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Abstract


The existing Alaskan Way Viaduct (SR 99) and Alaskan
Way Seawall are at the end of their useful life and must be
replaced. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA),
Washington Department of Transportation (WSDOT),
and City of Seattle (in cooperation with the Army Corps
of Engineers (Seattle District), Federal Transit Adminis-
tration, King County, and Port of Seattle) plan to replace
the existing facilities in order to provide structures capa-
ble of withstanding earthquakes and to maintain or
improve mobility and accessibility for people and goods
along the corridor. The SR 99 corridor provides vital
transportation connections in to and through downtown


Seattle, as well as between various other regional destina-
tions. The seawall supports Seattle's central waterfront,
the Alaskan Way surface street, and numerous utilities
serving the city's urban core. The seawall also supports soil
surrounding the foundations of the viaduct. Failure of
either structure would create severe hardships for the city
and region, and could possibly cause injury or death. For
these reasons, the draft environmental impact statement
analyzes five build alternatives for their potential effects
on the human and natural environment. The analysis also
considers construction and cumulative effects. A pre-
ferred alternative is not identified.


FHWA-WA-EIS-04-01-D


Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
Information:
Individuals requiring reasonable accom-
modation of any type may contact Sarah
Ferguson at (206) 382-5287
fergusa@wsdot.wa.gov. Persons who
are deaf or hard of hearing may call WA
State Telecommunications Relay Service
(TTY) at 711. 


Title VI:
WSDOT assures full compliance with
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 by
prohibiting discrimination based on race,
color, national origin and sex in the provi-
sion of benefits and services. For lan-
guage interpretation services please
contact WSDOT at (206) 382-5287. It is
necessary to speak limited English so
that your request can be appropriately
responded to. For information on
WSDOT's Title VI Program, please con-
tact the Title VI Coordinator at (360) 705-
7098.
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Abstract


The existing Alaskan Way Viaduct (State Route [SR] 99)
and Alaskan Way Seawall were damaged in the 2001 Nis-
qually earthquake, are at the end of their useful life, and
must be replaced. The Federal Highway Administration,
Washington State Department of Transportation, and City
of Seattle (in cooperation with the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers [Seattle District], King County, and Port of
Seattle) plan to replace the existing facilities to provide
structures capable of withstanding earthquakes and to
ensure that people and goods can safely and efficiently
travel within and through the project corridor. The SR 99
Corridor provides vital transportation connections in, to,
and through downtown Seattle, as well as between various
other regional destinations. The seawall supports Seattle�s
central waterfront, the Alaskan Way surface street, and
numerous utilities serving downtown Seattle. The seawall
also retains the land beneath the foundations of the via-


duct. Failure of either structure would create severe hard-
ships for the city and region and could possibly cause
injury or death. 


The March 2004 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) analyzed five Build Alternatives for their potential
effects on the human and natural environment. The five
alternatives evaluated were called the Rebuild, Aerial, Tun-
nel, Bypass Tunnel, and Surface Alternatives. A preferred
alternative was not identified.


In late 2004 the project partners reduced the number of
alternatives from five to two based on information present-
ed in the Draft EIS, public comments, and further study
and design. The two remaining alternatives evaluated in
this document are the Tunnel and Elevated Structure Al-
ternatives. The Elevated Structure Alternative incorporates
elements of the Rebuild and Aerial Alternatives evaluated 


in the Draft EIS. In December 2004, the project partners
identified the Tunnel Alternative as the Preferred
Alternative. 


This Supplemental Draft EIS provides additional informa-
tion available since the Draft EIS was published in March
2004. This document also evaluates construction plans that
would close SR 99 for 0 to 42 months and changes made
to the alternatives.


FHWA-WA-EIS-04-01-DS


Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
Information


Materials can be provided in alternative formats: large


print, Braille, cassette tape, or on computer disk for peo-


ple with disabilities by contacting Molly Edmonds at 


206-267-3841 / EdmondM@wsdot.wa.gov. Persons who are


deaf or hard of hearing may make a request for alterna-


tive formats through the Washington Relay Service 


at 7-1-1.


Title VI


WSDOT ensures full compliance with Title VI of the Civil


Rights Act of 1964 by prohibiting discrimination against


any person on the basis of race, color, national origin, or


sex in the provision of benefits and services resulting from


its federally assisted programs and activities. For questions


regarding WSDOT�s Title VI Program, you may contact the


Department�s Title VI Coordinator at 360-705-7098.
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ALASKAN WAY VIADUCT REPLACEMENT PROJECT
2010 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation


Submitted pursuant to:


The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)(42 U.S.C. 4322(2)(c))


and 


the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA)(Ch. 43.21 C RCW) 


and Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, 


(49 U.S.C. 303(c))


by the


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION


and


WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION


and


CITY OF SEATTLE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION


Abstract
The existing Alaskan Way Viaduct (State Route 
[SR] 99) was damaged in the 2001 Nisqually earthquake, is
at the end of its useful life, and must be replaced. The
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Washington
State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), and City
of Seattle plan to replace the existing facility to provide a
structure capable of withstanding earthquakes and to
ensure that people and goods can safely and efficiently
travel within and through the project corridor. The SR 99
corridor provides vital transportation connections in to
and through downtown Seattle, as well as between various
other regional destinations. Failure of the viaduct would
create severe hardships for the city and region and could
possibly cause injury or death. 


The March 2004 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) analyzed five Build Alternatives and a No Build
Alternative for their potential effects on the human and
natural environment. The five alternatives evaluated were
called the Rebuild, Aerial, Tunnel, Bypass Tunnel, and
Surface Alternatives. Based on information presented in
the Draft EIS, public comments, and further study and
design, the project partners reduced the number of
alternatives from five to two in late 2004. The two
alternatives, the Tunnel and Elevated Structure, were then
evaluated in the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS document. 


This Supplemental Draft EIS provides additional
information available since the 2004 Draft EIS and 2006
Supplemental Draft EIS were published and new
information analyzing the Bored Tunnel Alternative.


O C T O B E R  2 0 1 0


A Federal agency may publish a notice in the Federal Register, 


pursuant to 23 USC §139(l), indicating that one or more federal 


agencies have taken final action on permits, licenses, or approvals for


a transportation project. If such notice is published, claims seeking 


judicial review of those federal agency actions will be barred unless


such claims are filed within 180 days after the date of publication of


the notice, or within such shorter time period as is specified in the


federal laws pursuant to which judicial review of the federal agency


action is allowed. If no notice is published, then the periods of time


that otherwise are provided by the Federal laws governing such claims


will apply.


Title VI


WSDOT ensures full compliance with 


Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 by 


prohibiting discrimination against any 


person on the basis of race, color, 


national origin or sex in the provision of


benefits and services resulting from its


federally assisted programs and activities.


For questions regarding WSDOT's Title VI Program, you may contact


the Department’s Title VI Coordinator at (360) 705-7098.


Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Information


If you would like copies of this document in an alternative format—


large print, Braille, cassette tape, or on computer disk, please call


(360) 705-7097. Persons who are deaf or hard of hearing, please call


the Washington State Telecommunications Relay Service, or 


Tele-Braille at 7-1-1, Voice 1-800-833-6384, and ask to be 


connected to (360) 705-7097.
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Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council Monday, April 25, 2011  


A. CALL TO ORDER  


The City Council of The City of Seattle met in the Council Chamber in City Hall in Seattle, 
Washington, on Monday, April 25, 2011, pursuant to the provisions of the City Charter. The 
meeting was called to order at 2:03 p.m., with Council President Conlin presiding.  


B. ROLL CALL  


On roll call the following members were:  


Present: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9 
Absent: None.  


C. APPROVAL OF AGENDA  


Motion was made, duly seconded and carried, to adopt the proposed Agenda.  


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL  


The Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council meeting of Monday, April 18, 2011, 
was presented to the Chair for approval. By unanimous consent, the Journal was approved and 
signed.  


E. PRESENTATIONS  


Councilmember Clark presented a Proclamation honoring Tsering Yuthok on the occasion of her 
retirement from the City of Seattle, and acknowledging her dedicated service as the head of 
Seattle's Sister City Program and coordinator of International Community Programs.  


Councilmember Clark presented a Proclamation honoring Bill Stafford for his 30 years of 
dedicated service to the City of Seattle, the Seattle Sister City Program, and the Trade 
Development Alliance of Greater Seattle.  


F. PUBLIC COMMENT  


Hilary Stern addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Joel Coronado addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Art Skolnik addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Jennifer Meisner addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Genevieve Aguilar addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Bob Jeffers-Schroder addressed the Council regarding Agenda items 3 and 4, Clerk File Nos. 
311492 and 311459.  


Edison Camacho addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  
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Susie Levy addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Jennifer Bright addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Christa Mazzone Palmberg addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 
117143.  


Gary Manca addressed the Council regarding Agenda items 3 and 4, Clerk File Nos. 311492 and 
311459.  


Laura Bachman addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Councilmember Rasmussen left the Council Chamber at 2:44 p.m.  


Rebecca Smith addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Toby Guevin addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Councilmember Rasmussen returned to the Council Chamber at 2:49 p.m.  


Kathy Smith-DiJulio addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Reyna Ramolete Hayashi addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 
117143.  


Nicholas Marritz addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 117143.  


Roger Valdez addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Diana Toledo addressed the Council regarding Agenda items 3 and 4, Clerk File Nos. 311492 
and 311459.  


Drew Paxton addressed the Council regarding Agenda items 3 and 4, Clerk File Nos. 311492 and 
311459.  


Katheryn H. Krafft addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Mimi Sheridan addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 5, Council Bill No. 117140.  


Evelyn Shapiro O'Connor addressed the Council regarding Agenda item 11, Council Bill No. 
117143.  


G. REFERRAL CALENDAR  


Motion was made, duly seconded and carried, to adopt the proposed Referral Calendar.  


COUNCIL BILLS:  


BY GODDEN:  


Council Bill No. 117158, Appropriating money to pay certain audited claims and ordering the 
payment thereof.  







Referred to Full Council.  


BY RASMUSSEN:  


Council Bill No. 117159, Relating to street use; adding new Sections 11.14.203 and 11.14.447; 
amending Section 3.12.030 of the Seattle Municipal Code to authorize the Director of 
Transportation to designate public places or portions of public places as festival streets, to 
recommend the designation of public places or portions of public places as pedestrian plazas, and 
to regulate the use thereof; and amending the Seattle Department of Transportation Street Use 
Fee Schedule to establish a festival street permit type.  


Referred to Transportation Committee.  


