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Land. Washington state’s 66,511 square miles rise from sea
level along its western shorés, to nearly 15,000 feet at its
apex, beautiful Mt. Rainier. Yet, 16 million acres of the state's
land is used for a variety of agricultural interests. These
interests include grain farming, pasture and range lands,
woodlands and fruit and nut production. Agricultural ventures
employ nearly 60,000 people, 3% of the state's workforce, on
37,000 farms.

Washington state ranks first in the nation as growers of
hops, lentils, edible peas and spearmint oil crops as well as
apples, concord grapes, sweet cherries, pears, processing
carrots and red raspberries.

Agriculture production provides huge commodities in the
state’s trade and export markets. Lumber is shipped to asian
ports, wheat is a major food source in the international
market, and the beautiful and tasty Red Delicious apple has
become a national symbol of the state.

Photos: floods and drought afflict many parts of the state and
impact the variety of ways residents are able to use the land.
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Statistical Summary
1992 Regular Session

Passed Partially

Bills Before Legislature Introduced Legislature Vetoed | Vetoed | Enacted
1992 Regular Session (January 13 -March 12)
House 755 141 4 16 137
Senate 500 106 3 10 103
TOTALS 1,255 247 7 26 240
Initiatives, Joint Memorials, Joint Resolutions and Filed with the
Concurrent Resolutions Before Legislature Introduced Secretary of State
1992 Regular Session (January 13 -March 12)

House 34 1

Senate 20 5

TOTALS 54 6

Initiatives 1 1
Gubernatorial Appointments Referred Confirmed

113 41

1992 Regular Session (January 13 -March 12)
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Photos: Grain farming is not only a major crop in Washington,
it also provides a leading export commodity. Cash grains use
about half of all agricultural land in the state.
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INITIATIVE 120
C1L92

Providing for reproductive privacy.
By People of the State of Washington

Background: In 1970, Washington voters approved a
statute which permitted the performance of an abortion
if the following conditions were met: the duration of
pregnancy must not be greater than four months, the
pregnant woman must be a state resident for 90 days
and must give her consent to an abortion, parental con-
sent for an abortion must be obtained for pregnant
women under the age of 18, and the abortion must be
performed by a physician in an approved hospital.’

As a result of court decisions, beginning with Roe v.
Wade in 1973, abortions can be lawfully performed any
time during the first six months from the time of con-
ception. No consent is required by a spouse or parent
and there is no residency requirement. Further, an abor-
tion during the first six months of pregnancy is not re-
quired to be conducted in a hospital. ’

Summary: The short title of this act is the Reproduc-
tive Privacy Act.

A fundamental right to privacy with respect to per-
sonal reproductive decisions is declared. Every individ-
ual has the fundamental right to choose or refuse birth
control. Every woman has the fundamental right to
choose or refuse to have an abortion, within certain
limitations. The state cannot deny or interfere with a
woman’s right to choose to have an abortion prior to
viability of the fetus or to protect her life or health. The
state cannot discriminate against the exercise of these
rights in the regulation or provision of benefits, facili-
ties, services or information. This act is not intended to
define the state’s interest in the fetus for purposes other
than those specified in this act.

A physician may terminate and a health care
provider may assist a physician in terminating a preg-
nancy prior to viability of the fetus, or to protect the
mother’s life or health. Any other individual who per-
forms an abortion on another person is guilty of a class
C felony.

The good faith judgment of a physician regarding fe-
tal viability or the risk to life or health of a pregnant
woman, and the good faith judgment of a health care
provider as to the duration of pregnancy shall be a de-
fense in any proceeding in which a violation of this act
is an issue.

Any state regulation concerning abortion is valid
only if the regulation is medically necessary to protect
the life or health of the pregnant woman, consistent
with established medical practice, and imposes the least

restrictions possible on the woman’s right to choose to
have an abortion.

