VETO MESSAGE ON HB 2894
April 3, 1998
To the Honorable Speaker and Members,
The House of Representatives of the State of Washington
Ladies and Gentlemen:

| am returning herewith, without my approval as to sections
22, 43, 47(1) and 48, Engrossed House Bill No. 2894 entitled:

"AN ACT Relating to the reallocation of motor vehicle excise

tax and general fund resources for the purpose of providing

transportation funding;"

Engrossed House Bill No. 2894 is a measure which significantly
reduces general fund revenues derived from the motor vehicle excise
tax; transfers motor vehicle excise tax money to transportation and
some local government purposes; reduces the motor vehicle excise
tax $30 per vehicle; and changes the depreciation schedule for
vehicles. Most of the bill was placed on the ballot by the
Legislature and must be approved by the people this November to
take effect. However, several sections were not referred to the
people.

Section 22 of EHB 2894 would create a joint committee to study
long-term transportation funding needs in our state. | agree with
the need for the study since the ballot measure does not address
those needs. However, the composition of the committee would be
unbalanced and not representative of our citizens. The time frame
for completing the study would be too short and no money was
provided to complete this important task. The committee provided
for in Engrossed Substitute Senate Bill No. 6456, which | approved
today, is fully funded and a better mechanism for looking at our
long-term transportation needs. | have also vetoed section 47 (1)
of EHB 2894 which establishes the effective date for section 22 and
IS unnecessary.

Section 43 of EHB 2894 would provide a highly unusual "loan"

of $25 million from the state general fund to the motor vehicle
fund for certain engineering, design, and right-of-way acquisition
costs related to road construction projects. Apparently, the money
was for preliminary work on new projects in anticipation of the
referendum’s passage. The loan is unnecessary because the
Department of Transportation can proceed with that type of work
without a "loan". The loan was to be paid back by July 1, 2001;
however, there is nothing to assure that it would ever be repaid.
In addition, appropriation authority would be necessary to spend
the "loan", but no authority was granted in this or other
legislation. | have also vetoed section 48, which is an emergency
clause for section 43 and is unnecessary.

For these reasons, | have vetoed sections 22, 43, 47 (1) and
48 of Engrossed House Bill No. 2894.

With the exception of sections 22, 43, 47 (1) and 48 (and the
provisions which are submitted to the people) Engrossed House Bill
No. 2894 is approved.

Respectfully submitted,
Gary Locke
Governor



