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1. Regarding the current situation of the County Jail: 
Increasing costs of running the facilities (7.51 per-
cent compounded per year, 1998 to 2010 (Whatcom 
Watch, August, 2011); overcrowding; and needing 
signifi cant upgrades:
a. How do you propose to improve the situation?
b. How do you propose to pay for your preferred 

course of action, considering that the balance in 
the jail fund was only $3.8 million at Dec. 31, 2010, 
77 percent of the voter-approved jail tax having 
been spent in jail operating expenses, and each 
additional bed space in the jail will cost at least 
$27,500 per year? 

2. Do you support County employees’ right to orga-
nize? Do you support unionized county employees’ 
right to strike? Why? 

3. Are you for or against the proposed SSA Cherry 
Point bulk coal terminal? Why? 

Please note: RCW 42.36.060 only prohibits ex parte 
communications (private communications with op-
ponents or proponents) on this matter: there are 
clear exceptions for public statements and state-
ments by candidates for elective offi ce. 

1. This question is the same as question number 1 for 
Whatcom County Executive.

2. What is your view on the proposed salary com-
mission? 

3. This question is the same as question number 3 for 
Whatcom County Executive.

1a. I support the plan that has been forward by 
Sheriff Bill Elfo to build a new jail facility outside 
of the Bellingham city center core. The preferred 
location would be close to I-5 near the Bellingham 
Airport.

The jail should be large enough to handle cur-
rent needs and allow for cost effective expansion 
in the future.
1b. The people voted for a tax increase to pay for a 
new jail facility. Regardless of how this money has 
been used in the past, the county must now build 
the new facility without a tax increase.
 

2. Yes, state law allows County employees to or-
ganize.

No, I do not believe it is legal for public employ-
ees to strike under current state law.
 
 

3. Land at Cherry Point where SSA has proposed 
to build a bulk export terminal is zoned for heavy 
industrial use. The Gateway Terminal fi ts under the 
current zoning. I support the SSA proposal as long 
as they live up to their commitments to stewardship.
 
 

1. The jail fi asco demonstrates an abject failure 
of leadership by the current administration. The 
Executive wasted $1 million on consultants in a 
process that completely lacked transparency. The 
county has raised nearly $20 million in the jail 
fund that was created by a 2004 voter approved 
tax increase specifi cally to build a new jail. That 
fund is nearly depleted, used for operating expenses 
and transferred to other funds. In July of 2011, the 
County spent $3.1 million as a band-aid on the old, 
dilapidated jail just to keep it open. The problem 
will improve by electing a leader as Executive. 

2. I support putting this on the November ballot. 
It’s disturbing that the County Executive was able 
to usurp the will of the Council in 2004 when he 
created premium pay bonuses for the highest paid 
public employees and elected offi cials, including 
himself. This was done by Executive Order and 
costs the county between $175,000-$200,000 per 
year. In that Order, our County Executive gave the 
Superior Court judge, whose budget he controls, 
authority to give the Executive premium pay, which 
he did to the tune of $9600 per year. It’s actions 
like these that weaken our trust in public offi cials.

3. I’ve been a Whatcom County Council member 
for 9 months. As of June 10, 2011 when SSA fi led 
their permit with the County, all council members 
became quasi-judicial, meaning the council will be 
required to rule on this application in the future. 
We have been cautioned not to discuss this project 
in specifi c terms. In general terms, I believe it is 
important to give every project, especially those 
of such magnitude and potential impact on our 
community a fair and thoughtful hearing. That is 
what I pledge to do as your Councilman. 

1a. A signifi cant factor for the referenced added 
costs was the addition  of a 150 bed interim 
correctional facility in 2006. The county should 
construct a new jail between 500 to 600 beds 
with the potential for future expansion that the 
Sheriff projects no additional operating costs will 
be needed due to effi ciency of consolidation.
1b. My administration has projected the new “right 
size” jail can be paid for with existing reserves, pro-
jected future funds from existing revenue sources 
and proceeds realized from liquidating our valuable 
light industrial property on Division Street. No 
new taxes are projected for this imperative project.
 