Persons or private medical facilities may not be re-
quired by law or contract to participate in the perform-
ance of an abortion. Persons may not be discriminated
against in employment or professional privileges on the
basis of their willingness to participate or refusal to
participate in the termination of a pregnancy.

If the state provides maternity care benefits, services,
or information through any program it administers or
funds, the state must also provide women otherwise eli-
gible for the program with substantially equivalent
benefits, services, or information to permit them to vol-
untarily terminate their pregnancies.

The terms viability, abortion, pregnancy, physician,
health care provider, state and private medical facility
are defined.

Redundant state statutes and those concerning preg-
nant women attempting abortion, abortifacient drugs,
concealing birth, and the abortion requirements ap-
proved by Washington voters in 1970 are repealed.

This act contains a severability clause.

Effective: December 24, 1991
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Clarifying port commissioner elections.

By House Committee on Local Government (originally
sponsored by Representatives Spanel, Ferguson,
Haugen, Wood, Nelson, Belcher, G. Fisher, Brough,
Locke, H. Sommers, Wilson and Mitchell).

“House Committee on Local Government
Senate Committee on Governmental Operations

Background: A port district is governed by a three-
member board of commissioners elected to staggered
six-year terms of office, with one commissioner being
elected in each odd-year general election. Voters of a
port district with a population of 500,000 or more may
authorize the size of the board of commissioners to be
increased to five members. The ports of Seattle and Ta-
coma are the only ports with a population of 500,000
or more, and both have a five-member board of com-
missioners.

Port districts with a population of 500,000 or more
are not divided into commissioner districts. However,

port districts with a population of less than 500,000 are .

divided into three-commissioner districts. The purpose
of the commissioner districts is unclear, but they are
most frequently used for residency purposes only, and
not for nominating or electing commissioners.

Several specific statutes pertaining to port district
elections establish procedures that either duplicate or
are not in conformance with the general election laws
and procedures.

Port commissioners receive compensation of $50 for
attending commission meetings and $50 per day or ma-
jor portion of a day while engaged in other port district
business. The maximum per day compensation that a
port commissioner can receive in any year is $4,800.
However, commissioners of a port district with $25
million in gross operating income in the previous year,
such as the Port of Seattle and Port of Tacoma, may
receive a maximum annual per day compensation of
$5,800.

The cost of group hospitalization and medical insur-
ance is not considered additional compensation for
. county elected officials or employees.

Summary: Port district election laws are altered to
conform with general election laws. The use of com-
missioner districts is clarified to be for both residency
of commissioners and restricting voters who may vote
at primaries, but are not used to restrict voters at gen-
eral elections.

The terms of office are reduced from six years to
four years for port commissioners of each countywide
port district with a population of 100,000 or more. Vot-
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ers in other port districts may vote to authorize a reduc-

tion in the terms of office of their port commissioners

from six years to four years.

The voters of any port district may increase the size
of the port commission from three to five members.

The maximum annual amount of per day compensa-
tion that a commissioner of a port district, with gross
operating income of $25 million or more in the pre-
vious year, may receive is increased from $5,800 to
$6,000.

Additionally, some port commissioners shall receive
a monthly salary as follows:

(1) Each commissioner of a port district that had $25
million or more in gross operating revenues in the
preceding year, such as Seattle and Tacoma, shall
receive $500 per month; and

(2) Each commissioner of a port district that had from
$1 million to less than $25 million in gross operat-
ing revenues in the preceding year, such as Everett,
Bellingham, Olympia, Longview, Port Angeles,
Vancouver, Anacortes, and Grays Harbor shall re-
ceive $200 per month.

The commissioners of other port districts do not re-
ceive a monthly salary. The commissioners of any port
district may establish any level of compensation in lieu
of the per day rate of compensation or monthly salary
provided by statute.

The cost of group hospitalization and medical insur-
ance coverage is not additional compensation for
elected officials of special districts.

