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Jack Venrick

From: "Jack Venrick" <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
To: "AJack R. Venrick" <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 18, 2009 11:12 PM

Attach: Alloidal Title.eml; How Planning Plans Away Your Freedom.eml; Government - Eating the Master's Hand.pdf; Brave Old World.eml; Take a look at what GMA
created.pdf; Fw_ [Capr-discussion] Excellent piece summarizing the GMA.eml; [proprights] Legislative goodies of the day . . . Friday, January 16.eml
Subject: A Treatise on Rural Cleansing and Other Government Crimes Against Private Property Owners

To: Washington House & Senate, DOE, Association of Washington Cities, King County A g, King County Urban Council,
Washington Supreme Court, A merican Property Rights Crime Busters

The following is my First Amendment Opinion of the government crimes against private property owners in Washington State
State and the nation in part.

o The facts are in and the sick irony is, all of these takings of private property are not necessary plus they are highly
destructive.
o e.g. taxes, usurious interest, diluted titles, sustaining development and smart growth do not work.
o This is the same nonsense junk political "science" coming from the same government/NGO sources who created other
myths for their profit
o e.g. "man caused" global warming, "alternative" energy, "critical areas", "wetlands", "endangered", "wildlife
corridors", wars
o Representatives and Senators do not fall for the poison bait of these green taking schemes
o Talk to your local property rights groups to stop and reverse these trends
o People are not cattle, ants or bees to be herded and prodded into colonies, taxed thru their death and have their property
property systematically stolen

During WWII, Kenneth Arrow, who later won the Nobel prize in economics, worked as a weather forecaster for the Air
Force. Partof bis team's job was to forecast the weather a month in advance. But their long range forecasts were no better
than random, so they asked to be relieved of the task. They were told that, "the Commanding General is well aware that the
forecasts are no good. However, he needs them for planning purposes. " This seems to be the attitude of many city officials:
Urban planning doesn't work, but they need it for planning purposes.” The Vanishing Automobile, and Other Urban Myths,
32. Planning, pg. 457.

Washington county data from http://www.ofm.wa.gov/pop/cociseries/cocity1960_2008.xls
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Washington State Rural Cleansing
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Forcing people into higher density urban areas while shutting down rural areas against the consent of the affected property
owners by force, extortion and green legal fiction laws is legal extortion and criminal.

o This is government racketeering, no less a syndicated organized crime ring than the mafia.

Rural Cleansing in King County Washington State
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Here you can see how dramatic and traumatic this criminal social engineering is on the rural county people.

o King County (appropriately named) is the 7th largest country in the nation and should be busted.
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o If you don't think it is traumatic, you don't live in the rural area or if you do, you have your head in the dirt.
o Rural cleansing is an urban created problem to accomplish an illegitimate and unnecessary agenda.
o The real solution is to bust up the big fat counties that are doing this, they have too much time and illegitimate taxes to

mess with others lives

Rural Cleansing in King County Washington
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This will give you a visual on how the international agenda and globalism destroy land use down to the local community level.
level.

o Around 1991 you can see the beginning of the effects of preceding rural tyranny in King County Washington.

o I have outlined 36 crimes in an Excel table below,the short list of organized crime against rural and urban private property

property owners.
o They are racking, stacking and packing families into Asian like city densities
o Immediately this creates a blow back of property rights crime and stress against rural and urban traditional way of life.
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Pierce County Washington Rural Cleansing

B00,000
BOO.000
700,000
000 e
4 - Pliarce boupersledt
000 Piesce Tatal

i}

PEFF LIS IIFFFPESFPSSF

Page4 of 18

We used to call this "dry labbing" in engineering, i.e. forcing the numbers to fit a predetermined theory. Some would call
this fraud, exploitation, extortion, predatory, sabotage, conscription, warring on the rights of the natural born, sovereign and

and free.

Snohomish County Washington Rural Cleansing
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Ruthless tactics are used to accomplish these trends. They are by no means by free choice. This is green government and
green NGO's tyranny in action locking their horns and destroying uncountable lives of innocent rural and urban property

owners using every legal fiction they can create.

Spokane County Washington Rural Cleansing
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More "dry labbing". Note the sudden population changes to conform to the unconstitutional Agenda 21, a.k.a. "Sustaining
Development", "Smart Growth". This nonsense is coming from the same global goons who created other mythology to control
control US, e.g. "man caused global warming, "alternative" energy, "critical areas", "wetlands", "endangered", etc.

Willamette Valley Urbanization
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75%1
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Y ou can see the difference between "Smart Growth" tyranny and free choice above. The big cities, larger population states,
fed and UN have locked horns to try to force this upon us. Randal O'Toole says Houston and other towns have no zoning and

and successfully manage their growth!

o Sustaining development and smart growth do not work
« ONLY FREE CHOICE WORKS AND THAT MEANS FREE CHOICE WITHOUT COERSION AND LIES.
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o This junk political "science" is coming from the same national & global sources who create these myths to herd &
stampede masses into their pockets, e.g.
o "man caused" global warming,
o "alternative" energy,
o "critical areas",
o "wetlands",
o "endangered",
o taxes by force not by free choice
o interest rates
o diluted property titles
o don't forget wars to broker more usurious blood loans
o And this is the short list to name just a few.

Jefferson County Washington Rural Cleansing

45,000

30,000

25,000 +

| == Jeflerson Unmcorparaied
—a— Jellerson Incomporated

10,000

5000 o

FLESLEL S FGE S S S T TS

Jefferson County is mostly rural and the rural property owners are quickly becoming more organized than the green extreme &

extreme & green government
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Kitsap County Washingion Rural Cleansing

00,000

250,000

—+—Hitsap Tolal
—— Uningorporated
e

PR

Lt e g P
L e e A
JPaEE e (s

e e e i g g e

g I i e By G e

PELSLLELLPEFPELEFPFSS

More "dry labbing". Note the sudden changes to conform to the Agenda without the approval or knowledge of most of the
rural or urban property owners .
Even the concept of zoning goes against the fundamental laws of the land including the Laws of Nature and Natures God.

Yakima County Washington Rural Cleansing
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Here is the short list below of how rural and urban property owners are forced to conform to these illegitimate takings
If you can stomach further takings go here - http://www.freedomforallseasons.org/EmbattledPropertyOwnerStories.dwt.asp

THIS IS THE SHORT LIST OF STATE CRIMES AGAINST INNOCENT PROPERTY OWNERS TO RAT PACK US
INTO CITIES

Government Crimes Against Private Property Owners
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Chart from www.ti.org

77% of Americans live on 2.6% of the land - Michael Chapman

« Herding of humans into ant colonies is NOT necessary
« Itis simply done for profit by all the parties involved at the expense and misery of millions

Sorting U.S. Counties by Size
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These big city-counties act much like corporate sharks, eating up any competition that moves against them.

o What they cannot devour silently, they enact legal fiction to take publicly.

o County governments, especially those over 93,000 are not needed, they destroy private and public property.

o They destroy peoples lives

 Don't believe it, check it out here http://www.freedomforallseasons.org/EmbattledPropertyOwnerStories.dwt.asp

Property Taxes As a % of Total State Taxes

 Property Taxes As a % of Total State Taxes
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Washington State has the 3rd highest property taxes as a % of Sales Taxes.

o All the state taxes on private property, wages and even sales taxes are unconstitutional.

¢ You cannot apply direct taxes upon the people unless they are apportioned and only in emergencies and only a 1/4% and
and only by free choice.

o Indirect taxes must be costed into the price of the goods and services as the merchant chooses and then passed on by free
free choice.

o They cannot be added at the till, thus making it an indirect tax upon the natural born which is unconstitutional.

o Where is bench, the bar and the banks insisting this system be shut down immediately

o Answer - they are living fat & happy on the blood of hundreds of millions of property owners

The government hides their profit, pretends to run a deficit to justify raises more taxes - www.cafrl.com
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GMA stands for "Grand Megalomaniacs in A ction" which is a junk political "science" - please see attached and this is only a
few of the better emails
Also order and read "The Vanishing Automobile and Other Urban Myths" by Randal O'Toole www.ti.org

Chart of the Day - www.chartoftheday.com

Single-Family Home Prices (Inflation-Adjusted)
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Chart of the Day

For some perspective into the all-important US real estate market, today's chart illustrates the US median price of a single-family home over the
past 38 years. Thanks, in part, to low long-term interest rates, the trend from 1991 to 2005 was impressive. Not only did housing prices increase
at a rapid rate, the rate at which housing prices increased — increased. That brings us to today's chart which illustrates how housing prices have
dropped well below their accelerated upward trend and 29% from the 2005 peak. It is worth noting that housing prices are currently decreasing
at a rapid rate. In fact, the rate at which housing prices have been decreasing has been increasing.
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Keep in mind that most of these foreclosures are caused by the following basic takings which go against the fundamental laws
laws of the land AND Laws of Nature
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1. The title of the land has been watered down from allodial and patent title to fee simple, i.e. it is much more easy to take
property in fee simple title

2. Property taxes are unconstitutional and have been declared so in at least 4 state high courts, i.e. they are not apportioned
apportioned

3. Usurious interest rates as well as the entire concept of interest is an illegitimate burden against all property owners, i.e.
interest in NOT necessary

4. The existing system in America is criminal and designed to burden and break the natural born while enriching the ruling
the ruling elites

5. Itis not necessary to throw a family out of their homes or tax them or charge them ungodly interest rates

6. This concept of taxing and taking goes against all the principles, morals and laws of Nature and Nature's God

Properties with Foreclosure Filings in October, 2008
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This does not need to happen! We have been brainwashed into a perverted sense of right and wrong in the banking and taxing
taxing business.

o All we have to do is eliminate the taxes and usurious interest rates upon the natural born property owners and upgrade
their land titles to allodial.
o The government has more than enough wealth to fund basic infrastructure without fraudulently and directly taxing the
natural born
o So called apportioned direct taxes was never unanimously approved by the several states
o The government is richer than it is reporting - http://taxretirement.com:80/
o 3rd world countries, banks and automotive giants are bailed out continually, so can the "delinquent" home owner
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By 1 will have all
both Vie & paneipall.

No Property Taxes + No Interest Rates + Allodial Land Title = Your Rights As Individual Kings

I. Property taxes are the first illegitimate and unnecessary taking

o The county and city governments are forcing these people into foreclosure along with the usurious bankers.
o It is not the property owners who are the problem, it is these three perverted Ponzi schemes of taking property

II. Legal fiction usurious interest rates upon private property by the banks is the second illegitimate
illegitimate taking

« THEY DO NOT NEED INTEREST ON TOP OF CLOSING COSTS
o Their closing costs alone are enough to cover their expense plus their profit on fictional fiat worthless electronic debt!
o Very low interest rates could be offered to marginal borrowers but never with foreclosure privileges
o Does this concept blow your mind? It did mind too, when I heard it.
« Einstein said that compound interest is the eighth wonder of the world.
o What he didn't tell you was, interest and bankers are equivalent to money changers.
o Pumping more unconstitutional fiat worthless credit/debt into the system for the banks to continue this charade is like..
like..
o Funding the mob so they can continue their racketeering and extortion upon the local businesses to keep the economy
economy going
o We are a nation of idiots who have been brain washed into swallowing these doomsday Ponzi schemes
e Again itis the same old shell game of pre-selected few choices staged as free choices
o This is why the usury rate in Washington state is 12% if you and I as natural born Citizens contract but unlimited for legal
legal fiction corporations

III. The absence of allodial land rights on your property is the third taking

o Allodial land rights were the original titles equivalent to land patents
o See Allodial Title email attached
o Allodial title is an unalienable right given to you by birth in America as a natural born sovereign and free state CITIZEN
CITIZEN
« No one can take your land, home or property if you have allodial title even if it has debt upon it
o This is the subversion and perversion of the lawyers, bankers, government types who are stuffing their careers with
your property
« You do not own your land with Fee Simple, it is another taking by the Bench + the Bar + the Banks
o Fee Simple allows the state and courts to treat you like a business
o Also search on "allodial title" to discover more truth on this important subject

o The existing legal fiction laws against private property are crimes against your rights of natural born sovereign state
CITIZENS
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o The banks, lawyers, COurts, legislature/CONgress and Executioners are enjoined and complicit with other special

interest groups to take your rights

King County Crime Stats
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The data comes from Washington Assoc. of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs. http://www.waspc.org/index.php? c= Crime%

20S tatistics .

o What they are not showing you in this chart is the rising crimes the government is committing against the people,
o e.g. tax crimes, property taking crimes, usurious interests, foreclosures, title dilution, legal fiction driving codes, etc.

etc.

o Reference again the Excel spread sheet above "Government Crimes A gainst Property Owners."
o The Government creates crimes by writing thousands of illegitimate paper laws plus creating thousands of artificial

geographic fictional boundaries

Just as a federal judge recently ruled against King County, the CAO is a tax taking, so it is on any restricted use of private

property.

o Any taking against your will and your birth rights is a crime.
o The Bill of Rights and the Constitution are conflicting?
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King County Washington Property Taxes vs. CPI
Enumclaw Washington 10 Acres + House
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Here is a personal example of how the county ignores the fundamental laws of the land and extorted over $50,000 from my
family over 32 years.

