sunday indicated
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smoother than many had
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Martin, Steidl win race
Andy Martin was caught at the finish by a six-year-old, and Trisha
Steidl carried on the family’s winning tradition – a Steidl has won
each year since 1998 – in Sunday’s Seattle Marathon. D13
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Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama, Democratic presidential
candidates, accused each other of putting together a health plan
that either cost too much or offered too little coverage. A3
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BEIJING – Airbus said it signed contracts Monday to
sell 160 commercial passenger jets to China in a deal
worth about $14.8 billion.

The Chinese order stands to push Airbus past The
Boeing Co. in total orders in 2007 for commercial air-
craft.

The order includes 110 of the company’s A320 jets
and 50 of the slightly larger A330 planes, Airbus exec-
utives said in Beijing, where they were accompanying
French President Nicolas Sarkozy on his first state visit to
the Asian trading giant.

Airbus and Chinese partners this summer signed an
agreement to produce A320s in China in anticipation of
large Chinese orders for the popular single-aisle jet that
seats about 150 passengers.

In terms of size, the plane is well-suited for Chinese
domestic routes expected to show strong growth in the
years ahead as the economy continues to expand.
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OLYMPIA – Tax fatigue.
That’s the diagnosis politicians and pundits gave ear-

lier this month after a complex Puget Sound-area tax plan
for roads and transit crashed and burned and an elabo-
rate measure to rein in tax increases by the Legislature
passed convincingly.

Then two days after the Nov. 6 election the state Su-
preme Court overturned Tim Eyman’s Initiative 747,
which limited annual property tax increases to 1percent.

Gov. Chris Gregoire – worried about angry voters dur-
ing next year’s election – has called a special session of the
Legislature for Thursday to reinstate the tax limit set by
I-747.

Tax fatigue or
not, Olympia 
is ready to act

I-747 limits could be reinstated
BY CHRIS McGANN

P-I Capitol correspondent

SEE TAX, A11

Annual Dinner
1,100 people gathered on October 1 to join Washington Policy Center in honoring 
Czech Republic President Václav Klaus with the 2009 Columbia Award.  Charles 
Simonyi introduced President Klaus.

Phil Smart Sr. received the 
2009 Stanley O. McNaughton 
Champion of Freedom 
Award, and Susan Hutchison 
graciously served as Master of 
Ceremonies.  Political analyst 
and columnist Fred Barnes 
addressed the dinner crowd 
about the 2008 presidential 
election.

Our annual dinner is the 
largest of its kind in the Pacific 
Northwest and is a must-attend 
event for the state’s business 
leaders and policymakers.

Media
Shaping the public debate

ImpactImproving lives through market solutions

Books
In addition to dozens of Policy Briefs, Policy Notes, Legislative Memos, and Opinion-Editorials, Washington Policy Center 
published two policy books in 2008.

Policy Guide for Washington State

The 3rd edition of our comprehensive 
book contains 140 market-based 
recommendations for solving 
Washington state’s policy challenges.  
Policymakers of both parties use our 
book as a reference guide.

Shortly after releasing the book WPC 
sent copies to legislative candidates 
and many commented that it was 
their most valuable campaign tool.

The Washington State Piglet Book

Published jointly by Washington 
Policy Center and Citizens Against 
Government Waste, the book 
identified nearly $200 million in 
wasteful state spending. 

WPC held a press conference with 
State Auditor Brian Sonntag at the 
capitol in January to release the 
book.  The book received significant 
television, print, and online media 
coverage.

On the Web
www.WashingtonPolicyBlog.org
Launched in 2007, Washington Policy Blog continues to give our analysts 
another tool for quickly disseminating research and commentary.  Traffic 
on the blog has grown steadily and the blog is a proven resource for 
media.  It’s not uncommon for us to see it influencing media coverage, 
and when we visit with capitol press reporters in Olympia we regularly 
hear praise for our blog.

www.WashingtonVotes.org
Since 2003 Washington Policy Center has provided the free public 
service website, WashingtonVotes.org, which gives plain-English bill 
descriptions and easy access to state legislators’ voting records.  This is 
the premier legislative information website in Washington, and it is used 
by newspapers across the state, policymakers, and citizens.

Lawmakers enacted our recommendation to create a searchable website • 
of state spending during the 2008 legislative session, and the website went 
live in December. 

Our research and analysis of the state’s “green” building mandate • 
continued to expose the program’s false promises of cost savings and 
increased efficiency. 

Our analysis of a home construction warranty proposal during the 2008 • 
legislative session educated policymakers on the costs and unintended 
consequences of such a law and the bill did not come up for a floor vote. 

Our analysis of a proposal to unionize daycare workers showed the bill • 
was more about helping unions than protecting children and daycare 
workers.  The bill did not pass the legislature. 

Our Small Business Forums held in six cities across Washington once • 
again connected small business owners with policymakers and gave voice 
to their biggest concerns in health care, tax policy, transportation, and 
more.

Washington DC
December 17, 2008

FORUM
by Todd Myers

Stop Trying to Help
Entrepreneurs, not politicians, can unleash the promise of biofuels.

The future of energy in Washington 
is more likely to come as a fl ash of 
insight in the mind of an entrepre-
neur than from an agency building in 
Olympia.

Time and again, the ideas that have 
moved us forward come from innova-
tive thinkers, driven by intellectual 
curiosity with the help of investors 
who want to be part of prosperous 
new technologies. From Boeing to 
Microsoft, that is practically the foun-
dation of Washington's economy.

We have already seen that process at 
work when it comes to green energy.

John Plaza, who in 2004 founded Se-
attle Biodiesel, now called Imperium 
Renewables, told the Seattle Chamber 
of Commerce conference on climate 
change last year how he came to cre-
ate a biodiesel production plant. The 
story had more to do with discussions 
in sushi bars than negotiations with 
politicians.

Biofuels, however, have gone from a 
promising technology to a problem-
plagued political football. Govern-
ment policies on biofuels have 
contributed to a rapid increase in 
commodity and food prices, increas-
ing gas prices and, ironically, increas-
ing greenhouse gas emissions. How 
did this happen?

The simple answer is that government 

subsidies and mandates have badly 
distorted the incentives of farmers 
and investors, leading them to take 
lucrative but counterproductive ac-
tions. The most egregious is a federal 
subsidy to biofuel exporters. The 
subsidy is so generous that producers 
in Asia and Europe ship biofuel to the 
United States, mix it with gasoline, 
and re-export it to collect the subsidy. 
This policy neither creates a domestic 
biofuel industry nor reduces carbon 
emissions.

Washington is about to make it worse. 
In 2006, the Legislature passed 
measures designed to promote bio-
fuel production. Beginning Dec. 1, 2 
percent of all diesel and gasoline sold 
in the state must contain biofuels. 
Those numbers will rise to 5 percent 
for diesel and 10 percent for gasoline 
in upcoming years.

Worldwide, such mandates have 
caused serious problems. Faced with 
penalties, gas stations pay extra for 
the limited supply of biofuels. This 
artifi cially pushes up demand and, 
therefore, prices. Farmers, looking to 
reap the rewards of those high prices, 
plant less productive lands, which 
require more fertilizer and labor, put-
ting more energy into the ground than 
will be produced by the crop. A report 
from the U.K. earlier this year notes 
that this may actually increase carbon 
dioxide emissions. According to the 
report, under such a policy, "there is 

no direct incentive to invest in the 
systems that would deliver the lowest 
greenhouse gas biofuels." The incen-
tive for farmers and politicians is to 
invest in systems that deliver the most 
in subsidies and political benefi t.