BY CONLIN:  


Council Bill No. 117160, Repealing Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 1.12 to delete provisions 
related to "Standard Time."  


Referred to Full Council.  


BY HARRELL:  


Council Bill No. 117161, Relating to the rates for the sale of electricity supplied by the City 
Light Department to large general service customers in the City of Burien; and amending Seattle 
Municipal Code Chapter 21.49 in connection therewith.  


Referred to Energy, Technology, and Civil Rights Committee.  


CLERK FILES:  


BY CONLIN:  


Clerk File No. 311459, Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of Sufficiency for Referendum 
No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. 123542, regarding the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and 
Seawall Replacement Program.  


Referred to Full Council for Introduction and Action.  


Clerk File No. 311492, Referendum No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. 123542, regarding the State 
Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program.  


Referred to Full Council for Introduction and Action.  


BY BAGSHAW:  


Clerk File No. 311493, Reappointment of Sharon H. Lee as member, Parks and Green Spaces 
Levy Oversight Committee, for a term of confirmation to December 31, 2014.  


Referred to Parks and Seattle Center Committee.  







Clerk File No. 311494, Reappointment of Alec Stephens as member, Parks and Green Spaces 
Levy Oversight Committee, for a term of confirmation to December 31, 2014.  


Referred to Parks and Seattle Center Committee.  


Clerk File No. 311495, Appointment of Dorsol Plants as member, Parks and Green Spaces Levy 
Oversight Committee, for a term of confirmation to December 31, 2014.  


Referred to Parks and Seattle Center Committee.  


BY CLARK:  


Clerk File No. 311496, Appointment of Amoreena R. Miller as member, Seattle Design Review 
Board, for a term of confirmation to April 4, 2013.  


Referred to Committee on the Built Environment.  


Clerk File No. 311497, Appointment of Chip Wall as member, Seattle Design Review Board, for 
a term of confirmation to April 4, 2013.  


Referred to Committee on the Built Environment.  


Clerk File No. 311498, Appointment of Christina Pizana as member, Seattle Design Review 
Board, for a term of confirmation to April 4, 2013.  


Referred to Committee on the Built Environment.  


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS, CLAIMS AND SALARIES  


Council Bill No. 117158, Appropriating money to pay certain audited claims and ordering the 
payment thereof.  


Motion was made and duly seconded to pass Council Bill No. 117158.  


The Motion carried and the Bill passed by the following roll call vote: In favor: Bagshaw, 
Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9 Against: None. The 
President signed the Bill.  


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND FINAL VOTE ON LEGISLATION  


FULL COUNCIL:  


Agenda Item No. 1 - Resolution No. 31256, Providing an honorary designation of South Lander 
Street from 16th Avenue South to 17th Avenue South as the "Roberto Maestas Festival Street."  


Motion was made and duly seconded to not adopt Resolution No. 31256.  


The Motion carried and the Resolution was not adopted by the following voice vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  







Agenda Item No. 2 - Council Bill No. 117136, Relating to City streets, renaming the segment of 
South Lander Street between 16th Avenue South and 17th Avenue South from South Lander 
Street to South Roberto Maestas Festival Street.  


Motion was made and duly seconded to pass Council Bill No. 117136.  


The Motion carried and the Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


By unanimous consent, the Council Rules were suspended to allow Estela Ortega to address the 
Council.  


Agenda Item No. 3 - Clerk File No. 311492, Referendum No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. 
123542, regarding the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program.  


Motion was made and duly seconded to place Clerk File No. 311492 on file.  


The Motion carried and the Clerk File was placed on file by the following voice vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


Agenda Item No. 4 - Clerk File No. 311459, Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of 
Sufficiency for Referendum No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. 123542, regarding the State 
Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program.  


Motion was made and duly seconded to place Clerk File No. 311459 on file.  


The Motion carried and the Clerk File was placed on file by the following voice vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 
9  


Against: None.  [Emphasis added] 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT:  


Agenda Item No. 5 - Council Bill No. 117140, Relating to land use and zoning, modifying 
locational criteria for various downtown zones and industrial zones; creating new zone 
classifications; modifying use provisions and development standards; enacting and amending 
affordable housing incentive programs; enacting and amending provisions for height and density 
bonuses and transfer of development capacity; amending Seattle Municipal Code Sections 
23.34.108, 23.34.110, 23.34.114, 23.34.116, 23.41.004, 23.47A.005, 23.49.008, 23.49.011, 
23.49.013, 23.49.014, 23.49.015, 23.49.019, 23.49.020, 23.49.022, 23.49.044, 23.49.045, 
23.49.046, 23.49.056, 23.49.058, 23.49.146, 23.49.148, 23.49.156, 23.49.158, 23.49.162, 







23.49.164, 23.49.166, 23.49.178, 23.49.180, 23.49.181, 23.49.198, 23.49.200, 23.49.208, 
23.49.223, 23.49.226, 23.49.236, 23.49.242, 23.50.012, 23.50.016, 23.50.020, 23.50.026, 
23.50.027, 23.50.028, 23.50.038, 23.50.051, 23.50.053, 23.53.006, 23.53.020, 23.58A.002, 
23.58A.004, 23.58A.008, 23.58A.012, 23.58A.016, 23.58A.018, 23.66.018, 23.66.100, 
23.66.150, 23.66.160, 23.66.302, 23.66.306, 23.66.308, 23.66.310, 23.66.318, 23.66.322, 
23.66.324, 23.66.326, 23.66.328, 23.66.332, 23.66.334, 23.66.336, 23.66.338, 23.66.342, 
23.74.010, 23.84A.002, 23.84A.006, 23.84A.024, 23.84A.025, 23.84A.032, 23.84A.036, 
23.84A.038, 23.90.018, 23.90.020; enacting new Sections 22.900G.015, 23.49.023, 23.49.031, 
23.49.059, 23.49.060, 23.49.143, 23.49.163, 23.49.165, 23.49.210, 23.49.212, 23.49.220, 
23.49.250, 23.50.033, 23.50.039, 23.50.055, 23.58A.020, 23.58A.022, 23.58A.023, 23.58A.024, 
23.66.032; repealing maps for Chapter 23.49 and enacting new maps to replace them; repealing 
maps for Chapter 23.66 and enacting new maps to replace them; repealing sections 23.49.244, 
23.49.246, 23.49.248 and 23.66.330; amending Downtown Amenity Standards; and amending 
the Official Land Use Map, Chapter 23.32, at pages 115, 116, and 117 to rezone areas within the 
South Downtown planning area and to expand the International Special Review District.  


The Committee recommended that the Bill pass as amended.  


ACTION 1:  


Motion was made by Councilmember Clark, duly seconded and carried, to amend Council Bill 
No. 117140 by substituting version 17 for version 16.  


ACTION 2:  


Motion was made and duly seconded to pass Council Bill No. 117140 as amended.  


The Motion carried and the Bill passed as amended by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


Agenda Item No. 6 - Resolution No. 31291, Declaring the City of Seattle's intent to promote and 
enhance the livability of South Downtown by implementing initiatives that complement changes 
to land use regulations, and replacing and updating the reporting requirements regarding the use 
of housing bonuses, transfer of development rights (TDR), and transfer of development potential 
(TDP) in Resolutions 31104 and 30939.  


The Committee recommended that the Resolution be adopted as amended.  


The Resolution was adopted by the following voice vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  







FINANCE AND BUDGET COMMITTEE:  


Agenda Item No. 7 - Council Bill No. 117147, Relating to City employment commonly referred 
to as the First Quarter 2011 Employment Ordinance; establishing new titles and/or salaries; 
designating positions as exempt from Civil Service status; amending Section 4.20.320 of the 
Seattle Municipal Code; and ratifying and confirming prior acts; all by a 2/3 vote of the City 
Council.  


The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


Agenda Item No. 8 - Council Bill No. 117148, Authorizing the assignment of the Freeway Park 
Parking Garage lease between The City of Seattle and the Washington State Convention and 
Trade Center to the Washington State Convention Center Public Facilities District.  


The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


Agenda Item No. 9 - Council Bill No. 117149, Relating to the Finance and Administrative 
Services Department; granting an easement to Puget Sound Energy for a nonexclusive easement 
over, under, along, and across a portion of the property known as the Charles Street Campus 
located at 815 South Dearborn Street.  


The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


ENERGY, TECHNOLOGY, AND CIVIL RIGHTS COMMITTEE:  


Agenda Item No. 10 - Council Bill No. 117132, Relating to the City Light Department; accepting 
Deeds to the Blacks Wholesale Distributing, Inc., in King County and the Goodyear Nelson, 
Granstrom, Mulberg, Petrich, Thompson, and Riverland LLC properties in Skagit County, 







Washington, for salmonid habitat protection purposes, ratifying the grants of Deeds of Right to 
the State of Washington on the Granstrom, Petrich and Thompson properties for salmon recovery 
and conservation purposes; placing said lands under the jurisdiction of the City Light 
Department; and ratifying and confirming certain prior acts.  


The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


PUBLIC SAFETY AND EDUCATION COMMITTEE:  


Agenda Item No. 11 - Council Bill No. 117143, Relating to wage theft; amending Seattle 
Municipal Code sections 5.55.230 and 12A.08.060; clarifying the definition of theft as it relates 
to theft of wages; providing a list of circumstances that may be considered in determining 
whether a person intends to commit wage theft; clarifying the City's jurisdiction in such cases; 
and allowing the City to refuse to issue, revoke, or refuse to renew business licenses from 
employers found guilty of wage theft.  


The Committee recommended that the Bill pass as amended.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


PARKS AND SEATTLE CENTER COMMITTEE:  


Agenda Item No. 12 - Council Bill No. 117150, Relating to the Neighborhood Parks and 
Playgrounds subcategory of the 2008 Parks and Green Spaces Levy; accepting the 
recommendation of the 2008 Parks and Green Spaces Levy Oversight Committee relating to 
projects to convert wading pools to spray parks; amending the 2011 Adopted Budget and 2011-
2016 Capital Improvement Program; and increasing appropriations in connection thereto; all by a 
three-fourths vote of the City Council.  


The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  







The President signed the Bill.  


Agenda Item No. 13 - Council Bill No. 117157, Relating to the Seattle Center; authorizing the 
Director of Seattle Center to execute a lease agreement with Center Art, LLC for the 
development, construction, and operation of a glass and gardens exhibition space for Chihuly 
glass, a retail shop and related uses, while also providing for improvements to public areas of 
Seattle Center; and ratifying and confirming certain acts.  


The Committee recommended that the Bill pass as amended.  


The Bill passed by the following roll call vote:  


In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9  


Against: None.  