o The PA's and state AG ignore the high court rulings that property taxes are unconstitutional.
« Even the County Assessor is unconstitutional
o Property records tracking our home and land violates our privacy and our rights
o Property taxes are unconstitutional and have been repeatedly declared so in at least 4 state high courts.
o The lower courts ignore the higher courts
o The councils, mayors, states, counties, cities ignore all the laws that do not serve their takings
o The higher courts ignore the basic laws of the land and the Laws of Nature and Nature's God
o Government make up their own laws on the fly to further extort property owners
o The people ignore their history and thus become enslaved in ignorance and apathy
¢ Y ou cannot tax & apply usurious interest plus further dilute land ownership from allodial ttle
o all while using these funds to grow the corrupt government bigger & richer
o you especially cannot do this for any special interest state group like the NEA and the WEA
o This is government extortion
o This is one of the bestarticles I have read on the illegitimacy of direct taxes.

http://mwhodges.home.att.net/tax-history.htm

Taxes against private property are highly destructive to the families and the community and economy

o Taxes only benefit the corrupt allowing them to become more inefficient and corrupt
¢ You can see the impact indirectly via the foreclosure map above for Washington State.
o The high courts, what legitimate judges are left, have ruled repeatedly that private property cannot be taxed
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o But this does not stop the crooks in government who ignore the laws they don't like and generate more illegitimate laws
laws they do like

o This is the same shell game with the monetary system, central banking system, usurious interest rates & crooked tax
system in America.

o All of which leads to the boom bust greedy endless cycle of taking from A and giving to B which leaves us with
recessions, depressions and wars.

o Government from the little towns like Enumclaw to cities have become predatory

o through an explosion of ignorance of our most fundamental laws.

o Through intentional blindness of the treble double dealing bench, bar and banks

American welfare is a forced concept that has created a cesspool of more taking. Welfare comes from free choice, not by
force.

o Only 11% of government "welfare" takings go to "welfare" types while 50% goes to fraud.
o Don't think the Red Cross is going to save you either, they kept most of their hundreds of millions of donations during the
the New Orleans disaster
 Can you believe that the City of Seattle told its locals to take care of themselves during an emergency
o The City said they may not be able to get to them for a few days
o BRAVO SEATTLE

Legal fiction and artificial municipal corporations and legal fiction corporations have usurped our traditional way of life,

o Sending generations of our families to unnecessary wars to die
o Turning a nation of wealth into a nation of debt AND,

o Then driving its own people into needless debt thereby losing their individual freedom
o While turning a sovereign nation, the several states and the sovereign Citizens into debt
ridden slaves

We have systemically enslaved the entire population through the criminal misuse of legal extortion taxes, usurious interest and
and diluted titles

o All invented by legal fiction wizards from the bench and the bar and the banks - THE THREE B'S
o All of the natural born are threaten with endless legal fictional inventions like "contempt"
o And by De Facto colored corporate law overlaid upon the natural born, sovereign & free
o Judas judges have taken away the power of the people to decide and judge the law in jury or grand jury trial
o The courts were only meant to be hearing courts
o ONLY YOUR PEERS MAY JUDGE YOU AND THE LAW
o NO JUDGE AND NO LEGAL FICTION LAWS MAY JUDGE Y OU
o ONLY GOD AND YOUR PEERS MAY JUDGE YOU
o ANDYOU CHOSE WHO YOUR PEERS WILL BE TO TRY YOU
o THE MEDIA AND BOTH POLITICAL PARTIES REFUSE TO ADDRESS THE FUNDEMENTAL ISSUES
BECAUSE THEY PROFIT FROM BUSINESS AS USUAL

The dark side has broken up a free nation by creating one gigantic corporate shell

o That will be under one standardized operation which will maximize productivity and give control for all time to come

¢ 60% of the world governments are on the exact same structure the US is on

o Thereby creating fictional and fractional bite size takings, regions, districts, zones, ordinances, codes, fees, permits,
licenses,

o They have zoned us down, strangling and regulating US to death needlessly

o They have turned our own militia against us

1/19/2009



Pagel7 of 19

o They have dropped our borders,

o They have taken over our money supply

o Ignored all our fundamental laws of the land, robbed us into and after the grave.

o Arrogant city, county, state and federal types with their illegitimate armies of lieyers and black boots raid our traditional
traditional way of life

o The dark side reprocesses the rural areas into sterile Stepford towns with criminal trespassing rails to trails and crime
ridden parks

o They impose elite urban planning to herd and turn pleasant litle communities into high density bee hives and ant
colonies.

o Then they act surprised when people start acting like insects so they write more laws to control them.

THEN THEY CREATED THE BIGGEST CRIMINAL UNCONSTITUTIONAL & IMMORAL TAXING SYSTEM IN THE
THE WORLD

2006 US Income Retums with Taxes Pakd Income Spiit
Brackets Taxes Paid Positive AGI AGI (Millions $) (Millions §) Paint

|Top 1% 38.89% 1,357,182 $1,791.886 5408369 = §368,806
Top 10% 70.78% 13,571,916 1,843,144 724,740 >§108,904
Top 25% B6.27% 33,929,790 $5535.830 $683.153 > 564 702
Top 50% 97.01% 67 859 580 $7,105.599 $993.176 = $31.987
Bottomn 50% 2.89% 67,859,580 51,016,441 $30.5683 < 531,887
All Taxpayers 100% 125,719,160 $8,122,040 51,023,739

Summary of Federal Individual Income Tax Redistibution Data, 2008 Source IRS & www.taxfoundation.org

+ 97% of the federal taxes are paid by the top 50% wage earners
« The dirty secret is
o Taxes upon the natural born sovereign state CITIZENS ARE NOT NECESSARY OR
CONSTITUTIONAL
o Government is intentionally underestimating its revenue, profit and wealth
o Government has more than enough to provide a limited government without any forced taxes
taxes on its citizens

- Former "Fed" Chairman A GREES - Taxes For Revenue are
Obsolete

» http://www.worldnetdaily.com:80/news/article.asp? ARTICLE ID=45503

USA Federal Tax Category Papulation Yo of Total Yo Paying o Not Paying
2004 Population Federal Taxes | Federal Taxes

Filed - Paying Greater Than 0 Federal Tax 88,556,984 30 3% 30.3%
Filed - Non Payers with 0 Federal Tax Liability 42,556,985 14.6%| 14.6%
Total Tax Returns Filed 131,113,969 44 9%
Estimated Dependents of Filers with 0 Tax Liability 62, 500, 00| 21 4% 21.4%
Estimated Non Filers Under Filing Minimum Wage 15,000,000 5.1%4] 5.1%
Estimated Other Non Filers AND Non Pavers 83,386,031 28.6% 28.6%
Estimated 2004 LS. Population 292,000,000, L0H).0%% 30.3% 69 T
Data compiled & exptrapolated by J. R Vennck from www taxfoundanon org & other sources

+ 97% of federal taxes come from only 30% of the population and 30% of those filing & this is

declining.
o The high courts have ruled that you cannot tax wages or private property
o The fed, states, counties and cities plus the treble double dealers the bench, bar & banks
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are ignoring this

o The government has all the money it needs, it does not need to tax people by force!
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o The government is the biggest investor on the block now

= The Biggest Game in Town - http://cafrl.com/IA M.html

« http://cafrl.com/Audio/110907CAFR.mp3

» This Rollye James interview with Walter Burien ¢amher commodity trading
advisor) contains eye-opening information as toatteal financial
situation of government (at all levels) in the U-Syou will be shocked:

» "The government is sitting on billions of dollaley don't tell you about.
Hear about the real budget -- the Comprehensiveudinffinancial Report --
the feds, states, cities, towns, school boardsveoreé are awash in cash
they keep from you."

Mentioned; gov foreign investments (Mexico, Chi8ayiet Bloc India...);
derivatives; Gorbachev, Soviets; corporations, amsitp government
investment funds, pools of investment revenue; mament groups; Microsoft;
Windows Vista; internet monitoring; government ogiimeans of production
(through investments); control of media, educati®epublican party; Ron
Paul; WTC; Patriot Act; government diversified adésthe dollar; NAFTA,;
GATT; Oregon, Washington, Arizona Pension Fund Mgemaent; 9/11; put
options; insurance actuary; judges, attorneys, r@ssgnen; government

pensions; TRF funds; NAU; Amero; . .

» The Cato Institute’s Chris Edwards estimates that in 2005, the average federal employee made $106,579 per year including
about twice as much as the average person makes in the private sector. Federal wages are also rising at about twice the rate that

are rising in the private sector.

And that's only counting the 300,000 or so people living in and around D.C. who draw their paychecks directly from Uncle Sam.
According to Balko, 7.6 million people nationally now earn their daily bread from contractors dependent on the federal
Tens, if not hundreds of thousands of these workers make their homes by the Potomac. Then there’s that other subspecies

the mouth to the body politic: lobbyists.

The Washington Post reports that the number of registered lobbyists in Washington doubled between 2000 and 2005, to nearly

35,000. Not coincidentally, federal outlays increased over that period from $1.79 to $2.29 willion.

Remember, all this growth occurred before the Treasuy Department and Federal Reserve took over our banking system and

started promising trillion dollar stimulus packages (not to mention trillion dollar budget deficits).

Jack Venrick

B.S. Electrical Engineering MSU

M.S. Applied Science MSU

Industrial Engineering

Business A dministration

The Boeing Company

30 Y ears Service Retired 2000

Electrical Power Systems

Industrial Engineering Systems & Methods
Computing Resource Forecasting & Statistical A nalysis
Financial Systems

Business Systems

Engineering Standards Systems
Enumclaw, Washington
www.freedomforallseasons.org
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“The budget should be balanced, the Treasury should be refilled, public debt should be
reduced, the arrogance of officialdom should be tempered and controlled, and the
assistance to foreign lands should be curtailed lest Rome become bankrupt. People must
again learn to work, instead of living on public assistance." Cicero - 55 B.C.
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Thanks Edwina for 

forwarding.  This is what government and environmental  planners 

are doing to us all.


 


Jack Venrick


Enumclaw, WA


 


http://www.mises.org/TRTS.htm
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SERFDOM

L1 N CARTOONS

Originally published in Look magazine

Reproduced from a booklet published by
General Motors, Detroit
in the ‘Thought Starter’ series (no. 118)








THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

o

national planning”

War forces
To permit total mobilization of your
country's economy, you gladly surrender

many freedoms. You know regimentation

was forced by your country's enemies.









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

(2]

Many want “planning” to stay . . .
Arguments for a “peace production
board" are heard before the war

ends. Wartime "planners” who want

to stay in power, encourage the idea.









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

(3)

The “Planners” promise Utopias . . . .
Arosy plan for farmers goes well in rural
areas, @ plan for industrial workers

is popular in cities—and so on. Many

new “planners’ are elected to office
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(4]

but they can’t agree on ONE Utopia
With peace, a new legislature meefs;
but "win the war" unity is gone. The

“planners” nearly come to blows. Each

has his own pet plan, won't budge.









THE ROAD ToO SERFDOM

(5]

And citizens can’t agree either . .

When the “planners” finally patch up
a temporary plan months later, cifizens
in turn disagree. What the farmer

likes, the factory worker doesn't like.









THE ROAD To SERFDOM

(6]

“Planners” hate to force agreement . . .
Most "national planners” are well-mean-
ing idealists, balk at any use of force.
They hope for some miracle of public

agreement as fo their patchwork plan.









H

E ROAD TO SERFDOM

o

They try to "sell”” the plan to all . . .
In an unsuccessful effort fo educate
people fo uniform views, "planners”
establish a giant propaganda machine

—which coming dictator will find handy.
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The gullible do find agreement . . . .

Meanwhile, growing national confy-

SERFDOM

sion leads fo profest meefings. The
least educated—ihrilled and con-

vinced by fiery oratory, form a party.









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

(9]

Confidence in “planners” fades . . . .
The more that the “planners” improvise,
the greater the disturbance to normal
business. Everybody suffers. People now

feel—rightly—that “planners” can't get

things done!









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

o

The “strong man” is given power . . .
In desperation, “planners” authorize the

new party leader to hammer out a plan

and force its obedience. Later, they'll
dispense with him—or so they think.
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The party takes over the country . . .

SERFDOM

By now, confusion is so great that
obedience o the new leader must be

obtained at all costs. Maybe you join

the party yourself o aid national unity.









THE ROAD To SERFDOM

iz}

A negative aim welds party unity . . .
Early step of all dictators is to inflame
the maiority in common cause against

some scapegoat minority. In Germany,

the negative aim was Anti-Semitism.









To sERFDOM

o

No one opposes the leader’s plan .

It would be suicide; new secret police are

THE ROAD

ruthless. Ability to force obedience always
becomes the No. 1 virtue in the "planned

state.” Now all freedom is gone.









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

1]

Your profession is “planned” . . . .
The wider job choice promised by
now defunct "planners” turns out to

be a tragic farce. "Planners” never

have delivered, never will be able to.

