Disability and Guardianship Project
555 S. Sunrise Way, Suite 205, Palm Springs, CA 92264
(818) 230-5156 • www.spectruminstitute.org
April 19, 2019
Governor Jay Inslee
P.O. Box 40002
Olympia, WA 98504-0002
Re:

Support the rights of seniors and people with disabilities (Veto SB 5604)

Dear Governor Inslee:
Advocates in Washington State have been doing what advocates across the nation have been doing
for many years – seeking reforms in guardianship laws so that the rights of seniors and people with
disabilities are respected and protected.
The Uniform Law Commission put together a so-called “model guardianship code” that purports to
improve state guardianship systems around the nation. It has some good provisions, but it has many
that are harmful. While using this code as a starting point for discussion may be appropriate, it
should be just that – a starting point. Adopting the code as a package in Washington, or anywhere
else, is not appropriate. Sure, it may satisfy the academics and bureaucrats who created the “model
code” but the residents of Washington deserve to have a guardianship system that has each and every
provision tailored to the needs of seniors and people with disabilities in Washington.
Unfortunately, proponents of SB 5604 have been trying to push this Uniform Code through the
Legislature with as few changes as possible. They want Washington law to mirror the guardianship
laws in every state. This is not a progressive approach to reform, nor one that respects the needs and
rights of seniors and people with disabilities in Washington.
Some of the provisions of SB 5604 dilute existing rights. That is not acceptable. I am enclosing a
few reviews of this bill that point out some of its major flaws. Advocates from around the nation
are watching to see what you do when this bill finds its way to your desk. They want to know
whether you will protect the rights of these vulnerable populations or whether you will side with the
bureaucrats, money interests, and professionals who feed off of the guardianship system and want
“reforms” that increase their power over the lives and estates of thousands of seniors and others.
You should veto this bill and send the Legislature a veto message informing them that you support
reform, but it must be done right. The rights of seniors and people with disabilities need to be
expanded, not diluted. A significant network of advocates throughout the nation are waiting to see
what you do – hoping that you will be prove to be a leader who is deserving of national admiration.
Respectfully yours,

Thomas F. Coleman
Legal Director, Spectrum Institute
tomcoleman@spectruminstitute.org

Governor Jay Inslee Should Veto
Washington State’s ALARMING Proposed
Adult Guardianship Legislation-SB5604
Advocates and community leaders who are working
for meaningful guardianship reform should beware of
SB 5604 – a bill that is tantamount to a wolf in
sheep’s clothing. Proponents claim that it is an
improvement over current law. In reality, if Governor Jay Inslee signs this measure into law he will be
responsible for diminishing the rights of seniors and
people with disabilities in Washington State.
Advocates for seniors and people with disabilities in
other states should watch closely what Governor
Inslee does with this bill. A veto will signal that he
sides with these vulnerable populations and that he
will stand up to special interests who, for personal
gain, seek to diminish their rights. If he signs it, this
will send a signal that Inslee is clearly not ready to be
President of the United States – a position that affects
seniors and people with disabilities throughout the
nation in many significant ways.

- The superior court judges association has opposed
the bill because it dilutes existing rights. We must all
keep in mind that most judges, especially superior
court judges, are committed to “good” law. Them
weighing in against this bill is encouraging and
should be leveraged.
- Adopts much of the 2017 ULC UGCOPAA which
gives the rulings of the weakest local court greater
national control of a ward during interstate asset and
ward transfers. It also gives guardians more power to
withhold services and sustenance (euthanasia) in
disregard of legitimately executed healthcare advance
directives.
- Reduces obligations of the court to recognize third
party monitoring of guardians.

Tom Coleman of Spectrum Institute contacted me on
this bill. What is occurring in the 2019 legislative
session demonstrates exactly how the predatory legal
community has driven guardianship law to insure
they best serve themselves in this process.

- Violates federal civil rights and ADA laws which
apply to state courts and guardianship proceedings.
Every proposed ward has a right to counsel as a
necessary ADA accommodation – preferably one of
their own choosing, but if they can’t retain counsel
then to have an appointed lawyer who will zealously
advocate for their rights in these proceedings.

This bill passed the Senate and is headed in the
coming days to the Senate floor for a final vote.

https://app.leg.wa.gov/billsummary?BillNumber
=5604&Year=2019&initiative

We must be vigilant to objecting to this outrageous
revision of current Washington State adult guardianship statutes. We have mountains of material evidence to refute the claims of predatory attorneys and
guardianship insiders intent on expanding their
powers at the expense of vulnerable adults, their
families, and their estates. Vulnerable adults are
routinely being isolated and financially exploited by
guardians and attorneys for petitioners and others
who claim to be protecting them.

The two greatest reforms achieved in 2017 in Nevada
were free independently (non judicial) appointed
counsel and a statewide guardianship compliance and
investigation board. Nevada currently has the best
guardianship reforms of any state in the nation,
although there are still improvements to be implemented. Washington continues to live in the dark
ages by comparison to Nevada in its commitment to
insure integrity in the guardianship process and in
protect vulnerable adults and their estates.

SB5604/(HB1259) Issues

Rick Black
Executive Director-CEAR
https://www.cearjustice.org
https://www.facebook.com/CEARRICK
(804) 564-5330

- Independent legal representation of a proposed ward
IS NOT required. Current law does require the
appointment of counsel although this mandate is
often ignored by courts in various areas of the state.