The President signed the Bill.  


J. ADOPTION OF OTHER RESOLUTIONS  


There were none.  


K. OTHER BUSINESS  


Motion was made and duly seconded to excuse Councilmember Licata from the May 16 and 
June 6, 2011, Full Council meetings.  


Motion was made and duly seconded to excuse Councilmember Rasmussen from the May 16, 
2011, Full Council meeting.  


L. ADJOURNMENT  


There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at 4:12 
p.m.  


___________________________________  


Laurel Humphrey, Council Clerk  


Signed by me in Open Session, upon approval of the Council, on Monday, May 2, 2011.  


___________________________________  


Richard Conlin, President of the City Council  


___________________________________  


Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk  


 












From: Conlin, Richard 
Sent: Thursday, September 23, 2010 5:25 PM 
To: LEG_CouncilMembers 
Cc: LEG_LAStaff_Group; LEG_CentralStaff_Group 
Subject: Signing of SDEIS with the state re Alaskan Way Viaduct  


Dear Colleagues, 
 
This morning I received a call from Peter Hahn, informing me that the Mayor had directed him 
not to sign the SDEIS that the City is co-lead on, and to ask the State for an extension of time 
until late next week. The signing had actually been scheduled for today at 1:30, there had been 
full consultation between the state and the city over a period of months, the schedule had been 
set in July, and there had been no indication of any need for delay until today. 
 
The State and federal officials consulted, and determined that it would be inappropriate and 
unprecedented to for a political leader to delay the signature on an SDEIS, which is a technical 
and environmental document. They also determined that failure to sign the document today 
would cause the City to be dropped as co-lead on the document. Among other things, this would 
mean that we would lose access to the discussions and decision-making, as well as state funding 
that currently supports 16 staff positions within SDOT. They therefore informed the Director of 
SDOT that the document must be signed by the end of the day today. The Mayor declined to 
authorize that. 
 
After consulting with our Law Department, I have now signed the document on behalf of the 
City. 
 
Richard 
 
Council President Richard Conlin 
Seattle City Hall 
600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 2 
PO Box 34025 
Seattle, WA 98124-4025 
 
(206) 684-8805 
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City – Conlin Scrambles to Stop Tunnel Vote, Sidestep Judge  


Posted by Dominic Holden on Mon, May 16, 2011 at 2:14 PM  


Seattle City Council president Richard Conlin has scheduled a "special meeting" tomorrow to 
consider one bill: A resolution intended to dissuade a judge from forwarding the deep-bore 
tunnel to the August ballot.  


The resolution says the council intends to declare its final choice for replacing the Alaskan Way 
Viaduct later this year by passing an ordinance.  


Why does that matter?  


Last Friday, Judge Laura Gene Middaugh announced that a key provision of a tunnel law passed 
February was referable to voters. That key provision said the council would select the tunnel at a 
public meeting and provide a public notice (after the required impact studies are completed). 
Because that future notice may not be an ordinance subject to a vote, Middaugh told the 
courtroom, the February law was the final policy decision. And thus, it was eligible for a 
referendum. 


To answer the question—why does it matter?—that I asked above: The latest resolution would 
say that the February law wasn't the final choice for a tunnel because the council intends to pass 
another law later this year (not just issue a notice). In other words, Conlin is apparently trying to 
change the playing field in order to circumvent the judge's final decision this Friday.  


To make this work, Conlin needs to hold a meeting ASAP. But not today, because he doesn't 
have the five votes needed to pass it (only five council members are in town, and tunnel 
opponent Mike O'Brien is a dissenter). Tom Rasmussen needs to make it to Seattle! But 
Rasmussen just Tweeted that he's in Chicago at Rahm Emanuel's mayoral inauguration. So 
Rasmussen must hop on a plane and fly to City Hall by 9:00 a.m. tomorrow.  


This sort of contortion from Conlin was probably inevitable. But the lengths he's taking are 
pretty impressive—if you're impressed by trying to stop a citizen-run ballot measure. If he 
succeeds, then tunnel critics will be sent back to gather another 29,000 signatures for another 
referendum on the final ordinance.  


There's also a potential drawback for tunnel supporters: By starting the referendum process 
anew—again, on an issue that Judge Middaugh says is referable to the ballot—the council could 
be delaying the city's final decision until people do vote on the referendum. That may not happen 
until 2012. And if Conlin is to believed, such a setback would cause the intentional delays that 
Conlin warns create cost overruns. 


 
Holden, Dominic.  “Conlin Scrambles to Stop Tunnel Vote, Sidestep Judge”.  Stranger.  Index 
Newspapers, LLC.   
http://slog.thestranger.com/slog/archives/2011/05/16/conlin-bends-over-backwards-to-stop-
tunnel-vote 
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Updated Tuesday, May 17, 2011 at 02:16 PM 


Another City Council pro-tunnel resolution? Never mind.... 


Mike Lindblom 


In yet another sign of legal confusion over the Highway 99 tunnel, the pro-tunnel Seattle City 
Council suddenly canceled a Tuesday morning meeting scheduled for the purpose of voting on a 
tunnel resolution. 


Council President Richard Conlin said Monday the resolution was an attempt to clarify the 
council's intent -- to approve an ordinance this summer that would finalize its agreements with 
the state Department of Transportation for street use, utilities, insurance and design details. The 
$2 billion, 58-foot wide tunnel, is the most controversial part of a $3.1 billion replacement for 
the 1950s vintage Alaskan Way Viaduct.  


The idea for a council resolution came up because last week, King County Superior Court Judge 
Laura Gene Middaugh asked how the council planned to "give notice" to the state DOT that the 
agreements would proceed. Groundbreaking is scheduled for September. 


Middaugh ruled last Friday that the city-DOT agreements are subject to referendum because the 
City Council is still making policy decisions instead of making purely administrative moves to 
execute the agreements.  


Protect Seattle Now's referendum calls for repeal of those agreements. 


But Middaugh won't deliver a precise ruling about what language voters would see on the 
August ballot, until a hearing this Friday. Also, it is likely the state or pro-tunnel campaign 
lawyers will rush to state courts -- seeking to halt the referendum. 


Conlin said Monday that a resolution was suggested by city attorneys to answer Middaugh's 
questions about how the council would give final notice to the state. 


But the hasty timing of Tuesday's meeting signaled to reporters, as well as anti-tunnel 
Councilmember Mike O'Brien, that somehow the pro-tunnel camp was trying to muster more 
arguments for this week's hearings.  


"I'm guessing it's a legal strategy," said O'Brien. He also said the episode "doesn't make the 
council look good." 


In any event, Conlin canceled the meeting just seven minutes before the 9 a.m. start. He 
explained that his colleagues were ambivalent about taking another step. "We were unsure if it 
would pass," he said. And upon further thinking, a resolution may not make any difference in 
ongoing legal struggles, he said. 


Councilmember Tom Rasmussen, chairman of the Transportation Committee, said there didn't 
seem to be much point in passing a statement about what the council would do later: "It just 
seemed gratuitous," he said. 







A final ordinance by the council would come only after the federal government approves the 
environmental impact statement, due in August, for the tunnel. An international construction 
team has already signed a $1.4 billion contract with state DOT and is now being paid for 
engineering work. Critics argue that governments are circumventing environmental laws by 
proceeding prematurely.  


State lawmakers in spring 2009 directed state DOT to design a tunnel. That fall, the City Council 
voted to support the tunnel and cooperate with the state. 


 
Lindblom, Mike.  “Another City Council pro-tunnel resolution? Never mind....”.  Seattle Times.  
May 17, 2011. 
http://community.seattletimes.nwsource.com/mobile/?type=story&id=2015076010&st_app=and
_news_lite&st_ver=1.0.1 
 


 



http://crosscut.com/2011/04/08/op-ed/20789/City-council%2C-state-play-games-to-avoid-public-vote-on-tunnel/
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Honorable Laur a Gene Middaugh


IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR KING COUNTY


CITY OF SEATTLE, A V/ashington municipal
corporation,


Plaintiff;,


vs.


PROTECT SEATTLE NOV/; ANDREV/
PAXTON,'in his capacity as Protect Seattle


Now's Committee Chair and a principal
rreferendum petitioner; SCOT BRANNON, in


. his capacity as Protect Seattle Now's Treasurer


and a principal referendum petitioner; LET'S
MOVE FORWARD; PHIL LLOYD, in his


capacity as Let's Move Forward's
Secretary/Treasurer; WASHINGTON STATE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.


Defendants.


)
)
)
) No. lt-2-11719-7 SEA


)
) DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN


)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)


I, Richard Conlin, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of


Washington as follows:


l. I am over the age of 18 years and am competent to testify as to the matters herein.


PETERS. HOLMES
Seattle City Attomey
600 Fourth Avenue,4th Floor
P.O. Box 94769


Seattle, WA 981?44769
(206) 684-8200


DECT,AIL{TION OF RICHARD CONLIN - 1
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2. I am President of the Seattle City Council. Attached as Exhibit A is a copy of the


General Rules and procedures of the Seattle City Council, which were most recently adopted by


the Council in 2009 by Resolution No. 31171. Pursuant to Article III, Section 3 of the Seattle


City Charter and Council Rule I.8.2.1, as President I "head the Legislative Department" of the


City of Seattle.


3. Because the Legislative Department is responsible for placing ordinances subject


to valid referendum petitions on the ballot, see Seattle Charter art. IV, $$ 1.J-1.K, and because


there was extensive publicity surrounding the campaign to obtain signatures for a referendum


regarding Ordinance l23542even before Ordinanc e 1.23542was enacted by veto override, I have


had several conversations with City Attorney Peter Holmes and attorneys in his office regarding


whether Ordinance 123542 is subject to Seattle's local referendum power, the'Legislative


Department's legal responsibilities, ffid procedures for having legal questions regarding


Ordinance 123542's referability addressed by a court so that the Legislative Department can


comply with its legal responsibilities'


4. During one of these conversations, I asked City Attorney Holmes if he would file


a declaratory judgment action on behalf of the City seeking an answer from a court regarding


Ordinance 113542'sreferability. After considering the issue, Mr. Holmes agreed to file a


declaratory judgment action. As Council President and head of the Legislative Department, I


believe it is in the best interests of the City to receive an answer from a court regarding


Ordinance 123542's referability before the May 24,2011 deadline for placing measures on the


August 2011 primary ballot, and I support Mr, Holmes's decision to file the instant declaratory


judgment action on behalf of the City.


DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN.2 PETERS. HOLMES
Seattle City Attorney
600 Fourth Avenue,4th Floor


P.O. Box 94769


Seattle, WA 981244769
(206) 684-8200
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Signed at Seattle, King County, Washington this 2ndday of May, 2011'


PETER S. HOLMES
Seattle City Attomey
600 Fourth Avenue,4th Floor


P.O. Box 94769


Seattle, WA 98124-4769
(206) 684-8200


DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN - 3












GENERAL RULES AND PROCEDURES


OI'TIIE SEATTLE


CITY COUNCIL


MEMBERS AI\D OFFICERS


A. Members.


1. The members of the City Council shall establish rules for its proceedings.


(City Charter Article IV, Section 4, Second)


As the Legislative brancå of City govemment, the City Council shall
establish policy for the City.


3. No individual meirrber of the Council shall have or exercise executive or
administrative poïver, except as proviäed in the Charter. (City Charter
Article [V, Section 4, Fifth)


4. Duties and Responsibilities of Members of the City Council include, but
are not limited to:


a) Upholding the public trust, demonstrating integrit¡ honesty and


fairness;
)


b) Exercising budget and fiduciary responsibility;


c) Being responsive to citizens;


d) Disquali$ing the4selves from acting on City business when
disqualification is required by the City's Code of Ethics (SMC


.4.16),by common law, or by ttre Appearance of Faimess Doctrine.
(See also "Council Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before
the City Council" as adopted by Resolution 31001.) (See also Rule
VI.A. I Voting Required.)


President.


1. Biennially, and also whenever the position becomes vacant, the Council
shall choose from its members a President, who shall perform the usual
functions of a presiding officer. (City Charter Article IV, Section 4, First)


2. The President may be removed by the affirmative vote of not less than


two-thirds of all the members. (City Charter Article fV, Seotion 4, First)
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Duties and Responsibilities of the President include but are not limited to:


a) The President shall call the Council to order at the hour appointed


for meeting or at the hour to which the Council shall have
. adjourned at the preceding session, and if a'quorum be present in


attendance, shall proceed \4,ith the order of business and adjourn


the Council when business is dee,lned finjshed.


b) The Presideni shall, in open session, sign all Bills in authentication


of their passage (City Charter Article [V, Section 11); and the


President shall sign all Resolutions in authentication of their


adoption.


c) The President shall promote efficient operation of the Counoil,


which shall include settingthe Full Council agenda and expediting
parliame,lrtmy debate, or if there is no objection frorn anyother
member, expediting the passage of routiire motions.


d) The President may Speak to points of order, inquiry or information


in preference to other members and shall decide all questions of
order subject to an appeal to the Council by any member. (See also


Rule V.E. Point of Order.)


e) While speaking upon any question before the Council, the


President shall have the rigþt to tum the chair over to the President
pro tem,


Ð The President shall preserve order and decorum within the


Chambers.


g) The President shall appoint the membership to special or non-


standing committees as required, or as deemed necessary to
efficie,lrtly conduct the business of the Council.


h) The President shall monitor standing committee agendas to ensure


issues are appropriate to respective committees, and within the


scopç or work program of said comuiittee, or as othorwise .


assigned


Ð In the absence from the Cit¡ or incapacitationof the Mayor, the


President shall act as Mayot. (City Charter.Article V Seclion 9)







j) The President may simultaneously serve as Council President and


act as Mayor; however, when the President, acting as Mayor, is


confronte.d with a conflict of duties and responsibilities so


fundamental that the public interest requires it, as to the particular


matter he/she shall act as Mayor only.


k) The President shall provide for the orientation of new


Cormcilmeurbers.


l) The President shall head the Legislative Departrnent. (City Charter


Article III, Seotion 3)


C. President Pro Tem.


1. Biennially the Council will designate by Resolution a list of Presidents pro


tem. The list will be based upon seniority and wjll rotate the position


monthly.


Z. In the absence of the President Pro Tem, the Councilmember designated


for the next month shall assume the role of President Pro Tem.


3. Duties and Responsibilities of the President Pro Tem include but are not


limited to:.


a) The President Pro Tem will act as President in the case of
incapaðitation or absence of the President. (city charter Article v,
Section 9)


b) For the pu{poses of this section the President is not "absent" when


actingas Mayor.


u. MEETINGS


A. Regular Meetings.


1. Full Council Meetings. (City Charter Article IV, Section 6)


a) The Full Council shall meet each Mondaywith exceptions as listed


below.


i. If Monday is a legal holiday, then the regular Full Council
' meeting shall be held on the next day not a legal holiday.







b)


c)


ii. Regular meetings ate not held on the last two Mondays in
August and the last two Mondays in December.


iii, Regularmeetingsshallconvene at2:00p.m. Thetimeof
adjoumment shall be entered in the Joumal of the
Proceedings.


iv. Any regular meeting of the Full Council maybe canceled
with the concunence of a majority of the rnernbers ofthe
Council.


Preliminary agendas of upcoming regular Full Council meetings,
listing items on which action is expected to be taken, wil1be made
available to the public. All reasonable effort will be made to
provide the preliminary agenda online and inhard copy at least
two business days prior to the meeting


Full Council regulm meetings shall be held in the Council
Chamber, in Seattle City Hall. The Cþ Council rnay meet at
another location in the event of an emergency or disaster. (Cþ
Charter Article tV, Section 6)


A quorum shall consist of amajority of all nine Councilmembers,
except as set forth in Subsection f of this soction. (City Charter
Article fV, Section 3, Subsection A).


Less than a quonun of councilmembers rnay adjoum from day to
day, or until the next regular meeting, and may compel the
attendance of absent mernbers'ir,r such a manner and under such
penalties as the Council shall prescribe. (City Charter Article IV,
Seotion 3, SubsectionA) (See also Rule XI.A.2. Attendance at
Sessions of Full Council.)


Under any of the following circumstances, a quorum shall be
determined under this section (Subsectiòn f):


(1) Except when Subsection II.A.f.2 applies, in order to select
a person to filI a vacanoy on the City Council, a quorun
shall consist of a majority of those Councilmembers
holding office at the time the Council makes the selection,
and for such purpose a majority of such members holding
office at the time the council makes the selection shall
constitute a majority of the council. (City Charter Article


. N, Section 3, Subsection A)


d)


e)







2.


(2) During a declared emergencyunder Article V, Section 2 of
the City Charter, a quorum shall for all purposes consist of
a majority of all those Councilmembers who are available


. to participate in Council meetings and are capable of.
performing the dutios of office, and a majority of such


members available to participate in Council meetings and


capable of performing the duties of office shall constitute a
majority of the Council. (City Charter Article IV, Section
3, Subsection A)


Council Briefings.


a) The Council will hold Council Briefings to discuss arid receive
briefings on issues ofgeneral interest. i


b) Regular Council Briefings shall ordinarily be held at 9:30 a.m.


each Monday, or if Monday is a holiday, then on the next day not a


legal holiday.


c) The Council President or his/trer designee chairs the Council
Briefings.


d) No binding votes maybe taken at Council Briefings.


e) Preliminary agendas of upcoming regular Council Briefings, iisting
items fot which discussion is expected, will be made available to


the publio. All reasonable effort will be made to provide the
preliminary agenda onlinc and in hard copy at least two business


days prior to the meeting


Ð Council Briefings shall be held in Council Charrbers, in Seattle


City Halt, unless a specific altemate location is established by the
president, and 4ppropriate public notice and access are provided.


g) Counoil Briefings maybe canceled bythe Council President at any


time.


h) There shall be no quorum requirement for Council Briefings.


Standing Committee Meetings.


a) Standing committee meetings will generally be held twice
monthly, in accordance with committee assignment guidelines.


3.







b) Preliminary agelrdas for upcoming regular standing committee


meetings, listing items for which discussion and/or
recommendation is expected, will be made available to the public.


All reasonable effort will be made to provide the preliminary


agenda online and in hard copy at least two business days prior to


the meeting.


c) All reasonable effort will be made to make materials that are to be


presented in standing committee meetings available online at least


24 hours in advance of the committee meeting, and copies will be


máde available to those attending the meeting. Materials for
. Executive Session are exempted where provided fot by law.


d) Standing committee meetings are held in the Council Chamber in
Seattle Õity HaU unless a specific altemate location is established


by the Chair with the concurrence of a majority of the regular
members of that committee, and appropriate public notice and


access are provided


e) The committee chair may cancel a committee meeting at any time.


Ð There shall be no quonrm requirement for standing committee
meetings.


g) .standing committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on


any Bill, Resolution, or Clerk File on the same day that a public
heming was held on that item, except upon passage of a motion by
the Chair to do so.


h) Standing committees that meet after noon on Thursday, or on


Friday shall not refer legislation to the next regular Full Council
meeting for final action, except upon passage of a motion by the
Chafu to do so.


Special Meetings.


1. Full Council.


a) The Mayor, the President of the City Council, or any three


Councilmembers, may call a special meeting of the Council


. consistent with the provisions of RCW 42.30.080. (Cify Charter


Article IV, Section 6)


b) Notices of speciat meetings shall be in accordance with RCV/
42.30.080.







c.


c) The only items of business for which final action may be taken at a


special meeting shall be thoseitems listed on the written notice.


d) Special meetings are held in the Council Chamber in Seattle City


Hall, unless a specific alternate location is established by the party


calling the meeting, be that the Mayor, the council President, or


three Councilmernbers, and notice as required under RCW


42.30.080 is given.


2. Standing Committees


a) Special meetings of standing committees may be scheduled by the


committee Chair.


b) Preliminary agendas ofupcoming special standing committee


meetings, listing iterns for which discussion and/or


recommendation is expected will be made available to the public.


All reasonable effort will be made to make the preliminary agenda' 
available online and in hard copy at least two business days prior


to the meeting


Executive Sessions.


1. Executive sessions may be held during Full Council Meetings, Council


Briefings, meetinp of the committee of the whole, or standing, or


special committee meetings, whether regglar, or special meetings, and at


other times as allowed by RCIV 42.30.110 and .140, as it now exists or as


hereafter amended, an¿ SUC 5.24.Q20 and.030-


2. An attorney from the Law Deparünent, of outside counsel if appropriate,


will be present during all Council Executive Sessions to advise


councilmembers on compliance with the ÏVashingtpn open Public


Meetings Act. (OPMA, RCW 4230)


3. Issues which maybe considered in executive session include, but are not


limited to:


a) Consideration of certain real estate transactions and/or prices;


b) Evaluation of complaints agaiist a public officer or employee;


c) Evaluation of qualifications of candidate for appointment to


elective office;







4.


5.