Many are currently working on biofu-
els that cost less and hold the promise 
of creating substantial reductions in 
greenhouse gas emissions. Those ef-
forts, however, are undercut by politi-
cal subsidies.

If, for instance, a gallon of ethanol 
can be produced for $4, subsidies can 
bring that cost down to $3, making it 
more attractive to consumers. How-
ever, it also becomes more attractive 
when compared with secondgenera-
tion fuels. The technology may exist 
to produce second-generation fuels, at 
$3.50 per gallon. With ethanol at $4, 
this new technology becomes the fuel 
of choice, reducing costs and CO2 
emissions. When compared with the 
subsidized price, however, the prom-
ise of that new fuel is lost.

Such subsidies are often justifi ed by 
the need to accelerate adoption of a 
particular technology. However, those 
same subsidies also freeze develop-
ment by pricing out technologies that 
are superior but cannot compete with 
the subsidized price.

In such cases, entrepreneurs must 
either risk more investment in hopes 

Revise teacher law to hire math, science professionals
BY LIV FINNE

While the world 
changes at breakneck 
speed and our needs 
for a skilled work 
force continue to 
increase, our public 
education system 
remains stuck in the 
past. In an effort to 
modernize the school 
curriculum, the State 
Board of Education 
will soon vote on a 
plan, known as CORE 
24, to require students 
to take more classes 
in math, science, 
English and other 
subjects before they 
graduate.

Current law requires 
students to fulfill only 
19 credits to graduate. 
These 19 credits do 
not prepare students 
to apply for college or 
to follow a vocational 
career. However, 
education officials 
say our system is 
not ready for such a 
change, because we 
already face shortages 
of teachers in math 
and science.

Education officials 
have a point. They 
are hampered by laws 
which sabotage efforts 
at reform.

Antiquated teacher-
credential laws 
prevent schools from 
hiring individuals 
working in the 
private sector who 
have a high degree 
of knowledge and 
expertise in math and 
science. For example, 
by law Bill Gates is 
not allowed to teach 
math in a public high 
school.

Teacher-certification 
laws also contribute 
to an education 
culture which equates 
quality to the holding 
of a credential, even 
though research 
shows that teachers 
without such 
credentials, such as 
Teach for America 
candidates, are just 
as effective, if not 
more so, at raising 
student achievement 
as teachers with 
certificates, 

particularly in math.

Washington has 
a rich resource of 
talent which should 
be tapped for our 
classrooms. More 
than 240,000 people 
in this state have 
bachelor’s degrees or 
higher as computer 
or mathematical 
scientists, architects 
or engineers, 
statisticians and 
accountants, 
computer and 
information systems 
and engineering 
managers, life and 
physical scientists 
and post-secondary 
professors in math or 
science.

Over the past 10 
years, public and 
private colleges 
and universities in 
Washington state 
graduated 26,693 
individuals who 
earned a bachelor’s 
degree or higher 
in math or closely 
related subject. Yet 
none of these talented 
professionals can be 
hired as a teacher 
without a state-
approved certificate.

In 2001, the 
Legislature – reacting 
to shortages of 
teachers of math and 
science – attempted to 
create alternate routes 
to the classroom. 
Alternate Route 3 was 
intended to attract 
“career changers” 
with five years work 
experience and a 
bachelor’s degree or 
better in math.

Unfortunately, this 
“alternate route” 
requires candidates 
to go a year without 
pay, take 45 credits 
and pay more than 
$10,000 in tuition. 
The program has 
failed to attract 
sufficient numbers 
of teachers to meet 
current shortages.

Shortages of teachers 
of math persist. 
School officials 
are forced to lower 
standards for 
teachers of math. 
Only 40 percent of 
Washington’s middle 
and high school 
teachers of math 
either majored or 
minored in math in 
college. The rest of 
our math teachers 

only have a math 
“endorsement,” which 
requires considerably 
less math knowledge.

The research shows 
that the higher the 
grade, the more a 
teacher needs to 
know in order to be 
effective in raising 
student achievement. 
The state’s artificial 
restrictions on hiring 
new teachers has 
resulted in large 
numbers of students 
failing the math 
WASL and having to 
take remedial math in 
college.

In addition, this year 
the Legislature and 
governor repealed 
the WASL graduation 
requirement in math.

The world that our 
children live in is 
dramatically different 
from the past. In 
1950, 60 percent of all 
jobs were unskilled 
and required a high 
school education or 
less. Today, fewer 
than 15 percent of all 
jobs are considered 
unskilled and roughly 
two-thirds of all jobs 
require some level 
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 It's time to take a look at state government 
Gov. Chris Gregoire 
last week issued an 
executive order for 
state agencies to cut 
hiring, travel and 
fuel costs -- steps 
that could save $90 
million in the current 
budget if implement-
ed by all of state gov-
ernment and higher 
education. At a time 
of economic down-
turn, it was a prudent 
thing to do.

Unfortunately, even 
though she's the elect-
ed CEO of the state, 
Gregoire's order does 
not have to be hon-
ored by all agencies 
of state government. 
That's because eight 
of them are headed 
by people who are in-
dependently elected, 
and thus beyond her 
control. Other agency 
heads are appointed 
by the governor.

She also has no 
control over higher 
education, but let's 
limit this discussion 
to state agencies. And 
as an aside, let's keep 
election-year politics 

out of it, too, since 
the situation regard-
ing executive orders 
is one that any gover-
nor must deal with, at 
any time.

Multiple elections in 
the executive branch 
are a refl ection of the 
populist traditions of 
the state. As a result, 
voters now pick the 
governor, lieutenant 
governor, secretary 
of state, treasurer, 
state auditor, attorney 
general, superinten-
dent of public instruc-
tion, commissioner 
of public lands and 
insurance commis-
sioner. All but insur-
ance commissioner, 
which was made an 
independent agency 
by the 1907 Legisla-
ture, are specifi ed for 
election in the state 
constitution.

And voters make their 
picks every four years 
in the same election 
years when much of 
the attention is fo-
cused on presidential 
and gubernatorial 

races.

At a time when the 
public is demanding 
government account-
ability and effi ciency, 
this has the potential 
to create a badly 
fragmented executive 
branch. So we would 
agree that when the 
new Legislature 
convenes in January, 
such a reorganization 
-- with an eye toward 
consolidation of 
authority -- should be 
revisited.

It was a timely coin-
cidence that on the 
same day Gregoire is-
sued her freeze order, 
the Washington Pol-
icy Center released a 
policy brief touting 
the advantages of 
electing fewer state 
agency heads. In the 
place of nine separate 
elections, the center 
advocates electing the 
governor and lieu-
tenant governor as a 
team and also leav-
ing attorney general, 
state treasurer and 
state auditor on the 
ballot. The rest would 

become Cabinet posi-
tions appointed by the 
governor.

There are a couple 
of good arguments 
advanced for such 
reorganization. The 
most visible in this 
election year is that 
a cluttered statewide 
ballot would be short-
ened in the future.

Take a look at this 
year's primary elec-
tion. The gubernato-
rial election aside, the 
other eight statewide 
elected positions on 
the ballot feature a 
total of 28 candidates 
in the Aug. 19 pri-
mary. They will be 
winnowed to 16 for 
the Nov. 4 general 
election, but that's 
still a lot of people to 
get to know in cast-
ing an informed ballot 
for someone who will 
head a state agency.

The other advantage 
of making more of 
them appointive 
Cabinet positions, the 
policy center notes, 
is that there is actu-

ally more account-
ability when agency 
heads are changed 
with election of a new 
governor.