~BUT I'M NOT

A CARPENTER
I'MA

PLUMBER








£

ROAD TO SERFDOM

o

Your wages are “planned” . . . .
Divisions of the wage scale must
be arbitrary and rigid. Running a

"planned state” from central head-

quarters is clumsy, unfair, inefficient.









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

Lic}

Your thinking is “planned”

In the dictatorship, unintentionally

created by the planners, there is no room
for difference of opinion. Posters,

radio, press—all tell you the same lies!









THE ROAD TO SERFDOM

o

Your recreation is “planned” . . . .
It is no coincidence that sports and
amusements have been carefully

“planned” in all regimented nations.

Once started, "planners” can't stop.









If you're fired from your job, if's apt to

be by a firing squad. What used fo be an
error has now become a crime against

the state. Thus ends the road to serfdom!










Jack Venrick

From: "Jack Venrick" <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2007 5:52 PM

Attach: header_nav.gif

Subject:  Government - Eating The Master's Hand

“The most natural
reading of the Clause is
that it allows the
government to take
property only if the
government owns, or the

public has a legal right to
use, the property, as
opposed to taking it for
any public purpose or
necessity whatsoever.”

Kelo v. New London
(dissenting opinion)

Justice Tho

Credit To WA Supreme Court Justice Sanders, A Rare Patriot of Freedom, Who Hold Himself Above Selling Out To More Government
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“"Whenever an attempt is
made to take private ¢ ®
property for a use alleged
to be public, the question STATE WASBINGT X
whether the contemplated
use be really public shall
be a judicial question, and

(ﬂ‘_.t.
#f e

determined as such,
without regard to any
legislative assertion that
the use is public.”

Washington Constitution
Article I, § 16.

Digital Photo taken by J. Venrick Boston Freedom Trail.
Backgroud music credit to Dry Branch Fire Squad, Live At Last.

To: The Masters of Freedom and to Their Servants, the Government:

This is a must read article below about the unnecessary takings of growth management.
Thank you Edwina for forwarding.

Growth management including Washington's own Growth Management Act is one of the most
destructive acts of Washington legislature. Better said it is more destructive than most. This is
another example of the blindness in Olympia to the basic tenants of our natural freedoms,

our State Constitution and U.S. Constitution.

Government at all levels including those unelected groups involved in plotting to take
property is a crime against property owners and their bundle of rights. These crimes

include USC, Title 18: Section 241: "Conspiracy against rights" and 42USC P 1983, "Civil
Rights Violations by Government". Escalating takings of private property from free people are
subject to redress, fines, imprisonment and legal action against the government employees
personally involved in the taking to the extent of the damages they have forced upon us
property owners.

Government employees, especially those elected, have a higher duty to protect our
freedoms. Those who continue to disregard the down stream consequences of their reckless
legislation and those who ignore the detail of the legislation they sign, have perpetrated a
cascade of government takings of constitutional and natural rights, freedoms and liberties.

It is time to hold those responsible in government for the crimes they have committed against

free people. No private citizen could commit these same crimes against private property
owners . Government cannot have more rights than its citizens. Government derives
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its powers from the people. Government employees are personally culpable for causing injury
to our freedoms.

By the State's own Office of Financial Management, State government has stolen 2.0 - 2.18
billion dollars, cities have stolen 3.8 - 5.3 billion dollars and the counties 1.49 - 1.51 billion
dollars of property usage. They want our land for free. Government can judicate, legislate and
administrate our freedoms away and pretend it is not stealing. They can distort the facts in the
Voters Pamphlet. The media can publish unbalanced reporting.

The environmental movement can run around neighborhoods lying to people about what is on
an initiative. East coast environmental extremist can throw a half million into the local pot to
steal my property rights. Seattle based environmental extremist can collude with King County
government. County government can collude with State Executive branch. Show me where
there is freedom for the property owners.

These takings of private property are no longer a political party game or an environmental
movement or a government responsibility. The whole concept of messing with our land, our
homes, our water, our families, our education, our lives, our privacy, our money and sacred
freedoms is criminal and those who we pay that do this, need to stand trial before those
citizens who have been taken by government corruption.

Why are property owners are being persecuted for the illegitimate takings in a corrupt system?
Why are the courts not prosecuting those who violate the State and U.S. constitution? Where
are the patriots in our government who are demanding an example be made of government
criminal behavior?

Government can no longer protect our freedoms because they are rewarded for taking them.
Property owner groups need to form in every district in the State and consider personal liability
suits against government employees who are injuring our natural, constitutional and God given
rights.

Government employees must be held accountable and personally liable for every act of theft of
our natural and God given rights. There is nothing in the constitution that allows this thievery.
Government like the environmental extremist only want our property if they can get it for free.

If they have to pay market value plus all the costs associated with the taking, e.g. pain &
suffering, legal, emotional damage to the family, they would not steal.

Washington State OFM says it is Ok to steal 9 billion dollars of private property in Washington
State without paying. They say it is Ok to continue to brutalize, legislate, judicate, administrate
and rape every property owner in its path. The U.S. and State Supreme Courts of the

land majority agree, it is OK to steal private property, if the government wants your land. How
insane of an interpretation is this to the constitution? Why is it, any property owner can read
the constitution and easily see the government is given no rights to do this? But when a
government employee or an environmental extremist read the constitution, they read it that
they can take anything they want?
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How would you like to handle the messthe Federal Gover nment has become?

Selection
What mess? ¥ 2%
Continue the course. B2%

Scrap it and start over. I 5700
Move to my own island. W8 10%

52 votes total

http://poll.pollhost.com/UGF0cmFsaXMJMTEONzk3NDEQOA kwMDA wMDA JRKZGRkKZGCUFyaWFsCUFzc29ydGVEkKCTA /

It is time we "Scrap it and start over" like 87% of the above polled smartly responded.
American government must be held accountable personnally6 held responsible for the damage
to all our freedoms.

Jack Venrick

Rural Home and Land Owner
Watching Mad Dogs In Government
Eating Its Master's Hand,

The Hand of Freedom

That Serves US All

Enumclaw, WA

P.S.

What is Private Property?
by Michael Shaw
http://www.freedom21santacruz.net/site/article.php?sid=382
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Commentary

The Hidden Cost of "Planning”

By Randal O'Toole

Planners rarely say, even among themselves, that one goal of growth-management planning is to drive up housing prices in order to
discourage people from living on large lots. One rare exception recently took place in Portland, Oregon, when real estate
professionals noted that suburban land values had reached a “tipping point” where it was now worthwhile for developers to buy
suburban single-family homes and replace them with high-density housing.

The 1997 regional plan for Portland had directed that two dozen cities and three counties in the region rezone some neighborhoods
to higher densities in anticipation of this point being reached. Yet nothing in the plan itself, or any of the supporters of the plan, ever
mentioned that a goal of the plan was to increase land values.

One way that planners confuse the issue is by using the term affordable housing instead of housing affordability. Housing
affordability refers to the general price level of housing in a community relative to family or household incomes. Affordable housing
refers to a few housing units priced below market value, usually through government mandates or subsidies.

While everyone in a region benefits from housing affordability, government-subsidized or mandated affordable housing benefits only
a few, and costs everyone else in the form of taxes or higher housing prices so that builders can fulfill their mandates.

In discussing affordable housing, planners will often say something like, “High-density, mixed-use developments provide affordable
housing.” Naturally, smaller dwelling units with shared walls will tend to be less expensive than larger and more private single-family
homes. But that does not mean that the affordability of housing in a region is improved by the construction of such dense housing,
especially if the construction is partly inspired by land-use regulations that drive up other housing costs.

When planning-induced housing shortages make homeownership unaffordable, planners typically propose the entirely wrong
solutions to the problem. Instead of recognizing that their own rules are driving up housing costs, they in effect, and sometimes in
fact, blame the developers and homebuilders who are trying to meet the demand for housing.

One planning solution to high-priced housing is inclusionary zoning, which requires that developers who build more than so many
homes at one time dedicate a certain percentage of those homes to “affordable housing.”

The first problem with inclusionary zoning is that it makes housing affordable for only a tiny percentage of people, while growth-
management planning makes housing unaffordable for everyone. Homebuilders increase the nation’s housing supply by less than 2
percent per year; only some of the homes built are in developments large enough to meet the threshold for

affordable housing; and generally less than 20 percent of the homes in such developments are dedicated to affordable housing.

The second problem with inclusionary zoning is that it has the perverse effect of driving up housing prices for everyone who is not
lucky enough, or well-connected enough, to get one of the below-market homes. To cover their losses from below-market homes,
homebuilders must increase the price of the remaining homes in their developments. When owners of existing homes see new home
prices rise, they naturally ask more for their homes. This means that the amounts saved by a few are more than offset by the extra
amounts paid by everyone else.

Another solution is to provide subsidies to low-income housing. This has the same problems as

inclusionary zoning: Subsidies help very few people and they sometimes add to everyone else’s housing costs. San Diego, for
example, finances subsidized housing with a “housing impact fee” charged to developers — who, of course, pass the cost onto
homebuyers. A city of 470,000 homes, San Diego has used this fee to subsidize only 6,700 homes since 1990.

Subsidies can also be inequitable: San Jose uses federal funds to subsidize housing for “below median income families.” But San

Jose’s median-family income is $105,000 per year, while the national median income is only $58,000. This means taxes paid by U.S.
families earning $50,000 or $60,000 per year are used to subsidize San Jose families who earn $100,000 a year.
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Inclusionary zoning and housing subsidies are really nothing more than ways for planning advocates to relieve consciences guilty
about driving up housing costs. These policies do more harm than good to the housing markets that use them.

“If policy advocates are interested in reducing housing costs,” economists Edward Glaeser and Joseph Gyourko observe, “they
would do well to start with zoning reform,” not affordable housing mandates or subsidies.

This commentary is excerpted from economist Randal O’'Toole’s report, “The Planning Penalty: How Smart Growth Makes Housing
Unaffordable,” which was released in Georgia by the Georgia Public Policy Foundation and is available in full on the Foundation’s
Web site, www.gppf.org. The Foundation is an independent think tank that proposes practical, market-oriented approaches to public
policy to improve the lives of Georgians. Nothing written here is to be construed as necessarily reflecting the views of the Georgia
Public Policy Foundation or as an attempt to aid or hinder the passage of any bill before the U.S. Congress or the Georgia
Legislature.

© Georgia Public Policy Foundation (March 31, 2006). Permission to reprint in whole or in part is hereby granted, provided the author
and his affiliations are cited.
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This is a great piece on the 

Growth Management ACT FYI


 


Jack 

Venrick


Enumclaw, 

WA


 


 




Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2005 9:04 AM


Subject: [Capr-discussion] Excellent piece summarizing the 

GMA







This piece is 

concise and accurate.  One of the best summaries of the effects of the 

Growth Management Act I have read.  We need more like you in 

government.


 


Preston 

Drew


Vice-President


Citizens 

Alliance for Property Rights


www.proprights.org
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Testimony of Geoffrey William 

Hymans before the House Subcommittee on the Constitution:





My name is Geoffrey 

William Hymans. I am Senior Counsel to the Republican Caucus of the Washington 

State House of Representatives. My principal duties include advising the caucus 

on land use and transportation issues. Prior to joining the legislature, I was 

an attorney with the large Seattle-based law firm of Williams, Kastner, and 

Gibbs, specializing in land use issues. In Washington State this means 

specializing in the deceptively named Growth Management Act and the local 

comprehensive plans and development regulations adopted under the act. 







I come before you today 

on behalf of the citizens, businesspeople, and property owners of Washington 

State to express serious concerns regarding the American Planning Association 

(APA) Legislative Guidebook (Guidebook), and to urge you to deny any funding to 

state and local governments to implement the misguided schemes contained within 

the HUD/APA Guidebook. 





The State of Washington 

has had ten years of experience under a state-mandated "growth management" 

regime. The results of this experiment have been dramatic:




            1) 

increased congestion in our urban areas;




2) increased housing costs, 

particularly in our urban areas;




3) decreased economic development 

in our rural areas ;




4) a shift in development and 

prosperity from the rural parts of the state to the urban areas;




5) an ever-increasing amount of 

regulation by both the state and local governments, not to mention the huge 

expenditures required by such regulation.




 




The state of Washington 

has had twelve years of experience with "smartgrowth" and "growth management" 

regimes. Next to the states of Oregon and Florida, Washington has the longest 

experience with these land use controls in the nation. And, unfortunately, 

Washington�s version of growth management ranks second only to Oregon in terms 

of the restrictive nature of its state-mandated land use 

controls.





Washington first adopted 

the Growth Management Act, or "GMA" for short, in 1990. Although Washington 

state had been growing at a fairly robust pace, adding roughly a million people 

during the 1970s and 700,000 during the 1980s, the growth rate was still roughly 

linear. The precipitating act for the adoption of the Growth Management Act was 

the filing of Initiative 547, which proposed highly restrictive growth controls. 







Washington is an 

initiative state, as are all West Coast states. The people can propose 

legislation by collecting a qualifying number of signatures, at which point the 

initiative is placed on the ballot. According to the "old hands" at the 

Washington state legislature, this ballot initiative spurred a group of urban 

legislators to "do something" about "controlling growth" in Washington. The 

legislature passed SHB 2929 on July 1, 1990. Ironically, in November of that 

same year the voters rejected Initiative 547 by a vote of 986,505 to 327,339 -- 

a 3 to 1 margin. 