6.


d) Evaluation of qualifications of an applicant for public employment


or to review the performance of a public employee;


e) Discussion with legal counsel regarding litigation or potential
litigation to which the Cþ or a Councilmember acting in an


ofificial capacity is, or is likely to become, a party;


Ð Planning or adopting the strategy or position to be taken during the


course of collective bargaining or reviewing the proposals made in


The presiding officer or a majority of those Councilmernbers in attendance


may decide to convene an executive session, during a particular meeting.


.An executive session may be ended by the presiding officer or by a
majority vote of those Councilmembers in attendance.


Before convening an executive session, the presiding officer shall
announce the purpose of the executive session, and the time when the
exe¡utive session is expected to conclude.


Attendance at executive session shall be limited to:


a) Councilmembers;


b) AssistantstoCouncilmernbersreprese'lrtingtheirCouncilmerxrber
in the Councilmembers'absence$) (and this attendance shall be
limited to presence, not particrpation);


c) City staffmembers and others representing the Cþ (e.g.


consultants) who are directly involved in the issue and who have


been invited by the presiding officer to attend;


d) Legal counsel assigned to the issue;


e) The City Clerk or designee for clerking puqposes.


Those persons attending an executive session shall not disclose the
contents of discussions held within said session.


The Council may choose to waive the attorney-client privilege regarding
legal matters discussed with counsel at an expcutive session only by
unanimous agreement of those Members attending said session*.


7.


8.







l*Editor's note: Discussion of legal matters between City officials and


their lawyer, usually the City Attorney, are protected þy th" attomey-client


privilege from being used against the City in court.l


Public Hearings.


Public Hearings difter from regular comment periods in that they are more formal


opportunities for members of the public to speak on a particular proposed


Oìdinance, Resolution, or other legislative action. If anypublic hearings are


scheduled for a particular regular or special Council or committee meeting, the


agenda for the meeting will speciff the proposed Ordinancg Resolution, or other


lfuishtive action that is the subject of the public hearing. The agenda may also


specify the total time allotted for the public hearing and time limits for individual


speakers. (See also Rule III Public Participation, and Rule X.A. Duties of the


Chairs of Committees.)


1. Public Hearings generally serve the purpose of gathering data and/or


. opinions from citizens.


2. Publio Hearings are not generally required, except for Certain types of
actions as provided bY law.


3. Specific rules applyto cerlain types of hearirgr, including but not limited


to: certain capital projects; land use actions; budget; street vacations; and


surplus property.


4. When not required by law, PubLic HearingS are atthe disuetion of the


committee Chair or the Council President.


5. Public Hearings maybe held as part of a regularly scheduled Council, or


committee meeting, but the Public llearing shall be conducted as a


separate agenda item.


6, The Chair of the body conducting the Public Hearing shall:


a) Establish and announce at the beginning of the Public Hearing the


specific rules, guidelines and time limits for speakers.


b) Require all speakers to sign in on registers provided by Legislative


DePar-Ínent staff.


c) Notify speakers that their oral public comment is being recorded.







E. Town ttall Committee Meetings.


1. Town Hall Committee is a special committee.
1


2. The puqpose of a Town Hall Committee meeting is to afford the public an


opportunity to address the Counoil at a location outside the Council
Chambers or CityHall in aninformal setting.


3. The Council shall hold two Town Hall Committee meetings per calendar
year.


4. The Council President shall determine the date, time and location of the
Town Hall Committee meetings and will establish a rotation schedule for
chairing the meetings


5. The President may, when announcing the date, time and location of each
such meeting establish the subject or subjects to which public comment
shall be limited.


6. Public comment at Town Hall Committee meetings shall be in accordance


with the Legislative Deparfrnent Policy Regarding Public Comment at Full
Council and Standing Committee Meetings, attached as an Appendix to
these Rules.


7. Council shall take no vote or oiher final action at a Town Hall Committee
meeting.


8. Town Hall Committee meetings are required to be elecfronically recorded.


F. Emergency Meetings. :


1. Special Emergency Meetings may be called by the President, or by a
majorityof the Councilmembers. (RCW 42.30.070) (Except as set forth in
Rule II.A.1.f Regular Meetings.)


2. Meeting timg location and notice requirements do not apply to emergency
meetings called for emergency matters as permitted by RCIV 42.30.07A,
RCV/ 42.30.080, and RCÏV 42.14.075.


3. Emergency Meetings are open to the public unless exempt under RCW
42,30.
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Attendance During an Emergency.


ln the event that a natural disaster, fire, flood, earlÍquake, enemy attack,


imminent enemy attack, or other catasfophic omergency renders a Mernber's
physical attendance at a meeting impracticable, such-Member may attend by any


electronic means (e.g. multi-part¡r telephone or video conferencing) utilized by
the Council for such purpos€. 


:


ilI. PUBLICPARTICIPATION.


Public Sessions.


l. All meetings of the Councìl, and all meetings of standing and special


committees (except executive sessions or as otherwise permitted by law),
shall be open to the public, and shall be conducted in a manner which
provides the opportunity for attendees to hear and see the proceedings of
those Menrbers physically present and to hear those Members, if an¡
attending by electronic means, as provided by these rules. (See also Rule
XI.H. Equal Access and Participation.)


2. The Council shall not adjourn its regular Full Council Meetings to any
place other than its regular meeting placo, which is the Council Chambers


in Seattle City Hall, except as provided by law. (See also Rule II.A.1.c
Megtings, and Rule III.C.2 Intemrptions to Council Meetings and


Committee Meetings.) (Clty Charter Article tV, Section 6)


3. Meetings of the Committee of theWhole shall not convene in or adjourn


to anyplace other than its regular meeting place, which is the Cou¡cil
Chamber in Seattle City Hall, unless a specifii alternate location is
established by the Chair, and appropriate public notice and access are


provided.


4. Meetings of standing committees shall not convene in or adjourn to any
place other than that committee's regular meeting place, which is the


Council Chamber in Seattle CityHall, unless a specific altemate location
is established by the Chair with the concrurence of a majority of the


. regular members of that committee and appropriate public notice and


access are provided.


5. Meetings of special committees may be held in Council Chambers in
Seattle City Hqil, or an altemate location as established by the Council
President in the case of Town Hall Committee meetings or by the


committee chair so long as appropriate public notice and access are


provided.
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Public corirment at the Full council and committee Meetiúgs.


Public Comment Periods differ from Public Hearings in that they are brief


opportunities, usually at the beginning ofregular council and standing co_mmittee


mãetings, for members of the public to connnent regarding any item on the


agenda for that regular meeting. The agenda for a patticular regular meeting may


specify thc total time allotted for the comment perigd and for time limits for


individual comments. (See also Rule II.D. Public Comment)


l. The bouncil shall not takepublic comment at special meetings of the Full


Council.


2, The Council shall take public comment atregular Full Council Meetings:


a) Comment should be related to matters on that day's regular Full


Council meeting agenda for vote or final action;


b) Speakers must sign up prior to the start of the meeting;


c) The chair shall set time limits for speakors and for the total


, commentPeriod;


d) All public comment shall be in accordance with the Legislative


D.pa.ttoent Policy Regarding Public Comment at Full Council and


starding committee Meetings, attached as an appendix to these


Rules, and in ¿ccordance with Rule III.B. Public Comment, and


Rule X.A. Duties of Committee Chairs.


3. Standing Committees shall, and Committees of the ltrhole and Special


Commiuees may, allow poÛti" comment at committee meetings in


accordance with the I;egislative Deparfrnent Pglicy Regarding Public


Comment at Full Council and Standing Comniittee Meetings, attaohed as


an appendix to these Rules, and in accordance with Rule III. B. Public


Comment, and Rule X.A Duties of Committee Chairs.


4. The Council is not required to allow public comment at Council Briefings.


5. Persons speaking before the Full Council, the Committee of the rWhole, or


any standing committee, will idørtify themselves for the record.


6, The Chair of the meeting at his/Ïer discretior¡ may waive Rule III.B.5
Public Comment, in the interest of personal safety of the person speaking.
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,c. Interruption(s) to council Meetings and committee Meetings.


I . It shall be the responsibility of the Chair to maintain order and adjoum any


meeting as he/she deems necessary'


2. úr the event that any meeting is intemrpteg by *I person or by a group or


groups of persons so as to render the orderly conduct of such meeting not
. f"*ibl", and order cannot be restored by the removal of individuals who


are intemrpting the meeting, the Mernbers of the Council or the committee


conducting ttre meeting ma-y order the meeting room oleared and continue


inl"sio"Iot may adjo-urn the meeting and re-convene at another location


seleoted by majority vote of the Members present. In such a session, final


dispositiotr tttuy b"irt"tt only onmâtters appearing on the. agenda.


RepreSentatives of the pfess or other news media, except those


particþating in the disturbance, shall be allowed to attend any session held


pursuant to this section. (See also RCW 42'30'050')


3. The Council or the committees may establish procedures for re-admitting


an individual or individuals not responsible for disturbing the orderly


conduct of the meeting.


4. \iVhen a meeting is adjourned due to an intemrption, Councilmembers and


staff shall leave the meeting room until the meeting is reconvened. '


w. COUNCIL BUSINESS.


A. Business BroughtBefore the Council'


1. All Bilts, Resolutions and Clerk Files brought before the Council shall be


prepareó for introduction according to established policies and procedures


of the Legislative DeParhnent.


2. A Resolution cannot be adopted at the same meeting at which it is


iritroduced except by a two-thirds vote of the members present'


3. A Bill cannot be iritroduced and passed at th9 s-ame meeting, except for the


$/eeHy Bill for payment of bills,salaries and claims. (City Charter Article


IV, Section 8)


4. No Bill shall become an Ordinance unless on its final passage at least a


majority of all nine Councilmenrbers vote in its favor. (City Chbrter


Article IV Section 8)


Insomecesgs'passagerequiresmorethanamajorityvote.
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5. Amendments to Bills may not be presented at a Full Council meeting
rmless previously circulated to Councilmembers and reviewed by the Law
Deparünent at least two hours before the meeting; except in cases


including but not limited to arnendments to development regulations


subject to the Growth Management Act, wheie statutes may require


additional public notice and comment before amendments maybe made.


6. The only items ofbusiness for which final action may be taken at a special


meeting are those listed on the written notice.


Order of Business.