2. I do not see a pressing need for a salary commis-
sion at this time. However if a majority of the voters 
in Whatcom County believe it’s a good idea, then 
one should be created. It would be my hope that 
if that was the case, then any costs associated with 
the creation and operation of a salary commission 
must be kept to a bare minimum.
 

3. I have concerns regarding the proposed termi-
nal’s impacts to our community, especially the 
number and length of rail traffi c through our 
county. However, the potential for high wage jobs 
and associated benefi ts to our economy could be 
signifi cant. I believe the gauntlet of environmental 
scrutiny by the EPA, DOE, DNR, DF&W, Army 
Corps of Engineers and Whatcom County will 
fully vet the impacts to our community. If it’s de-
termined that whatever impacts there may be will 
be successfully mitigated, then I believe positive 
consideration for the project should be given with 
assurances that many high wage jobs will be created.
 

Questions

1a. We need a new jail close to Bellingham’s civic 
center and on a campus setting that allows expan-
sion. It should be a single-story facility, ensuring 
the safety of guards and inmates while minimizing 
expenses.

1b. I’ll facilitate an effective planning process, en-
couraging public part icipation concerning location, 
size and scope while moving the project forward to 
a speedy conclusion. 

To maximize fi scal and operational effi ciency, we 
must combine the two existing jails into one facility, 
selling the minimum-security site to generate fund-
ing for the new central jail. The remaining capital 
cost can be fi nanced through bonds and paid for 
with existing revenues. 

2. As Mayor of Lynden, I oversaw successful nego-
tiations with fi ve bargaining units. I support the 
current rights of county employees. I look forward 
to working with their representatives to reach 
agreements that respect and balance the needs of 
county employees, county government and county 
taxpayers.

3. Economic development is paramount to a 
healthy, vibrant economy. We need good jobs but 
not at all costs. We have a well-defi ned process 
that allows everyone an opportunity to speak to 
this issue at the appropriate time. The County 
Executive has a critical leadership role, making sure 
the process is handled legally, thoroughly and in a 
fact-based manner. The conclusion of the process 
will give the County Council the information 
needed to determine the answer to whether the 
project is right for the community or not. I have 
the experience to move this project forward in a 
fair and timely manner. 
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4. Whatcom County is currently out of compli-
ance with the Growth Management Act, causing us 
to miss out on hundreds of thousands of dollars in 
potential State funding. Do you support following 
the law, or continuing to be in violation? Why? 

5. Do you support the current plan of reconveyance 
to county ownership of state forestry lands in the 
Lake Whatcom? Why? 

6. Do you support clearcutting in the Lake Whatcom 
watershed? Why? 

4. This question is the same as question number 4 for 
Whatcom County Executive.

5.This question is the same as question number 5 for 
Whatcom County Executive.

6.This question is the same as question number 6 for 
Whatcom County Executive.

4.I believe that the people of Whatcom County 
should make decisions about Whatcom County 
planning, growth, and development under the 
guidelines of the GMA.
 

5. No. We have spent signifi cant time and resources 
on a Lake Whatcom landscape management plan. 
The property is currently under government man-
agement and will not be developed. It is in the best 
fi scal of the interest of the County to allow the 
State to continue to manage this property under 
the landscape management plan.

6. Best management timber harvest practices can 
occur in the Lake Whatcom watershed under the 
Lake Whatcom landscape management plan while 
we protect water quality for the people who depend 
on this resource. 

 4. A list of 13 goals were adopted by the State 
to guide the development and adoption of com-
prehensive plans and development regulations 
for counties required to plan under the Growth 
Management Act. Whatcom County must comply 
with this law. We also can’t lose sight of the out-
comes we seek for our community. In some cases, 
the goals of GMA confl ict with each other and we 
need the hearings board to provide clarifi cation. As 
your councilman, I will make every effort to make 
sure my decisions don’t have negative, unintended 
consequences and that the outcomes are fair and 
equitable for all. 

5. With a projected $6.4 million shortfall in our 
general fund budget, now is not the time for re-
conveyance.  The land is already publicly owned 
with zero development rights. It’s open to public 
recreation. It’s managed by DNR under the highest 
environmental standards . It’s currently generat-
ing much needed income for the Mt. Baker and 
Bellingham School Districts and other junior 
taxing districts. This income would be eliminated 
if reconveyed and Whatcom County would as-
sume new expense and all liability for the design, 
construction and on going maintenance, likely to 
a lower environmental standard, not to mention 
increasing traffi c into the watershed.