Votes on Final Passage:

‘House 83 15

Senate 40 6 (Senate amended)
House 94 2 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

EHB 1185
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Requiring certain federal liens to be filed with the
department of licensing.

By Representatives Appelwick, Paris and Wineberry.

Senate Committee on Law & Justice
Senate Committee on Ways & Means

Background: Generally, security interests on personal
property are centrally filed with the Department of Li-
censing. However, a different rule applies to some fed-
eral liens on personal property. Some federal liens on
personal property must be recorded with the county
auditor.

In 1988, the Legislature enacted the Uniform Federal
Lien Registration Act. Notices affecting federal tax
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liens or other federal liens are covered by this act. No-
tices of federal liens upon real property must be re-
corded in the county where the property is located.

Notices of federal liens upon personal property,
however, must be recorded as follows: (1) liens against
corporations or partnerships whose principle executive
offices are in the state must be filed with the Depart-
ment of Licensing; (2) in all other cases, liens must be
filed in the county of residence of the person against
whom the lien applies.

The Department of Licensing is authorized to charge
fees to cover the costs of filings.

in 1989, the Legislature amended the Uniform Fed-
eral Lien Registration Act to provide that all federal
liens on personal property are to be filed with the De-
partment of Licensing. However, the governor vetoed
this legislation (HB 1096 from 1989). Even though the
bill provided for fees to cover the costs of filings, the
governor’s veto message indicated that the fiscal im-
pact on the department was unacceptable.

Summary: The same legislation relating to filing fed-
eral liens that was vetoed in 1989 is enacted.

All notices of federal liens on personal property are
to be filed with the Department of Licensing. The de-
partment is to enter federal lien filings in the uniform
commercial code filing system. Fees may be charged to
cover the costs of filings.

Votes on Final Passage:
House 91 0
Senate 44 1
House 97 0
Effective: July 1, 1992

(Senate amended)
(House concurred)

SHB 1258
C53L92

Changing provisions
administration.

relating to nursing home

By House Committee on Health Care (originally
sponsored by Representatives Day, Moyer, Prentice,
Braddock, Paris and Orr; by request of the Department
of Health).

Senate Committee on Health & Long-Term Care

Background: Nursing home administrators are regu-
lated under state law and rules promulgated by the state
Board of Examiners for the Licensing of Nursing Ad-
ministrators. The board is composed of eight members,
appointed by the governor, generally representing pro-
fessions and institutions concerned with the care and
treatment of the chronically ill or elderly infirm, and
one citizen member who is eligible for Medicare.

Members serve for three-year terms, and are eligible
for reappointment.

Nursing home administrators are individuals in ac-
tive administrative charge of a nursing home, regard-
less of ownership, administrative experience, or
intention to continue administering a nursing home.

Nursing home administrators are not required to be
on-site, and may delegate their administrative functions
to others.

The Department of Health has no specific authority
in the licensing law to set fees, establish forms, issue
licenses, employ staff, or maintain records.

The board has authority to adopt rules, determine
educational requirements for licensure, administer ex-
aminations, conduct hearings, issue subpoenas, and is-
sue temporary licenses.

Applicants for licensure are not required to have
baccalaureate degrees. Licenses must be renewed annu-
ally.

Summary: A number of “house keeping” changes are
made in the licensure law for nursing home administra-
tors. The language is updated, and obsolete language is
repealed.

The name of the board is shortened to the Board of
Nursing Home Administrators. The membership of the
board is specified to require appointment of four mem-
bers who each have at least four years experience in
nursing home administration and who are not employed
by the state or federal government; and four members
representing providers of medical or nursing services,
or employed by educational institutions with knowl-
edge of health administration, education, or long-term
care. The member representing the public must be a
resident of a nursing home, a family member of a resi-
dent, or a person eligible for Medicare. Members serve
five-year terms and are limited to two terms.

