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2008 Candidate Questionnaire
To complet€ the qr€stionnaire, please save: copy ofthis doelrnent to your local diskdrive. Open the copy,
afl d jnse rt yo ur responses directly into the coFy of th€ document You can click on ti€ boxes n ext to "Yes ' o r
''No" to checkand unche€kthetu, and click and ty!€ in th€ desigEted areas for additional comments. Wien
you are finished and have verifledyour responses, save the file to yolr djsk Cl€ate an emallnessage
addressed to il/ilory4!hry-I4!4994lg, and atbcb your nodiffed copy of the questionmjre lile to the email
Please sen d your co mpleted questionnaireto theCoallrion no laterthantuly3l,2008.8y submitti!8 this
dccumen! to '.he Coalition, you give your consentfor rle Coalition ro Publish the information contaiDed in
your srbmltted doormenl on th e Coalition's inlernet web site, bolh rn th€ form ofthecomplete response fil€
and in tabulated sunmaryform
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candidate lnformation

Position Number (if applicable)

IDdinbe[t [Yes or No] No, rpen posltion

Campaigr Maillng Addrsss PO. Box 73324, Puyallup WA 98373

campaigtr Phon€ Number 253-926-8900

Campaign Email Address Calvln@CalvinCoingsorg

Campaign Web Sire Address wvtr.CaltlncoiIgs.org

P . ?

Questions

In each of tne sections beglnning on the nexi poge, an tssue of cunent concem to open garernment
ailvocates is exploineil, anil dlegitldtive thange reloEtt b.the concen Is deruibcd' youarethen askedit
you would support such legisldtior, BJ "supPora", we mean thdC a$nntng other dcbtk of the legisladon
src dot inconrts@nt with your principles, you vouLt sporlsor, co-sponsaL vote loa requcst, sign, tesaily il
lavar of, or otherrtise publicly support the leglslation ilescrlheal We invite lou to eldborote on each
answer, such as explainlng the reosontng behimt your position or any speclol ansighrs you mny hove on
the issue has?d an pur personol baclqround or 2xperiencz

Plerce CounLy Ex€.utive
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3. Stilute ofl,imitatlons and Penalties for Publlc Records Requests - l4t€n the Public Dilclosufe Act was
origirally adopted asan inltlatjve to ihe people in 1972, tle peralty for agencles laiiing to disclose documents
v/as established as a range from S5 ro $100 pefdocumentperday. Thls llmltbas never been increrred to
account for infladon, Because no otier time llmit was sD€cined li the inltiative, the no.)nai starute rf
limitarions for fl}ng ofcivllactions lff!e years) applied to Lawsuirs under Lhe larv, meaning thar penalti€s
coulC accumulate for flve years. D uring negotlatlons between stakehoLderson a publlcreco:ds r€form b'll
(HB 1758) prior r0 its inhodlction ln 2005, the slat!.e cilimitahoxs on flllng ollawsuir relaEd ro public
recordsr€quesls was flropos€d tr be reduced iron five years to one yean at the sarne tim€ the lenaities were
to be increased byllveto ren tm€s {up to n maxlmun of$Sgo per docunent p€r day). Durlngrhe legisladve
process, !!e lncrease ln penaldes was rerncved from drebi)1, but th€ reduction in the srature oflimitations
rvas reralned, resulting in a nei decrrase in axposure to agencies ofnearly 800/0. A one.y€ar statute of
llmltations has proven to br diflicul! fof r€quest€rs,asir:an rakesometimero negodatewirh aBencies aftef
they inltially deny a requesr and'!hen to ffrd an aBoroeywlliing to iake a public records case

Worldfou sull'ort l€gislation to restoreibe stabte of limitatiorsto elong€rperiod, ssEh asthee
yea.s? X Yes LJ lvo

Would you supportleglsladon to iflcr€ase tbe maxlmunl penalg ftom $10O to $500 perdocument pet
day, to eccount for lnflation sinre th€ Pubtlc Disclosure Act was enacted? X V€s I No

