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Election Timing



2VOTING

Bond Issues Passed by Purpose
Years 1992 through February 2010, inclusive
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sacheen Lake Sewer and Water District failed Nov-09 election (51.95%)



3VOTING PATTERNS

WA School Bond Issues Approved by Year
Years 1992 through February 2010, inclusive
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4VOTING PATTERNS

WA School Bond Issues Approved by Region
Years 2000 through February 2010, inclusive
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VOTING PATTERNS

WA School Bond Issues Approved by Enrollment
Years 2000 through February 2010, inclusive

*Through February 2010 only.

Small 28 16 27 27 23 20 22 26 17 16 5
Mid‐Size 17 17 7 17 8 9 17 18 12 7 2
Large 11 6 12 12 3 6 21 6 6 7 4
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Historically, spring elections 
have been the most favorable 
for bonds.

School Bond Issues Passed by Month
Years 1992 through February 2010, inclusive
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Non‐Bond Levies



8VOTING PATTERNS – MULTIPLE BALLOTS

From February 2002 to February 2010, there were 357 bond measures on the ballot, 
of which 79 were run with an M&O levy (or approximately 22%).
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9M&O ELECTION RESULTS

With the passage of EHJR 4204 (the “simple majority” bill) on November 6, 2007, 
the percentage of levies that passed increased, but fewer districts passed at the 
previously required super majority level of 60%.  

M&O 
Passed

M&O 
Failed

% 
Passed

Average 
Approval 
Rate

% of M&O 
Passed with 60%

% of M&O 
Between 
50% ‐ 60%

February 2010 163 1 99.39% 64.06% 71.34% 28.05%

February 2009 24 0 100.00% 62.81% 75.00% 25.00%

February 2008 113 2 98.26% 61.29% 54.78% 43.48%

February 2007 23 1 95.83% 68.37% 95.83% 4.17%

February 2006 131 24 84.52% 65.48% 84.52% 14.84%

February 2005 19 5 79.17% 64.64% 79.17% 20.83%

February 2004 126 20 86.30% 66.81% 86.30% 13.70%

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Colfax School District No. 300, Feb 2010, Failed, 43.18%



10M&O LEVY DURATION
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11CAPITAL LEVIES

*Through February 2010 only.
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Support Levels



13ENROLLMENT 

*Through February 2010 only.

60%

65%

70%

75%
19
92

19
93

19
94

19
95

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

Average Bond Passage % by School Size
Years through February 2010, inclusive

Small (<2,500) Mid‐Size (2,500‐10,000) Large (>10,000)

Average Passage Rate 1992‐2010
‐ Small Districts: 65.91%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Why is eastern in the key twice?



14EASTERN VERSUS WESTERN COUNTIES
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Tax Rate versus Tax Bill



17PROPERTY TAXES

Property values in many parts of 
Washington State have decreased during 
the past year or two.  To the best of your 
knowledge, how will decreases to your 
property values affect your property 
taxes?  Will your taxes: 

Do you agree or disagree school districts 
get less money in taxes as property 
values go down? 

Statewide
Increase 37%
Stay the same 31%
Decrease 21%

*Seattle‐Northwest’s 2009 Washington State Voter Survey

Statewide
Agree 59%
Disagree 26%
Not sure 14%



18PROPERTY TAXES

Were you aware or not aware of a 
provision in Washington State’s 
constitution that restricts local 
governments’ tax collection to 101% of 
the previous year?

Were you aware or not aware that school 
districts may only collect funds up to the 
amount that has been approved by the 
voters?

Aware
Not 
Aware

2007 Voters 47% 51%

Aware
Not 
Aware

2007 Voters 42% 57%

*Seattle‐Northwest’s 2007 Washington State Voter Survey



19TAX RATE RESEARCH

Would you vote for or against a school levy in your district if you knew 
that, if the levy passes, a homeowner’s tax rate per $1,000 assessed value 
would not increase?

*Seattle‐Northwest’s 2003 Washington State Voter Survey
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($1,000)/($400,000)*1,000 = $2.50/$1,000



21PROPERTY TAX EXAMPLE – ASSESSED VALUE INCREASES
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22PROPERTY TAX EXAMPLE – ASSESSED VALUE VARIES
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23PROPERTY TAX EXAMPLE – NEW CONSTRUCTION
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24PROPERTY VALUES VS. DISTRICT TAX COLLECTIONS

Increase in property values will not increase school district tax collections

Changes in property values don’t change the amount of taxes authorized

Local school taxes can only be increased by a vote of the people

Changing property values will change tax rate, but not tax collection

Conclusion

An individual’s taxes will be based on the assessed value of his or her own 
property

If your property value increases at a lower rate than the average increase 
for the school district, the amount of taxes you pay will decrease

If your property value increases at a higher rate than the average increase 
for the school district, the amount of taxes you pay will increase

Higher assessed values will lower the District’s tax rates (but not the overall 
payment)

Dissecting the components that make up the assessed value growth will be 
important. How much of the growth is related to new construction versus 
increased value of existing properties? 
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Election Planning



27ELECTION PLANNING

Ideal Time Frame for Major Decisions

(1) Special elections
(2) Primary or presidential election

12 12



28ELECTION DATES



29WASHINGTON SCHOOL BOND MANUAL

The manual is the result of a 
partnership between WSSDA and 
SNW. It provides critical information to 
those involved in financing education 
in the State of Washington and is a 
helpful resource for districts in 
maneuvering through the essential 
process of planning for bond measures.  

For ordering information, contact David 
Brine at: d.brine@wssda.org

Second edition now available



30ADDITIONAL ELECTION RESOURCES

Levy Library

Free library of campaign materials to help pass school levies and bonds

SNW funded the development and funds the ongoing maintenance

http://www.levylibrary.org

SNW Biennial Election Conference and Survey

Poll voters on topics such as mood of voters, grading of schools, funding issues, 
property taxes (September 2011)

“Bonds 101” – Board, staff, campaign committee
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