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Dear Neighbors,

This was my thirteenth session as your Senator, and my hard-
est four months ever in Olympia. Our $9 billion drop in forecasted
revenue made for a budget that satisfies no one, not the Governor
who proposed a first version, not the Senate Ways and Means
members — myself included — who wrote the second, not our House
counterparts who wrote the third, and certainly not that majority of
Washingtonians who share my abiding belief that government is not
the problem but an aid in the solution.

A detailed article on this worst-ever budget appears first here,
with some analysis of the component parts of interest to most folks.
Then we go to the Capital, or Construction, Budget, including some
local projects. From there we go to some successes in criminal
sentencing reform (okay, okay, it’s my thing) and the prospect of
rehabilitated ex-felons voting. Then on to the environmental issues:
our local response to climate change: transit-oriented communi-
ties, and a summary. We then focus on a matter in which Southeast
Seattle has a greater stake than most districts: General Assistance-
Unemployable (GA-U). And finally, a summary of my twelve bills
that passed this year.

| have only these few pages to cram this in —and | heard from
some of you that my last newsletter was a little too crammed — so if
the stuff you’re most stoked about doesn’t appear here, | want you
to call me and I'll give you the straight scoop. My phone number and
e-mail are on the left of this page. You live in the Fighting 37th, so
don’t be shy about politics! You guys keep talkin’ to me, and that’s
why | love this job!

Justice and Peace,

F QR

Adam



The Budget: Pain Management

On the 104th day of the 105-day legis-
lative session, the Legislature gave final
approval to a $31.4 billion budget that
did not increase general revenues. While
we were able to preserve some impor-
tant programs like the General Assistance-
Unemployable (GA-U) program, the
budget made deep cuts to education,
health care and social services.

Several bills proposed significant new
taxation: in the House, HB 2377 (Rep.
Pettigrew) would have added 3/10 of a
cent to the retail sales tax for a three-
year period and would have applied the
Working Families Tax Rebate, which would
provide low and moderate income fami-
lies with a sales tax rebate if they qualify
for the federal Earned Income Tax Credit.
In the Senate, SB 6147 (Senators Kohl-
Welles and Kline) would have created an
income tax payable by individuals earning
$500,000 or more per year and couples
earning $1 million or more. The House bill
was passed from committee but died in
the House; the Senate bill was denied a
hearing in committee.

Without additional revenue to miti-
gate its cuts, this budget is fair only in one
narrow sense of the word: that it hurts
many different groups of people more or
less equally. It is not sustainable, in that it
relies on almost $3 billion in federal stimu-
lus aid, funds that we can’t expect to see
again next year. It is not adequate, particu-
larly in healthcare. In higher education,
it raises tuition 28 percent over the next
two years, creating a barrier to the sons
and daughters of working families, whose
parents hope like all parents for their chil-
dren to rise higher —and thus it abdicates
the role of higher education as the Great
Equalizer. Even in K-12 education, our
paramount duty, where we cut only 2.2
percent, it falls far short of the mark for
children in Seattle’s already-underfunded
schools.

By balancing the budget with federal
funds and our existing revenues only, we
have failed our collective duty to our most
vulnerable, our students, our elderly, and
our low-income taxpayers who bear the
greater share of the tax-burden under our
shredded remnant of a tax-structure. Our
greatest failure is in not having a new tax
source, such as a progressive income tax.
(Our state has the most regressive taxing
system in the nation, in that individuals in
the lowest 20 percent of the tax bracket
pay 17 percent of their annual income in
state taxes, and individuals in the top 20
percent of the tax bracket pay less than 3
percent.)

While popular support for either pro-
posed tax — or both — is strong in our
37th District, and throughout Seattle,
it was simply not sufficient elsewhere
in the state to allow enough colleagues
to join us progressives in supporting a
Referendum. The conversation on this
subject has been constant among Dem-
ocratic Senators. Despite the efforts
of our progressives, we couldn’t mus-
ter from our 31 members the 25 votes
needed to place a tax-increase of any
kind on the November ballot. The situa-
tion was the same in the House, despite
Rep. Pettigrew’s efforts. The result is a
miserable Republican-style budget.