In July of 1991, 

Washington state passed the second half of the GMA, ESHB 1025. While the act has 

been amended virtually every year since, it has remained substantially similar 

to its 1991 provisions. 





If I were to give you a 

detailed explanation of everything the act does, I would be testifying till next 

Thursday. And since Washington�s legislative session ends next week, I am needed 

at home. But I will give you a very quick overview of the provisions of the act, 

with the hope that these highlights demonstrate the high costs, the increase in 

state government control over traditionally local processes, and the potential 

for misuse of the expanded planning and permitting processes that have 

accompanied the GMA in Washington.





There are thirteen 

planning goals in the GMA. These include promoting affordable housing, 

encouraging efficient transportation systems, encouraging development in urban 

areas, encouraging economic development, protecting natural resources, and 

ensuring that public facilities are in place to serve development. In the 

abstract, no one could disagree with the goals of the act. But the 

implementation scheme is drastically flawed.





Counties and cities 

within counties that reach certain thresholds in either population or population 

growth are required to adopt comprehensive plans consistent with the state act, 

and to adopt development regulations (such as zoning, subdivision, critical 

areas and concurrency ordinances) consistent with their comprehensive plans. 

Twenty-nine of Washington�s 39 counties, containing 95% of the state�s 

population, currently meet these requirements and plan under the act. 







Counties planning under 

GMA must adopt Urban Growth Areas (UGAs) and Urban Growth Boundaries (UGBs). 

These areas are supposed to be sufficient to accommodate projected population 

growth for 20 years. Outside these boundaries, "urban" levels of growth - which 

are only vaguely defined by the state act as growth requiring "urban services" 

and at undefined "urban densities" - are banned. These density levels have been 

set by the Growth Management Hearings Boards. For example, one board set the 

"bright line" density at one house per five acres. This means that on one side 

of the UGB zoning of one house every 4 acres is considered too "urban," while on 

the other side zoning of one house every 5 acres is considered too 

"rural."





Unelected state Growth 

Management Hearings Boards, and there are three serving separate geographic 

areas in Washington, hear appeals and decide whether the local plans and 

development regulations are "consistent" with the GMA. These growth boards, in 

addition to deciding the density question discussed above, have ordered 

municipalities to redraw their urban growth boundaries, have ordered increased 

"no-touch" buffers around certain fish-bearing streams to be set in place by 

local governments, and have limited the kinds of businesses that can locate in 

areas that have been designated as "rural." Further, these growth boards have 

given great deference to state agency "guidance" documents and state "model" 

growth management ordinances, leading to de facto state control over local 

decisions even when the act itself was designed to work from the 

bottom-up.





The GMA is, in the 

parlance of the APA�s legislative guidebook, both vertically and horizontally 

integrated. Local plans must conform to the state act, and local plans must 

conform to the plans of adjoining municipalities. County-wide planning policies 

(CWPPs) trump local plans where they conflict. And while this mandated 

coordination can result in an easier time locating essential facilities, it also 

can result in rather harsh top-down planning decisions. Just last year 

Washington was on the verge of a revolt by many counties when sex-predator 

transition and housing facilities were declared essential public facilities and 

the state planned to force counties to allocate such housing on an equal basis 

among themselves and their cities, using the CWPP process. 





All of these regulations 

-- on both the state and local levels -- breed further regulations. A perfect 

example of this is "concurrency" requirements, currently contained in 

Washington�s GMA with regards to transportation facilities and recommended in 

the APA Legislative Guidebook for most infrastructure. These prescriptions 

require local governments to deny development where local facilities do not meet 

some predetermined "level of service." However, it is precisely the "density" 

requirements embodied by these so-called "smartgrowth" policies that create the 

congestion in the first place (which will be further discussed below). The 

answer by state and local governments? Further regulation, such as 

"transportation demand management" ordinances and mandated "transit-oriented 

development," development moratoriums, and making development contingent on the 

payment of huge "impact" fees exacted to expand roads overburdened by the 

increased density. An ever increasing cycle of control over individual�s use of 

their property, without a hint of compensation provided to affected 

landowners.





These planning 

requirements, local legislative implementation, administrative appeals, and 

agency programs and assistance have not been cheap. By way of example, Jefferson 

County, a small county of 25,000 population, has spent $3 million (and counting) 

on its GMA implementation. The amount spent statewide at both the state and 

local level is easily in the high tens of millions, and probably in the low 

hundreds of millions. If Congress is considering grants to implement these 

policies nationwide, it will not be cheap. 





And this doesn�t even 

count the costs to private citizens. The increased costs to move a business 

which is now nonconforming, the increased housing costs which will be discussed 

below, the increased costs from urban congestion worsened by increased 

densities, the increased process costs, and the increased costs associated with 

multiple land use appeals made possible by the redundant levels of planning and 

implementation. 





Here is one example from 

my own personal experience when I was a land use lawyer in private practice. An 

individual wanted to rezone property that was across the street from dense 

residential (apartments) to put up his own apartment building. Bordering the 

back of his property was single-home residential. This is the classic case where 

a local government balances the community interests and makes a decision. Given 

the discretion granted to local governments, these cases prior to GMA usually 

involved one appeal from the administrative decision to superior court, and that 

was it.





Now though, it is far 

more complex, with more avenues for parties opposed to the project to appeal. 

Because the zoning, or development regulation, must match the comprehensive 

plan, you need to get both a zoning change and a comprehensive plan change. The 

latter is not cheap, as one must hire consultants to demonstrate how the 

proposed change fits within the comprehensive plan and the act. While these are 

often processed together by the local government, the comprehensive plan change 

can be appealed to a growth management hearings board. That board will determine 

if the change complied with the act. This decision can be appealed on up through 

the court system. Meanwhile, this delay increases the carrying costs of the 

project. Finally, after the comprehensive plan amendment is approved, and if the 

development regulation is found to be consistent with the comprehensive plan, 

you can start to apply for the permits to actually build the project under the 

new land use scheme. Which can generate a whole new round of appeals. A simple 

project like this one can easily cost $20,000 dollars in legal fees, plus fees 

to planning consultants, traffic engineers (if traffic considerations play a 

part of the plan), etc. These costs put such projects out of the reach of 

mom-and-pop developers, leaving the housing market dominated by big developers 

who can afford to play this game. Of course, fans of the status quo, including 

no-growth groups, radical environmentalists who oppose development, and local 

"NIMBY" groups of concerned neighbors, are given far more avenues by which to 

oppose development.





Did Washington need this 

act? Certainly not. In 1990, the year GMA was adopted, just over 3% of 

Washington�s land was used for housing, industrial, and commercial purposes - 

broadly classified as "urban" purposes. 37.5% of Washington�s land was in 

agricultural production. This meant that 40.5% of Washington�s land was in 

"human use." Therefore, almost 60% of the land in Washington is still open 

space, largely owned by the federal government as national forest land, national 

parks, and other federal facilities. In 1990, before the GMA was adopted, 82.9% 

of Washington�s citizens lived in a metropolitan area. In 1996, after GMA had 

been fully implemented in most counties, 82.8% lived inside urban areas. And 

while completely updated figures aren�t yet available from the 2000 census, a 

current map of the "urban growth areas" in Washington produced by a state agency 

clearly shows how little of Washington is still "developed." 

(Attached.)





The Puget Sound region in 

Washington has developed some of the worst congestion in the country over the 

past ten years, the time period coinciding with Washington� s growth management 

scheme. By now, a large body of research shows that growth management schemes, 

particularly those that use "urban growth boundaries" and related methods to 

increase density, also increase congestion. 





This is not really 

surprising. We start with the fact that Washington, like many states around the 

nation, has almost reached a saturation point with almost one registered vehicle 

per licensed driver in the state. Therefore, the simple math of congestion goes 

like this: if you double density within a certain geographic area, but don�t 

either double road capacity or have a large shift from low capacity vehicles 

(such as single-occupant cars) to high capacity vehicles (such as buses), you 

will double congestion on the roads in that area. 





Planning to increase 

congestion is also not surprising, since the same folks who advocate for growth 

controls usually advocate for "multimodal" - read transit - forms of 

transportation. The only problem is that the public won�t go along. 







Even in the most dense 

urban areas of Washington around Seattle and Tacoma, transit usage fluctuates, 

depending on what figures you look at, between 10-30%. This means that 70-90% of 

those new people you have placed into a more dense area are going to be driving 

their single-occupancy vehicles on the roads. It is not surprising that 

congestion keeps increasing. 





Further, the public won�t 

go along with the density scheme in another way that contributes to congestion. 

The American dream is to live in a single-family home with a bit of property. 

Far more of Washington�s citizens have voted with their pocketbooks for this 

lifestyle over living in apartments and condos inside urban areas. But if we are 

rezoning areas for increased density, and the public doesn�t want to live in 

these dense neighborhoods, then the public is willing to drive longer distances 

to commute between home and work. Their home conditions have, so far, outweighed 

the burdens of increased commute times (which have not increased by a huge 

margin anyway, according to Texas Transportation Institute and census data). So 

if more folks are driving between urban areas that contain their job sites 

because they don�t want to live in the dense neighborhoods that surround these 

areas, yet aren�t allowed to develop housing in the "rural" areas that separate 

the urban islands, you have yet another prescription for increased congestion. 







Planners have an answer 

for this. Make the commute and the congestion so bad that folks will be forced 

to get out of their cars and take transit. Portland planners have admitted as 

much, but short of very coercive transportation and land use policies this 

simply won�t work. 





One of the best papers on 

this is by Genevieve Giuliano of the USC School of Policy, Planning, and 

Development. In "Land Use Policy and Transportation: Why we won�t get there from 

here," Professor Giuliano concludes that only drastic measures would actually 

decrease auto usage. Can any of you see adding a few dollars gas tax as 

politically viable? What about banning single-occupant auto use in urban areas? 







In Washington, we have 

already adopted "transportation demand management programs" such as HOV (high 

occupancy vehicle) lanes, commute trip reduction programs mandating that large 

employers provide incentives for their employees not to commute by 

single-occupancy car, and intelligent traffic control measures - not to mention 

already having a very extensive transit system available. 





Most people still drive 

solo. And the more dense you make an urban area, the more folks will want to use 

the limited road space. Unless there is a massive road infrastructure investment 

in dollar amounts that will dwarf even the expensive smartgrowth implementation 

costs discussed above, adopting these density-promoting policies guarantees more 

congested roads.






At the same time we have 

increased congestion, housing prices in the Puget Sound region have skyrocketed, 

in large part due to the limitations on supply that have accompanied growth 

management. 





Seattle has been almost 

as famous for the past decade for its high cost of housing as for its congested 

roads. But this is not only a Seattle problem. Housing costs have been driven up 

state wide. While a lot of this is due to income growth, the question shouldn�t 

be whether smartgrowth schemes are the sole cause of unaffordable housing. One 

of the primary purposes of the GMA is to promote affordable housing, so if urban growth 

boundaries are contributing to increased housing costs then there is reason to 

question whether such laws should have been adopted in the first place. 






 




Between 1990 and 2000 the median 

house price in Washington increased by 41.6% placing Washington 46th out of 50 states in terms of the 

change in affordability. A different measure, comparing the ratio of the median 

house price to median income, placed Washington 49th out of 51 (including DC) in terms 

of the change in affordability represented by the change in this ratio from 1990 

to 2000. 





While there have been 

relatively few studies that have looked at the contribution of growth management 

to decreased housing affordability, those that have have established a clear 

connection. And if we remember that the GMA has only been fully implemented for 

the past 6-8 years in the largest counties, and less than that in some smaller 

counties, we can continue to track the data to confirm the early 

findings.





Two of the Washington 

studies were conducted by the Washington State University�s Center for Real 

Estate Research. The first study, from March 28, 1997, was titled "Urban Growth 

Boundaries and Lot Price." This study examined the urban Clark County in 

southwest Washington. It found "a significant 35.5% increase in residential lot 

prices market-wide resulting from implementation of the Growth Management Act in 

Clark County. A similar 38.7% increase is shown for residential lots located 

within the urban growth area." (Wolveton, Purdie, and Crellin, pg. 9.) This data 

is very significant, as the imposition of the Clark County UGB represented the 

"closing" of the Portland metropolitan area, thereby giving a unique window into 

what happens when a formerly open pressure valve for growth 

shuts.





A second study of Clark 

County by the Center (Wolverton/Wolff 2001) looked specifically at Housing 

Affordability instead of at lot price. This study examined 12 quarters prior and 

subsequent to GMA implementation. It controlled for factors such as excess 

supply, construction costs, population growth, interest rates, and seasonal 

factors. The price index used in the study controlled for distance from the 

Vancouver central business district, distance to freeway interchange, bedroom 

and bathroom count, home age, lot size, outbuilding size, fireplaces, garage, 

central air conditioning, and home quality. The central finding was:




 "the study reveals a 15.97% 

adverse real price, resale home affordability effect in Clark County as of the 

end of 1997. This means that the typical resale home sold for $19,749 more than 

it would have in 1997 absent the measured GMA effect (measured in 1992 

dollars.)"