1. The President shall announce to the Council the business in order.
Business of the Council at regular Full Council meetings shall ordinarily
be disposed of in the following order:


Ð Call to Order


b) Roll Call


c) Approval of the Agenda


d) Approval of the Journal


e) Presentations


:


Ð Public Comment


g) Ratiñcation of Referral Calendar (Introduction and Refenal of
Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files)


h) Payment of Bills, Claims and Salaries


1) Commiuee Reports (Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and


Clerk Files)


j) Adoption of OtherResolutions


k) Other Business


l) Adjournment
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2, Upon the passage of each Bill, the President shall announce that he/she is


sigring the Bill, and if so requested by uny Councilme'lriber, that Bill shall


be read at length so as to ensrre its correctness before it shall become


enrolled. (City Charter Article IV, Section 11)


C. Vetoed Bills.


1. The Council shall reconsider and vote again on the passage of any Bill
which is vetoed by the Mayor, in accordance with the city charter. (city
Charter Article [V, Section 12)


Z. Reconsideration shatl occur not less than five days after the Mayor's


publication of said veto, and not more than 30 days after the retum of said


by the Mayorr (City Charten Articlè IV, Section 12)


3. Passage of a Bill dunng reconsideration shall be by two-thirds vote of all


the 11t"*b-6 of the Council. (C1ty Charter Article IV, Section 12)


4. Any Bill presented to Council for reconsideration which does not pass.


during the first vote of reconsideration shall be deemed finally lost. (City


Charter Article IV, Section 12)


D. Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council.


I. The Cþ Clerk shall record into the Journal of the Proceedings of the


Sþattle City Counoil the proceedings of the Full Council at its regular and


special meetings, and reports to the Full Council by committees.


2, The Joumal of the Proceedings shall be presented to the Council for


approval at the next regular Full Council Meeting'


. The Journal of the Proceedings shall be a public document.


v: PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURES (for FulI Council meetings).


If the current General Rules and Procedures of the City Council are silent on a matter of
parliamentary procedure, the then-current edition of Rgbert's Rule-s. ollrder Newly


ilevised will govem the Council in all cases to which they are applicable.


A. Rules of Debate.


1. When any.Councilmember wishes to speak, he/she shall rise and address


the Chair.
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2. When recognized, the Member shall, in a courteous nranner, confine
comments to the question ütder debate.


3. The Councilmember who sponsors a Bill, Resolution, or motion shall have


the privilege of speaking first and last upon it.


4. No Councilmember shall impugn the motives of any other Mernber, or
, speak more than twice 


"*""pt 
fãt explanation during the cortsideration of


any one question.


B. Motions.


l. No motion shall be entertained or debated until duly seconded and


announced by the President.


2. The motion shall be recorded ærd, if requested by any Councilmember, it
shall be read by the City Clerk before it is debated.


3. If no Councilmember objects, a motion may be withdrawn by the maker
before amendment, or action.


' 4. Motions shall be entertained inthe order of precedence outlined in the
then-currelrt edition of Roþert's Rules of Order Newly Revised.
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MOTION TO:


(\.
E
Éo
C)o
v)


-q)


p
cl
c)
I6
-o'o
â


c\.o
-o'Rl
'dá()
É


-a)
+¡o


€t)
b
'ú
u)
Éoo
o)k
(l)'€
hct


'Adjourn Yes No No Maj No


Recess Yes No Yes Maj No


Recõnsider (except on final passage of
legislation) (See also Rule V.8.8, and


Rule VI.G)


Yes Yes No Maj No


Table (See also Rule V.8.7) Yes No No Maj No


Move the Previous Question Yes No No 213 Yes


Hold to a Certain Time (See also Rule


v.8.5)
Yes Yes Yes Maj Yes


Commit to a Cornmittee' Yes Yes Yes Maj Yes


Amend or Substitute Yes Yes Yes Maj Yes


Hold Indefinitely (See also Rule V.8.6) Yes Yes No Maj Sometimes
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5.


6,


7.


8.


When a question has been held by motion, to a time certain, the question


shall not-be intoduced again at the samo meeting.


When a question has been held indefinitely by motion, the question shall


not be introduced again for at least 60 days.


A motion to table an amendment shalllot carry the main question with it
unless so specìfied in the motion to table.


'when 
a Bill is put upon its final passage and fails to pass, and amotion is


made to reconsider, the vote upon such reconsideration motion shall not be


acted on before the next meeting of the Council. (See also Rule VI.G
Reconsideration.) (City Charter Article IV, Section 10)


Recognition by the President.


1. 'When two or more Coqcilmembers rise at the same time to address the


Chair, the President shall designate the one who shall speak first.


Division of a Question.


1. Any Councilmember may call for a division of a question,'which shall be


divided if it embraces subjects so distinct that one being taken away, a


substantive proposition shall remain for the decision of the Council, but a


motion to striké out and insert shall not be divided.


Point of Order.


l. The President shall decide all points of order.


2. If dissatisfied with the decision of the President, any Member rnay appeal


the decision


3. Ûr all cases of appeal, the question shall be: "Shall the decision of the


Chair be sustained?"


4. No Member may speak more than once on an appeal without the consent


of a majority of the Councilmembers in attendance.


5. The decision in response to the appeal shall be by majority vote of the


Councilmennbers in attendance. In case of a tie votg the decision of the


President shalt stand.


c.


D.


E.
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F. Previous Question.


1. The previous question may be demanded by two Councilmenrbers in this


form: "Shall the main question now be voted upon without further
debate?" When a two-thirds majority of the Councilmembers in
attendance vote to end debaten such debate shall end.


VI. VOTINGAT SESSIONS OF THE F'ULL COT]NCIL.


Voting Required.


1. Every Councilmernber in attendance shall participate in the voting process


for all actions before the Full Council, except that Councilmembers must


disqualiff themselves from voting if disqualification is required by either


the City's Code of Ethios (SMC 4.16) or the'Washington State


Appearance of Fairness Doctrine, and mernbers may disqualiff themselves


from voting to avoid the Elpearance of a conflict of interest, unless a


majority of those present vote that there is no conflict. (see also Rule


VI.D.Z Announcing and Recording Votes.)


2. Abstentions are not allowed. Members not having disqualified themselves


pursuant to Rule VI.A.I Voting Required, shall vote "Aye" or'1rlo."


Roll Call Voting.


l. A roll call vote is required whe,lr voting on final passage of Bills.


2. A roll call vote on other business may be demanded by two
cor¡ncilmernbers in attendance, or by the President. In the case of a
demand for a roll call vote, the votes shall be recorded by the City Clerk in


Joutnal of Proceedings. (City Charter Article fV, Section 4, Third).


3. Roll for a roll call vote is called in alphabetical order, exce,pt for the


President, provided that each week that the Full Council meets, the name


atthe beginning of the roll is moved to the end of the ro11 in a systematic


rotation.


4, The Presidenfs narne is called last.


Voice Vote.


1, A voice vote maybe taken on anymattor of business before the Council


except for the final passage of a Bill, unless a roll call vote has been


requested as provided ín Rule Y1.8.2 Roll Call Voting.


B.


c.
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D. Announcing and Recording Votes.


1. Upon the conclusion of the roll call otvoicg lote, the City C|grk shall


. announce the "aves" and "nos" and "disqualifications" for all votes and


enter them into ttre Joumal of the Proceedings. The announceme,lrt of the


result of any vote shall not be posþoned.


2. 'When 
a Councilme,lnber is in attendance, and has disqualified himlherself


, from voting, the Clerk shall record and announce "in attendancerbut


disqualified from voting." (see also Rule vI,A.l Voting Required.)


E. Proxy Votes.


1. There shall be no proxy votes, A Member may only cast a vote if he/she


is in attendance todo st at the time the vote is taken, except as provided


for in Rule II.G. Meetings


" 
Tie Vote.


1. In the event of a tie vote, the motion does not pass.


G. Reconsideration.


1. After the final vote on any motion, Resolution, or Bill, and before the


adjouurment of that Full Council session, anyMe,lnberwho voted with the


prevailing side maymove forreconsideration. Seconds to motions for
reconsideration may be from either the prevailing or non-prevailing side.


4 mî'5fr#åH.Hi î:[ åffi"äi#"1;*;*"so*tion'
adjournment of that dafs session, or else there shall be no


reconsideration vote.


b) 
ffi:î"fff:yål'ii'"iå*;ï""åffiTJTlåu on""


iiïi.ffË::il'iiHmeetiugoftheFullCouncil.(CityCharter


Z. A motion to reconsider shall have precedørce over every other motion,
except a motion to adjoum..


3. Motions to reconsider a vote upon ameldments to any pending question


shall be made and decided at oncç,
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VII. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.


Designation.


1. Committee of the Whole is a special committee.


Assignment of Business to the Committee of the Whole.


1. The President or a majority of all Councilmernbers may assign any rnatter


. to the Committee of the Whole for appropriate review and aotion, when


the subject to be considered contains many items and relates to diverse


subjects, or is of significant concem to all Councilmenrbers.


2. At the time of assigring of anymatter to the Committee of the Whole, the


President'shall designate the Committee of the Whole Chair for this


specific action.


Meetings of the Committee of the Whole.


1. The Council President shall approve the scheduling of meetings of the


Committee of the ÏVhole.


2. Preliminary agendas for Committee of the'Wholemeetings,listing itøns
for which disoussion and/or recommendation is expected, will be made


available to the public. All reasonable effort will be made to provide the


preliminary agenda online and in hard copy at least two business days


prior to the meeting. a


VI¡¡. STANDING COMMITTEES - To Facilitate Legislative Í'unctions of the Council.
(Cify Charter Article IV Section 4)


A. Formation of Committees.


1. Standing committees are formed after the biennial selection of a Council
President.


2. Formation of standing committees, i.e. the identification of committees'


assrgnments, is accomplished by a process of discussion and consensus


among Councilmembers, which shall be submitted to the members for
ratifi cation by Resolution.


A.


B.


c.
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B.


3. If no consensus is reached, the President shall poll the members and make


a decision, which shall be zubmitted to the Members for ratification by
Resolution.


Membership of Standing Committees.


1. Memborship of a standing committee genøally consists of a Chair, two


members and an altemate, blrt may be established as resolved by the


Council.


2. In the event of a vacancy of a council position which requires the


appointrnent andlor election of areplaceme,lrt Councilmember, the


committee duties and responsibilities of the replacement Councilmember


shall be proposed by the tbuncil President, and shall be established by
Council Resolution to be adopted within 45 days of the date tþe


replacement Councilmember takes offi ce


3. Any Councilmenrber may atte,nd a standing committee meeting.


4. There shall be no quorum require,lnent for standing committee meetings.


Duties and Responsibilities of standing committees and Members.