Do we really need to 
elect a lands commis-
sioner as a steward 
of public lands when 
that could easily be 
seen as a duty of the 
chief executive of the 
state? Public educa-
tion (K-12) accounts 
for about half the 
state budget, yet the 
state's CEO has no 
control over educa-
tion spending and 
can't even order a 
freeze on spending in 
that agency.

We're not prepared 
to say the policy 
center has the right 
mix of agencies in its 
proposal. But we do 
agree with the con-
cept that it's time for 
an in-depth review of 
the executive branch 
with an eye toward 
consolidation.

Government, like ev-
erything else, should 
change and adapt with 

EDITORIALS

The top story of 2008 is undoubtedly the revival of the 
left. After nearly two decades on the defensive following 
the collapse of the Soviet empire--the definitive example 
of the failure of socialism--advocates of a government-
controlled economy are trying to make a comeback.

How brazen has this leftist revival become? It has 
gotten so far out of hand that some on the left are openly 
defending central planning. Yes, comrades, you read that 
right.

I occasionally poke around the Internet to see the 
response to my articles, and I recently came across 
a reply to my December 11 article warning about 
the return of the Old Left, complete with central 
planning for the financial and auto industries. Over 
at MyDD, a prominent clearing house for “netroots” 
Democratic Party activists, Charles Lemos responded 
by complaining that “Central planning is the latest 
conservative epithet in the wake of president-elect 
Obama’s bold and sweeping proposals for revitalizing 
the increasingly moribund American economy.” He then 
goes on to declare that, “As liberals, as progressives it 
is imperative that we fight for planning. It’s time we 
rehabilitate the concept of long-term planning.”

 Can anyone really be saying this in the 21st century? 
If so, it is because they have failed 20th-Century 
History 101. For those in need of a quick refresher, the 
satirical website The People’s Cube has posted a helpful 
overview of the product line once offered by the East 
Bloc’s centrally planned auto industry. My favorite line 
is an old joke about the Yugo: “Every car came with a 
rear defroster to keep your hands warm as you pushed 
it.”

But central planning has not just been discredited by 
a mass of empirical evidence. It has been thoroughly 
refuted in theory, too. Legions of pro-free-market 
economists, particularly the Austrian school’s Ludwig 
von Mises, have thoroughly demonstrated that the 
government’s so-called planning is actually an attack on 
planning.

Planning is what is already done in a free economy 
by millions of private individuals. Every economic 
decision they make is a plan about how to allocate the 
only money and effort they have a right to dispose of: 
their own. And these plans are made with full access to 
the only kind of information that is really relevant: the 
context of their own lives and values.

Government planning, by contrast, consists of smashing 
all of these private plans and replacing them with 
inferior plans made by inferior men.

Planning for its future solvency, for example, Bank of 
America decided not to lend money to a defunct window 
and door manufacturer--but then along comes Illinois 
Governor Rod Blagojevich, right before his arrest, 
to demand that the bank extend such a loan anyway. 
Other banks decided, reasonably enough, that the 
best way to survive an economic downturn is to make 
only conservative investments--but along comes their 
uninvited new business partner, Treasury Secretary Hank 
Paulson, who declares that he expects them to open a 
floodgate of new lending.

And how about you? You may have decided, for 
example, that you will get better value for your money 
by spending it on a Toyota rather than a Pontiac--but 
then along come George Bush and Barack Obama to 
decree that your money really ought to go to General 
Motors after all.

This is the world of central planning, which consists of 
forcibly substituting the plans of government officials 
for the far more sensible plans that private individuals 
make about their own lives and money.

And we haven’t seen the worst of it, at least not yet. 
Much bigger and deadlier lessons will spring to mind for 
those who were paying attention in 20th-Century History 
101. Remember Trofim Lysenko? He’s the crackpot 
scientist who got Stalin’s ear and set himself up as the 
central planner of Soviet agriculture, single-handedly 
wiping out Soviet wheat production. Or what about 
the hucksters who convinced Mao that it was possible 
for peasants to manufacturer steel in small backyard 
furnaces, helping to turn the Great Leap Forward into a 
great leap backward?

If you think that these central planning catastrophes are 
limited to the most doctrinaire Marxist dictatorships, 
consider that Bernie Madoff’s $50 billion Ponzi scheme 
is minuscule compared to the multi-trillion-dollar Ponzi 
scheme that is Social Security. And if the economic 
downturn exposed the fact that Madoff’s scheme wasn’t 
backed by any real assets--what do you think a sudden 
decrease in payroll tax revenues is going to do to Social 
Security?

Certainly the plans of private individuals can go awry. 
Just ask the former homeowners who over-extended 
themselves by taking out adjustable rate mortgages, or 
the investment banks who over-extended themselves 
by financing those mortgages. But private mistakes are 
corrected by the workings of the market. People who 
can’t afford their houses will have to sell them to those 
who can; failing banks get bought out by healthy banks; 
unprofitable automakers go bankrupt and their bones are 
picked clean by manufacturers who can make a profit.

But notice that the whole point of the government’s 
planning in the current crisis is to prevent all of these 
corrective mechanisms. The government is intervening, 
not to make the economy healthier and more efficient, 
but to keep the overextended borrowers in their homes, 
to keep insolvent banks afloat, and to pump money into 
failing automakers so that they can keep losing money 
for another year or two.

That leads us to the deeper reason for the comprehensive 
failure of government planning. By its very nature, 
government planning always sacrifices economic 
calculations to political calculations.

The purpose of government planning is not to maximize 
the creation of wealth, but rather to maximize the 
satisfaction of political pressure groups. Hence the 
auto bailout, the purpose of which is not to make GM 
profitable but rather to prop up the UAW--the only 
organization whose destruction is guaranteed if the 
Detroit automakers file for bankruptcy.

The clearest example of this principle is the attempt 
to use the auto bailout to force Detroit to stop fighting 
global warming restrictions and to manufacture 
underpowered “green” cars. In another interesting 
response to my article, Todd Myers of the Washington 
Policy Center--a state-level pro-free-market think tank--
observes the irony of Washington, DC, spending billions 
to save the automakers just as the state of Washington 
plans to spend billions on a public-transit scheme 
designed to discourage people from driving cars. “The 
logic of these activities,” Myers concludes, “is that we 
need to spend $25 billion to save an industry that we are 
spending $22 billion locally to kill.” And this is just a 
small sampling of what is being proposed on the federal 
level by means of “cap-and-trade” energy rationing 
designed to make automobiles too expensive to drive.

The absurdity of George Bush’s public proclamations 
about the financial crisis is that he still considers himself 
a “free-market guy” who is destroying capitalism in 
order to save it. But the reasoning behind the auto 
bailout is even more perverse. Washington wants to save 
the auto industry so that the global warming lobby can 
conspire to destroy it.

Given a century of factual and theoretical refutation, 
continued advocacy of government planning is a 
transparent fraud. It is an attempt to cover up the fact 
that what the planners really have to offer us is not 
planning but chaos--an economy held hostage to the 
contradictory, ever-shifting whims of government 
officials and political pressure groups. Isn’t that the 
predominant character of the current bailout frenzy, 
as the Treasury, the Fed, the president, Congress, and 
the president-elect careen from one stimulus plan 
to another? Haven’t the past three months given the 
impression, not of planning, but of spur-of-the-moment 
improvisation?

The modern left is already based on two big frauds. 
They call themselves “liberals,” even as they oppose 
liberty--in the economic realm and, increasingly, in 
the intellectual realm. And they describe themselves 
as “progressives,” even as they seek to reverse two 
centuries of progress made by capitalism. So it should be 
no surprise to find advocates of “long-range planning” 
who systematically oppose the genuine economic plans 
made by private individuals.