 




Finally, the most recent, 

and comprehensive, study was issued in December, 2001by the Reason Public Policy 

Institute. This extensive study made several findings, but the conclusion was 

that:




 "as much as 26 percent of 

the housing-price increases at the county level in Washington State may be 

attributed to the GMA. Overall, the GMA slowed progress in increased housing 

affordability statewide by as much as 5.1 percent, since housing prices 

increased at a faster rate than income during this period. The results suggest 

that population density has an important impact on housing prices as well. Thus, 

policies that encourage more compact development may contribute to a decline in 

housing affordability rather than an increase."




 




The cause of this are 

simple. Decrease the supply of buildable land, yet maintain or increase the 

demand for housing, and the cost will go up. Add to that factors such as 

increased process costs cited above and impact fees tacked on to housing prices 

stemming from concurrency requirements of the GMA, and one can quickly see how 

"smartgrowth" schemes can lead, ironically, to decreasing the supply of 

affordable housing. 




This has some very 

interesting unintended consequences. As Matthew E. Kahn of Tufts University 

noted in his paper, "Does Sprawl reduce the Black/White Housing Consumption 

Gap," (Housing Policy Debate, Volume 12, Issue 1, Fannie Mae Foundation 2001), 

decreased housing affordability hinders the reduction of the black/white housing 

consumption gap, which has been steadily closing for 80 years. 





What is the solution to 

this "smartgrowth" affordable housing dilemma? Well, the smart thing to do might 

be to open up the market by increasing the supply of buildable lands for 

housing, and removing land use controls to let local jurisdictions incorporate 

densities according to their needs. One could even imagine tax incentives for 

the development of low-income and affordable housing. But unfortunately, too 

many "smartgrowth" supporters in Washington would rather see direct 

subsidies to allow folks to live in areas 

that are otherwise unaffordable under the GMA. Of course, where do these 

subsidies come from? They are taxpayer dollars, taken by government to solve a 

problem created by government land use control mandates in the first 

place.






Finally, economic 

development in Washington�s rural areas has come to a virtual standstill. As the 

agriculture-based economies of such rural areas have suffered over the past few 

years, local communities have not been able to turn to other industries for jobs 

because of the development restrictions contained in the state�s "smartgrowth" 

statutes. This has caused a shift in wealth from the rural areas of Washington 

to urban areas. And since more of these urban areas are located in Western 

Washington than in Eastern Washington (convenient shorthand for the split along 

the Cascade mountains), this wealth shift is moving West. 





If we look at data from 

the Northwest Income Indicators Project at Washington State University from the 

implementation of the GMA on the county level (roughly 1995), we find that 

virtually all economic indicators as a percentage of the statewide totals or as 

percentage of statewide averages have been falling in Eastern Washington 

counties and in nonmetropolitan Western Washington counties, but rising in 

Western Washington Metropolitan counties. This is true for employment, total 

industry earnings, average earnings per job, personal income, and per capita 

income. For now, all that we can note is the correlation between these economic 

measures and the implementation of GMA. But this wealth and opportunity shift 

deserves further exploration. It is exactly what one would expect when it is 

easier to develop in areas that are already much more urbanized, and therefore 

offer more development opportunities than areas that are largely rural, where 

urban growth boundaries will be more restrictive and opportunities to develop 

more limited.





Summary:





The Republican members of 

the Washington State House of Representatives did not believe that a Republican 

administration could be party to encouraging these destructive policies to be 

adopted by other states and local governments. This is why the Republican Caucus 

of the Washington State House of Representatives sent a letter to HUD Secretary 

Martinez urging HUD to reject the Guidebook. 





It is not hard to fathom 

the APA�s interest in pursuing this guidebook. The APA will expand its 

membership as the number of planners expands exponentially with the 

implementation of this "smartgrowth" scheme. Further, under these very 

restrictive proposed local and state laws, the power of those who make a living 

by "planning" the lives of citizens will also radically increase. 




For the most part, these 

planners are unelected, as are the state bureaucrats who oversee these 

"smartgrowth" programs. Such programs, when instituted, therefore constitute a 

massive shift of responsibility and accountability from the people and their 

elected local officials to labyrinth planning departments and state 

agencies.





We in Washington have 

lived with this nightmare for ten years, and despite bipartisan legislative 

efforts, two democratic Governors from the state�s most heavily urbanized area, 

Seattle, have vetoed reasonable reforms to Washington�s Growth Management Act. 

However, we would urge you, the members of the House, to avoid assisting those 

dedicated to increasing government�s scope, and their planning association and 

radical environmentalist allies, in spreading this "smartgrowth" disease across 

the country. We urge you to reject any funding requests to assist state and 

local governments in implementing the APA�s Legislative Guidebook. If the House 

is interested in addressing state and local planning methods, it should begin an 

inclusive process in which all interested parties might participate to develop a 

national consensus on this issue.





















_______________________________________________
This list is for 

discussion of property rights issues and related subjects. It is provided by 

Citizens Alliance for Property Rights, but message content is the responsibility 

of the sender, not CAPR. Do not infer that posters are officials, members, or 

even friends of CAPR. This is an unmoderated list. Anything you send to the list 

will go immediately to all subscribers, unless  the filters think it may be 

spam. Please observe the common sense rules of civil 

discussion.

Subscribe to our main list (Capr-announce) to receive meeting 

announcements, etc. from CAPR. Those items will not be sent to this 

list.

Capr-discussion mailing 

list
Capr-discussion@lists.celestial.com
http://mailman.celestial.com/mailman/listinfo/capr-discussion



 







  

  

    			

      


      The Growth Management Act, 'Smart 

      Growth' Transportation & 'Sustainability'




      1/31/03 - State Senate looks at 

      bills to revise GMA - WA State Farm Bureau




      12/25/02 - Mt. 

      Vernon, WA - GMA affects rural counties most; initiatives send 

      message




      12/14/02 - 

      OPINION The voice of the Eastside: 

      Balance is the key to quality of life in growing region




      12/12/02 

      - Walla 

      Walla, WA Editorial: County must end dispute over 

      GMA





      12/6/02 

      - GMA: 

      Development: Lopez Village looks for options




      




      




      11/27/02 - 

      Orcas 

      Island, WA: GMA: Commissioners clash over legal counsel




      11/22/02 - 

      County 

      loses in growth management case - Thurston County court ruling could limit 

      local governments' ability to extend basic services to rural areas In 

      a move that could restrict local governments' flexibility to expand basic 

      services, the state Supreme Court ruled Thursday that Thurston County's 

      plan to extend a sewer line into a rural area north of Olympia violated 

      Washington's growth management law....The Western Washington Growth 

      Management Hearings Board overruled the county, saying the sewer line 

      wasn't absolutely necessary to address the problem. The Court of Appeals 

      and now the state Supreme Court agreed, rejecting the county's bid for a 

      looser definition of "necessary." "A more restrictive definition of 

      'necessary' is consistent with the legislature's intent in enacting the 

      GMA to protect the rural character of an area," Chief Justice Gerry 

      Alexander wrote for the majority. The decision pleased both the local 

      residents and advocates for strict enforcement of the Growth Management 

      Act, which sought to reduce suburban sprawl by requiring dense development 

      in urban areas and restricting rural areas to one house per 5 acres.The 

      case drew attention from interest groups on both ends of the land-use 

      debate. The group 1,000 Friends of Washington, one of the Growth 

      Management Act's most ardent defenders, sided with the landowners. "When 

      you run sewer lines, urbanization inevitably follows," said Tim 

      Trohimovich, the organization's project director. "Olympia doesn't need 

      that land in the urban growth area. It'll be sprawl." The Building 

      Industry Association of Washington, which chafes at the law's restrictions 

      on homebuilding, called the threat of sprawl a red herring. "It kind of 

      handcuffs cities and counties from planning responsibly to protect the 

      citizens," said Kris Tefft, the BIAW's legal counsel, who said the 4-inch 

      pipe proposed by the county wasn't big enough to support much development 

      anyway. "The specter of urbanization which really seemed to scare the 

      majority of the court was really a red herring."





      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      




      11/16/02 - San Juan 

      County, WA: Committee says county should abandon GMA




      10/30/02 - Island 

      County - Growth management bill tops $1 million - Commissioners threaten 

      lawsuit against Growth Hearings Board, say decisions are 'arbitrary and 

      contrary' to will of the citizens




      10/28/02 - Thurston 

      County - Rural life, city life: Course of development up for review Urban 

      Growth Areas: Where should cities grow?; Many jurisdictions in process of 

      reviewing urban development plans "They make the plan on paper, they 

      spend thousands of dollars ... and then they have a public hearing," 

      Buckner said. "Is that citizen input?" Buckner asked. Lacey 

      Principal Planner David Burns said he understands the frustration, adding 

      residents are fighting a series of losing battles as long as they're part 

      of the UGA. One of the ironies of state law, he said, is that it requires 

      public comment while at the same time leaving cities little leeway within 

      UGAs. "Jurisdictions don't have a lot of choice in developing (within) 

      growth boundaries. They have to do that," he said. The state Growth 

      Management Act dictates reduced sprawl, which means cities and their 

      growth areas are required to accommodate denser development. 




      




      




      





      




      10/2/02 - Initiative 

      6 goes to appeals court: Citizens claim right under Constitution has been 

      sidestepped by unelected board
Citizens' right to vote and 

      participate in their own governance, along with the question as to whether 

      an unelected appointed state hearings board can effectively make laws for 

      counties were the two main issues brought before the Washington State 

      Appeals Court on Sept. 4. 




      Bob Forde, speaking 

      for himself and the 3,800 people who signed Initiative 6 - Repeal of the 

      Clallam County Critical Areas Ordinance, spoke for five minutes before the 

      State Appeals Court to plead his case which had earlier been submitted by 

      legal briefs. He told the judges that he had always thought that 

      government by the consent of ordinary citizens is the cornerstone of 

      American democracy, as guaranteed in the U.S. Constitution and Bill of 

      Rights, and the Washington State Constitution. 




      "I don't remember 

      voting for members of any Growth Management Hearings Board(GHB), but 

      
learn that they have been given power to invalidate our local laws," 

      Forde stated. "I understand that the Hearings Boards issue orders to my 

      elected leaders eliminating policy options that were adopted with 

      widespread citizen participation and support," he continued. 




      "I remember when the 

      GMA was sold as 'bottom-up' planning," Forde explained. "Everyone now 

      recognizes that for the lie it was." He said he wouldn't like, but could 

      accept "top-down" planning, since at least policy set by the state 

      legislature would be subject to citizen control.




      "The GMA has evolved 

      into 'middle-out' planning, with the 'middle' occupied by non-elected GHB 

      members," Forde stated. The loss is a "voters' loss", for the "ballot box 

      is meaningless if elected leaders are powerless to work the voters' will," 

      he continued. "Extinction of initiative/referendum rights is the final 

      nail in the voters' coffin." 




      8/29/02 - Growth 

      fight brewing in Snohomish County 
Republican members of the 

      Snohomish County Council have driven a wedge between the county and its 

      cities by passing their own version of a 10-year development report, some 

      city leaders said. Washington's Growth Management Act (GMA) required the 

      county to draw the boundaries in 1992. Snohomish County Tomorrow's version 

      of the report would leave population predictions and available land about 

      the same, meaning boundaries would be difficult to change in the next 10 

      years. 




      8/26/02 - Stormwater 

      Management Plan White Paper




      According to DOE, new 

      federal regulations under the Clean Water Act and the Safe Drinking Water 

      Act, as well as state regulations under the Growth Management Act (GMA), 

      made it necessary to expand the area and scope of the stormwater manual. 

      Now, Clallam County is reviewing the DOE’s Model Stormwater Management 

      Manual (2001) with the strong possibility of incorporating it into a new 

      ordinance or amending an existing one. The model plan would affect every 

      property in the county that had plans for building new or additional 

      structures, including housing, roads, patios, and barns, to name a few. 

      




      The model plan calls 

      for highly restrictive building permits, with inspections, monitoring and 

      enforcement each playing a part. Not only would the property owner’s right 

      to use his property to his own highest and best use be restrained, but the 

      cost to the property owner, taxpayer and the county itself would be 

      enormous, as this paper will show. 




      The plan is a 

      voluntary one – one that is not required by law, and even if it were, 

      would probably not be enforceable due to budget restraints at the state 

      level, according to DOE’s Ed O’Brien, one of the writers of the model 

      plan. The plan far exceeds the national minimum requirements.[2] 

      




      The plan is 

      experimental. The results have not been tested with sound science to 

      determine if they will accomplish the goals.[3] In fact, according to one 

      report, the observations spanning a wide variety of streams showed an 

      “absence of observed instability”. [4] “Models” are used as the means of 

      determining the effects of impervious area and clearing.[5] Models can be 

      skewed to obtain whatever results one wishes, like polling.





      




      6/5/02 - Seattle 

      Times Editorial - Take a look at what the growth boundary under the GMA 

      created 
The average asking price of such houses, inflated by a 

      bumper crop of mini-mansions, is currently $492,266. 