One bright spot in this abysmal year is
the progress we made in criminal justice
and sentencing. Arguments | have made
for years — for greater emphasis on drug-
treatment for addicts accused of crime,
for modernization of our laws on prop-
erty crimes and for less severe sentenc-
ing — have finally succeeded. Arguments
on the basis of social and legal policy
have been joined by fiscal arguments —
and the belated realization that incar-

i osts money and that too much
s too much money.

1s are incorporated in
vings, not as expen-
for this reason alone |
decided to hold my nose and vote Yes
on the dismal Operating Budget bill.
ieve that a year’s worth of a No
budget will be sufficient to
de of public opinion in favor

e adequate revenues and that my
eagues will see their path to a com-
prehensive re-structuring of our taxes.
Indeed, this may prove to be the teach-
able moment. | look forward to help-
ing to lead the movement in the Senate
toward a Referendum in 2010 or 2011. |
expect that we will reach this goal.

More generally, | believe that we will

survive the current economic recession —
more than survive, we will return in full
force and prevail in our effort to re-create
a state that works for low-income people
and our most vulnerable. We do not know
how long this recession will last, but we’ll
last longer.

Operating Budget, Overall

Total 09-11 operating budget: $31.4
billion — $1.2 billion less than 07-09
budget.

Program and public employee compen-
sation cuts: $4.3 billion.

Use of federal stimulus funds: $3
billion.

Use of reserves or fund transfers: $1.5
billion.

Total reserves left to protect against any
further economic deterioration: $822
million.

K-12 Education and Colleges/
Universities

Cuts to school districts average 2.2
percent.

Initiative-728 (class size reduction) and
I-732 (teacher raises) suspended.

Class size reductions fully funded for
our early learners in grades K-4.

9,028 college/university enrollment
slots cut.

Tuition raised by 28 percent at four-
year schools, 14 percent at community
colleges.

After tuition increases total cuts to col-
leges and universities are between 6-7
percent.

Health/Human Services

Basic Health Plan cut by 43 percent,
reducing the program by 40,000 slots
for the working-poor.

Public Health: reduced by $4 million in
this biennium.

Health care funding: Funding for insur-
ance for employees in K-12, Higher

Ed, home care workers, state agen-
cies, and covered childcare workers
was increased by 3% per year, which is
substantially less than projected cost of
medical inflation.

No reductions to Medicare Part D pre-
mium support or to adult vision.

Adult Day Health: funding was elimi-
nated for transportation, but services
were retained for those who live in
their own homes.




® General Assistance — Unemployable
(GA-U): Cash grants were reduced
by $18.6 million and medical aid was
reduced by $37 million. Beneficial
changes were made in the program to
make it work better for recipients.

® Nursing homes: 4 percent rate cut.

® Family Planning: Reduced state funding
by $4 million. The cut is $500,000 in 2010
and $3.5 million in 2011. | believe federal
government will replace much of the
2011 cut; if not, we can revisit the issue in
the 2010 or 2011 sessions.

® Adult dental: Cut by 4 percent.

Cuts to state government
® Up to 8,000 layoffs of public employees
and teachers.

® Exempt and management staff salaries
frozen.

® State contributions to pensions reduced.

Capital Budget

Two years ago, one of the Seattle dailies had
a front-page article describing what it called
“pork,” by which the writer meant all allo-
cations from the Capital Budget for specific
buildings or other capital projects. Certain
districts, it seems, got more dollars’ worth
than others. Whoopee! It must have been
a slow news day. Leading the pack in the
paper’s listing was none other than the 37th
District, whose three legislators had appar-
ently outdone our colleagues in “bringing
home the bacon.” You’d think from the tone
of the article that we were in need of a good
perp-walk down Rainier Avenue, such were
our sins.