The board is allowed to define nursing home admin-
istrator by board rules. Nursing home administrators
must be both on-site and full time, but, in their absence,
may delegate responsibilities to others if done so in
writing. The board is authorized to define the parame-
ters for on-site administrators of rural nursing homes,
nursing homes with small populations, and separately
licensed facilities collocated on the same campus.

The department’s authority to set fees, establish
forms, issue licenses, employ staff, and maintain re-
cords is specified.

The board’s authority to adopt rules, determine mini-
mum educational requirements for licensure, administer
examinations, conduct hearings, issue subpoenas, and
issue temporary licenses is updated.

Applicants for licensure as a nursing home adminis-
trator applying after July ‘1, 1993, must possess a bac-
calaureate degree.
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The renewal of licenses is authorized on dates to be
specified by the secretary of the Department of Health
and upon the completion of continuing competency re-
quirements.

Sections of the law are repealed that are in conflict
with these changes.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 92 3

Senate 49 0 (Senate amended)
House 90 0 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

2ESHB 1378
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Changing provisions relating to superior court fees.

By House Committee on Appropriations (originally
sponsored by Representatives Appelwick, Miller,
Belcher, Locke, H. Myers, Prentice, Fraser, Leonard,
Anderson and Scott).

Senate Committee on Ways & Means

Background: The superior courts of Washington State
are authorized to charge fees, known as “filing fees”
for their various proceedings. Revenue from civil case
filing fees is split between the local county - 68 percent
- and the state public safety and education account
(PSEA) - 32 percent.

From the local portion of filing fees, a county treas-
urer deposits certain amounts into a county or regional
law library fund.

The PSEA was created by the Legislature in 1984 to
receive the state’s share of revenues from court fines
and forfeitures, as well as from fees. By statute, money
in the account is to be used for traffic safety education,
highway safety, criminal justice training, crime victims’
compensation, judicial education, the judicial informa-
tion system, winter recreation parking and state game
programs.

Under the U.S. Constitution, the state and local gov-
ernments are required, in most criminal proceedings, to
pay for the defense of persons found to be indigent. In
civil cases there is no such requirement. However, in
recent decades non-profit legal assistance programs
have received public funding, primarily federal, for
civil representation of indigents.

Summary: Filing fees for certain Superior Court pro-
ceedings are increased as follows:

(1) Civil actions: from $78 to $110;

(2) Civil appeals: from $78 to $110;

(3) Demand for jury of six: from $25 to $50;

(4) Demand for jury of 12: from $50 to $100;

(5) Answer to complaint: from $48 to $80;
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(6) Probate: from $78 to $110; and,
(7) Contesting Will: from $78 to $110.

The current split of these revenues, 68 percent to the
counties and 32 percent to the PSEA, is changed to 54
percent to the counties and 46 percent to the PSEA.

The amounts a county treasurer deposits into a

“county or regional law library fund from filing fees are

increased as follows:

(1) Amount deposited from Superior Court civil ac-
tions, civil appeals, and probate filings: from $7 to
$12; and,

(2) Amount deposited from district court civil filings:
from $3 to $6.

With approval of the local legislative authority the
amount deposited may be increased from Superior
Court filings: from $9 to $15.

Representation of indigent persons in civil cases is
added to the list of activities eligible for funding from
the PSEA. The Department of Community Develop-
ment is directed to contract with qualified legal aid pro-
grams, defined in the bill, for civil representation of
indigents. No funds made available under the act to
qualified legal aid programs may be used for lobbying
or to bring class action lawsuits.

Legal aid programs are authorized to use funds for
(1) domestic relations and family law matters, (2) pub-
lic assistance, health care, and entitlement programs,
(3) public housing and utilities, and (4) unemployment
compensation.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 73 22
Senate 26 22 (Senate amended)
House 63 33 (House concurred)

Effective: April 1, 1992

SHB 1392
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Making major changes to acupuncturist licensure.

By House Committee on Health Care (originally v
sponsored by Representatives Locke, Prince, Braddock,
Ballard, Wang and Brekke).