1. Recordjng of Xx€cutiv€ Sessions - The 0pen Plblic MeetingsAct reqrires allmeetings ofthe eove:ntng
bodies of si.ate and local ag€ncies to be open to the publicand announced in advance. Howeve!, !he lawallows
th€ bod)es to meetbebind clos€d doors in an "ex€cutlve session'for certain limited purposes, such as to
crnsult$ith thelr aitorney oD litigation or to discuss the maxlmum prjce they ar€ willing to pay fof a parcei of
land, so long as the purpose ofthe moenng is announced in advance and rhe secret dlscusslon is llmlteCto the
announced allowed purpose Legislation has been proposed $arwould reqorreaudio recordjngslobe kept of
all execulive sesslons. The re.ordings would be €r@mpt f;om Cjs.losrre under th€ PubllcRecordsAct and
fton s'rbpoena or discovery in a lawsult, unless a la$suit isfiled under $e Open Public MeerlngsAct
chau€nging the legatity ofthe ex€cutivesessio:r and etidence is presented sullclentro con'lnce a judee that a
violation had ]lkely cccurred, in which casetie rucordrngs ormjnutes could be prjvately reliewed by the
.ourL Ifrhe challenged execurive session is Found to hive incfirded improper dlscussjons and all appeals ar€
exh usted, lhe rec0 rdirg of onlydr e p orticrs ofth e meetingt{Et sh ould llave bee pubitc woold be dis€losed.

would you support sucb legtslatlon? x Yss l] No

AddiaionalComm€nts:

Z. Attorney-Client Privilege -The 2004 state Sup.eme Courtdec'sion in Hang aftner v,Ci,'olSeattle
declared that the attornoy-cljp-nt privilege in RCW 5.60.060{21(a) must be considefed an exemptior from the
nlblicRecords Act,ln addltion to theexemption in RCW 42.5t290 which allowsonly attorney-client
co.nmunicadonsassoci?ted with an acli.re lawsuitto be wlthheld from disclosure.l he result ofthis declslon
is that vjltually all communication b€tween Sovernmenr age ci€r and their attorneys ca, be kept s€cr€t,
including routln€ communlcatlor not related to any actual or threatened lawsuit.14any citizens are
drncerred thaLthis exlarsion blocks discloslre ofa substantial amount o f jntormation necessary !o hold
gov€rnm--it ac.ouniah Ie Legjslaricn has be€n p roposed that would resto.e the original inrenr of the Publjc
RecordsActlvirh r€g?rd',r commur,ications bet\feen public secto r atromeys and their cli€nts, wiich is riat
comrtun ication betyieen agencies anl theirettorneys is exemlt fron d'sclo re only jn relation ta an actual
.ootroversy (lawsuit) while the controversy remainspendtrg in th€ courts.

WoBldfvu suFport sucitegisletisn? X Yes !No

Additional Comm€nt5r
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Additional Comm€ntsl

4. Penalties far Violation of$e Opeil PublicUeeungsA{t - The $100 cLvil penalry per ?iolation oit}e
Op€n Public lleetingsAdhas norbeen insreas.d sincs its enactmenrin 1971, while inflaiion slncethartim€
has been in excess af500%, seriously sroding the impact of t:1e penalry. fer too nrany cfficials appeairc
considef this Fenalty to be an acceptable risk an d are hardb' C6ccuraged from engaging jn j egal secret
meetings Legislarlon has b€en pro posed that wouid lndease the lenalty fof violertons ollhe 0p en pubtic
Me€tlngs Act from $100 to a range from $250 !o $1000 depending on the degree ofknowledge and
v/illfu lness of the violadon.

woula you iupport suah legiitatiotr? X Y€s n No

Additional Comments;