      


There is something 

      going on here, and it is not what was advertised. The thing advertised was 

      called growth management. The idea was a line to rein in "sprawl." Outside 

      the line would be farms and woods. No intense building allowed. Inside the 

      line would be urban land, with sewers, roads and schools. Here, builders 

      could build with minimal hassle. Lots would have to be smaller, and people 

      would have to be packed together a bit more. But the land would be used 

      more efficiently and the countryside would remain green. 

      


Many will say, 

      "That's good. That's what we wanted." It is what they wanted. But will 

      they take responsibility for $400,000 houses? For growth spilling over 

      into Pierce and Snohomish counties, with long commutes back to King 

      County? For hundreds of thousands of people who would like to buy but can 

      afford only to rent? For the windfall gains to land owners? 

      "Progressives" are 

      supposed to be looking out for the little guy. This is their policy. Let 

      them explain how it helps the little guy. They may make themselves feel 

      better by making a big noise about a handful of government apartments for 

      the poor, but at the same time, their own policy is pushing up the price 

      of all housing, for rich, poor and in-between.




      5/20/02 - Growth 

      Management: County's comp plan withstands legal appeal - An appeals court 

      finds no error by Kitsap County in drafting the 1998 document. Kitsap 

      County's comprehensive plan, adopted in 1998, has been upheld by the 

      Washington State Court of Appeals The 1998 plan was Kitsap County's third 

      attempt to comply with the Growth Management Act after plans drafted in 

      1994 and 1996 were rejected by the Central Puget Sound Growth Hearings 

      Board. 




      




      




      4/27/2002 - Clallam 

      County - Initiative 6 presses forward in the courts to defend 

      constitutional government - 
GMA-related local ordinance repeal stopped 

      before going to voters 




      4/18/02 - Stevens 

      County - Emergency moratorium causes uproar - Ability to plat to 10 acres 

      won’t apply to potential Resource Lands 
.




      Commissioners held a 

      public hearing on a proposed moratorium on the creation of parcels under 

      10 acres—a decision also delayed until April 16. That would be a partial 

      fix for the 20-acre moratorium that was indirectly instituted when the 

      Eastern Washington Growth Management Hearings Board declared the county’s 

      platting titles out of compliance with the Growth Management Act, which 

      the county opted into in 1993. Until the issue is resolved, the Board’s 

      order of "invalidity" has effectively shut down all platting (the 

      subdivision of lands) that resulted in lots under 20 acres until the issue 

      is resolved. Lots over 20 acres are not subject to county 

      oversight.




      




      




      Local realtor Dave 

      Sitler is no fan of the GMA in the first place, though he’s worked with 

      the county on portions of it. He calls the moratorium on private lands a 

      "land grab." "It’s the biggest land grab, property rights thievery in the 

      history of Stevens County," Sitler said. "It’s worse than anything I’ve 

      ever seen. I can’t even believe they’re considering this. It’s flat-out 

      stealing, stealing your property rights. That’s all it is. There’s no 

      compensation for (your land)." Local realtor Kelly Davis Davis is one of 

      many who contends that the GMA is geared toward the west side of the 

      state, which, at this point, he said, he’d "just love to see slip into the 

      Pacific. "Just because the people in Seattle live in a concrete and 

      asphalt jungle, they want our part of the state stifled and everything to 

      stay the same," he said. "They’re reducing our ability to grow and 

      prosper. Adverse terrain, wetlands, et cetera, already prevent a 

      tremendous amount of private land from being developed." 





       




      4/7/02 - Skagit 

      County Trying to comply with GMA: Planning staff’s workload is keeping 

      citizens on hold 
Tom Karsh has a list of things to do. There are 

      68 items on that list. None of them is quick or easy to do. All of the 

      items are things that someone wants done. The Legislature and courts have 

      mandated dozens of tasks to bring the county in compliance with the 

      state’s Growth Management Act....





      2/27/02 - Walla 

      Walla - Property owners question rules on GMA
Official says he wishes 

      the county had never agreed to participate in the Growth Management Act. 

      




      If Walla Walla County 

      Commissioner Dave Carey could go back 12 years and change his vote, this 

      week's public hearings on proposed development regulations might never 

      have happened. The hearings held Monday and Tuesday to obtain comment on 

      regulations intended to enforce comprehensive planning under the state 

      Growth Management Act generated more questions than comment. ``I have to 

      apologize to you for what I've done,'' Carey said. ``It just tears my 

      heart'' when people come before the commission and are told they cannot 

      manage their land as they see fit under the new laws, he told six 

      landowners who attended Tuesday's session...




      




      2/8/02 - House 

      passes bill to help job creation in rural counties
"The Growth 

      Management Act focused on curtailing sprawl in the state's fast-growing 

      urban areas, and the needs and unique circumstances of rural communities 

      and rural businesses weren't t taken into account," said Buck, R-Joyce. 

      "Expansion by existing businesses in small towns has been stymied by the 

      rules, and we've lost opportunities to attract new business investment. 

      "Small, independent businesses are the economic backbone of rural 

      counties, and this refinement of the GMA will benefit both new and 

      expanding businesses," he said. "We believe the bill will help protect 

      existing jobs, and by making rural areas more appealing to potential 

      employers, bring new job opportunities to the Peninsula and other areas of 

      rural Washington." (The bill failed.)






      2/4/02 - Lewis 

      County, WA - Public voices concerns at GMA hearing - Sounding off: Land 

      division and road upgrades among issues addressed at four-hour 

      hearing




      




      1/24/02 - Shelton 

      County GMA action is Postponed - Proposed buffers would be similar to 

      those in Clallam County




      1/24/02 - Mason 

      County - Locke 'friendly' but firm on GMA compliance in meeting with Mason 

      county commissioner Commissioners were holding a public hearing on a 

      proposed moratorium on the creation of parcels under 10 acres—a decision 

      also delayed until April 16. That would be a partial fix for the 20-acre 

      moratorium that was indirectly instituted when the Eastern Washington 

      Growth Management Hearings Board declared the county’s platting titles out 

      of compliance with the Growth Management Act, which the county opted into 

      in 1993. Until the issue is resolved, the Board’s order of "invalidity" 

      has effectively shut down all platting (the subdivision of lands) that 

      resulted in lots under 20 acres until the issue is resolved. Lots over 20 

      acres are not subject to county oversight.





      1/16/02 - EFF 

      to unveil study on Growth Management Act
A new study being released 

      reveals that Washington's decade-old Growth Management Act (GMA) is a case 

      of good
intentions gone awry.The study contrasts the original good 

      intentions of the Act - affordable housing, efficient transportation, 

      citizen involvement, etc. - against its actual implementation, concluding 

      that it has instead harmed workers, businesses and local economies. EFF 

      will offer recommendations for reform. "Our findings show that the Growth 

      Management Act is not achieving its original goals," said Corrie White, 

      the study's author. "Implementing the Act is not only undermining business 

      viability, compliance is costing counties hundreds and even millions of 

      dollars at a time when they can ill afford it."




      1/10/02 - Mason 

      County - Commissioners will talk with governor on growth management issues 

      - Say a 'vocal minority' is driving the issues, expresses concerns about 

      sanctions due to 'noncompliance' with GMA




      




      
11/8/02 - MASON 

      COUNTY EYES NEW TAX FUNDING - Looks at increasing real estate excise 

      tax
Any county that plans under GMA may impose an additional excise 

      tax on each sale of real property at a rate not to exceed 0.25 percent of 

      the selling price, Budget Director Tone Siegler said. This additional tax 

      is known as REET 2 in A Revenue Guide for Washington 

      Counties.





       




      June 2001 - Locke, 

      Democrats holding farmers hostage, say GOP leaders 
State Reps. 

      Joyce Mulliken, R-Ephrata, and Tom Mielke, R-Battle Ground, today warned 

      that Gov. Gary Locke and Democrat leaders in the state House and Senate 

      had taken Washington's agricultural community hostage. Mulliken and Mielke 

      asked for an immediate vote in the House on legislation to exempt 

      agriculture from the onerous new shoreline regulations and a GMA extension 

      that would include Clark County.




      




      Dec. 2001 - GMA 

      costs homeowners thousands of dollars, says new report - WASHINGTON 

      HOMEBUYERS PAYING THOUSANDS MORE FOR HOUSES BECAUSE OF GROWTH MANAGEMENT 

      ACT - Law is responsible for 26 percent of the increase in state's housing 

      prices since 1995




      




      




      




      




      




      7/9/01 - Avalance 

      of signatures puts Critical Areas Code repeal on the ballot - 
The 

      existing Code has been amended several times, and each time, it gets 

      harder on landowners, Forde stated. "A good example is the requirement for 

      50-foot buffers on each side of seasonal creeks," he said, "which totals 

      100 feet of property that becomes virtually unusable by the owner - that's 

      the equivalent of the depth of a standard size city lot!" The seasonal 

      creek rule, which is defined in the Code as "type 5" streams, allows that 

      the seasonal creeks must be 500 feet in length; however, these are dry 

      most of the year.




      The Sequim businessman 

      announced that many citizens have expressed the hope of repealing the GMA, 

      which "mandates" the Critical Areas Code. “It is anti-environmental, 

      promotes high density areas and discourages free choice of living in rural 

      areas,“ he said. "Why would we invite an onerous code like this [CAC] 

      simply because the parent [GMA] law is a bad law? It is a bad piece of 

      legislation,” Forde declared. 




      Forde is concerned 

      about the fate of some of the people who are having first-hand experience 

      with the consequences of this Code. “It doesn’t work! If anyone doubts 

      that, get hold of Andy Nesbitt, Mike Brown, or Jerry Levesque and listen 

      to their horror stories, “ Forde remarked.




       




      6/22/01 - Growth 

      Management vs. Quality of Life By Martha M. Ireland
Luncheon 

      speaker Richard Ford, a primary architect of the state Growth Management 

      Act [GMA], opened his remarks by saying, "I know how to make problems, but 

      solve none of them." He repeatedly boasted of that skill throughout his 

      speech.




      At that time, Ford was 

      chair of the King County Executive's Task Force on County Finances and of 

      the State Growth Strategies Commission. He described himself as a 

      200-dollar-an-hour Seattle attorney.




      What "quality of life" 

      was Ford advocating for you under the GMA?




      "Reduce expectations," 

      Ford told county officials. He suggested "rural service like back in the 

      '50s or even the '30s or get a new revenue source."




      Simply put, the GMA 

      undermined traditional county finances so you deserve poor roads, reduced 

      police and fire protection, few parks, and no social service programs 

      targeting prevention or juvenile rehabilitation.




      People who want what 

      the GMA considers to be "urban services" should live on Queen Anne Hill, 

      as Ford does, he declared.




      Now comes Mr. 

      Derdowski to assist the Jefferson County land preservation organization, 

      People for a Livable Community, in promoting the GMA on the 

      Peninsula.




      Jan. 7, 2001 - Clallam 

      County - State orders tougher land-use rules - Panel says Clallam must 

      scrap reduced buffer zones, write new regulations 
The 

      temporary regulations follow a state Growth Hearings Board decision 

      ordering Clallam County to scrap reduced buffer zones in its Critical 

      Areas Ordi­nance. The hearings board decision, announced Tuesday, said 

      the reduced distances do not comply with the state Growth Management Act 

      (GMA). The board ordered county planning staff to write new rules within 

      180 days. 




      


      


      "SMART GROWTH"




      The 'Smart Growth' Fraud - by 

      Dr. Michael S. Coffman




      11/6/02 - Smart 

      Growth hurts poor people, minorities, says Community Planning Expert 

      Wendell Cox in Bremerton talk 




      4/6/02 - 'Smart 

      growth' plan's perils -Scant attention has been paid to 

      legislation currently working its way through Congress that would 

      institute a $250 million grant program to federalize no-growth 

      (euphemistically called "smart growth") regulations nationwide. The result 

      would be devastating for small property investors, both urban and rural. 

      "The Community Character Act" - Senate Bill 975, House Bill 1433 - would 

      require local governments to implement land management plans using model 

      "smart growth" statutes provided in a 2,000-page "Legislative Guidebook" 

      developed during the Clinton Administration by the American Planning 

      Association, a no-growth trade organization, with almost $2 million in HUD 

      grant money.





      1999 - Alabama's 

      upcoming lost of rights under guise of "smart growth" 
We also 

      began to hear about "urban sprawl" and occasionally "Smart Growth". Cities 

      across the country began to notice this "crisis" and implement plans to 

      restrict growth and control sprawl. 




      Portland, Oregon is 

      one of the test cases where it now costs 10 times more to purchase a home 

      than before this panic reaction set in. Soon other places began to follow 

      suit and now we have several big cities "controlling" growth. All of these 

      places using "smart growth" methods to restrict use of "resources" such as 

      land and water. 




      




      July 2002 - Forfeiting 

      the American Dream - The HUD-Funded Smart Growth Guidebook's Attack on 

      Homeownership The Guidebook blatantly recommends model "takings" 

      legislation that would subvert property rights and help states and 

      localities "improve" land use and design "better" communities. 