There will be no apologies here, nor
should there be from Rep. Pettigrew or
Rep. Santos. The buildings we funded aren’t
bridges to nowhere or useless museums
with our names on them, but almost entirely
expanded capacity for much-needed social
and health services in our district as well as
similar organizations in nearby districts that
serve folks from the 37th. Here are the num-
bers for the 37th district projects:

® CASA Latina: $325,000

® Eritrean Community Center
expansion: $300,000

® Neighborhood Care Health
Clinic: $1,000,000

® F|Centro de la Raza: $250,000

® Rehabilitation of Historic Washington
Hall: $381,000

® King Street Station: $750,000
® Katherine Green Daycare: $30,000

Transit-Oriented Communities

“The days where we’re just building sprawl!
forever, those days are over. | think that
everybody... recognizes... that’s not a smart
way to design communities.” These words
from President Obama struck a chord with
me. Too often | hear stories of the janitor
who must drive hours to get to her job or
the waiter who has to switch three buses to
get to work. They don’t choose these long
commutes. They are forced to live great
distances from their workplaces because
they can’t afford housing closer to work.
Working families are faced with the twin
burdens of shrinking budgets and rising
housing and transportation costs. If we are
smart and deliberate, we can turn these
crises into an opportunity to help working
families deal with the high costs of housing
and transportation.

In July, Sound Transit began light rail ser-
vice in Seattle. It’s been a long and frustrat-
ing wait for residents in South Seattle, but
this transportation investment will spur
positive change in the community. That is
why | co-sponsored the Senate version of
the Transit Oriented Communities legis-
lation (SB 5687 in the Senate, HB 1490 in
the House) that will empower cities and
communities to increase livability, pro-
vide more transit options and give fami-
lies opportunities to save money. Neither
bill passed this year, but both will be con-
sidered in 2010. I’'m told by Ron Sims, our
outgoing King County Executive and now
Assistant Secretary of HUD, that the Obama
administration is pursuing this same pol-
icy aggressively at the federal level. Ron’s
first meeting with Cabinet and sub-Cabinet
officials from other departments was on
this very issue: how to use federal funds to
encourage compact development around
transit. These bills were also among the
four “priority” bills sought by the coalition
of 23 environmental groups that coordinate
their lobbying.

This legislation aims to create afford-
able, walkable communities around light
rail stations in Seattle, Tacoma, Everett and
18 other cities in the Puget Sound region.
The bill requires, first, that cities plan for
density within a half-mile radius of a sta-
tion, and second, that cities include afford-
able housing in new developments for
working families and those earning less
than the county median income.

There is no question that Western
Washington is growing. Over the next 30
years, 1,600,000 more people are expected
to move to the Puget Sound region (from
just south of Tacoma to just north of
Everett). To temper sprawl and the traf-
fic jams, smog and public costs associated

with growth, we must prepare our cities
to accommodate new residents and new
jobs. That means creating denser, urban,
non-automobile-dependent communities
to take full advantage of existing and future
transit. The increased tax base that new
residents provide will help pay for mainte-
nance and upgrades to our infrastructure.

The bill originally included a provision
that areas within a half-mile of a transit
stop would have an allowable density of
fifty dwelling units per acre. This density
is common in East Coast cities, but seems
jarring in Seattle. The bill didn’t outright
specify that such neighborhoods had to
upzone to fifty dwelling units per acre, but
if a developer were to request a Transit Ori-
ented Development plan, cities would have
to comply with this new density level. This
sparked a heated debate in the district.
Because of concerns that density levels
should be set locally, we removed the fifty
units/acre level for station areas that are
not designated by the Puget Sound Regional
Council as regional growth areas. (None of
South Seattle’s four stations are so desig-
nated.) Striking this section resolves the
concerns expressed by the opponents who
said the bill would increase development
too drastically. Continued densification will
occur in these neighborhoods with or with-
out this legislation. City planners say we can
expect 60 units per acre in 10 or 15 years.

