No on I-330 Winning Endorsements and Allies 
Newspapers Agree: NO on I-330 
Over the last three weeks, ten newspapers around the state have said NO to I-330: The Seattle Times, Seattle PI, News Tribune (Tacoma), Olympian, Wenatchee World, Skagit Valley Herald, Walla Walla Union-Bulletin, Bainbridge Island Review, Seattle Stranger and Everett Enterprise. All urge readers to reject I-330. The Seattle Times even called the I-330 ads “deceptive.” 
AARP and WA Nurses Assoc. Bring Total to 53 Groups Who Say No on I-330 
The recent endorsements of AARP and the Washington Nurses Association brought the total number of organizations in our citizens coalition to 53. AARP is one of the most respected and largest organizations in the state, with over 800,000 members. Others include the Washington Senior Lobby, SEIU 1199NW Nurses and Hospital Workers, WEA, Teamsters, AFSCME, WA State Labor Council, UFCW, SEIU State Council, Machinists 751, WA Environmental Council, WA Association of Churches, NAACP and many, many more. 
Insurance Industry I-330 Ads Falling Flat 
While spending $2.3 million on false and misleading TV and radio ads since August, the insurance industry and their allies haven’t gained any traction. After 30 days on the air all by themselves their level of support stayed flat, with a huge undecided vote, according to the Stewart Elway poll in September. 
Seattle Times, Legal Scholars, Judges Say I-330 TV Ads Deceptive on $350,000 Cap 
A prominent group of WA legal scholars -- including judges, past leaders of the Washington State Bar Association, and law professors representing all three law schools in Washington state have documented that the I-330 ads are deceptive when it comes to the I-330 cap of $350,000 on non-economic damages in all cases of medical negligence. Previously the Washington Attorney General's Office and the Seattle Times had confirmed the same facts. 
NO on I-330 Yard Signs Sprouting 
Thousands of NO on I-330 yard signs are up around the state with more going up every day. From Jefferson County to Spokane and Walla Walla , Bellingham to Vancouver supporters are aggressively putting up signs which urge voters to “Read the Fine Print” of I-330 to see the 20 pages of hidden benefits for insurance companies. 
THE FIB FILE 
The pro I-330 campaign can’t win based on the facts, so they’re trying fibs. Here’s a sample of the fibs appearing in their ads: 
The I-330 Fib #1: “No one will lose their day in court.” -- Pro I-330 TV ad 
The Facts: The I-330 fine print, written by the insurance industry, could require patients to sign away their constitutional right to a day in court before receiving medical care. This includes patients in nursing homes and veteran’s homes. Without the threat of being held accountable through a day in court, insurance companies can just deny claims. (“By signing this contract... you are giving up your right to a jury or court trial.”--Initiative 330, Section 8, Paragraph 2) 
The I-330 Fib #2: “The cap is more than $350,000 for medical negligence” -- Pro I-330 spokesman
The Facts: The Seattle Times, News Tribune, Olympian, Washington Attorney General’s Office, legal scholars and judges all say the I-330 cap is $350,000 in medical negligence cases – NO exceptions. The Oct. 2 Seattle Times editorial states, "I-330 limits malpractice awards for non-economic damages to $350,000 for medical negligence - not $1 million as ads deceptively claim..." 
The I-330 Fib #3: “No limit on economic damages to be paid” -- Pro I-330 TV ad
The Facts: I-330 fine print says insurance companies can pay you the money they owe over 20 or 30 years and if you die they can keep the money they agreed to pay. --The Olympian editorialized that I-330 is “unfair to people such as children and homemakers, who cannot prove lost wages and other economic damages.” (10/9/2005). Retired people and veterans are in the same boat. 
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