S, Cirtl Penalties for lmproper Destruclon of Public Records - A recent couft case found tharbecause an
agenLy had deleted enrails thfl rh ey should have reratn€d. the records did llo! exist - and thus were t]ot
subjec! !o disclosure under rhe Publjc RecordsActand no penalrjes w€re due for failure ro djsctose them.
Nlany open gove;nment advocatei beueve taat this decislon rolld encourageagenclesto destroy records tia!
they do not*tant Cjsclosed. fxistlne law (RC!Y40.16.010 and 40.16.020) creales stiffpenalties - including
lmprisonment- tor willfully destroyinB recordg but prosecutoB ar€ r€luctantt pursue crlmlnalchatges of
destruction o fr€cords €xcept in the mort extrene c.ses, :egislation has be€n proposed requjring th at ;ecords
not orherwise exempr fron disclo sure v/hich would have been avaitable for inspeclion orcopying butare not
available becau se they wer€ jnprolerly destro)'ed, shall be deemed to'have been tmlroperty denjed ro any
percon se€ling !o inspector copysuch f€cords, en d th e ctql p enalr(es ard awarding ofattorney fees and
costs underthe Public Records Act wouid apply.

Would you suppo* su.h l€gtslation? X]'eE nNo

Additionat Conm€nts:

6. Public Employee Dates ofBirtb - Legislation has been proposed to amend the plrbljc R€cords Act ro
exemplthe birthdrtes ofpublic etnployees fron1 disclosur€ and requj.e bithdatesto be redacted trom
records thrt are released. Open govemn.nt advocates opposed ihis legjstation, argu'|rgthat birrhdares arc
al.ady widely a\'zilable frrm a number ofsources ani no wjdespread identi4,lheft has occurreq as a resuri,
and tha! th€ exemption ofpubiic elnp!oyee birthdates fronl disclosurewoulC trlak€ it n uch more difficut o
match enployee data to other ljstl to verii/em!loyee qualincations !r disquali6cationr such as lists of
college graCuales, li.ens ees, f€lors, sex otfenders, and a larC€ n!nber ofofter sources ofiryestjgahon.

Would you support legislation that would c,(empt publtc employee dates otbirth tsom disclosure
unaler the Pubiic Records Acr? L_l Y€s X No

Adalitioml Colnments:

7. Pipeline MapplngData - The explosjon o[a peEo]eum pipeli!e h Eellingham in 1999 .aiseo awareness
ofmany ciSzens to $e lotentlal dangertos€d by pipeilnes than .un und€r our neighborh oo ds. In response ro
th;s eapLosio n, laws were pur in place arbath rh. s6te and'tederal level requiring pip€li ne ope|arors to
providedetatled hjgh-resoiurlon liap dala enabline regu laro rs to pEraorm insp€ciionsand aUowiigrhe pubtic
io I{Iow, for the firs: rime, tecirnical details of pipelines :hat nay :mpact on tt€ir bomesand busmeses.
However, whenac.essto this data.,,/as r€qlesred under rhe PublicRecords Acf thepipelLne conpanressueo
ro blcck lts r€lease, ard also led an €fioft ro pass legislatlon exernpdngrhe high-resolulon map data froir



J u l  2 a  O A  l 0 : 5 9 E G o  j  n g s  F E m  r  I : , 2 5 3 - 9 2 6 - a 9 0 1

Cisclosure.l he pipeline coEtpanies ass€rred tiat availabjliry of the high,r€solurjon dara wcLrid prov1de
inlbrmation useful tc terrorisrs intenton danagtng ptpelinesto jnju.e th. public and dlsrlp! tle Eonomy,
even tnough t}e pilellnes a.e well-marked and pass through remote areas that ar€ infrequent\ monitorerl.
The wi$holding ofhigl-resohrion maF data ftonl disctosrr€ prev€nrs experts associated wirh pipellne
watchdog g.oups lror jnd ependently ve.ifying the safery measures n eeded to p rotect the public fro m evenrs
such as lheB€llingham plpeljne er?iosiotr and to verity rlar regulatory actlons are cc.sist;ni with.thelaw,
P€rr,ifting the witbholdinS ofdris data rn rhe narne of', secunv, because ir rnjglr por", dqlb, be usetut to
terrorisLs o.inresponding to te:roisrafrs r,'tautd ser a dangerous p.ecedenr that could perrnit orher p! blic
re.ords to be withheld f.o!n disclosure on r):e sametasis.