Just as importantly, without the low-
income housing this bill provides, gentri-
fication — the involuntary displacement of
low-income people who have lived here for
several generations — will occur unchecked.
There are currently few protections to
ensure enough housing for working families
and even fewer that help families with relo-
cation and rent assistance. Working people
should be able to afford housing and still
have enough money for the basics like gro-
ceries and child care. That’s why the bills
weren'’t a priority of environmental groups
alone, but were also supported by the
Washington Low Income Housing Alliance,
advocates for tenants and for the creation
of more low-income housing. Everyone
should have the opportunity to live in a
safe, decent, affordable home.

This legislation gives neighborhoods
the tools to choose their own way to meet
housing goals, using an appropriate mix of
single-family, low-rise and mid-rise struc-
tures in a way that meets the community’s
character and values. It provides a frame-
work for smart growth, not for high-rises.
Our state has a long history of local control.
This does not change that.



Other critics opposed the provision for
housing that would be affordable to low-
wage workers and their families. | sup-
port it strongly. We have a choice before
us —do we let this in-migration nega-
tively impact our communities by displac-
ing families who can’t afford to live here
anymore? Or, do we transform our com-
munities into walkable, transit-rich, liv-
able neighborhoods where families of all
incomes have the opportunity to live, work
and thrive? Will Seattle allow gentrifica-
tion to force out many long-time residents
in order to welcome the better-off from
elsewhere?

Folks also brought up concerns about
this legislation increasing our state’s and
city’s right of eminent domain, the legal
right to condemn land. In fact, residents
of Washington have our nation’s stron-
gest constitutional protections against the
use of eminent domain, especially where
the land is to be transferred to a private
owner. This bill doesn’t weaken that pro-
tection at all. Still, conservative “proper-
ty-rights” advocates, angrily opposed to
land-use planning —and government in
general — have instilled in the public a fear
of local governments running amok, con-
demning property for the hell of it, and
passing it off to their developer buddies. |
have a well-founded faith that South Seat-
tleites will see right through that one.

South Seattle has made tremendous
progress to create communities that give
people transportation choices and afford-
able housing options while protecting
diversity and character. It’s one reason I'm
so proud to call it home. | hope we can
continue our leadership, welcome our new
federal allies to the process, and together
create walkable, transit-oriented neighbor-
hoods that families of all incomes can call
home. With Transit Oriented Communities,
| believe we can. | intend to continue my
support for the Senate bill next session.

General Assistance-
Unemployable (GA-U)

For decades, DSHS has administered a
program best described as the sagging
bottom of the social safety net. General
Assistance-Unemployable (GA-U) pro-
vides minimal financial and medical assis-
tance to adults who are unable to work
due to disability, but ineligible for other
programs our state offers like unemploy-
ment insurance, worker compensation
benefits, and Temporary Assistance for
Needy Families. GA-U provides a stipend
of $339/month and medical benefits for

low-income adults ages 18 to 64 if they
have no dependents and are expected to
be unemployable for more than 90 days
because they are physically or mentally
incapacitated. The program is intended as
a temporary “bridge” for applicants to the
federal SSI program, which takes a year or
more to access. Statewide GA-U enroll-
ment averages around 16,000 people; of
these, 5,593 live in King County — that’s
about 32% of the total number statewide
—and of those, almost half live in South-
east Seattle.

About a quarter of GA-U recipients are
homeless, most of the remainder have
only marginal housing such as “flophouse”
hotels, and many suffer from alcohol-
ism in addition to their primary incapac-
ity and/or untreated mental illnesses, so
it was feared that a reduction in benefits
or medical care would force many more
of these marginally surviving folks on the
street. Still, the GA-U program helps keep
thousands more people from becoming
homeless, and provides them with vouch-
ers for the medical services they need. As
it is, with no reduction in GA-U, the state’s
homeless population is expected to grow
by 20,000 in the next 12 months. Clearly,
maintaining this program was important
to preventing an even greater upsurge in
homelessness. | was not filled with joy
when the Governor, in her initial budget
proposal, zeroed-out GA-U entirely.