Senate Committee on Health & Long-Term Care

Background: The practice of acupuncture is regulated
by law and persons holding themselves out as acupunc-
turists or as certified acupuncturists must be certified
by the Department of Health. Acupuncture is princi-
pally a health care service based on traditional Oriental
medical theory by treating specific acupuncture points
with needles and other modalities.
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There is currently no exemption provided from the
requirement of certification for out-of-state acupunctur-
ists on sabbatical in this state.

The acupuncture practice law is scheduled for termi-
nation on July 1, 1991, and repeal on July 1, 1992, un-
der the sunset law.

Summary: Upon application, an acupuncturist from
out-of-state on sabbatical in this state shall be granted
inactive license status and pay a reduced license fee.

The scheduled sunset termination and repeal dates
for the acupuncture regulatory law are repealed.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 97 0

Senate 46 0 (Senate amended)
House 9 0 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

SHB 1481
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Amending the natural death act.

By House Committee on Health Care (originally
sponsored by Representatives May, Hine, Ballard,
R. Johnson, Betrozoff, Spanel, Broback, Rasmussen,
Wood, Brumsickle, Neher, Leonard, Ferguson, Day,
Lisk, Cooper, Brough, Prentice, Forner, Basich, Paris,
Holland, G. Fisher, Horn, Sprenkle, Dellwo, Moyer,
Grant, Braddock, Bowman, Heavey, Kremen, Cantwell,
Winsley, Zellinsky, Silver, Franklin, Pruitt, Inslee,
Edmondson, Sheldon, McLean, Riley, Wynne,
Rayburn, Wilson and Orr).

House Committee on Health Care
Senate Committee on Health & Long-Term Care

Background: The Natural Death Act establishes a le-
gal process for evidencing a patient’s decision to die
naturally. An adult may sign a written directive order-
ing his or her physician to withhold or withdraw life-
sustaining procedures in situations where the attending
physician determines that the person has a terminal
condition and death is imminent. An additional physi-
cian must certify that the person is terminally ill.

Recent state and federal court decisions recognize a
person’s constitutional right to authorize the withhold-
ing or withdrawal of life-sustaining procedures when he
or she has a terminal condition.

Life-sustaining procedures may be withheld or with-
drawn in accordance with a written directive where the
procedures would serve only to artificially prolong the
moment of death. Life-sustaining procedures include
any medical or surgical procedures which use mechani-
cal or other artificial means to sustain a vital function.
Artificially provided nutrition and hydration are not

specifically referenced. Medical intervention cannot be
withdrawn if deemed necessary to alleviate pain.

Before treatment can be withdrawn, death must be
imminent. The current law does not cover a person in
an irreversible coma or a persistent vegetative state.

The directive must essentially be in the form pro-
vided in the statute but may include other specific di-
rections.

There is no reference to the validity of a directive
written in other jurisdictions.

A person choosing to die at home is not explicitly
given the right to be immediately discharged by a hos-

" pital.

A physician refusing to follow a directive must make
a good faith effort to transfer the patient to a complying
physician, but other persons or health facilities are not
so obligated. There is no duty of a health care profes-
sional or facility to inform the patient of any policy that
would preclude the honoring of patient directives.

A non-licensed health professional or a facility that
chooses not to comply with a person’s directive is not
protected from civil or criminal liability for the refusal.
Non-licensed health personnel are not protected from
liability for honoring a person’s directive.

Complying with a person’s directive does not consti-
tute suicide, but there is no reference to homicide. The
law does not condone or authorize mercy killing, but
physician-assisted suicide is not referenced.

The directive is conclusively presumed to be the pa-
tient’s directions.

Summary: The Legislature finds that pain medication
for terminal patients should not be withheld when the
medication’s primary purpose is to increase the pa-
tients’s comfort.

