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November 4, 2014 

Tony Golik 

Clark County Prosecutor 

PO Box 5000 

Vancouver WA 98666 

 

RE:  Alleged violations of RCW 42.17A.555 by Greg Kimsey, County Auditor 

Use of public office or agency facilities in campaigns 

 

Dear Mr. Golik: 

 

By way of this letter, the Executive Board of the Clark County Republican Party hereby notifies the Clark 

County Prosecutor that we have reason to believe the Clark County Auditor, Greg Kimsey, has violated 

RCW 42.17A.555, and that none of the alleged violations are exceptions enumerated in subsections 

1 through 4. 

Further, the Executive Board of the Clark County Republican Party, pursuant to RCW 42.17A.765, 

requests the County Prosecutor investigate the allegations listed below, determine what other 

provisions of law and/or obligations or oath of office these actions may have violated, and pursue each 

and every civil, criminal and/or punitive remedy allowed by law including but not limited to those 

provided by section 42.17A.750 and chapter 9.92. 

ALLEGATIONS: 

During the 2014 general election cycle, Greg Kimsey, an elective official and head of his public office, 

both directly and indirectly used the facilities of his office in the promotion of Proposition 1, The Home 

Rule Charter, in violation of RCW 42.17A.555. 

These violations were committed willfully, and with actual malice as defined by RCW 42.17A.005 

These violations are made more egregious by the fact that the particular public office to which he is 

elected is charged with conducting open, fair and unbiased elections. 

STATEMENTS IN SUPPORT OF THE ALLEGATION: 

1) Greg Kimsey, the County Auditor, is an elected official as defined by RCW 42.17A.005(15) 

2) The “2014 Voter’s Pamphlet” is a publication of the Office of County Auditor 
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3) RCW 42.17A.555 specifies that a “publication of the office” is one of the “facilities of a public 

office” 

4) Proposition 1 – Home Rule Charter on the 2014 general election ballot is a “Ballot Proposition” 

as defined by RCW 42.17A.005(4) 

5) Greg Kimsey actively campaigned for the passage of Proposition 1, and while doing so used 

copies of pages 58-59 of the 2014 Voter’s Pamphlet as his primary campaign literature in 

support of his promotion of the aforementioned proposition. 

a. He attached copies of pages 58-59 in promotional emails distributed to large lists in 

which he advocated for Proposition 1 and referenced the attached pages as his primary 

literature in support of the proposition. 

b. He attended political and community events, including neighborhood association 

meetings and town-hall style meetings for the purpose of promoting passage of 

Proposition 1, using as his primary supportive campaign literature pages 58-59 of the 

Voter’s Pamphlet. 

c. In an Op-Ed he wrote in the October 22, 2014 edition of The Reflector newspaper, the 

sole purpose of which was to advocate for yes votes for Proposition 1, he closed his 

article with the statement “Pages 58 and 59 of the voters’ pamphlet provide 

information describing the Charter. This information is in addition to the statements 

from the “Pro” and “Con” committees”.  This is further indication that the information 

he put into the Voter’s Pamphlet is perceived by him to be advocacy of Proposition 1, 

and, is another example of his use of the publication itself in his advocacy of 

Proposition 1. 

6) Greg Kimsey directly authored and/or had primary editorial control over the content of pages 

58-59 of the 2014 Voter’s Pamphlet. 

7) Greg Kimsey fully believed the content of pages 58-59 to be in support of Proposition 1 as 

evidenced by his decision to employ their use as the primary promotional literature of his 

Proposition 1 campaign efforts. 

 

COMMENTARY: 

Supportive statements #5 and #7 above are alleged to be two separate actions, each of which violate 

the same section of law.  The premise of this statement being that there is more than one way in which 

a publication of a public office can be used in the promotion of a ballot proposition.  One is the act of 

inserting into a publication content which is designed to promote a proposition.  This is the allegation 

in #7.  The other is the use of a publication, regardless of its content, in the promotion of a ballot 

proposition.  This is the allegation in #5.  We believe the combination of the two further compounds the 

violations.   

We allege that Mr. Kimsey’s actions as enumerated in #5 are a prima facie admission by Mr. Kimsey that 

he believed the content which he caused to be published in these pages would in fact prejudice voters 
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to be in favor of the proposition.  Additionally, any reasonable person who opposes the proposition 

would find these pages to be carefully crafted to put the proposition in the most favorable light possible, 

while strategically omitting the many legitimate objections voters have to the proposition.  Finally, if 

Mr. Kimsey had been motivated to produce an unbiased commentary on the measure, he would have 

had it produced through an open and transparent process which incorporated input from citizens of 

both points of view and limited his editorial authority solely to correction of any statements contrary to 

fact.  We believe that each and every one of these actions by Mr. Kimsey indicate he promoted the 

passage of Proposition 1 both by the language he caused to be inserted into a publication of his office 

and also by the use of that publication in his promotion of the proposition, both actions being clear 

violations of RCW 42.17A.555. 

In the interest of protecting The People against abuses by those they’ve entrusted with their 

governance, we look forward to your swift, professional and unbiased investigation into this matter, as 

well as your recommendation as to what remedies should be pursued. 

Sincerely, 

THE CLARK COUNTY REPUBLICAN PARTY 

 

 

Kenny Smith, Chairman 

 

 

 