 6. I support maintaining working forests in the 
Lake Whatcom watershed, which includes timber 
harvesting where appropriate. Fortunately, this 
watershed has some of the most protective rules 
in the country.

Working forests not only provide revenues, jobs 
and recreation opportunities, but also provide 
diverse wildlife habitat, clean air and watershed 
protection. 

Timber harvesting should be done under the 
Washington State Forest Practice Regulations, Lake 
Whatcom Watershed Analysis and county devel-
opment ordinances. The Department of Natural 
Resources managed trust lands have additional 
resource protection from their Habitat Conserva-
tion Plan and the citizen developed Lake Whatcom 
Landscape Plan, all of which I support.

4. I certainly believe Whatcom County should 
comply with the state’s Growth Management Act.  
We are bound to follow state law and ultimately 
must be in compliance.
 

5. Yes. I believe the creation of a Lake Whatcom 
Forest Preserve would be extremely benefi cial to 
the overall quality and protection of the watershed 
for posterity. To acquire approximately 8700 acres 
within the watershed for less than $300,000 would 
be the purchase of a lifetime. I also believe the 
reconveyance would be the single most effective 
measure ever taken to protect the public’s water 
supply for half of the residents of Whatcom County 
while providing very low impact recreational op-
portunities consistent with our community’s values.

6. I do not favor clearcutting in the watershed be-
cause that practice has been shown to be detrimen-
tal to the lake’s overall water quality. In almost all 
cases it would increase infi ltration of contaminants 
into the lake, especially phosphorus, the primary 
cause of the lake’s most acute problem of dissolved 
oxygen. Clearcutting would also increase the likeli-
hood of landslides, another signifi cant source of 
phosphorus loading.

4. Not only do we need to resolve the current 
growth issues, we need to start planning for the 
next cycle with the cities and other entities so that 
we do not fall out of compliance with the Growth 
Management Act in the future. Although the 
County Executive is not the decision-maker in this 
process, the process, timelines, and support and 
guidance of the staff are integral to the successful 
completion of the planning process. The County 
Executive cannot take a hands-off approach to 
these components. 

5. If the county determines the transfer would be 
a revenue-neutral opportunity, I could support it. 
However, I’d encourage the County Council not 
to seek control of the land if it would increase 
county expenses. The state Department of Natural 
Resources, which currently controls the land, is 
already monitored closely by the state Department 
of Ecology, City of Bellingham and Lake What-
com Water & Sewer District. Whatcom County 
is spending about $2 million more than it receives 
annually in revenue and our cash reserves are being 
drained. Our parks department already has suffered 
from staff reductions and budget cuts.

6. I support the Lake Whatcom Landscape Man-
agement Plan, which allows limited logging in 
selected areas. The plan is implemented by foresters, 
engineers and scientists of the state Department of 
Natural Resources with assistance of a fi ve-member 
inter-jurisdictional committee. Members of the 
committee were appointed by the Lake Whatcom 
Water and Sewer District, Whatcom County, City 
of Bellingham and DNR’s Northern Region man-
ager. DNR is taking into consideration the possible 
reconveyance of up to 8,000 acres when making 
decisions about activities affecting this land.
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1. Regarding the current situation of the county jail: 
Increasing costs of running the facilities (7.51 per-
cent compounded per year, 1998 to 2010 (Whatcom 
Watch, August, 2011); overcrowding; and needing 
signifi cant upgrades:
a) How do you propose to improve the situation?
b) How do you propose to pay for your preferred 
course of action, considering that the balance in the 
jail fund was only $3.8 million at Dec. 31, 2010, 77 
percent of the voter-approved jail tax having been 
spent in jail operating expenses, and each additional 
bed space in the jail will cost at least $27,500 per 
year?

2. What is your view on the proposed salary com-
mission? 

3. Are you for or against the proposed SSA Cherry 
Point bulk coal terminal? Why? 

Please note: RCW 42.36.060 only prohibits ex parte 
communications (private communications with op-
ponents or proponents) on this matter: there are 
clear exceptions for public statements and state-
ments by candidates for elective offi ce.