Yes, we made cuts. Cash grants were
reduced by $18.6 million and medical aid
was reduced by $37 million. However,
according to a Legal Services lawyer who
represents recipients, structural changes
made along with these reductions will result
in improvements in the program. Yes, this
is counterintuitive, and yes, this appears
on the surface to validate the conserva-
tive argument that there were efficiencies
that could have been made decades earlier.
(Conservatives had never suggested them,
but hey, let’s be post-partisan.)

Now, DSHS will focus on moving recipi-
ents onto the federal rolls more quickly —
better for the individuals because the SSI
benefits are higher and come with Medic-
aid, and better for the state because SSl is
entirely federally funded. The new regime
will pay closer attention to those who
receive benefits for more than 12 months
to determine if SSl is the appropriate goal
or if state-funded vocational rehab or
other services might better move the indi-
vidual back to employment, which can
only improve the life of the recipient. Simi-
larly, for the many vets in the program,
closer connections to the Department of
Veterans Affairs will mean more appropri-
ate, federally funded assistance.

Further, a move to centrally-adminis-
tered managed care will give recipients a
medical “home” —a clinic that wants to
serve them and that must serve them.
Managed care should keep the cost of cov-
erage down, but more important it should
improve health outcomes for this medi-
cally complex population. A medical home
should also improve the quality of initial
SSI applications and move people onto the
federal rolls more quickly. But most impor-
tantly, the addition of mental health cov-
erage makes sense, given that 40% of the
population qualifies. My friend the law-
yer calls the new GA-U an improvement.
Who'd have thunk?

Criminal Sentencing

Okay, this one was mine, and I’'m happy.
As seems to be the nature of tough bills,

it took a while — four years. (And my lot

in life seems to be to push tough bills up
the mountain.) SB 6167 significantly raises
the dollar-values that distinguish between
three degrees of theft, bad-check crimes,
and about six other property crimes. Each
of our property crimes has three degrees:
Third (a gross misdemeanor), Second (a
Class C felony) and First (a Class B felony).
Since 1975, a property crime involving a
value of up to $250 was a gross misde-
meanor, between $250 and $1,500 a Class
C felony, and over $1,500 a Class B felony.
Misdemeanors can get you free room and
board for up to a year, Class C felony for up
to five, and Class B up to ten. Now think
about it: prison time costs the taxpayers
$31,037 per year for the average prisoner.
Still, for many years the “lock-‘em-up”
strategy that so enthralled my colleagues
made it impossible for them to see incar-
ceration as “government spending” that
could be rationed out more wisely, like
social services. Making the punishment fit
the crime is a lot easier politically when
the sentence increases. But they came
around.

SB 6167 re-sets the Class C felony
amount from $250 to $750, and the Class
B amount from $1,500 to $5,000. Prosecu-
tors are given enhanced ability to “aggre-
gate” several smaller thefts in a single
felony charge and will exercise this author-
ity primarily in cases of organized retail
theft. The bill, signed last month by Gov-
ernor Gregoire, is expected to shift over
4,000 felony cases from Superior Court to
District and Municipal Courts, where they
will be prosecuted as misdemeanors with
lower sentences, as befits lower levels of
crime. The savings to our state Corrections
is in the multiple millions, and overbur-



dened Superior Court judges are freed for
the more serious violent offenses.

Surprisingly, another financially pru-
dent bill was sponsored by a very con-
servative Republican. SB 5525 allows
Corrections to extend housing assistance
to returning ex-felons in the community,
rather than keep them in custody much
more expensively while they arrange
post-release programs; the Governor
signed it last month.