Robert Tracinski writes daily commentary at TIADaily.
com. He is the editor of The Intellectual Activist and 
TIADaily.com.

December 31, 2008 

The Fraud of Government Intervention
By Robert Tracinski

Missed votes report tells a familiar story
Washingtonvotes.org released its annual Missed Votes Report this afternoon and the storyline is similar to past 
years. The leaders in this category were either in leadership or sick. Most were sick.

That’s certainly true for Rep. Steve Hailey, R-Mesa. He tops the list with 669 missed votes this session because 
he missed virtually the entire session having been diagnosed with colon cancer. He stayed home to receive 
chemotherapy treatment.

Rep. Bill Eickmeyer, D-Belfair, missed 230 votes. His explanation? 

“I was out with a lung infection which was complicated by a residual bacterial invasion,” he reported to 
Washingtonvotes.org. “This kept me out the entire next to last week of session.”

Any questions?

You can find the online database here. Know that, until you change it, it’s currently set up to check for votes 
missed during the past two sessions.

A couple things should be said about missed votes. First, Washingtonvotes.org defines a missed vote to include 
all excused and unexcused absences. I don’t have the data in front of me but generally, most absences are 
excused. 

And when they’re not excused it’s often because a colleague either forgot to request a member be excused 
or didn’t realize they were missing. I bet if you could crunch the numbers in such a way you’d find most 
unexcused absences occur at the beginning of floor sessions as members are making their way to the floor, 
particularly in the Senate where time if filled with routine gubernatorial appointments.

Legislators generally go to great lengths to avoid missed votes, knowing they could be used against them in a 
campaign. 

One of the most hazardous places to stand in Olympia is the pathway between the Senate floor and the caucus 
rooms during a floor session. Senators quite literally come sprinting in their wingtips and pumps (or cowboy 
boots in some cases) when their name is called to register a vote.

It’s also worth noting that votes often come in bunches. That’s particularly true in the final two weeks of session 
when lawmakers are voting on bills and then voting on them again as they bounce back and forth between 
chambers to resolve differences.

That’s how Sen. Ed Murray, D-Seattle, explains having missed 70 votes. He was sick on one such day.

Editorial
State revenue flow requires transparency
State lawmakers are fond of talking about openness and transparency in government, but generally come up short when it 
comes to taking positive legislative action.

This year was an exception when the House and Senate passed Senate Bill 6818, which requires the state to make avail-
able to the public detailed information about state spending. State officials have until Jan. 1, 2009, to assemble line-by-line 
state spending data and make it available to the public via a Web site.

It’s a great step forward to a more open and transparent government. Now it’s time for lawmakers to shift their focus to 
the revenue side and give the public the same kind of detailed information about the taxes they pay to support government 
programs.

Budget transparency

The budget transparency law, which Gov. Chris Gregoire signed April 1, says “The intent of the Legislature ... is to make 
state revenue and expenditure data as open, transparent and publicly accessible as possible. Increasing the ease of pub-
lic access to state budget data — particularly where the data are currently available from disparate internal government 
sources but are difficult for the public to collect and efficiently aggregate — significantly contributes to governmental 
accountability, public participation, agency efficiency and open government.”

Rep. Gary Alexander, R-Olympia, ranking member of the House Appropriations Committee, was supportive of the legisla-
tion when it passed unanimously. 

“One of the most important changes we can make to achieve truth in budgeting is to bring more transparency to the budget 
process. The passage of SB 6818 is a giant step in bringing visibility to the very complex operations of state government,” 
Alexander said. “The Legislative and Evaluation Committee is the perfect Web site to shine some sunshine on Washington 
state’s revenues and expenditures.”

That Web site must contain fiscal year information on state expenditures by fund or account; expenditures by agency, 
program and subprogram; state revenues by source; state expenditures by budget object and state agency workloads, case-
loads and performance measurements.

For those who want to delve into the state budget and see how tax dollars are spent, the transparency law will be of great 
benefit. Residents can thank the Washington Policy Center, a nonpartisan, free-market, state-based think tank in Seattle, 
for pressing the measure into law.

The revenue side

Now the policy center is back with a second transparency proposal, this time on the revenue side.

Jason Mercier, Government Reform director at the policy center and author of the proposal, calls it the “Taxation Dis-
closure Act.” His goal is to help citizens and businesses learn about how much officials in each taxing district add to a 

Economists warn 
raising taxes

will hurt the economy.
Despite some news reports, not all economists believe increasing taxes is the best way to overcome 

Washington state’s budget deficit.

In fact, we believe that raising taxes during a recessionary period is contrary to responsible economic 
policy and instead will thwart the state’s economic recovery.  Leaving earnings in the hands of  individuals 
and businesses is the best way to help grow the private sector, create jobs and lead to higher levels of  
consumption.

Increasing taxes at this time will shift necessary capital from the private sector to the public sector, thereby 
depriving private enterprise of  the source of  true economic growth and making Washington state even less 
competitive for new businesses and jobs. 
 
Higher taxes will depress the short-term economic growth needed to bring Washington out of  the 
recession and will reduce prosperity in the medium and long-term.

Signed by the following state and national economists:
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Related story from Sunday: Region’s colleges 
getting greener 
 
Several “green” schools built in Spokane in recent 
years fall far short of their goals, an Olympia 
think tank says. Educators say the group is using 
premature and misleading data provided by the 
schools.

The Washington Legislature mandated in 2005 
that state money be used only to build “high 
performance” schools – those intended to conserve 
energy and water, encourage the recycling of 
building materials, and provide more natural light 
and outdoor air.

Advocates said that despite higher building costs, 
taxpayers would save money through lower utility 
bills. Teachers would stay on the job longer, 
they said, and students would score better on 
standardized tests, suffer fewer allergy problems 
and have fewer absences – all because of better air 
circulation, more natural light and the use of more 
natural building materials.

“One California district has seen scores increase 
close to 30 percent in buildings with abundant 
daylight,” says the narrator in a state video 
promoting the regulations. “While other districts 
may see increases of lesser magnitude, the 
conclusion is still the same: Better light means 
better scores.”

But Todd Myers, director for the Center for the 
Environment at the Washington Policy Center, 
says the only certifiably green schools built so far 
– three in Spokane and several others in Western 
Washington – performed no better than other 
modern schools during the 2006-’07 school year. 
His study has caught the attention of national 
groups that say environmental regulations go too 
far.

The problem, Myers said, is that proponents 
of “high performance” buildings made too 
many promises. He doesn’t contend that green 
construction techniques are bad – nor are bigger 
windows or more fresh air – but that such 
decisions should be made locally.

“Give the power to the people who have incentives 
to make improvements,” he said.

Supporters of statewide standards contend the 
state has a stake in the matter, because it provides 
about 30percent of the money that goes into 

school construction.

They also note that districts have a range of 
options. The standards acknowledge, for instance, 
that it’s impractical for rural schools to be located 
within a mile of half their elementary students – 
an energy-efficiency standard that urban districts 
might easily obtain.

Out of a possible 80 points, schools must hit 
40. Among a long list of standards that can earn 
districts’ points: 

•Water-saving toilets and waterless urinals.

•Native landscaping, combined with trees that 
shade paved surfaces.

•Recreational space that doubles as neighborhood 
parkland. 

•Reusing half of an existing building’s structure 
and 30 percent of its furniture when it is replaced.

•Using some building materials made of “rapidly 
renewable” materials, such as poplar trees or 
bamboo, and some manufactured locally.

•Windows that open in each classroom.

•Heating and air-conditioning systems that self-
adjust for open windows.