I am committed to the near-term construction of 
a new jail with a capacity of around 600 offend-
ers. We currently have the resources to bond and 
construct it without additional tax increases. The 
balance of the fund is misleading as the cities’ jail 
cost-offset will expire after next year, and $10 
million of the fund is capitalized into the Irongate 
facility which will be sold. We must design a new 
jail in a way to be cost-effective to operate, and in 
a location with room for future expansion, neither 
of which is the case with the current facility.

2. I am in favor of a citizen-comprised salary com-
mission as provided by state law. Having served on 
the county council for more than a decade, I see 
controversy arise whenever elected offi cials’ salaries 
(including the council’s own salaries) are considered. 
An independent panel of randomly-chosen citizens 
can draw upon salary data and other resources to 
review and compensate offi cials fairly, while not 
having the inherent confl ict of council oversight of 
the various offi cials’ department budgets, political 
initiatives and personal relationships. A separate sal-
ary commission is the best way to accomplish this.

3. I’m for environmentally sustainable development 
at Cherry Point. If the proponents of the shipping 
(coal) terminal can demonstrate how their proposal 
meets that criteria, then it will be permitted. It’s 
clear to me the ‘impacts’ go beyond the location of 
the facility itself, as the transport of materials via 
rail is part of the proposal. This rail-dependence ob-
viously does have impact to Bellingham, Ferndale 
and other communities along the way, and must 
be thoroughly evaluated and mitigated. As a part 
of the permitting authority, I will remain objective 
and fair in my review of this proposal.

1. Whatcom County can expand the Division street 
work center as a short term place for 50 more in-
mates. We need alternative sentencing programs 
like daily check in or more work crews, so we aren’t 
sending people to jail who can continue to be 
productive members of our community. We need 
better mental health and substance abuse programs 
for people who would be able to fi nd treatment 
without being put in jail. Our community can 
pay for these options within the current jail fund. 
Building a new jail will need to go to the voters for 
more funding to be approved.

2. Whatcom County should look at a salary 
commission as I would agree that the Executive’s 
salary and County Council’s salary should not 
necessarily be tied together. However, Whatcom 
County should not be increasing salaries for any 
staff member during this recession. With so many 
people out of work, or underemployed, it is a bad 
time to look at increasing pay for anyone in County 
government. 

3. Transparency and trust are critical, and I am 
deeply concerned about the plans and recent vio-
lations of SSA Marine, a privately held company 
planning to build a pier and bulk goods terminal 
at Cherry Point in order to ship 54 million tons 
of coal per year to China. With 18 trains traveling 
through our County everyday, we need honest 
answers on the long term jobs that will be created, 
and on the health impacts from coal. You need to 
trust that your County Council is informed, will 
listen to citizens input, and represent your values 
on this project before voting. 

1. Conditions for inmates and corrections staff at 
the Division Street temporary facility appear far 
superior to the downtown jail. We should consider 
co-locating another temporary facility until issues 
of size, design, location, and funding of the new 
jail can be resolved. Providing for robust public 
input, use of innovative technologies, and mental 
health interventions can then be fully addressed to 
control costs. Appoint an Incarceration Alterna-
tives Task Force drawn from public, private and 
non-profi t organizations to identify alternatives 
to incarceration as well as programs to support of-
fenders as they re-enter society and fi nd appropriate 
funding sources. 

2. I support the creation of a salary commission; 
however, raising salaries in the current economic 
climate does not seem fair.  Efforts should be 
made to identify best practices in our region be-
fore implementing this new process. For example, 
in Multnomah County the auditor appoints fi ve 
members for two-year terms, chosen from qualifi ed 
human resource professionals who have compensa-
tion experience. They use the consumer price index, 
tenure and data from eight comparable counties to 
justify compensation. Our tax dollars must be spent 
responsibly, especially for salaries. I would oppose 
randomly selecting voters to make these decisions.

.