Life-sustaining treatment is defined as medical or
surgical intervention to restore, sustain, or replace a vi-
tal function and that would serve only to prolong the
process of dying. Life-sustaining treatment includes ar-
tificially provided nutrition and hydration. Life-sustain-
ing treatment does not include surgical or medical
intervention deemed necessary solely to alleviate pain.

Any adult person may execute a health care directive
relating to the withdrawal or withholding of life-sus-
taining treatment in a terminal condition or a perma-
nent unconscious condition. The directive authorizes
the withholding or withdrawing of life-sustaining treat-
ment where it would serve only to prolong the process
of dying of a patient diagnosed by the attending physi-
cian to have a terminal condition which would cause
death within a reasonable period of time in accordance
with accepted medical standards; or where the patient
is diagnosed, in accordance with accepted medical
standards, by two physicians as having no reasonable
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probability of recovery from an irreversible and incur-
able comatose or persistent vegetative state.

The directive allows the person to declare whether or
not he or she wishes to have artificially provided nutri-
tion and hydration.

~ A directive executed in another political jurisdiction
is valid to the extent allowable by state and federal law,

A patient who wishes to die at home must be dis-
charged from hospital as soon as reasonably possible.
The health facility must inform the patient of the medi-
cal risks. The health facility is immune from legal Ii-
ability for consequences resulting from the discharge.

A health care provider must inform the patient of
any policy that would preclude the honoring of the pa-
tient’s directive. If the patient still wishes to be admit-
ted or remain at the facility, the provider must work out
a written plan with the patient when the patient’s direc-
tive becomes operative. The provider is immune from
legal liability when either complying with the directive
or the plan.

No health provider is required by law to carry out
the patient’s directive. Discrimination against any per-
son participating or refusing to participate in the with-
holding or withdrawal of life-support treatment is
prohibited.

The withholding or withdrawal of life-support treat-
ment does not constitute a suicide or homicide. Nothing
in these provisions is to be construed to condone or
authorize physician-assisted suicide to require futile
treatment. These provisions are not to be construed to
be the exclusive means by which individuals may de-
cide to withhold or withdraw life-support treatment.

A person or health facility may assume that a pa-
tient’s directive complies with this law. Directives exe-
cuted prior to the effective date of this act are valid.

The Department of Health shall adopt guidelines for
emergency medical personnel in treating patients who
have evidenced a desire not to receive futile treatment.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 82 14

Senate 28 21 (Senate amended)
House 74 16 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

ESHB 1495
PARTIAL VETO
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Changing land development regulations.

By House Committee on Commerce & Labor
(originally sponsored by Representatives Heavey and
Hargrove; by request of Department of Licensing).

Senate Committee on Governmental Operations

Background: In 1974, the Land Development Act was
passed to protect consumers from fraudulent land sales.
The Department of Licensing was designated as the
regulatory agent and allowable fees were set by statute.

Under the act, developers are required to file a pub-
lic offering statement with the department when selling
lots in a development composed of at least 10 lots.
There are several exceptions to this requirement, how-
ever. For example, the act does not apply to develop-
ments: if the lots are five acres or larger; if the lots are
improved with a residential, industrial, or commercial
building; or if the seller is legally obligated to construct
a building on the lot within two years.

A public offering statement must include, among
other things, a general description of the development,
significant terms of encumbrances and liens affecting
the development, information concerning all improve-
ments, and a description of hazards existing on and
around the development.

If a developer fails to comply with the act, the de-
partment is authorized to seek a cease and desist order
prohibiting the developer from selling lots in the devel-
opment until the requirements are satisfied. The act
does not authorize civil damages.

Summary: Registration of a land development public
offering statement with the Department of Licensing is
no longer required and all sections that gave the direc-
tor the power or duty to implement the registration pro-
gram are repealed.

A developer is required to provide a purchaser with
a public offering statement at least two days prior to
the closing of a sale. If a developer fails to comply
with this requirement, the developer is subject to the
following penalties: liability for actual damages; an in-
junctive order prohibiting future sales; and voidance of
all sales agreements made with the purchaser(s) who
did not receive the statement. In addition to an injured
party filing charges against a developer, the attorney
general may file an action, on behalf of the state, seek-
ing injunctive relief.

