
From: Daniel Cassidy YDISSAC.LEINAD@GMAIL.COM
Subject: Re: Request to Initiate Quo Warranto Proceeding - Shelly Farnham, Town of Skykomish Council

Date: October 21, 2025 at 1:04 PM
To: Madden, Lena Lena.Madden@kingcounty.gov

Good morning,

Thank you for your reply and for reviewing this matter. I’m providing the following information that may assist your review regarding Councilmember 
Shelly D. Farnham’s residency status:

120 3rd Street N, Skykomish WA 98288 – Parcel # 780780-0140 – owned by Shelly D. Farnham (her only property within town limits).

1216 E John Street, Seattle WA 98102 – Parcel # 600350-1728  – owned by Shelly D. Farnham.

1136 13th Avenue #102, Seattle WA 98122 – King County Instrument # 20201201000330 – lists Shelly Diane Farnham and April Denton as shareholders.

The King County instrument (Recording #20201201000330) for the 13th Avenue property states in Article 8.1 that the apartment shall be used for private 
residence only. This recorded restriction confirms that the 13th Avenue unit is designated and intended as a primary residential dwelling, indicating that 
Ms. Farnham resides there in Seattle, while the John Street property is likely rented out or otherwise used for non-residential purposes. This aligns with 
her public admission at the recent Skykomish candidate forum that she lives in Seattle but owns property in Skykomish.

If statements are helpful, my 96-year-old neighbor, a lifelong Skykomish resident and former mayor, personally confronted Ms. Farnham at that forum 
about her residency and would be happy to speak with you.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Respectfully,
Daniel J. Cassidy

On Oct 20, 2025, at 1:47 PM, Madden, Lena <Lena.Madden@kingcounty.gov> wrote:

Good morning Mr. Cassidy,

Thank you for reaching out to our office regarding the matter below. I will be reviewing this matter on behalf of King County Prosecutor Leesa 
Manion.  Please direct all further communication to me. You may provide information that you believe is relevant to the issue and I will consider it 
before deciding next steps. 

Best,

Lena J. Madden 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office
701 Fifth Ave Ste 600 Seattle, WA 98104 
Office: (206) 263-3643
Email: lena.madden@kingcounty.gov 

---Original Message-----
From: Daniel Cassidy <ydissac.leinad@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 18, 2025 11:14 AM
To: Prosecuting Attorney <prosecuting.attorney@kingcounty.gov>
Subject: Re: Request to Initiate Quo Warranto Proceeding - Shelly Farnham, Town of Skykomish Council

[EXTERNAL Email Notice! ] External communication is important to us. Be cautious of phishing attempts. Do not click or open suspicious links or 
attachments.

Dear Prosecuting Attorney,

I am a resident and registered voter of the Town of Skykomish, and I am writing to formally request that your office initiate a quo warranto action 
under RCW 7.56 in King County Superior Court to determine the legal right of Shelly Farnham to hold office as a Skykomish Town Councilmember.

It has become publicly known and verifiable that Ms. Farnham does not reside within the Town of Skykomish and therefore does not meet the 
residency and voter-registration qualifications required for municipal office. Although she owns property in Skykomish, she resides full-time in a 
condominium in Seattle, where she maintains an active lease. I possess a copy of her Seattle lease confirming this residence.

At a recent Skykomish candidate forum, Ms. Farnham openly admitted that she lives in Seattle but owns property in Skykomish. Numerous town 
residents witnessed this statement, and her non-residency is widely recognized in the community. Despite repeated requests from residents that she step 
down due to this issue, Ms. Farnham continues to serve on the council and is now seeking re-election, even though she is not a legal resident or 
registered voter of the town.

Under RCW 42.12.010(4), a vacancy automatically occurs when an incumbent “ceases to be a legally registered voter of the … city [town] from which 
he or she was elected.” Residency and registration within the jurisdiction are statutory prerequisites to holding office. Loss of residency or voter 
registration constitutes a vacancy and that enforcement of such qualification issues may properly be pursued through a quo warranto proceeding.



Beyond the legal issue, this situation violates the spirit of both the Washington State Constitution and the U.S. Constitution, which guarantee citizens 
the right to fair and representative local government. Our residents are entitled to representation by an official who genuinely resides within and is 
affected by the same conditions, taxes, ordinances, and hardships as the community they serve. Allowing a Seattle resident to represent the Town of 
Skykomish undermines our constitutional right to equal protection, local self-governance, and representation by one’s peers, among other things.

It is fundamentally unfair to our small community that a person who lives in Seattle continues to represent us while not sharing the same daily realities 
that Skykomish residents face — such as frequent power outages, severe cold weather, snow removal, and other unique rural challenges. Ms. 
Farnham’s absence from the community means she does not experience the consequences of the policies or decisions made by the Town Council, and 
this disconnect erodes public trust and the integrity of our local government.

I am prepared to provide documentation and witness statements, including Ms. Farnham’s Seattle lease and records of her public admission, to 
substantiate this request.

Ms. Farnham’s continued participation in council decisions raises significant legal and procedural concerns for the Town of Skykomish. Because her 
eligibility to hold office is in question, any ordinances or resolutions she voted on—particularly those decided by narrow margins—may be subject to 
legal challenge or invalidation. For example, in 2021, the short-term-rental ordinance was adopted by a 4-vote council, with Ms. Farnham’s vote and 
the vote of another individual who owned property in town but resided in Seattle providing the margin of passage. That second individual subsequently 
stepped down after being confronted about their residency status, acknowledging they did not legally reside in Skykomish. Without those two votes, the 
ordinance would not have passed.

If it is later determined that Ms. Farnham was likewise not a lawful resident or qualified officeholder at the time, this ordinance—and potentially other 
actions in which she participated—could be deemed void or voidable, exposing the Town to future legal disputes, administrative reversals, or costly 
litigation. For these reasons, it is essential that her eligibility be reviewed promptly to safeguard the validity of local laws and protect the Town of 
Skykomish from ongoing and future liability.

Please advise me whether your office will proceed with this matter. If your office declines to act, kindly provide a written explanation so that I may 
consider further steps permitted under RCW 7.56.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this important matter of public integrity, fairness, and constitutional compliance.

Respectfully,
Daniel J Cassidy
(206) 308-1611