1. Menrbers of standing committees shall acquaint themselves with the


interests of the City specifically represented by that committee, and shall


make recommendations to the Full Council on Council Bills, Resolutions,


and Clerk Files, and such other reports as in their judgnen(s) \¡rill
advance the interests and promote the welfare of the people of the City.


2. It shall be the duty of each menrber of a standing committee to attend the


committee meetings. The attendance policy for standing committees shall


be as follows:


a) Me,rnbers of standing committees are expeoted to attend all
meetings of said committees.


b) A comrnittee member may obtain a leave of absence or be excused


with the consent of the committee Chair.


c) Members attending standing committees shall not leave standing


committee m-eetings without notiSing the committ


3. Any Councilmember attending a standing committeemeetingmayvote, ôr


abstain from voting, on issues before the committee.


c.
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4, Committee Reports:


a) Standing committees must have a written record of final action on


any legislation reported out to the Full Council.


b) Rçorts of standing committees shall be entered in the Journal of
the Proceedings of the City Council.


c) Divided Reports:


(l) A Divided Report containing the different
recommendations from the committee shall be made


available after said committee meeting for signing by those


Members wishing to subscribe to it.


(2) At least three dap before scheduled presentation of the


recommendation to the Full Council, the signed report shall
be made available to all Councilmelrrbers.


(3) Onlythose Councilmenrbers having attended a discussion


of the Bill or Resolution which is the subject of the
committee's recommendation, and having voted "aye" or
no" oû the recommendation, shall subscribe to the report.


(4) Unless authorized by the Council President and the
committee Chair, a divided report shall not be presented to


Full Council until one week has elapsed from the divided
committee vote, in order to allow Councilmembers time to
review said report.


(5) When leporting recomme,ndations to the Full Council:


(a) Ttre position signed by the majority shall be


considered first;


(b) 
H:il#:tråìi:äi:ågå"åiï:?ffiff;i'fion'f
desires.


Standing committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on any


Counoil Bill, Resolutiòn, or Clerk File on the same day that a public


hearing was held on that itern, excçt upon passage of a motion by the


Chair to do so.


5.


I


l


l'
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Ix. SPECIAL COMMITTEES.


Budget Committee. 
.


1. The Budget Committee is a special committee, cornprised of all
oilmembers and chaired by the Chair of the finance comlnittee.


Town Hall Committee.


1. The Town Hall Committee is a special committee compfised of at least


four Council¡nembers and chaired on a rotation schedule established by
the Council President.


Committee of the Whole.


1. Committee of the Whole is a special committee comprised of all
Councilmembers; the chair is designated by the Council President.


Other Special Committees.


1. The President tnay appoint other special committees from time to time as


the need arises.


Special Committee Agendas.


1. Preliminary agendas of special committee meetings, listing items for
which discussion and/or recommendation is expected, will be made


available to the public. All reasonable effort will be made to provide the


preliminary agenda online and in hard copy at least two business days


prior to the meeting.


Special Committee Quorum.


1. A quorum for convening meetings of a special committee, or for making
recommendations, or taking committee action, shall be determined by the


Council President at the time the special committee's assignmonts æe


made, or in the case of Town Hall Committee, or Committee of the


Whole, at the time of scheduling.


Voting at Special Committee Meetings.


1. Special committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on any
Council Bill, Resolutior¡ o¡ Clerk File on the same day that a public
hearing was held on that item, except upon passage of a motion by the
Chair to do so.


E.


G.
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H. Duration of Special Committees.


1. Special committees may be of limited duration or focus.


I. Record of Special Committee Action.


l. Special committees must have a written record of final action on any
legislation reported out to the Full Council.


X. DUTIES OF COMMITTEE CIIAIRS.


A. Duties of the Chairs of Committees shall include:


1 
#åîxÍHå*ffi:i:::"'ffi;î'Jff"lfii#iäsff"i*"':îlî,"
accordance with Legislative Department policy regarding public comment


at meetings.


2. , Rule X.4.1 does not apply to special committees.


3. Calt thg.mlejings to order at the appointed times, and record the beginning


and ending times of the meetings.


4. Determine and state the amount of time allowed for speakers, and


announce instructions to the speakers at the start of each meeting; The


Chaif may allow additional time for the submission of written comment


from the public.


5. Advise speakers that their oral public comments are being recorded.
.l


6. Recognize Counoilmembers and, in accordance with these General Rules


and Procedures, others who wish to speak.


7. Keep to the time schedule.


8. Stop oral public comment when repetitive or irrelevant.


9. Suspend the Rules when appropriatg in accordance.with Rule XI.B.
Suspension of the Rules.


I 0 
liähäïî::""ffiî,îffi'li3:",fJ,*:Jffi ;Ë'"i'fi:Hî3',
attendance his/her reasons for inviting parties to the committee table.


11. Set the committee's agenda consistent with the committee's assigned


scope of work.


12, ' Preserve order and decorum:
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xr.


13. Present to ttre Council each year at a Full Council meeting in January as


designated by the Council President, fhe committee's Annual Legislative


nepõrt. The report will identiff accomplishments of the committee in the


preceding year and objeotives of the committee for the coming calendar


year, in a report forrnat as determined by th" council President.


MISCELLANEOUS.


Attendance at Sessions of the Full Council.


Councilmembers must attend all regular Full Council Meetings, unless


excused. (City Charter Article IV, Sec-tion 3)


Tbree Councilmembers, including the President or President pro tem


acting in the Capacity of the President, or four members in the President's


or President pro tem's absence, shall be authorized to cornpel the


attendance of abse,lrt unexcused members at the Full Council meeting, but
may adjourn from day to day if necessary until a quonrm can be convened.


(City Charter Article IV, Section 3)


A Councilmember inay obtain a leave of absence or be excused from a


particular méetingby vote of the Council.


No more than four councilmembers mãy be excused from any one Full
Council Meeting, except during the month ofNovember, when no more


than two Councilmenrbers may be excused from any one Full Council


Meeting.


When the maximum number of Councilmenrbers has been excused for any


one particular meeting the last Cotmcilmember having requested an


exqised absence for that meeting will be considered "on call". 'A


Councilmember "on call" may arrange with any other excused


Councilmember to trade places in the order of excused absences for a
particular meeting.


Emergency absences maybe authoized,by the Council President who


will announce the emergency absenle at the meeting.


The City Clerk shall record the atte,ndance and requests for excused


absence(s) from Full Council Meetings.


Suspension of General Rules and Procedures.


1. Any rule or procedure, except as noted below, may be tempormily
suspended for a special purpose by a two-thirds vote in open session of the


Merrbers present.


1.


3,


4.


5.


6.


7.


B.
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c.


2. The following rules or procedures established by this document may not


be suspended:


a) This section, and Rule XI.B.K


b) Reconsideration section, VIG


c) Executive Session subsection, lT.C.7


d) Those required by Charter


e) Those required by the Seattle Municipal Code


Ð Those required by state law


g) The Clelk is directed to provide a guide for compliance with Rule- 
XLB, which shall be attached as an Appendix to these Rules.


3. When the suspension of a rule orprocedure is requested, and no objection


is offered, the President or Chair shall announce the rule or procedure


suspended, and the Council or committee mayproceed accordingly.


Action Requirement


1. In March of each year, the Counoil shall consider for retiring any Clerk


File, Resolution or Bill which has been in a standing committee or before


the Council for at least one year prior to that date.


Breach of Decorum


1. The City Council shall have authority to punish its Members and others


for disorderly or otherwise contemptuous behavior in its presence, and to


expel for such behavior in its pfesence any Member by the affirmative


vote of not less than two-thirds of its Members, speciffing in the order of
expulsion the cause thereof. (City Charter Article [V, Section 4)


Councilmember Objection to an Action of the Council.


1. Any Councilmember may protest against the action of the Council upon


any question and have the oral objection onteted upon the Joumal.


2. If the protesting.Councilmemter wishes the Journal to contain a written


objection, he,/she shall file that objection with the City Clerk within forty-
eight hours following the action being objected.


E.
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G.


Electronic f,ssg¡rting.


1. Public meetings of the Full Council, including regular Council Briefings
meetings, sp€cial meetings, standing committees, Committees of the
Whole and Town Hall Committee Meetings, will be electronically
recorded whenever feasible. Executive sessions and those meetings
exempted from the provisions of RCW 423A will not be recorded.


2. The President or committee Chair is responsible for notiffing speakers


that their oral public comment is being recorded. (See also Rule X.A
Duties of the Chairs of Committees.)


3. The City Clerk shall rnaintain custody of these recordings.


Public Access.


1. Members of the Public:


a) No individual other than the L-egislative Department staffmay
approach the Corrncilmenrbers or the Clerks while the Councii or
committee is in session, unless permiüed to do so by the President
or Chair.


b) During committee meetings and Council Briefings, no persons
. other than Legislative Deparhnent staff shall join Councilmernbers '


at thc committee table, unless specifically invited by the committee
Chair to provide information necessary to committee busineqs.


c) Physical access to Councilmeinber office areas is limited and
. provided onlyin accordance with established policies and


procedures of the Legislative Deparhnent.


d) Persons desiring to electronically tape (audio, video, etc.) or
photograph a Councilmember within the Councilmember office
area(s) may only do so with the permission of the respective
Councilmenrber(s) or their respective staffmenrbers, when so


delegated.
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2. Me,lnbers of the Media:


a) Access by media shall be in accordance with Legislative


Department PolicY.


3. Extraordinary Circumstancès:


a) In the event of extraordinary circumstances, the Council President


or his/lrer designee, may suspend or modiff provisions in this


section, (xI.G) to protect the safe and responsible functioning of
the Council.


Equal Access and Particþation - Requests for Reasonable Accommodation.


t. Upon request, reasonable accommodations will be made to enable persons


with disabilities to attend all public City Council meetings.


2. Because sufficient lead time is often crucial to the Council's ability to


respond to arequest for reasonable accommodation, anyone desiring an


accommodation for a given mgeting should make his/her request at the


earliest possible oPPortunitY


tices or other3. Any individual wishing to request auxiliary aids or sen


reasonablE accommodations should direct his/her request to the


Legislative Deparbnent Administrative Staff.


4. Legislative De,parbnent staff will evaluate all requests and make


accommodations that are reasonable und€r all the circumstances.


Use of Couneil Chamlers.


l. Counoil business shall take precedence over other uses of the Council


Chambers.


Z. The Council President or his/her designee shall review and decide whether


to approve proposed uses of the Council Chambers for other City business


or by other public entities.


Biennial Review of General Rules and Procedures.