The act applies to all lots that are part of a develop-
ment of 26 or more lots and that are not included under
an exception. In addition to current exceptions, offers
or dispositions on the following types of property are
excepted from compliance with the act: developments
located in a city that was incorporated prior to January
1, 1974; developments in a city or a county that has
adopted a comprehensive land use plan under the
Growth Management Act of 1990; developments other-
wise requiring compliance when there are less than 9
lots remaining in a development; condominiums that
are subject to regulation under the Condominium Act;
property sold by the government; property sold through
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a foreclosure action; and land conveyed by an offer that
can be revoked by the buyer at any time without pen-
alty. .
As additional requirements, the public offering state-
ment must include material terms and conditions of any
homeowner’s association of which the purchaser will
be a member, a statement that the developer has or has
not received all required approvals and permits, and a
copy of the plat map and certificate. Notice of a pur-
chaser’s rights under the act must be printed in bold-
face type at the top of the statement.

Other than the developer, a person who prepares a
public offering statement is not liable for misrepresen-
tations contained in the statement unless he or she had
actual knowledge of the misrepresentations at the time
the statement was prepared. The developer is liable for
misrepresentations in the statement if the developer
knew or in the exercise of reasonable care, should have
known, of the misrepresentation.

A developer must satisfy certain specified require-
ments before conveying any lots in a development that
are encumbered by a lien or mortgage.

A violation of this chapter is a per se violation of the
Consumer Protection Act. The attorney general may
bring an action in the name of the state, but no private

right of action is allowed under the Consumer Protec-’

tion Act.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 94 0

Senate 36 11 (Senate amended)
House 96 0 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

Partial Veto Summary: The governor vetoed the sec-
tion that created new exceptions from compliance with
the act for offers or dispositions on certain types of
property. The new exceptions included developments in
a city or county that has adopted a comprehensive land
use plan under the Growth Management Act and land
conveyed by an offer that can be revoked by the buyer
without penalty. (See VETO MESSAGE)

ESHB 1631
C96L 92

Establishing in  statute the commission on

African-American affairs.

By House Committee on Appropriations (originally
sponsored by Representatives Wineberry, McLean,
Franklin, Anderson, Ballard, Ebersole, Ferguson,
Miller, Hine, Horn, Prince, Prentice, Holland, O’Brien,
May, Wang, Fuhrman, Belcher, Bowman, Heavey,
Van Luven, Phillips, Paris, Hargrove, Lisk, Spanel,

Moyer, Braddock, Brumsickle, R. Fisher, D. Sommers,
Appelwick, Padden, R. Meyers, Peery, Tate, Jones,
Betrozoff, G. Cole, Domn, Grant, Ludwig, Valle,
Rayburn, Sheldon, Riley, H. Myers, Pruitt, Nelson,
Kremen, Zellinsky, Dellwo, Sprenkle, Jacobsen, Scott,
Rust, Ogden, G. Fisher, Bray, Cantwell, Inslee, Brough,
R. King, Winsley, Basich, Leonard, Locke, Orr,
Cooper, Brekke, Rasmussen, P. Johnson and Casada).

House Committee on Appropriations
Senate Committee on Ways & Means

" Background: In 1989, the governor signed Executive

Order 95-05 establishing the Washington State Com-
mission on African-American Affairs. The commission
consists of nine members, who are appointed by the
governor. The first commission members and executive
director were appointed in November 1989. In addition
to the executive director, there are two staff members
with the commission.

The commission has adopted as its mission the de-
velopment and promotion of public policy to enhance
the social, health, economic, political and educational
welfare of African-American people in Washington.

The 1991-93 budget provides $286,000 for the com-
mission.

Summary: The Washington State Commission on Af-
rican-American Affairs is established in statute.