Several other criminal law bills — even
some with equal potential savings —
didn’t fare so well. SB 5292, my bill to
curtail the “Three Strikes” law by remov-
ing Robbery Second Degree from the list
of “strike” offenses, was passed by the
Senate Judiciary Committee, but met its
usual fate soon after. It would have saved
$661,000 in lower incarceration in the
2011-13 biennium, and $834,000 the fol-
lowing two years. Sen. Kohl-Welles” mar-
ijuana-reclassification bill, SB 5615, was
also passed by the Committee —a “first”
that was accomplished with the help of
a Republican member, at my request, in
lieu of a recalcitrant Democrat. The legis-
lation would reclassify the possession of
forty grams or less of marijuana from a
misdemeanor to a civil infraction with a

monetary penalty of $100. People under
18 years of age would still be guilty of a
misdemeanor. It would have saved close
to $1 million within the first two years.
We'll try again next year.

Ex-Felons Voting

Other than bills involving abortion, guns,
gays and God, nothing quite stirs the
political hormones than the prospect of
felons being allowed to vote. Conserva-
tives, having apparently convinced them-
selves that felons are natural Democrats,
have objected loudly in every state in
which this has been tried, and Washing-
ton was no exception. We passed it, the
Governor signed it, and I'm happy to tell
you about it.

Once a felony offender has done his
or her time and then gone through the
one-year period of community supervi-
sion, all that remains is for him or her to
pay the fines, penalties and sometimes
victim-restitution, that are collectively
known as “legal-financial obligations.” But
because these are debts that often start in
the thousands of dollars, and gain inter-
est while the offender is in prison, it often
happens that felons—not the first folks to

be offered a job — can’t pay them. Under
the old regime, that was an impediment to
receiving the certificate of discharge that
would have allowed the ex-offender to
apply to a judge to having his or her voting
rights restored. That and having to get a
lawyer to do it. Does that sound like a poll-
tax to you? It certainly acted like one.

To remedy this, we passed HB 1517,
which restores the right to vote, immedi-
ately but provisionally, when the ex-of-
fender is discharged from the one-year
post-prison supervisory period. Should
the offender fall behind by three monthly
payments in a year on the financial obli-
gations, the court clerk (or the victim,
if it’s restitution) may ask the prosecu-
tor to move in court to have the offender
stricken again from the voting rolls. For
the offender, a showing of good-faith
effort is needed to stay on or get back on
the rolls.

This strikes a fair balance between the
offender’s right to vote and the right of
the victim to receive restitution. What'’s
odd about this bill was the vote: party
line in both houses, a bare 53-43 in the
House and then 29-19 in the Senate. We
Seattle liberals like to think that bills like
this (and like marijuana decriminaliza-
tion and identity-checks at gun shows)
are dictated by simple “common sense”
and ought to have been adopted unani-
mously decades ago, and we are some-
times surprised when the rest of the
state disagrees. In my opinion, same-sex
marriage and an income tax are “com-
mon sense,” too, but common sense
doesn’t cast a vote in the Legislature.
Still, we won this one.

Other Environmental Bills:
Energy Efficiency, Clean
Water, Renewables

Several environmental bills passed this
year, but we missed a number of oppor-
tunities to advance a truly green agenda.

| usually resist the Democrat-bashing that
comes from folks who fail to appreciate
the diversity among Democrats, many of
whom represent rural or suburban vot-
ers. Progressives are often criticized for
having failed to attain the impossible. But
this time there is some credibility to it: our
environmental record was less than we
actually could have accomplished. To set it
in context, the coalition of 23 environmen-
tal groups, which coordinates a joint lob-
bying campaign, had four “priority” bills,
including The Transit-Oriented Communi-
ties bill discussed earlier in this newsletter.
We passed only one of the four Eh.