      Based on so-called 

      smart growth principles, the Guidebook's proposals seek to counter urban 

      sprawl by forcing residential development into denser communities and by 

      restricting land use and housing styles. But the APA legislative guide 

      goes further than other "smart growth" public policies; it recommends a 

      broader application of the principle of "amortization of non-conforming 

      uses" to force homeowners to change their property in ways that fit the 

      new schemes. Those who do not comply must forfeit their property without 

      compensation. 




      11/25/02 - Minorities 

      Impacted by Smart Growth Policies - For several decades, 

      environmental organizations such as the Sierra Club, have advocated the 

      use of "Smart Growth" policies in urban areas in order to prevent urban 

      sprawl and extensive automobile usage. A recent study of urban areas that 

      have implemented these polices shows that not only do the policies fail to 

      achieve their stated results, but that they unfairly impact minorities and 

      the poor when it comes to home ownership.




      6/25/03 - Brave old world - At a recent conference, 

      advocates of walkable cities and quaint small-town architecture plot to 

      take over America - Boston 

      Globe





      Transportation




      8/2/03 - Ortem - "Telling the Truth about Metro, Light 

      Rail, and Density" 




      8/3/03 - Brookings report: Many lower-income commuters 

      need cars for commuting




      Short summary on Planetizen:http://www.planetizen.com/news/item.php?id=10246




      The Long Journey to Work: A Federal Transportation 

      Policy for Working Families: 
http://www.brook.edu/es/urban/publications/20030801_Waller.htm




      Quotes:




      "In recent years, new sources of federal funds have helped 

      agencies initiate transit services aimed at moving low-income adults into 

      the labor market. By contrast, policymakershave paid far less attention to 

      increasing automobile access among the poor. Given the strong connection 

      between cars and employment outcomes, auto ownership programs may be one 

      of the more promising options and one worthy of expansion."




      "... Congress acknowledged that transit is not a practical 

      or cost-effective solution for all low-income households. Therefore, 

      policymakers also proposed and adopted other programs to assist poor 

      families with car ownership." 
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Subject: Revolution Broadcasting at your Fingertips







 


 


1.  Tom Cryer & Larry Becraft are Constitutional and tax 

attorney experts and leaders in their respective fields in the tax freedom 

movement.  


I took some notes of an audio steam this morning which did not repeat 

itself so this is all I have.


 


  Here are my notes from the recording of the Larry 

Becraft/Tom Cryer talk you will hear




  

    			 it is a recording of one of his live presentations in Texas.  



    


			This is a MUST LISTEN for anyone in the property rights and freedom 

    movement 

    


			to better understand how we have been totally taken by 

    deception  

    


			This take over of our property is done with semantic swindling play on 

    our belief system 

    

      			Whereby they convert your rights into privileges 

      


			and force you to pay for what is free and God given 

  
















My notes follow FYI  












  			The Rights vs. Privileges have been flipped upon us by the  

  government, i.e. we have the rights, they have the privileges, if we grant 

  them . 

  


			There are no such thing as "constitutional rights", he says never use this 

  phrase.  Our rights are innate and came to us as birthrights.  the 

  constitution does not gives us rights, we have them already. 

  


			Alloidal title in genuine ownership of property.  If you have no 

  allodial rights, you have NO property rights 

  


			The term 'real-estate implies ownership of property ABOVE GROUND 

  


			The term 'property' implies complete ownership, as in allodial, the rights 

  of a king 

  


			We must relearn how to reclaim and own our private property by alloidal 

  title 

  


			He has a complete course on Learning how to own your land in allodial 

  title 

  


			JV side note - there is also a process for applying for a land patent for 

  your property which is one of the few form of ownership that the 

  progressive courts are forced to honor land supremacy from outside socialist 

  takings such as Rails To Trails 

  


			When you own your property fully, you don't have to ask anyone to build, 

  rearrange, improve or destroy it.  Your allodial title gives you full and 

  complete rights to do with it as you please. 

  


			Just as  you own your body and it is yours to do with as you please, 

  so you own your private property when you have complete and full title, e.g. 

  alloidal. 

  


			The government  has created a grand deception, e.g. adhesion 

  contracts and state shared ownership of YOUR property by diluting your 

  birthrights, your unalienable rights, your God given rights 

  


			He says "why do you have to purchase a conceal carry permit when you 

  already have a right to keep and bear arms.  This is another example of 

  the government adhesion "contract" debauchery they have set up to brain 

  wash and control US to take away our power and transfer it to them.  As 

  many of you know there are over 20,000 laws, codes, regulations, fines, fees, 

  acts, ordinances, you name the taking and the dark side has created it to 

  control you and transfer your rights, your power and your wages and your 

  wealth from you to them. 

  


			He gives another example of marriage licenses as a state adhesion contract 

  that is a total illegitimate taking of your private property rights to marry 

  in common law or however you decide.  Marriage is between you and God, 

  not the dam state.  I was totally brain washed on this when I got 

  married. 

  


			He explains the natural laws were clear even before the Magna Carta that 

  the "creator", i.e. YOU and God are higher than the created, i.e. government 

  


			Are birthrights include sovereign powers 

  


			He got into levels of tyranny, i.e. government 

  

    			Monarchy 

    


			Oligarchy - Socialism & Communism, i.e. THE CURRENT STATE OF 

    AMERICAN GOVERNMENT 

    


			Democracy - Majority Rule 

    

      			Minority Looses 

      


			No individual rights only privileges granted to you by the majority 

      


			Majority takes what they want of your private and public 

    property







    


			Republican Form of Government 

    

      			Article III, Section 4, "The United States shall guarantee to every 

      State i this Union a Republican Form of government..." 

      


			Republics are based on RIGHTS 

      

        			i.e. PROPERTY







      


			"memorize your rights and demand and fight for them"- see 

      attached 

      


			"remind your government "savants" they have no rights only privileges" 



      


			you  cannot vote away individual rights













  


			Alloidal titles on your vehicles are obtained through a Manufacture 

  Statement of Origin 

  

    			No Taxes 

    


			No Registration 

    


			Demand the complete file on the vehicle if it is  used 

    


			Easier to obtain with a new vehicle 

    


			difficulty varies by state, Arkansas easy







  


			Our rights and their privileges are not clearly understood and this 

  has  created this mess 

  


			While possession is 90% of the law, you need complete ownership for 100% , 

  e.g. allodial title, land patent  

  


			You have to understand the law well enough to assert it 

  


			 Property Rights vs. Privileges 

  


			  Government is going to make your life as miserable as possible to 

  control you 

  


			The Constitution doesn't giver YOU anything 

  


			Hale vs. Hinkle Supreme Court decision - "your power to contract is 

  unlimited" 

  


			The average lifetime of a civilization is 200 years, America is 232 years 

  old, what does that tell you 

  


			The 10 PLANKS stated in the Communist 

  Manifesto ARE HERE IN AMERICA 

  

    			

    1. Abolition of private property and the application 

    of all rents of land to public purposes. 
Americans do these 

    with actions such as the 14th Amendment of the U.S. Constitution (1868), and 

    various zoning, school & property taxes. Also the Bureau of Land 

    Management (Zoning laws are the first step to government property ownership) 

    

    


2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax. 

    
Americans know this as misapplication of the 16th Amendment of 

    the U.S. Constitution, 1913, The Social Security Act of 1936.; Joint House 

    Resolution 192 of 1933; and various State "income" taxes. We call it "paying 

    your fair share". 

    


3. Abolition of all rights of inheritance. 

    
Americans call it Federal & State estate Tax (1916); or 

    reformed Probate Laws, and limited inheritance via arbitrary inheritance tax 

    statutes. 

    


4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and 

    rebels. 
Americans call it government seizures, tax liens, 

    Public "law" 99-570 (1986); Executive order 11490, sections 1205, 2002 which 

    gives private land to the Department of Urban Development; the imprisonment 

    of "terrorists" and those who speak out or write against the "government" 

    (1997 Crime/Terrorist Bill); or the IRS confiscation of property without due 

    process. Asset forfeiture laws are used by DEA, IRS, ATF etc...). 

    


5. Centralization of credit in the hands of the 

    state, by means of a national bank with State capital and an exclusive 

    monopoly. 
Americans call it the Federal Reserve which is a 

    privately-owned credit/debt system allowed by the Federal Reserve act of 

    1913. All local banks are members of the Fed system, and are regulated by 

    the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC) another privately-owned 

    corporation. The Federal Reserve Banks issue Fiat Paper Money and practice 

    economically destructive fractional reserve banking. 

    


6. Centralization of the means of communications and 

    transportation in the hands of the State. 
Americans call it 

    the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and Department of Transportation 

    (DOT) mandated through the ICC act of 1887, the Commissions Act of 1934, The 

    Interstate Commerce Commission established in 1938, The Federal Aviation 

    Administration, Federal Communications Commission, and Executive orders 

    11490, 10999, as well as State mandated driver's licenses and Department of 

    Transportation regulations. 

    


7. Extension of factories and instruments of 

    production owned by the state, the bringing into cultivation of waste lands, 

    and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a common 

    plan. 
Americans call it corporate capacity, The Desert Entry 

    Act and The Department of Agriculture… Thus read "controlled or subsidized" 

    rather than "owned"… This is easily seen in these as well as the Department 

    of Commerce and Labor, Department of Interior, the Environmental Protection 

    Agency, Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of Reclamation, Bureau of Mines, 

    National Park Service, and the IRS control of business through corporate 

    regulations. 

    


8. Equal liability of all to labor. Establishment of 

    industrial armies, especially for agriculture. 
Americans call 

    it Minimum Wage and slave labor like dealing with our Most Favored Nation 

    trade partner; i.e. Communist China. We see it in practice via the Social 

    Security Administration and The Department of Labor. The National debt and 

    inflation caused by the communal bank has caused the need for a two "income" 

    family. Woman in the workplace since the 1920's, the 19th amendment of the 

    U.S. Constitution, the Civil Rights Act of 1964, assorted Socialist Unions, 

    affirmative action, the Federal Public Works Program and of course Executive 

    order 11000. 

    


9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing 

    industries, gradual abolition of the distinction between town and country, 

    by a more equitable distribution of population over the country. 

    
Americans call it the Planning Reorganization act of 1949 , zoning 

    (Title 17 1910-1990) and Super Corporate Farms, as well as Executive orders 

    11647, 11731 (ten regions) and Public "law" 89-136. These provide for forced 

    relocations and forced sterilization programs, like in China. 

    


10. Free education for all children in public 

    schools. Abolition of children's factory labor in its present form. 

    Combination of education with industrial production. 
Americans 

    are being taxed to support what we call 'public' schools, but are actually 

    "government force-tax-funded schools " Even private schools are government 

    regulated. The purpose is to train the young to work for the communal debt 

    system. We also call it the Department of Education, the NEA and Outcome 

    Based "Education" . These are used so that all children can be indoctrinated 

    and inculcated with the government propaganda, like "majority rules", and 

    "pay your fair share". WHERE are the words "fair share" in the Constitution, 

    Bill of Rights or the Internal Revenue Code (Title 26)?? NO WHERE is "fair 

    share" even suggested !! The philosophical concept of "fair share" comes 

    from the Communist maxim, "From each according to their ability, to each 

    according to their need! This concept is pure socialism. ... America was 

    made the greatest society by its private initiative WORK ETHIC ... Teaching 

    ourselves and others how to "fish" to be self sufficient and produce plenty 

    of EXTRA commodities to if so desired could be shared with others who might 

    be "needy"... Americans have always voluntarily been the MOST generous and 

    charitable society on the planet. 

    


Do changing words, change the end result? ... By using different words, 

    is it all of a sudden OK to ignore or violate the provisions or intent of 

    the Constitution of the united States of America????? 

    


The people (politicians) who believe in the SOCIALISTIC and COMMUNISTIC 

    concepts, especially those who pass more and more laws implementing these 

    slavery ideas, are traitors to their oath of office and to the Constitution 

    of the united States of America... KNOW YOUR ENEMY ...Remove the enemy from 

    within and from among us. 































 




Jack Venrick




Enumclaw, Washington
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QUICK

REMINDER ISSUE





 Just

a couple of quick reminders:





Larry

Becraft and Tom Cryer Show with the Tom Cryer and

Larry Becraft Show on Revolution Broadcasting (now RTR Radio) today,

Sunday, October 26, 2008, from 2-4 p.m. Call in number is 505

715-6522 BE SURE TO TUNE

IN!





MONEY

BOMB set for October 30, just FOUR days

away. Every contribution is doubled by matching funds from American

Liberty Council contributors. Let's get all that $25,000!!





IF WE ALL DO SOMETHING

WE WILL ALL ACCOMPLISH SOMETHING





DON'T FORGET TO

PARTICIPATE IN TRUTH ATTACK'S MONEY BOMB SET FOR OCTOBER 30, 2008!





FORWARD—TO

FREEDOM!





PLEASE

FORWARD 







DON'T

LET THIS IMPORTANT INFORMATION STOP 





















WWW.TRUTHATTACK.ORG 





DISCLAIMER

(Damole

Lawyers):  Truth Attack (TA) cannot provide

legal advice nor

does it provide any advice on any tax filing procedure or content.  TA does not provide or propose any particular tax

method, strategy or procedure, nor does it recommend or suggest that

anyone refuse to file tax returns or pay taxes.  The

information provided and disseminated by TA is purely for the purpose

of informing the public of the truth regarding the income tax law and

of its fundamental rights under the Constitution as defined and

interpreted by the United States Supreme Court.





