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While Gov. Dan Evans h /
a Republican “team-effort” In this cam-§
paign, he may change his mind and cam- B
paign on. his own—as he did four years
ago—after he analyzes the primary elec-
tion returns.

Evans, polling but 42.6% of the total
g vote cast for governor, has his own work

cut out for him. Meanwhile, Art Fletcher,

the Republican nominee for lieutenant

governor, polled but 289%, of the vote cast
for that office, and Slade-Gorton, another'

Republican nominee, polled only 22.4% of

the vote cast for attorney general.

Only member of the statewide “team
did well in the primaries was
ate Lud Kramer, who received

62.2% of the total vote cast for his office.
did Kramer lead the ticket, but

he polled more votes tha_n_ any candidate
on the ballot in either political party, even
outpolling U- g. Sen. Warren G. 'Maﬁ.

nusg:g‘whr 3. Alexander, Republican nor
inee for treasurer, got 329, of the votes|
cast for that office, and Gerald (Jerry)
cullivan, the Repubhcan nornmee,. recew
Sulivesh - he votes cast for insurance
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Edwin J. Alexander, Republican nom-
ee for treasurer, got 329, of the votes
cast for that office, and Gerald (Jerry)
Sullivan, the Republican nominee, received

;30.6% of the votes cast for insurance

' commissioner.

i In virtvally all districts which the
Republicans are expected to win, Re-
publican legislative nominees ran ahead

- of Evans.
. This is expected to result in most of

'these campaigning on their own,. and i
could spell trouble for Evans from withi
his own party in the next Legislature,

he is re-elected. o
 The tax issue could be pretly well bur-
jed in the gubernatorial campaign, with
Atty. Gen. John J. O’Connell as the Demo-

Critic standard béarer.
 O’Connell favors a graduated net
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wome tax. Evans’ tax package calls for
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tax will go with O'Connell. R ""
Inasmuch as it is unlt\u:ly that eity |
VEr Y

plan can get the W0 - thirds = ietend
needed in_each house to p‘:(tlbumd.lonly
ballot, the tax jssye {8 ag.gnimitt on the

Another question

ne
For one thin m on @S ;
g, almost as so 2nuarys

1969 Legislature convenes next J2% a
it will face the choice of either makif&
$4.7 million deficiency appropri@Oss s

the .department of public assiS k
§ forcing ratable reductions in WEASES
grants. &,

8 When added to the $8.1 million
® t0 the department earlier out of the 89
% ernor’s contingency fund, this means 1‘.111_‘3t
f\ Bartment was nearly $13 million ;hfc)he
Nof 1 javing enough to carry it throug

! LAY
‘Yeurrent biennium. o
-. at into the next biennium. 1d
' for the 1969-
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e _h -,\ illion more

that was appropriated fOf 10
e 1967 Legislature.
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won't be much leff

SUI"plUs' oV
fihe figure:.n though it does

Meanwhil o

which recei\?édtg%ggate.s G and twgr

Bioae -t : million outrigh
the Legislature two ago
wound ' years
up with nearly $24 million, W
back for another sizeable chunk of cash-
Many of them, in preparing thei
gets for next year, balanced them DY
ticipating cash grants from the staté.
While appropriated only $22 million,
they wound up with a windfall of nearly
$1.8 because of ‘“strings” the Legislature
imposed on $2 million allocated to coun-
ties. Only four counties qualified and the
{ balance reverted to the cities.
i The counties don’t plan fto seek an
| outright cash grant this time. They
| probably will seek permission fo levy
an additional 1% tax on real estate

sales.

They now levy 1%
which would be left
money would come by

for school districts,
intact. The county
increasing the tax

Overshadowed by primary ‘camlt):igﬂl::
and signature drives of initiatives he'
| . itiative to the 1969 Legis-

lature filed last March 20 18 still bemg'
circulated for signatures. :
" This is Initiative 34, wh h”‘;'".':' X

e porsonal, pragerty. 18 ST
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sople, an initiative to the 1969 Legis-
sture filed last March 20 is still bein
srculated for signatures.

This is Initiative 34, which would e
' tend the personal property tax ex
_tion to cover all personal property ex-
cept that held for business use or for
sale. | |
As it is an initiative to the Legislature,
sponsors have until Dec. 31 to get the.
signatures necessary to qualify it, but they
have set a deadline for December 1.

The measure was prompted by the 1967
law which requires property owners 10
list all of their taxable personal property
in sworn statements filed with the county
assessor. | 2.

It originated in Clark county, where
Mrs. L. H. Alderin, Vancouver, chair-

man of the sponsoring committee, says
the county assessor is enforcing the new

law rigidly.
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