That priority bill, though, was a dandy:
SB 5854 addressed energy-efficiency of
buildings in the public and private sec-
tor. It requires the adoption of building
codes that move towards a 70% reduc-
tion in energy use by 2031 and requires
the appropriate agencies to develop and
implement plans to fulfill that goal. It
puts in place a system to make signifi-
cant advances in a relatively tight time-
frame, beginning this year. For example,
the bill mandates that the state adopt
the Federal Environmental Protection
Agency’s “Energy Star” rating system for
buildings. If any publicly-owned building
has an energy-efficiency rating of 50 (the
median) or less, the agency must con-
duct an audit. If significant conservation
measures are identified, the agency must
implement them by July 1, 2016. State
agencies may not lease a building with an
audit rating of less than 75, unless there is
no feasible alternative.

The upshot of all these requirements
is that energy-efficiency will become a
factor in a building’s value, will attract
a higher sale price or rental value, and
will thereby be encouraged. Government
will lead by example in improving the
efficiency of its own properties and the
properties it leases before any further reg-
ulation of the private sector.

Another environmental priority bill, SB
5518, involved clean water and the heavy
burden that falls on local governments to
build stormwater runoff that meets fed-
eral and state requirements for treatment
before the water is returned to the envi-
ronment. Given that local governments
have been reduced to poverty conditions
by a combination of mindless tax-cutting
initiatives (Thanks, Tim ) and an economic
meltdown, we need to finance this much-
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needed infrastructure. The sources chosen
by this bill are the sources that should have
been tapped long ago because they cre-
ated the problem: the petroleum industry
and ourselves as motorists. Were it not for
grease deposit on highways and the arse-
nic, hydrocarbons, and zinc that washes
out of asphalt as it degrades, stormwater
would be a relatively minor issue.

This bill, when we finally pass it, will
impose a $1.50 per-barrel fee at the refin-
ery on those petroleum products that
contribute to stormwater pollution: gaso-
line, diesel, lubricants, industrial fuels,
and products used in making asphalt.
Exempted (because they don’t contribute
to highway grease deposits, or because
the right corporations protested) are
home heating oil, diesel used on farms
and aviation fuels.

At 42 gallons per barrel, that’s 3.6
cents per gallon that may be expected to
be passed on to consumers. The proceeds
will fund grants to local governments; the
locals will be required to match the grants
with their own funds. The anticipated rev-
enues that would have been available for
these grants: $190 million in the 2009-11
biennium, $255 million in 2011-13, and
$262 million in 2013-15. That’s about half
the amount that local governments are
expected to spend on this infrastructure
in those biennia. We ought to be able to
do this next session.

Worse than our low batting average on
offense was the effort by some Democrats
to join with Republicans in attempting to
gut the environmentalists’ recent major
victory, 1-937. That initiative required
power utilities to maintain at least 15% of
their power generation from renewable
sources: solar, wind, geothermal, biomass,
or tidal — a list that specifically did not

include hydro-power because we already
have it in such abundance. The point was
to create an incentive for new sources. SB
5840, a bill to include hydro to the list of
qualifying renewables, passed the Senate
with some Democratic support (I was a
No), but luckily died on the last day, when
the House failed to complete its business
by midnight. Hydro already supplies 30%
of our state’s power; this would have in
effect nullified a voter-passed initiative.

My own contribution to the environ-
mental agenda was SB 5149, which would
have created a geothermal energy assess-
ment process, putting geologists’ boots on
the ground in areas of the state thought
to have potential for geothermal energy.
Two areas of the Cascades are believed to
have this potential in commercial quan-
tity and possibly in areas not far from
existing high-capacity transmission lines
of the electrical grid. The bill in its origi-
nal form would have had a comprehen-
sive analysis done by the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) with help from
the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council,
the State Geologist, and the Utilities and
Transportation Commission

The bill turned out to be wholly unnec-
essary. Just after it passed from commit-
tee, the Obama administration announced
the $787 billion federal stimulus pack-
age, which contained funds that would go
directly to consortia of utilities as match-
ing funds for, among many other green
purposes, exploration and development
of geothermal energy. There are lots of
reasons for a legislator to abandon work
on a promising bill, most of them unpleas-
ant, but the most pleasant of all is to have
its mission accomplished.
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