Wout.l you supportlegisletion tlat wouldcx€mpt bigh-resoturion pipetitre mapFng data from
disclosure dnderihe Prbhc'tecords Act? n yes X o

Additional Commentsr

8. Create an lrdep€ndent Open covernment Omttudsman - Legis)atton has been !roposed thativould
create an independsntopen go,,€rnm ent ombudsman ro provide in formatjon or poblic ,ecords and oDen
publlc n€etlngs to stat€ ani local agencies and th€ public, aCvocate on behaJfofthe publictn obrarning pubhc
records from slat€ ani local agencies, maitrain a web site !o rsstst the pubticjn obtainjng informatton and
publicr€cordi and prellre modelemployee odenradon ard trajning marerialson open goremment
principles for agenci€s and elecred officials.Alrhough rheAEorney c€neral has appoin!€d an assistent
attornel/ general to provldeedvi.e on open ggvernm€ni issues who ls glven the title of,ombudsman,, thls
posltLon is not trdy lndependeii the fac: remains lhat th€ prlmary rntssion of the AttorDey ceneraiis !o
repr€senrst2le agencies:nlegal acrions rncludjng defbnding agenctes who claim €xempnon df!dbltc rec!rds
from d kclosure. This confljct of in leres! pr€velLrs an assisrar! a$ornet generai from independe;tly a*tng in
lie interestofprot€cting the Dublic's righrro larow. Several otrer states have already creal€d independen!
open guve.nment ombrdsmcr ro assrst the publrc.

World you supportlegislation crearingan ind€pendent open govenm€ntortbudsman in Washington,
inclding{rndhg.for t}€ oflice? X.Y€s n o

Additional Comments:

9. Require Electsonic Reco.ds to Be Provided in Electronic !'brmat tf Requ€sted - M ost,ecorCs and
conmlrlcations of public ager cies roday are ix eiect onic forrn - enail, databases, word processjng
docum ents, spreadsheeLr, an d the like - and ixgevolumes ofsuch dala exisL Requesrsforccpiescfthese
records can solrletimes re6ul! in !rodu.iion ofthe equtvaler.t of tens ofthcus.ads of pag€s oiin fcnflation.
SuchvollLmes can stillb€ uselul b r€qu8te:s lfliisproviti€d in elect onic for:n so thar it ts easily searchabte
using comrnolly-avajiabletoois, Some agencies inrerpretthe publjc Records Acr as allo!,!,rnq rhem.o eolverr
elecrrorrcrecords to paper foFrn h:rore provi( Ing ihem ro requ.sro.s, (u^h as !o !.low lor;dactlng or
exemptiniornation. Creating the paper records is time cojNumjng and expenstve, and often of no prncticat
us. to the ie questor because of rhe volume.V/ttia minimlnl oftrainjng and with no speciat software records
canbedupljcaleC elec$onically, exempt infornutlon redacted etecrronicatirand thedaraprortded !o the
requester qujckly and a: mjnimal cost. l,€gtslatio n has been proposed to ciarib.jat etectr;nicre€ords are
required !o be provided in electronic form ilt can b€ dor.e llrth commonly-availableprogramming toots and
media.Agen.ies wouid not be permitted to convert records to paper form sjmply fcr convenience of
redaction orto exable them to esrabhsh a per-page copying char-ge. Agencies ould be required io prouoe
(|4a as emall attaclmentsk*en?olsible, soas ro.avoid ihe need to Crarge f.,rnredia,fo, lnailing.

Would you support such l€gislation? XY€s J No

Additional Comments:
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10, Ffiority l6su€s afit Legi6l.dve ASerda - The Washjngton Coalition for Op€n covernment publishes a
IegislalLve ageflda before each sesslon .nd ldennfies the higbesr-priodty operl government issues.

Will you commit to supporting thp Cmlttionpdttion
on each of th. ldeDdffed prtority issu.s? X yes fl No

Additional Comm€ntsl

Thank You for Your Service!