•Lights that self-adjust to natural light.

Lofty goals

Legislators, health officials and educators tout 
the benefits of building green in the video on the 
state Superintendent of Public Instruction Web 
site. Among them is Greg Brown, Spokane Public 
Schools director of capital projects, who was 
interviewed at Lincoln Heights Elementary, which 
opened for the 2006-’07 school year.

As a demonstration project and with financial 
incentive from the state, Lincoln Heights was built 
to green standards that exceeded those eventually 
adopted by the state. Two other Spokane 
elementaries, Lidgerwood and Ridgeview, have 
been built to the state standards. 

Brown says that building to the state standards 
adds 3 percent to 5 percent to the cost of new 
projects, and that many of the costs can be 
recouped in the first 10 years through energy 

efficiency. 

“We’re probably going to save about $30,000 per 
year in utility costs in operating this building,” 
Brown said on camera.

He and associate superintendent Mark Anderson 
noted Tuesday that “sustainability” was one of 
five attributes identified as important by Spokane 
constituents who attended a two-day conference 
about school design, after voters approved a 
2003 bond issue for replacing some schools and 
improving others.

But other modern demands on the buildings 
drive up energy use. Among them: assuring the 
buildings are better suited for after-hours use by 
the community; assuring that each school has a 
unique design; offering lots of technology; and 
providing modern safety features.

Providing bigger windows and more fresh air also 
adds to utility costs, Brown acknowledged.

All of those factors make it hard to determine 
how much energy savings can be attributed to any 
particular building technique. But Brown said he 
stands by a prediction he made in the video: that 
the state standards would mean 30 percent cheaper 
utility costs at Lincoln Heights. He clarified, 
however, that he meant 30 percent cheaper than 
if the same building had been constructed to meet 
minimum energy-efficiency codes.

Brown thinks some predictions for student 
performance may have over-reached or are 
unverifiable. A Seattle school administrator, for 
example, predicts in the video that students in 
classrooms on one side of a hallway would score 8 
percent higher than those on the other side because 
of the difference in sunlight.

No such specific student-performance predictions 
were made in Spokane.

But, Brown said, Lincoln Heights staff and 
students are happier in the new building. And there 
have been fewer complaints about health problems 
that staff and parents previously attributed to the 
stuffy old building.

“I believe that by building better buildings you 
will build better learning environments,” Brown 
said.

Scrutinizing the numbers

Spokane schools fall short in ‘green’ dream
Dan Hansen
Staff writer

YOU'RE ATTRACTED MORE 
TO MARKET SOLUTIONS 
than to government-imposed 
solutions? That's exactly right. 
The fundamental problem we have 
with health care in this country is 
that someone else is paying for 
our health care. Eighty-six percent 
of the people in this country have 
what's called a "third party payor," 
whether it's the employer or wheth-
er it's the government.

Now, we can argue that health care 
is a necessity of life. I think most 
people actually would agree with 
that. But there are other necessities 
of life, such as food, shelter and 
clothing. Yet, nobody talks about 
single-payor clothing care, or uni-
versal food care.

So, the government is there, it 
exists to provide a market so that 
consumers and producers can come 
together. That's the same thing that 
should occur in the health care 
market. Consumers and providers 
should come together without this 
third-party intervention.

WHY DO YOU THINK that 
would be more effective in dis-
tributing health care to as many 
people as possible? What we have 
is supply and demand mismatch 
in this country, if you will. We 
have people who are over-utilizing 
health care, and we have people 
who for one reason or another 
can't access health care. That's not 
correct. If you leave it up to the 
individual, they will fi gure out how 
to be good consumers of health 
care and they will fi gure out how 
to obtain the correct amount that 
they need for themselves and their 
families.

WHAT WOULD YOU PRO-
POSE for those people who are 
relatively poor? Any sort of 
fi nancial assistance? Oh, absolute-
ly. Just like we have food stamps 
to take care of the poor. That's one 
of the reasons government exists. 
I mean, it's got to provide a safety 
net for these people that can't af-
ford it.

THE IDEA WOULD BE TO 
PUT THE DOLLARS in their 
hands and have them make the 
decisions about how to spend it? 
That's exactly right. You can call 
it a voucher program or whatever 
you want. But, if you give them 
their own dollars, allow them to be 
responsible, and then if they don't 
spend those dollars, they can roll 
them (over) year after year. They 
can take them from Washington to 
California, to Idaho, or wherever 
they live.

WHAT EFFECT do you think 
that would have on the prices for 
health services charged by physi-
cians and hospitals? One thing 
follows another. As the patients as 
consumers become more savvy, 
they're going to demand more 
transparency.

DON'T THEY NEED consider-
ably more market information, 
though, than is now available in 
order to make smart decisions? 
Perhaps. But, just as somebody 
can go out and with a great deal 

Prescription for health care? 
Give consumers control
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Questions for | Dr. Roger Stark

 Dr. Roger Stark recently joined the Washington Policy Center, a Seattle 
think tank advocating free-market approaches, as health policy analyst. 
A retired cardiovascular/thoracic surgeon, Stark also serves on the 
board of Overlake Hospital.

Peter Neurath, a Puget Sound Business Journal contributing writer who 
covers health care, asked Stark for his perspectives on current debates 
over health costs and access:

board of Overlake Hospital.

There’s a lot of 
talk about the state 
budget these days. 
February’s revenue 
forecast, new deficit 
projections, and 
the Legislature’s 
supplemental budget 
proposals have 

drummed up a lot of numbers. The talk 
focuses on looming deficits and what 
that means today and even years down 
the road.

Tomorrow the numbers may change, or 
at the very least they won’t be what stick 
in people’s minds. So let’s look at some 
ideas that ought to stick.

As a rule of thumb, the state budget is 
the opposite of gravity. Gravity pulls 
things down, while all of the spending 
pressure on the state budget is upwards. 
That’s right -- the swarms of lobbyists 
roaming the halls of the state Capitol are 
not there asking lawmakers to spend less 
money. It should come as no surprise, 
then, that state spending growth tends to 
outpace population growth and inflation.

Thanks to a strong economy, revenue 
has grown well beyond inflation for the 
past few years. Even amidst the talk of a 
revenue decline, it’s only a cut in the rate 
of increase -- revenue is still projected to 
grow beyond inflation. State lawmakers 
do not have a revenue problem. They 
have a spending problem.

Let’s say I buy a scratch lottery ticket 
today and win $500. Does it make sense 
for me to then buy a car with a $500 per 
month payment? That’s basically what 
lawmakers in Olympia have done in the 
last few years. They’ve used one-time 

revenues during boom years to make 
the down payments on new spending 
programs, with no way to make the long-
term payments.

It’s basic math: the bigger the budget 
this year, the more it costs to maintain 
next year. Adding to the budget only 
compounds that problem.

We hear a lot about a “revenue problem” 
(code talk for “we need an income tax”). 
But is that really the issue? The natural 
tendency is for government spending 
to grow, not shrink, and recent history 
has shown that no matter how flush 
with cash state coffers are, lawmakers 
will always push to spend more. Their 
appetite for spending appears insatiable, 
so more revenue will only lead to more 
spending.

Not content with a 33 percent increase 
in state spending over four years, some 
lawmakers and special interest groups 
have proposed the state spend more in 
the face of projected deficits caused by 
overspending.

Still others argue that speeding up 
government spending on rebuilding 
infrastructure will provide jobs now and 
help keep the economy strong. But this 
is an absurd argument. It’s like saying 
burning my neighbor’s house down is 
good for the economy because it will 
keep local builders in business. The only 
way the government can “create” a job 
is by taking money away from someone 
else.