3. It would be unfair for either current County 
Council members or prospective members to state 
a position either for or against the proposal before 
hearing evidence that will be provided in the En-
vironmental Impact Statement.  If elected, I would 
insist on honest, comprehensive answers to issues of 
return on public investment, human health, quality 
of life, and a healthy environment.  The scope of 
the Environmental Impact Statement should be 
broadened early on to include participation from 
all stakeholders.  Concerns of one community re-
garding rail traffi c should not be met by re-routing 
rail traffi cthrough another community.

1a. We need a new jail. We also need better alter-
natives to incarceration for non-violent offenders. 
County built triage center, but it hasn’t completely 
fulfi lled original intent of providing alternatives for 
all non-violent offenders with health issues that 
prevent them from succeeding. I witnessed fi rst 
hand how productive mentally ill people can be 
when treated with respect and assistance. I have 
seen them end up successful and helping many 
others.  b) We need to bond new jail. Whatcom 
County has excellent bond rating. Bond can be 
paid back over time using existing jail fund and if 
necessary, using existing general fund too because 
is essential.
 

2. Opposed. I don’t support raising elected offi cials 
salaries. We were not elected to be paid what we’re 
worth. Elected to be public servants. Elected of-
fi cials need to set example that we know how hard 
economy is for many. Also, permanent commission 
adds costs for county taxpayers.  We can set up 
cost-free advisory committees from time to time 
made up of cross section of community members 
if anyone thinks it necessary (I don’t). I voluntarily 
froze my salary (about $20,000) last January by 
writing check to the county for my COLA. 
 

3. Another part of state law requires impartial 
hearing for proponent of project. I checked with 
attorney general and Municipal Research Services 
Center, the non-profi t providing legal information 
for all jurisdictions. Council members could still 
be prevented from voting if they make “intractable 
attitude or bias” opinions as candidates. The pro-
ponent could argue his/her right to fair hearing was 
violated. I will research extensively before any vote. 
I won’t make a statement for or against because it 
could prevent me from voting, as it could any 
other council member or candidate who becomes 
council member.
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4. Whatcom County is currently out of compliance 
with the Growth Management Act, causing us to 
miss out on hundreds of thousands of dollars in po-
tential State funding. Do you support following the 
law, or continuing to be in violation? Why?

5. Do you support the current plan of reconveyance 
to county ownership of state forestry lands in the 
Lake Whatcom? Why? 

6. Do you support clearcutting in the Lake Whatcom 
watershed? Why?

4. The question itself is misleading. The fact is 
dozens of challenges to county comprehensive 
plans occur each year throughout the state, and 
Whatcom County is no different in that regard. 
The greatest number of legal appeals ever occurred 
when the former county council majority went too 
far in down-sizing urban growth areas. We have 
worked hard to ‘right-size’ the zoning of our rural 
areas during the past 2 years, and recent hearings 
board rulings regarding 2-acre zoning are affi rming 
that. Meanwhile, Whatcom County continues to 
receive millions of dollars in state funding for im-
portant programs and services without interruption.

5.Yes. Conversion to park uses will create public 
access in a beautiful area. The land does not cur-
rently generate property tax revenue, so none will 
be lost. The potential timber revenue for schools 
can be offset by the ongoing lease revenue for 
cell towers and other infrastructure that currently 
exists. Meanwhile, the timberlands remaining to 
the northeast will be consolidated for more effi -
cient timber harvest management. I love outdoor 
recreation, and I believe the new park designation 
will become a popular amenity for local use and 
regional tourism. This is a win-win for our com-
munity. 

6. I support sound forestry management, and in 
particular, mitigation for landslide hazards that 
can result from road construction and occasion-
ally clear-cutting. Lake Whatcom’s watershed is a 
particularly sensitive area, and the most stringent 
mitigation practices must be applied. “Clear-cut-
ting” is less of an issue for me than ensuring sound 
forestry practices that protect wildlife, water bodies 
and other natural features. If selective cutting in a 
particular harvest proposal makes more sense, then 
that is the way to go.

4. I support the County following the state land 
use laws. My job experience working with local 
governments makes me qualifi ed to ensure our 
county follows state land use laws, so we have 
a predictable future with urban and rural areas 
clearly defi ned. We’ve lost hundreds of acres of 
irreplaceable farmland to development. I’ll work 
maintain 100,000 acres of working farms, ensuring 
water for farms, not urban sprawl on farmland. I 
support training for new farmers and loans to buy 
farmland and development rights, so we preserve 
our rich farming legacy with better food security 
for all of us. 

