
Respect Washington, has failed to file accurate, timely C3 and C4 reports in respect to the 
active litigation over City of Spokane Proposition 1. This is in clear violation of RCW 42.17A. 
Further, Respect Washington has failed to disclose any debt incurred by such litigation, in 
violation of RCW 42-17A-240(8) and WAC 390-05-295. 

  Failure to file C3 and C4 report forms in violation of RCW 42.17A.235 and 41.17A.240.	
Respect Washington entered litigation by filing a notice of appearance with the Spokane 

Superior Court on May 16, 2017 to defend Proposition 1, a local initiative that they sponsored. 
Any record of expenditures associated with the defense of Proposition 1, including attorney 
costs, have not been filed as of this writing.		This is a clear violation of RCW 42.17A.240 (d) (8), 
which states that the name, address of any person and the amount owed from any debt, 
obligation, or any other liability must be disclosed. It also violates the requirements outlined in 
the C-4 form, which states that the due date for filing must be 1) filed when campaign registers if 
contribution were deposited or expenditures made before the registration date, 2) the 10th of each 
calendar month for the preceding month, 3) 21 and 7 days before election in which the campaign 
participates, or 4) 10th of first month after the election. 

 
 

According to the Public Disclosure Commissions (PDC) website, Respect Washington has 
only submitted 12 expenditures. None of the expenditures list any legal activity, with the 
exception of legal consultation that took place on 1/18/2017. Given the stated rules listed above 
for a C-4 form, Respect Washington should have reported expenditures for litigation by 
6/10/2017, given that the appearance occurred on 5/16/2017, yet there are no listed expenditures 
for that timeframe or beyond. 

 Failure to report a pro	bono service in violation of WAC 390-17-405	
Overlapping with the issue above. Assuming that the counsel provided for the litigation defense 
is giving their service pro	bono, it would still be required to be disclosed under WAC 390-17-
405. Under WAC 390-17-405 (2) (a-c), which states that an attorney or accountant may donate 
their time to a committee but section C explicitly states that this section does not authorize 
services of an attorney or an accountant to be provided to a political committee with a 
contribution ensuing unless RCW 42.17A.005 (13) (b) (viii) and sections a-c of WAC 390-17-
405 are satisfied. RCW 42.17A.005 (13) (b) (viii) states that “Legal or accounting services 
rendered to or on behalf of; (A) A political party or caucus political committee if the person 
paying for the services is the regular employer of the person rendering such services." RCW 
42.17A.005 (13) (b) (viii). Further, RCW 42.17A.005 (13)(a)(1) does states that a contribution 
includes professional services so long as they are less than full consideration. Receiving an 
attorney’s pro	bono service is far less than full consideration for that service. 
 
 
Respect Washington has continuously failed to report contribution either paid or otherwise to 
their political committee for some time now, despite the fact they are in ongoing litigation with 
counsel present.  
 