These proposals might make for good 
election-year politics but they’re bad 
policy that will only make matters worse 
in the long run.

The governor and legislative leaders 
have insisted the state needs to get off 
of the “spending rollercoaster.” Their 
proposed solutions? Build a bigger roller 
coaster.

Here’s a final thought. The sound 
approach to the state’s budget woes is a 
meaningful constitutional spending limit. 
The state’s I-601 spending limit, passed 
by voters in 1993, is so riddled with 
holes that it’s now meaningless. Clearly 
a statutory restraint is not enough. The 
state needs a meaningful spending limit 
that makes allowances for genuine 
emergencies, much like the rainy day 
amendment that voters approved in 
November, but cannot be gamed and 
sidestepped by fund transfers and off-
budget spending, as lawmakers have 
done over the last few years.

Numbers and projections will come and 
go, but unless lawmakers change the 
way they budget taxpayer dollars, the 
fundamental problem will remain.

The real problem is on the spending side 
of the state’s ledger, not the revenue 
side. Lawmakers must learn to prioritize 
expenditures, realizing that not every 
project or program (no matter how 
attractive) can be a priority. That’s how 
people budget in the real world.

John Barnes is communications 
director for Washington Policy Center, 
a nonpartisan public policy research 
organization in Seattle and Olympia. 
For more information contact John at 
jbarnes@washingtonpolicy.org or 206-
937-9691, or visit washingtonpolicy.org.

Look beyond the numbers of state budgeting
by John Barnes

Based on the 
performance of six 
West Coast light-rail 
systems, Vancouver 
policymakers can 
reasonably expect that 
a light-rail system 
here would require a 
large public subsidy, 

would not reduce traffic congestion, and 
would be extraordinarily inefficient when 
compared to existing transit across the 
bridge.

Ask Clark County residents what they 
think about light rail, and they will likely 
point to the 1995 vote in which nearly 
70 percent rejected the concept. Ask 
some policymakers in Clark County what 
they think and they are likely to suggest 
light rail is the savior to Vancouver’s 
transportation issues.

Why do some policymakers and voters 
disagree?

Supporters claim a lot has changed in 
the 10 years. Vancouver’s population 
has nearly doubled and that growth is 
expected to continue. Bridge traffic is 
worse and congestion is spilling across 
the river. Now, as officials explore a new 
bridge across the Columbia River, light 
rail is pushed as a supposed solution, 
again.

Based on light rail’s rapid growth across 
the country, this should not be a surprise. 
In 1980 there were only nine light-
rail systems; today, there are 29. But 
comparing the six systems on the West 
Coast shows that spending on light rail 
results in a very large gap between public 
costs and public benefits.

Light rail does not reduce traffic 
congestion. In 2005, light-rail systems 
on the West Coast served only about 2 
percent of the work force in their service 
areas. On average, these systems only 
remove between 0.39 percent and 1.1 
percent of cars from the roadway.

Light rail is expensive and it requires 
significant public assistance. On average, 
West Coast light-rail systems need 
taxpayer subsidies to pay for 73 percent 
of operations and 100 percent of capital 
improvements every year.

Light rail is far less efficient than a bus 
system. Attracting a new rider to light rail 
costs 16 to 47 times as much as attracting 
a new rider to a traditional bus system. 
And when accounting for passenger 
demand, West Coast light rail is 12 
percent more expensive to operate than 
bus service.

Comparing the six West Coast light-rail 
systems helps residents in Clark County 
understand what they could expect 
from spending on a similar system here. 
Based on preliminary cost and ridership 
estimates, light rail across the Columbia 
River would also result in a large gap 
between public costs and public benefits.

According to the Regional Transportation 
Council, the bridge carries about 3,300 
transit trips per day. That means only 2.4 
percent of all trips that cross the bridge 
are on public transit. Adding light rail to 
the bridge would increase costs by about 
$1.17 billion. This means local officials 
want to spend 40 percent more in order 
to serve 2.4 percent of total bridge 
crossings.

But Columbia River Crossing, or CRC, 
officials estimate transit demand across 
the bridge would increase with light 
rail, because riders will not experience 
congestion like bus riders do today. As 
a result, CRC projects light rail would 
boost transit crossings to about 20,000 
trips per day by 2030.

Generally, the Federal Transit 
Administration presumes there is no 
modal preference for trains over buses 
when travel time, comfort level, and 
other factors are the same. So there is 
likely some validity to the CRC logic 
that congestion is somehow suppressing 
transit demand across the bridge. 
However, a 506 percent increase in 
transit demand is an unrealistic estimate 
of light rail’s influence on attracting new 
passengers.

Nevertheless, assuming the CRC is 
correct and accounting for population and 
growth in bridge crossings over the next 
20 years, light rail’s mode share would 
still only rise to about 9.8 percent of daily 
crossings.

Despite what light-rail advocates claim, 
deliberately increasing costs by 40 
percent to serve between 2.4 percent 
and 9.8 percent of all bridge crossings 
establishes a very large gap between 
public costs and public benefits.

Transportation taxes should be used more 
efficiently and tied to congestion relief.

Light Rail Carries Big Cost, Little Benefit
by Michael Ennis

The fanfare around the recent unveiling 
of the much anticipated “action agenda” 
by the Puget Sound Partnership was 
reminiscent of an art showing. Partnership 
advocates used broad strokes to paint a 
worrisome picture regarding the waters of 
the Puget Sound.

The agenda released by the Partnership, the 
state’s lead agency charged with restoring 
the health of the Puget Sound, is meant to 
be the roadmap to a healthier Puget Sound 
by prioritizing cleanup and improvement 
projects.

As with any artist, the Partnership carefully 
chose colors that when splashed on the 
agenda’s canvas, would explain their vision 
of what is wrong with the Sound. The 
artistic strokes of the Partnership include 
recent headlines of starving resident Orca 
whales, a study that claims 52 million 
pounds of untreated pollutants entering 
the Sound annually and a promise that our 
economy will benefit from “green-collar 
jobs” created by the agenda. 

 
During the 2009-11 biennium the 
Partnership will seek between $200 and 
$300 million from taxpayers to fund new 
action items identified in the agenda. In 
addition, it appears that the partnership will 
explore additional funding, such as asking 
the Legislature for the authority to create a 
local taxing district.

However, before the Partnership drastically 
increases the tax burden of Puget Sound 
residents, it should consider the following 
three policies that will provide savings to 
the taxpayer and provide benefits for the 
environment.

First, restore hundreds of miles of salmon 
habitat by replacing obstructed culverts on 
state roads.

Research has shown that more than 2,500 
miles of salmon habitat is blocked by more 
than 1,600 culverts which are too narrow 
to allow fish further upstream. At a cost of 
$10 million per year the state could open 
500 miles of new habitat.

In addition, there are other benefits to 
fixing culverts, including improved water 
quality and decreased localized flooding. 
While enlarging culverts does not garner 
the same media and political attention as 
the Partnership’s agenda goals, this simple 
act has been demonstrated as a cost-
effective way to improve salmon habitat, a 
goal the Orcas can appreciate.

Second, the Partnership must remove 
cookie-cutter restrictions that prevent the 
application of low-impact development 
techniques. Low-impact standards utilize 
new techniques to deal with stormwater in 
ways that avoid putting pollutants into the 
environment.

For the past several years the state, through 
the Puget Sound Partnership, has being 
leading the charge to stop negative impacts 
of development on the environment. 

Millions of dollars have been spent at 
all levels of government to regulate 
development by using low-impact 
techniques. Unfortunately, the state-led 
process has not been successful. Local 
jurisdictions have been slow to adopt 
restrictive regulations, in part because 
many of the low-impact techniques, like 
narrow roads and permeable pavement, are 
unproven and state regulations don’t allow 
application based on local conditions.