Please note

that this is a one way only list and will not be responded to.  If

you

wish to respond in some way please go to Truth Attack's web site and

use the email contacts

available there.  




IF YOU DO

NOT WISH TO RECEIVE THESE UPDATES go to

this

link, enter your email address where indicated, click on

Unsubscribe (ignore password and login). You will receive a

confirmation message to which you will need to reply.











_______________________________________________

Hq mailing list

Hq@libertyworksradionetwork.com

http://libertyworksradionetwork.com/mailman/listinfo/hq

















YOUR CERTAIN ENUMERATED UNALIENABLE RIGHTS


 




  				

  Right of freedom of choice


  



				

  Right of privacy


  



				

  Right to travel without state 

  restrictions


  



				

  Right to not be trespassed upon


  



				

  Right to life


  



				

  Right to liberty


  



				

  Right to the pursuit of happiness


  



				

  Right to acquire, possess, enjoy, protect 

  and dispose of your property consistent to your 

  happiness


  



				

  Right to individual sovereignty


  



				

  Right to contract


  



				

  Right to earn a living using ones own 

  labor


  



				

  Right to assemble


  



				

  Right to free speech


  



				

  Right to pursue a lawful business or vocation or 

  ordinary trade


  



				

  Right to personal security


  



				

  Right to worship


  



				

  Right to a free press


  



				

  Right of self government


  



				

  Right to be free from invasion


  



				

  Right to not be held in bondage or slavery or 

  servitude


  



				

  Right to not be a witness against 

  yourself


  



				

  Right of redress 


  



				

  Right to a speedy jury trial by your 

  peers


  



				

  Right to decide the law, i.e. if the laws are 

  good or bad (jury nullification)


  



				

  Right to vote


  



				

  Right to privacy


  



				

  Right to due process


  



				

  Right to alloidal title of your property, 

  untouchable by anyone


  



				

  Right to remain anonymous


  



				

  Right of sanctuary in our private 

  property


  



				

  Right to disobey any laws, acts, codes, 

  ordinances, penalties, fines, fees, licenses, permits, et al when 

  they are repugnant to the U.S Constitution, Declaration of Independence, 

  common laws, natural laws or God's law


  



				

  Right to self preservation of yourself and your 

  family and your private property


  



				

  Right to be secure in your person, houses, papers 

  and effects against unreasonable search and seizure 


  



				

  Right to individual responsibility


  



				

  Right of association


  



				

  Right of expression


  



				

  Right to religion & spirituality


  



				

  Right to conceive  & bear children


  



				

  Right to provide physical care and discipline to 

  your children


  



				

  Right to proselytize


  



				

  Right to disciple


  



				

  Right to alter, abolish & institute a new 

  government when any form of government becomes destructive of your unalienable 

  rights


  



				

  Right to bear arms


  



				

  Right to self defense


  



				

  Right to a well regulated militia not a standing 

  police state


  



				

  Right to free choice


  



				

  Right to try


  



				

  Right to buy


  



				

  Right to sell


  



				

  Right to fail


  



				

  Right to be informed of any taking or accusation 

  against our private or public property


  



				

  Right to be confronted with the witnesses against 

  you


  



				

  Right to counsel


  



				

  Right to Common Law


  



				

  Right to no excessive bail or excessive fines nor 

  cruel and unusual punishments inflicted


  



				

  The right to be in a state of nature 

  without government overlays warring upon your natural 

  rights


  



				

  Right to be let alone


  



				

  Right to not be compelled to perform through 

  coercion, force or tyranny


  



				

  Right to transparency


  



				

  Right to not harbor any state enforcement types 

  on our property 










Your Unalienable Rights are a work in 

process that are constantly being taken by those who cannot live on their 

own rights.  Read the fate of those who signed the Declaration of 

Independence below.  It is not unlike what is happening today with your 

fellow property owners, and all those fighting to free us from the tyranny of 

our own collectivist tyrannical government.


 


 


Jack Venrick


Enumclaw, Washington


 







  




http://www.unalienable.com/signers.htmThe 

Fate of the Signatories 
by Gary Hildreth

Have you ever wondered what 

happened to the 56 men who signed the Declaration of Independence?

Five 

signers were captured by the British as traitors, and tortured before they died. 

Twelve had their homes ransacked and burned. Two lost their sons in the 

Revolutionary Army, another had two sons captured. Nine of the 56 fought and 

died from wounds or hardships of the Revolutionary War.

They signed and 

they pledged their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor.

What 

kind of men were they? Twenty-four were lawyers and jurists. Eleven were 

merchants, nine were farmers and large plantation owners; men of means, well 

educated. But they signed the Declaration of Independence knowing full well that 

the penalty would be death if they were captured.

Carter Braxton of 

Virginia, a wealthy planter and trader, saw his ships swept from the seas by the 

British Navy.  He sold his home and properties to pay his debts, and died 

in rags.

Thomas McKeam was so hounded by the British that he was forced 

to move his family almost constantly. He served in the Congress without pay, and 

his family was kept in hiding. His possessions were taken from him, and poverty 

was his reward.

Vandals or soldiers looted the properties of Dillery, 

Hall, Clymer, Walton, Gwinnett, Heyward, Ruttledge, and Middleton.

At the 

battle of Yorktown, Thomas Nelson, Jr., noted that the British General 

Cornwallis had taken over the Nelson home for his headquarters. He quietly urged 

General George Washington to open fire. The home was destroyed, and Nelson died 

bankrupt.

Francis Lewis had his home and properties destroyed. The enemy 

jailed his wife, and she died within a few months.

John Hart was driven 

from his wife's bedside as she was dying. Their 13 children fled for their 

lives. His fields and his gristmill were laid to waste. For more than a year he 

lived in forests and caves, returning home to find his wife dead and his 

children vanished. A few weeks later he died from exhaustion and a broken heart. 

Norris and Livingston suffered similar fates.

Such were the stories and 

sacrifices of the American Revolution. These were not wild eyed, rabble-rousing 

ruffians. They were soft-spoken men of means and education. They had security, 

but they valued liberty more.

Standing tall, straight, and unwavering, 

they pledged: "For the support of this declaration, with firm reliance on the 

protection of the divine providence, we mutually pledge to each other, our 

lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honor."

They gave you and me a free 

and independent America. The history books never told you a lot of what happened 

in the Revolutionary War. We didn't just fight the British. We were British 

subjects at that time and we fought our own government! Perhaps you can now see 

why our founding fathers had a hatred for standing armies, and allowed through 

the Second Amendment for everyone to be armed.





 








































    

            


















 




















House

Bill 1232 (concerning the definition of commercial agricultural purposes)








 






Introduced

by Rep. Bill Hinkle, (R-Cle Elum) (R) on January 15, 2009, defines "commercial

agricultural purposes" to include current farming practices and activities

related to the raising, harvesting, feeding, breeding, managing, selling, care,

or training of a farm product. Provides that the act applies retroactively to

taxes levied for collection in 2008 as well as prospectively. 






http://www.washingtonvotes.org/Legislation.aspx?ID=69900






 






Senate

Bill 5162 (Providing loans to small cities for appeals under the growth

management act) 






 






Introduced

by Sen. Steve Hobbs, (D-Lake Stevens) (D) on January 15, 2009, creates the

growth management appeals legal assistance account and requires the director of

the department of community, trade, and economic development to develop, by

rule, a program for the loan of city costs associated with the appeal of a

critical areas ordinance . 






http://www.washingtonvotes.org/Legislation.aspx?ID=69801






 






Senate

Bill 5165 (Implementing a regional transfer of development rights program)








 






Introduced

by Sen. Fred Jarrett, (D-Mercer Island) (D) on January 15, 2009, requires the

department of community, trade, and economic development to establish a

regional transfer of development rights program for central Puget Sound

counties, cities and towns that is voluntary, incentive-based, and separate,

but compatible with existing local transfer of development rights program. (See

also Companion HB 1172). 






http://www.washingtonvotes.org/Legislation.aspx?ID=69804






 






Senate

Bill 5169 (Regarding specialized forest products and permitting) 






 






Introduced

by Sen. Jim Hargrove, (D-Hoquiam) (D) on January 15, 2009, to enact the

recommendations by the work group created in 2007 to further regulate

permitting process of activities involving specialized forest products.

Concerns property rights of landowners of specialized forest resources.

Involves activities such as the sale, harvesting and transporting of

specialized forest products made with cedar, cascara bark, and other northwest

evergreen foliage.  Affects the production of wood fence materials, shake

roofing materials, as well as transactions involving the sale and transport of

huckleberry and Christmas tree products among others. (See also Companion 

HB 1038). 






http://www.washingtonvotes.org/Legislation.aspx?ID=69811






 






Senate

Bill 5179 (Revaluation of property impacted by government restrictions) 






 






Introduced

by Sen. Mary Margaret Haugen, (D-Camano Island) (D) on January 15, 2009,

provides that revaluations must consider reductions ordered by any court or

appellate body based on government restrictions to ensure consistent treatment

of government restrictions on property throughout the state, and to relieve

burdens  on property owners . 






http://www.washingtonvotes.org/Legislation.aspx?ID=69831
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Jack Venrick

From:
Sent:
Subject:

"Jack Venrick" <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
Sunday, February 04, 2007 5:13 PM
Oldies and Goldies

Takealook at what the growth boundary under
the GMA created

Editorial by Bruce Ramsey,
Seattle Times
June 5, 2002

King County has proclaimed that there is enougl krbuild homes for
the next 20 years. The implication is that this bardone without
extending the urban growth boundary, the governaidine that for a
decade has divided urban from rural.

As a statement of theory, it is probably true. Ewgth no change in
zoning, there are enough large yards, parking tetapvable shacks and
wooded slopes to build housing for hundreds of s$aods more people.
For a statement of reality, consider the followprggression:

1996: $256,202

1997: $284,306

1998: $311,319

1999: $361,434

2000: $378,789

2001: $367,550

These are the mean sale prices of new houses divgibns in King
County, supplied by New Home Trends, Bothell. Thagpession is
smooth until 2001, when there was a dip — a tiqpy-diin the recessio

The averagasking price of such houses, inflated by a bumper crop of
mini-mansions, is currently $492,266.

Why so high? Start with the price of land. A typisengle-family lot —
6,000 square feet, flat, no vie— costs $140,000 or $150,000 in Ki
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County. One does not buy a lot like that and barid'affordable” house
on it. In King County, the land cost generally amitsuto one-third of the
value of the finished home, so that a $140,00@4adis for a house that
will sell for more than $400,000.

Another way of saying it is that the people who afford a $400,000
house outbid the people who can't. Such is the etaBut the market
has been bottled up by the urban growth boundamnly e land inside
the line may be subdivided. And the developers dit¢he subdividing
will tell you their other problems:

* Building moratoriums on the Sammamish PlateautiNBend and
Duvall, for inadequate water or sewers; in Issacuahunincorporated
King County because of traffic congestion;

e Land not buildable because it is ruled too climssgalmon streams, or is
too soggy to be filled, or is too steep, or is rezktbr storm water
cisterns;

* Much of the land not for sale; and

* Ownership in small pieces. Says developers'ratoBob Johns, "We
can't find any place to build in King County anympexcept for three or
four houses. The places where we can put 50 op66ds in are gone."

Builders can work on three houses at a time, bugefiiently. In my
Seattle neighborhood, there are a few single &tsdnd builders are
using them. But the new housesbig new houses — list for as much as
double the value of houses around them.

There is something going on here, and it is nottwas advertised. The
thing advertised was called growth management.idée was a line to
rein in "sprawl.” Outside the line would be farnmdlavoods. No intense
building allowed. Inside the line would be urbandawith sewers, roac
and schools. Here, builders could build with minimassle. Lots would
have to be smaller, and people would have to bkguhtogether a bit
more. But the land would be used more efficientlg ¢he countryside
would remain green.

When it was all set up, in the early 1990s, the Was drawn at the far
boundary of sewer service, with plenty of land desit.

What has happened to that land? "We used it ugs' $ahns.
A politician who helped draw the growth boundargenetly advised me

to take a flight above it: You can see the linerfrine air. Houses moy
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up to it and stop.

Many will say, "That's good. That's what we waritédis what they
wanted. But will they take responsibility for $4000 houses? For
growth spilling over into Pierce and Snohomish d@# with long
commutes back to King County? For hundreds of tands of people
who would like to buy but can afford only to re@r the windfall gains
to land owners?

"Progressives" are supposed to be looking outhielittle guy. This is
their policy. Let them explain how it helps the littley\gd'heymay make
themselves feel better by making a big noise abdandful of
government apartments for the poor, but at the sane their own
policy is pushing up the price of all housing, fimh, poor and in-
betweer

In accordance with Title 17 U.S.C. Section 18@y copyrighted work in this message is
distributedunder fair use without profit or payment for nomfir research and educational
purposes only[Ref. http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/17/107.shtm
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