Votes on Final Passage:
House 95 0
Senate 44 3
Effective: June 11, 1992

HB 1664
C60L 92

Clarifying educational requirements regarding sign
language.

By Representatives Belcher, Brumsickle, Ferguson,
Fraser, Scott, G. Fisher, Cole, R. Johnson, Mielke,
Bowman, Winsley and Anderson.

Senate Committee on Education

Background: Current education law addresses sign
language in three ways: (1) sign language classes are
allowed to satisfy school district high school foreign
language graduation requirements; (2) coursework in
sign language satisfies any foreign language require-
ment established as a general undergraduate admissions
requirement; and (3) the state Board of Education is
required to take certain steps regarding certification of
sign language instructors. In each of these cases, a spe-
cific sign language is not designated in statute.



HB 1732

The term “sign language” is a generic term and in-
cludes sign language used by the hearing impaired and
sign languages used by others. For the hearing im-
paired, there are more than 20 different sign languages.
American sign language, however, is the most common
and has a specific syntax and grammar.

Summary: The only sign language that meets a foreign
language requirement for high school graduation or col-
lege admission is American sign language.

The state Board of Education is directed to adopt
rules pertaining to the certification of instructors in
American sign language.

Votes on Final Passage:
House 90 1

Senate 44 1
Effective: June 11, 1992

HB 1732
C99L 92

Allowing cities over 400,000 population to assign
warrant servers to the police department.

By Representatives Appelwick, Winsley, Wineberry,
Locke, Ferguson, Scott and Forner.

Senate Committee on Law & Justice

Background: Until 1977, police departments served
warrants issued by the municipal courts. However, a
law enacted in that year made the position of warrant
server a function of the municipal court.

Summary: The title of “warrant server” is changed to
“warrant officer.” Warrant officers are to be employees
of the city police departments. Warrant officers may
make arrests under warrants and as authorized by city
ordinance.

Votes on Final Passage:

House 9% 0

Senate 44 1 (Senate amended)
House 9% 0 (House concurred)
Effective: June 11, 1992

SHB 1736
C223L92

Establishing a system for payment for works of
improvement on real property.

By House Committee on Commerce & Labor
(originally sponsored by Representatives O’Brien,
Fuhrman and R. King).

Senate Committee on Commerce & Labor

Background: Public agencies are required to withhold
a retainage of up to 5 percent of the money earned by a
contractor on a public works project. Retainage is held
as a trust fund for the protection of persons, subcon-
tractors, and material suppliers who perform labor or
furnish materials for the public works project. Any of
these persons, subcontractors, or suppliers with claims
against the retainage must file a notice of a lien within
30 days of completion and acceptance of the work.

At any time after 50 percent of the public works pro-
ject has been completed and satisfactory progress is be-
ing made, the agency may make partial payments of
money that would otherwise subsequently be paid in
full. The agency may not, however, reduce retainage to
less than 5 percent of the amount earned by the con-
tractor, except that at the contractor’s request, the re-
tainage may be reduced to 100 percent of the value of
the work remaining on the project. The agency is per-
mitted to release the full amount of the retainage 30
days after completion and acceptance of work other
than landscaping, subject to the payment of taxes.

If a state agency or unit of local government fails to
make timely payment under a written contract for pub-
lic works, personal services, goods and services, equip-
ment, and travel, the agency must pay interest at 1
percent per month. Payment is timely if the payment is
mailed or available on the date specified in the applica-
ble contract, or, if no date is specified, within 30 days
of receipt of the invoice or the goods or services,
whichever is later. If amounts are required to be with-
held under state or federal law, payment is timely if
mailed or made available on the date the amount may
be released under the applicable law.

Contractors and subcontractors may withhold retain-

age of up to 5 percent from the money earned by other
subcontractors. There are no statutory provisions, how-
ever, regulating the timeliness of payments made be-
tween contractors and subcontractors on construction
projects.
Summary: New provisions are added governing retain-
a