Top-down regulations will not create useful 
low-impact standards. Flexibility and 
voluntary incentives at the local level are 
much more likely to create effective long-
term environmental solutions. Removing 
the barriers of bureaucracy that presently 

exist and allowing local development 
of practical low-impact guidelines will 
drastically reduce runoff that carries 
pollutants to the Sound.

Finally, the Partnership should discard 
promises of “green-collar jobs.”

Gov. Chris Gregoire has said that the 
agenda “will result in the creation of 
hundreds, if not thousands, of green-collar 
jobs throughout the region.” To achieve 
the goal in job creation the plan calls 
for additional layers of governmental 
oversight, which will increase the tax 
burden on state residents. The artificial 
creation of jobs will come at the expense 
of existing employment and is likely to 
reduce the total number of jobs in the 
economy at a time when increasing taxes 
and cutting jobs makes little sense.

Even supporters of the effort scoff at the 
“green jobs” claim. When told that the 
Partnership is selling the agenda as a 
job-creation tool, the chairwoman of the 
Senate Ways and Means Committee called 
it “rhetoric.”

The goals of the Puget Sound Partnership 
are honorable and worthy of continued 
discussion. But we need to ensure that as 
the Partnership moves forward they will do 
so in the most cost-effective and efficient 
ways, otherwise goals may not be met and 
taxpayers will once again be left with an 
overpriced piece of art.

Brandon Houskeeper is a policy analyst 
with Washington Policy Center, a non-
partisan independent policy research 
organization in Seattle and Olympia. For 
more information contact WPC at 206-
937-9691 or washingtonpolicy.org 

Some Sound changes can be made without taxes
by Brandon Houskeeper

ON Nov. 4, voters in King, Pierce and 
Snohomish Counties will again decide on 
whether to expand Sound Transit’s regional 
mass transportation system. The new Sound 
Transit proposal (ST2) would add 36 miles 
of light rail, expand the Sounder commuter 
rail by four daily round trips between Tacoma 
and Seattle and expand the Express bus 
system by 17 percent.

Sound Transit estimates the cost would be 
about $22.8 billion over the next 30 years.

The agency’s officials also estimate that if 
ST2 passes, it will carry only 0.4 percent 
of all daily trips and 2.4 percent of all daily 
work trips by 2030. Sound Transit officials 
also show ST2 would only reduce the 
region’s carbon-dioxide emissions by about 
1 percent.

There is no doubt mass public transportation 
is part of the solution to reduce traffic 
congestion, especially in dense population 
centers. But Sound Transit’s plan would 
disproportionally spend large amounts of 
public resources on a transit program that 
will serve less than 1 percent of all trips.

Public-sector spending decisions typically 
are based on perceived value and whether 
taxpayers believe they are receiving a 
proportional benefit for the money spent. In 
other words, the social value of $22.8 billion 
should be equal to its economic costs. The 
difficulty is defining the social value. Is a 
transit system that carries less than 1 percent 
of all daily trips worth more or less than 
doing something else with $22.8 billion?

In Sound Transit’s case, there is a large 
space between costs and benefits because 
the agency’s goal is not to reduce traffic 
congestion or to reduce carbon-dioxide 
emissions. In fact, Sound Transit’s only 
official objective is simply to collect taxes 
and build a mass-transit system, regardless of 

costs or performance.

In other words, there are no performance 
measures or benchmarks as a condition 
to Sound Transit’s taxing authority. Oh 
sure, Sound Transit officials do have some 
limitations on how taxes can be spent, but 
in terms of measuring success, they are only 
judged on building and operating a transit 
system. It doesn’t matter to Sound Transit 
how few people they serve or how few 
pounds of carbon dioxide are reduced. So it 
is not surprising that Sound Transit’s own 
analysis shows how poorly it would perform 
in these areas.

Spending billions of dollars in public 
money on a transportation system that 
has no relationship to market demand or 
other performances goals is only a public 
construction and employment program. In 
fact, supporters tout job creation as a benefit 
of passing the measure.

As with any public-works project, 
spending public money to create jobs is not 
economically efficient and does not lead to 
a net social benefit. Sound Transit officials 
would only shift $22.8 billion from one 
sector of the economy to another.

In economic terms, offsetting the temporary 
growth in the construction industry and 
the permanent expansion of government 
with the losses in other sectors would not 
simply be a neutral shift of resources. It is 
well understood that the value of money is 
always worth less in the hands of government 
because public-sector costs are generally 
higher and the spending is not based on 
economic forces.

Either way, while Sound Transit officials 
are spending $22.8 billion in the name of 
transportation policy, traffic congestion will 
continue to double or triple over the next 20 
years.

Whether or not Sound Transit’s ballot 
proposal passes, policymakers should change 
the current system in which transportation 
spending is based on other agendas and 
instead apply a performance-based policy 
where value and effectiveness determine 
where spending takes place.

In business, measuring performance is a way 
of life. It is viewed as an indispensable tool 
that shapes decisions about how resources 
are distributed. In the public sector, however, 
performance measures are treated as an 
inconvenience, because they can oppose how 
policymakers want to distribute resources.

In Sound Transit’s case, the agency exists 
only to build a mass-transit system, 
regardless of objective public need, costs or 
performance.

While the legislative process should have 
the final authority, basing transportation 
decisions on anything other than measurable 
outcomes inevitably leads to a fragmented 
collage of spending that has no relationship 
to relieving traffic congestion.

Performance-based policies that tie spending 
to specific benchmarks, like traffic-
congestion relief, is the key to allocating 
transportation resources in a strategic and 
efficient way. Otherwise, government 
agencies such as Sound Transit will continue 
to propose plans that have no relationship to 
the one solution citizens want most, traffic-
congestion relief.

Michael Ennis is director of the Center 
for Transportation at Washington Policy 
Center, an independent, nonpartisan 
policy-research organization in Seattle and 
Olympia. For more information, go to www.
washingtonpolicy.org

Sound Transit’s Prop. 1 spends much, delivers little
Sound Transit’s Proposition 1 would disproportionally spend large amounts of public resources on a transit 
program that will serve less than 1 percent of all trips.

By Michael Ennis
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BY JONATHAN MARTIN
Seattle Times staff reporter

One of the Pacific Northwest’s most astonishing
archaeological finds in a generation has languished
for more than a year, lingering on metal shelves in a
Seattle warehouse, unseen by the public and unex-
amined by scientists.

No one questions the discoveries — artifacts from
a 2,700-year-old Native American village excavat-
ed from the Port Angeles waterfront amid great
public interest — should be exhibited, analyzed and
celebrated.

But the 900 boxes of artifacts — such things as
spindle whorls carved from whale vertebrae, along
with animal bones and shell fragments — remain
hung up in a bureaucratic no man’s land. Questions
about who owns and controls access to the collec-
tion are still in dispute. 
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One of Tse-whit-zen’s greatest treasures: an intricately carved bone comb.

An arrowhead created by a Lower 
Elwha Klallam tribal member.

A bone carving shows the artistry 
in everyday objects at Tse-whit-zen.

TSE -WHI T -Z EN  | When a Native American village was unearthed at Port
Angeles, the potential for learning seemed limitless. Years later, thousands
of artifacts still sit in cabinets, out of the public eye.