5. Yes. Protecting almost 9000 acres from logging in 
a drinking water supply is a high priority. For such 
a minimal cost to transfer the County trust lands 
back to local control, it is a clear win for County 
residents. We will create a legacy old growth park, 
and remove 9 miles of poorly constructed log-
ging roads. Removing these roads will eliminate 
continued erosion, and sediment going into Lake 
Whatcom. With so much time and work invested 
in planning for this reconveyance, we need to close 
the deal with DNR and celebrate a win-win for 
parks and our water supply. 

6. No. Clear cut logging on steep slopes puts the 
watershed at a higher risk for landslides and in 
turn more sediment and phosphorus going into 
Lake Whatcom. Eliminating clearcut logging 
would protect homes, and reduce current and fu-
ture pollution from reaching the lake. Removing 
poorly built logging roads would help protect the 
drinking water supply for 100,000 people. My top 
priority for protecting Lake Whatcom is to reduce 
the amount of phosphorus going to the lake by 
setting a timeline and budget for fi xing the highest 
priorities identifi ed in the restoration plan.

4. I believe we should obey the law and I would 
assume that County Council members, as part of 
our local government, are sworn to uphold the 
law.  There are fi nancial consequences of failure 
to heed the law.  In this case, it is not only the 
loss of potential funds for our County, but also 
the loss of coherent and planned development for 
our precious land and water resources. If elected, 
I would vote to assure compliance and consistency 
with state goals and requirements of the Growth 
Management Act.

5. Yes, I fully support the re-conveyance of 8700 
acres of forested lands in the Lake Whatcom water-
shed into the Lake Whatcom Forest Preserve.  We 
need to adopt long term solutions and a solid action 
plan to safeguard our drinking water supply and the 
re-conveyance of 25% of the watershed area would 
be a vital component to these plans.  Saving these 
lands will avoid the construction of logging roads 
and logging that contributes to run-off and build-
up of phosphorus in Lake Whatcom.  These actions 
will also help to protect the aquatic ecosystem and 
recreational uses from polluting run-off.

6. I strongly oppose clear-cutting anywhere in 
the Lake Whatcom watershed since it causes soil 
erosion and damaging run-off.  Restrictions on 
construction of logging roads and clear-cutting 
would decrease the levels of sediment and other pol-
lutants entering the lake.  There is much evidence 
that clear-cutting is a causal factor in landslides 
and fl ooding, even on moderate slopes.  Land-
slides damage roads, property and could result in 
loss of life. With more severe storms being linked 
to climate change, landslides could become more 
frequent and damaging should forestry practices 
not improve.

4. Of course we should be in compliance. We have 
been trying to attain compliance. We get appeals 
from all sides of compliance issues. The Growth 
Board is a political board of judges. There have 
been times they have found the county out of com-
pliance only to have their decisions overturned by 
the State Supreme Court years later. I do my best.
 

5. No, money needed to protect water quality in 
watershed by retrofi tting existing development/
roads and reducing new development. Area already 
public property. No development ever allowed. Re-
conveys only liability. Ecology/Health determined 
current state forestry practices benign activity. All 
state land restored/replanted after logging. Also, 
we passed stringent forestry plan-prevents log-
ging of much of area. While landslides naturally 
occur, plan ensures they don’t occur from forestry 
practices. Reconveyance requires advertising pub-
lic park. That brings many more people, more 
traffic/noxious weeds/diseases/harmful insects/
four-wheelers. High cost to manage reconveyed 
land. Reconveyance also requires logging, has no 
measurable water quality benefi t.

6. Not near streams, creeks, other water bod-
ies, steep slopes, other critical areas. In fl at areas 
away from critical areas, clearcutting that is 
replanted may be fi ne. Our landscape plan in-
cludes many provisions to protect water quality in 
DNR area. Outside that area I support purchas-
ing Galbraith Mountain. That would eliminate 
some development rights, control future clearcut-
ting, retain recreation, could create public funds by 
allowing green builders to build and rent chalets 
for those who come to mountain bike (public/
private partnership).