Please see > HISTORY, A11
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Explore Tse-whit-zen
The Seattle
Times’ special
report
“Unearthing
Tse-whit-zen”
details the
ancient
Klallam
Indian
village. You’ll
find stories, an interactive
village, narrated slide show,
study guide and more.
seattletimes.com/tsewhitzen
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BY DOMINIC GATES
Seattle Times aerospace reporter

Someone furtively shoots secret
surveillance photos as a well-con-
nected political lobbyist arrives for
a meeting.

Inside, a mole takes notes and
snaps quickly with a cellphone
camera. 

A third person drops documents
and photos at a newspaper office. 

No, it’s not a John le Carré spy
novel. It’s election time at the Ma-
chinists union, representing
25,000 Boeing workers in the Pu-
get Sound area and 2,500 more in
Portland and Wichita, Kan.

This month’s contentious inter-
nal elections precede crucial con-
tract negotiations that open May 9.

The president of the Interna-
tional Association of Machinists
(IAM) District 751, Tom Wroblew-
ski, is the successor to the leader-
ship that in 2005 staged a month-
long Boeing strike.

Ronnie Behnke, a 30-year veter-
an machine-parts inspector in Au-
burn, leads an opposition slate
called the Unity Coalition that
seeks a less acrimonious relation-
ship with Boeing.

Primary-like local lodge elec-
tions begin today and continues
through May 14. Behnke hopes to
challenge Wroblewski in the final
June districtwide election. 

Claims of election-law violations

A spy tale,
intrigue —
and Boeing
machinists
WARRI NG CANDI DATES  | Leaders of the union for Boeing
machinists say an industry lobbyist is aiding the opposition —
and they have infiltrators and photos they say prove it.

Please see > MACHINISTS, A12

Ronnie Behnke, right, is chal-
lenging Tom Wroblewski for
District 751 president.

amendment to last year’s en-
ergy bill has hit especially close
to home. It requires House
members who lease vehicles
through their office budgets to
drive cars that emit low levels
of greenhouse gases.

Among those affected: Texas

vehicles that are more eco-cor-
rect, such as Toyota’s Prius.

Some are in a high-octane fit
about it.

“A Prius isn’t made in the
United States,” Gallegly said.

Congress has been bearing
down to do more about global
warming, and a little-noticed

lease than many other vehicles.
“It’s not a Cadillac. It’s not a

Lincoln. It’s a Ford,” the Repub-
lican congressman said with
exasperation.

But like it or not, Gallegly
and other lawmakers will have
to give up gas-hungry SUVs
and luxury sedans for leased

BY RICHARD SIMON
Los Angeles Times

WASHINGTON – Rep. Elton
Gallegly of California likes his
taxpayer-funded Ford Expedi-
tion. He isn’t worried that it’s
not the most fuel-efficient car.
It’s reliable, suits his mountain-
ous district and is cheaper to Please see > GREEN, A10

Lawmakers get red over green-car rule

Newsline
A quick look
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Fewer starts:
Starbucks
announced it will
slow U.S. store
growth after the
chain’s quarterly
profits fell 28
percent.
> Business C1

Economic hit: Fewer
Latino immigrants in
the U.S. are sending
money back to
families. > A4

Iraq deaths: The
number of U.S.
service members
killed in April
reached a
seven-month high of
50. > A7

Child labor: China
said it broke up a
ring that provided
children from poor
inland areas to work
in booming coastal
cities. > A8

Federation
shootings: The
mother of the
defendant testified
about her son’s
fragile mental state.
> Local B1

Missing offender: A
state official ordered
that victims of sex
crimes must be
notified when those
convicted of the
attacks remove their
tracking devices.
> Local B1

Rate cut: The Fed
cut a key interest
rate a quarter of a
percentage point,
down to 2 percent.
> Business C1

M’s lose, 8-3:
Wladimir Balentien
hit a three-run
homer in his
Mariners debut.
> Sports E1 

Big raise: WSU
basketball coach
Tony Bennett
received a $1 million
per year contract.
> Sports E1

Opinion: When it
comes to energy
policy, we’re in a
political brownout,
writes Thomas
Friedman. > B8

BY EDMUND SANDERS
Los Angeles Times

EL FASHER, Sudan – Amid the
suffering of Darfur, there’s an odd
prosperity bubbling up in this
once-sleepy town.

Paved streets and lamp posts are
replacing sand roads. A fleet of
bright-blue Korean-made taxis,
newer and nicer than those in
Khartoum, create afternoon traffic
jams so bad a police officer must
direct the flow.

A pair of multistory office build-
ings are under construction down-
town and newly built rental homes
can fetch a cool $5,000 a month,

not including utilities, of course,
since most of El Fasher doesn’t
have water or electricity.

In stark contrast to the burned-
out villages and squalid displace-
ment camps that characterize
much of Darfur, this dust-choked
city is booming, thanks largely to
an influx of scores of U.N. agencies
and private charities, including the
newly deployed U.N.-African
Union peacekeeping mission.

Since the Darfur conflict began
in 2003, El Fasher’s population has
nearly doubled to 500,000 as refu-
gees sought safety in camps along
the city’s borders or with family
members in town. 

Along with the displaced, El Fa-
sher has attracted an army of aid
workers who use the city as a hub
for battling western Sudan’s hu-
manitarian crisis.

El Fasher’s growth stands in
stark contrast to the rest of the re-
gion, where hundreds of villages

Surprising pocket
of prosperity amid
suffering in Darfur

EL FASHER

Influx of charities
and U.N. agencies
feeding growth of

population, economy

Please see > DARFUR, A10
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Improving lives through market solutions2008

Washington Policy Center’s
2008 Report to the Community

A governor once told a group of high 
school students touring the capitol 

that what happens in Olympia in many 
ways has a greater impact on people’s 
day-to-day lives than what goes on in 
Washington, DC.  We agree.

How our state policymakers address 
the challenges facing our state has 
deep ramifications in the lives of all 
Washingtonians.  Whether it’s the 
soaring cost of health care, clogged 
roads, an unsustainable state budget, 
crippling environmental regulations, 
failing public schools, or improving the 
state’s business climate, policymakers 
need ideas.  Mindful of this, a group 
of concerned citizens and community 
leaders formed Washington Policy 
Center.  They sought to bring 

an independent voice for fiscal 
responsibility and the free market to the 
public debate.

Since its humble origins the Center has 
grown to an annual budget of nearly 
$2 million, a staff of 16 (including seven 
research centers), opened a satellite 
office in Olympia, and completed a 
$4.2 million capital campaign.  A top-
notch staff and the skillful leadership 
of a dedicated board have made these 
things possible.  But your support is the 
critical ingredient.  Without it we would 
be unable to advance our mission of 
shaping the public debate and improving 
lives through market solutions.

Thanks for making 2008 such a great 
success for Washington Policy Center.

Dann Mead Smith
President

Greg Porter
Chairman

Revenue:    $1,333,864
Online Media Appearances: 690
Print Media Appearances: 412
Radio Appearances:  90
Television Appearances:  72
Invited Legislative Testimony: 17
Total Staff:    16
Events:    15
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Capital Campaign
Free markets for Washington

Washington Policy Center launched Free Markets for 
Washington in 2006 with the goal of raising $4.26 million to 

fund eight research centers.  In 2008 the campaign raised the final 
$800,000, successfully completing the campaign! 

WPC greatly appreciates the generous support of those who gave 
to the campaign! In 2008, their support allowed us to open our 
seventh research center, the Center for Education. The campaign 
has also strengthened the other six research centers, allowing 
them to become leading and respected voices on policy issues in 
our state.

At the end of 2008, seven research centers were up and running: 

Center for Small Business WashingtonVotes.org
Center for the Environment Center for Government Reform
Center for Health Care  Center for Transportation
Center for Education
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