1. The Council President and the City Clerk shall conduct biennial reviews


of Council General Rules and Procedures.
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Appendix A:


Appendix B:


v.3


t2lt4/09


Amendment of General Rules and Procedures.


1. Amendments to these General Rules and Procedures shall be by majority
vote of the Members, and, if applicable, pursuant to SMC 3.02.030.


2. Prior to consideration by the Council, amendments to these General Rules


and Procedures shall be referred to a committee for review and
' recommendation.


Legislative Department Policy Regarding Public Comment At Full Council and


Standing Committee Meetings


List of Rules and Procedures That MayNot be Suspended
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News Release Detail


SUBJECT:   Holmes asks court for declaratory judgment on tunnel 
referendum 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:    
3/29/2011  1:00:00 PM 


FOR MORE INFORMATION 
CONTACT:  
Kimberly Mills  (206) 684-
8602 


This morning the City Clerk’s Office received an estimated 28,929 signatures in support of a 
voter referendum on Ordinance No. 123542. This ordinance approves three agreements between 
the City of Seattle and the State of Washington regarding the design and construction of a deep 
bore tunnel to replace the Alaskan Way Viaduct. Seattle’s governing body—the City Council and 
the Mayor—is responsible for enacting City ordinances, subject to the initiative and referendum 
powers. As City Attorney, I don’t vote on or veto ordinances, and I am personally neutral 
regarding the ultimate choice for replacing the viaduct. My obligations as City Attorney are to 
ensure that the City complies with the law and to look out for the best interests of Seattle and its 
citizens. To that end, I have filed a Complaint for Declaratory Judgment in King County Superior 
Court to determine whether Ordinance No. 123542 is subject to Seattle’s municipal referendum 
power. Since this issue is complicated, controversial and important, I want to explain what we’re 
doing, and why.


Nature of the Referendum Power


The Seattle Charter creates a referendum power, meaning that most—but not all—City 
ordinances can be subject to a referendum vote. If a valid referendum petition has sufficient 
signatures, the challenged ordinance cannot go into effect until after a vote upholding it. The 
present referendum would accordingly delay the effective date of Ordinance No 123542 until 
after the August primary—even if the ordinance is ultimately approved. Some limits on the City’s 
referendum power are spelled out in the Charter, while others are found in Washington State’s 
case law. Two well-established limits by the courts include (1) the rule that the local government 
“referendum power extends only to matters legislative in character and not to merely 
administrative acts,” e.g., Citizens for Financially Responsible Government v. City of Spokane, 99 
Wn.2d 339, 347, 662 P.2d 845 (1983), and (2) the rule that powers delegated specifically to a 
local jurisdiction’s governing body are not subject to the local referendum power, e.g., City of 
Sequim v. Malkasian, 157 Wn.2d 251, 265, 138 P.3d 943, 951 (2006). Both rules are included in 
the Complaint and addressed below.


Administrative Acts are not Subject to Referendum


City legislative bodies can take both administrative and legislative actions. “Administrative” in this 
sense doesn’t mean the same as “administrative” rules enacted by an executive agency as 
opposed to the Legislature. Similarly, not all actions taken by “legislative bodies” are “legislative” 
as contemplated by the rule on referendums. The Washington Supreme Court has distinguished 
between the two types of actions by explaining that a power “is legislative in its nature if it 
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prescribes a new policy or plan; whereas, it is administrative in its nature if it merely pursues a 
plan already adopted by the legislative body itself, or some power superior to it.” Citizens, 99 
Wn.2d at 347 (quoting 5 E. McQuillin, Municipal Corporations § 16.55 (3d rev. ed 1981)).


With this definition in mind, consider that Ordinance No. 123542 is actually the third law passed 
regarding the proposed deep bore tunnel project:


●     The Legislature passed the first law in early 2009, RCW 47.01.402. That law did not 
make a final decision to build the tunnel; rather, it directed the State to “take the 
necessary steps to expedite the environmental review and design processes to replace 
the Alaskan Way viaduct with a deep bore tunnel under First Avenue from the vicinity of 
the sports stadiums in Seattle to Aurora Avenue north of the Battery Street tunnel.” That 
state law also contains some additional restrictions on the tunnel project, funding 
sources and limitations, and the infamous (but in my view unenforceable) cost overrun 
language. 


●     In October 2009, the City Council enacted Ordinance 123133, authorizing execution of 
a Memorandum of Agreement that “outlines the responsibilities of both the City and 
State and expectations about the role of each in the implementation and funding of the 
numerous [Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement] Program elements.” That 
Memorandum of Agreement authorized the City and State to negotiate agreements to 
implement RCW 47.01.402(1) and Ordinance 123133. Ordinance 123133 also declared 
that “[i]t is the City’s policy that the Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement…
Program Bored Tunnel Alternative…is the preferred solution for replacing the existing 
Alaskan Way Viaduct.” 


●     After October 2009, the City and State negotiated three agreements—two covering 
utilities and one covering other aspects of the project—that provide further details 
regarding the State’s and City’s rights and obligations during design and construction. 
Ordinance 123542—the subject of the present referendum—constitutes the City’s 
acceptance of those three agreements. 


It is important to note that no final decision has been made to proceed with the deep bore tunnel 
project. The state and federal Environmental Policy Acts (SEPA and NEPA) do not allow that 
decision to be made until after the final environmental impact statement (FEIS) is issued and 
considered. At this point, the tunnel is still legally a “preferred alternative,” and we’re still in what’s 
called the “preliminary design” phase. All of the agreements that go beyond preliminary design 
work—including the State’s agreement with its contractor and our three agreements with the State
—are contingent upon the tunnel being finally selected following consideration of the FEIS and 
issuance of a “notice to proceed.” This is explained in Section 2.3 of each of our agreements.


Based on my reading of the law, the history of this project, and these agreements, on balance I 
believe Ordinance 123542 is more likely administrative than legislative. By accepting these three 
agreements, the ordinance does not “prescribe[] a new policy or plan”; “it merely pursues a plan 
already adopted by the legislative body itself [i.e., the City Council], or some power superior to it 
[i.e., the state legislature].” The broad policy here—establishing the tunnel as the preferred 
alternative for replacing the viaduct—was set more than 16 months ago by the ordinance the City 
Council enacted in October 2009 and, before that, the state law from early 2009. This year’s 
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ordinance—and the agreements it accepts—adds a great deal of detail to how the City and the 
State plan to go about building the tunnel if it’s selected following the FEIS, but it doesn’t change 
the basic policy decision that the tunnel is the City’s preferred alternative. The tunnel was the 
preferred alternative at the end of 2009, and it will remain the preferred alternative after our three 
agreements go into effect.


Decisions Delegated to the Governing Body Cannot 
Be Decided by Referendum 


As discussed, administrative acts are not subject to the local referendum power. Moreover, even 
legislative acts, if based on a local government power delegated directly to the governing body of 
a local jurisdiction, cannot legally be decided by a voter referendum. Local governments only 
have the powers delegated to them by the State. Most of those powers are delegated to local 
governments generally, but some are delegated specifically to the “governing body,” “legislative 
body,” or “legislative authority” of a local jurisdiction. Under state law, powers delegated like this 
may only be exercised by the City Council (subject to a veto and override) and are not subject to 
the initiative or referendum powers even if our charter or city law says they are. See., e.g., 
Malkasian, 157 Wn.2d at 261. Some parts of the City-State agreements at issue fall within 
powers delegated specifically to our governing body by RCW Title 47—the power to transfer City 
land to the State in connection with a state highway project.


Declaratory Relief Will Reduce Uncertainty and 
Save Time and Money


In Philadelphia II v. Gregoire, 128 Wn.2d 707, 911 P.2d 389 (1996), our state supreme court said 
the attorney general should seek a declaratory judgment from a court if he or she believes that 
an initiative is outside the scope of the State’s initiative power. I read this as directing me to do 
the same when I believe that a proposed referendum is outside the scope of the City’s 
referendum power. That’s where we are: Either the ordinance is administrative or within a sphere 
of authority delegated by the State to our governing body, the referendum can’t go forward, and 
the agreements are in effect, or the ordinance is legislative and not within a sphere delegated to 
our governing body, the referendum should go on the ballot, and the agreements can’t go into 
effect until after a vote. I think the former is more likely, and a declaratory judgment now will 
spare the expense of a campaign overturned post-election. If the court disagrees, I’ll support 
putting the referendum on the ballot as long as King County Elections confirms there are enough 
valid signatures.


This is just a summary of the administrative versus legislative and direct delegation legal issues. 
There is a significant body of case law on these issues, which will be further addressed when the 
City briefs the court next month. In the meantime, I’ve included a list of what I view as the most 
relevant cases at the end of this statement. I encourage anyone who is interested in this issue to 
read them and learn more about this area of state law.


There are several additional questions to address:
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1.  Named Defendants. The named defendants in our declaratory judgment action 
are (1) Protect Seattle Now, (2) Let’s Move Forward, (3) the Washington Department of 
Transportation, (4) Scot Brannon, Protect Seattle Now’s treasurer who signed the letter 
submitting the referendum petition, (5) Andrew Paxton, the Protect Seattle Now chair 
who signed the receipt for submittal of the petitions to the Clerk, and (6) Phil Lloyd, Let’s 
Move Forward’s secretary/treasurer. This isn’t intended to stage this lawsuit as “us vs. 
them”; it’s because declaratory judgment law requires us to bring everyone with a direct 
interest in this issue into the litigation. Protect Seattle Now and Let’s Move Forward 
have both registered with Seattle’s Ethics and Elections Commission as committees 
intending to advocate for and against the referendum; Brannon, Paxton and Lloyd are 
their official representatives; and WSDOT has an interest here because it’s the other 
party to the three contracts that are dependent upon whether our ordinance is referable. 
Everyone will have a chance to make their case to the court. If any other parties believe 
they have an interest warranting involvement in our legal action, they may also seek to 
intervene. 


2.  Timing of Declaratory Judgment Action. I refrained from intervening sooner 
in order to avoid interfering with the referendum signature gathering process. The 
Charter gives referendum supporters a very short period of time to gather signatures. 
While I don’t think this ordinance is subject to the City’s referendum power, the 
referendum supporters only had one shot to gather the required number of signatures, 
and I wanted them to have the chance to do that without interference before I asked a 
judge to determine whether state law allows a public vote. 


3.  Effect of Successful Referendum. Since a referendum is only as broad as the 
subject ordinance, this would just be a referendum on three specific City-State 
agreements. It’s not at all clear what would happen if a referendum stopped the three 
agreements—we could see anything from the State building the tunnel on its own to a 
movement towards a viaduct rebuild to a resurrection of surface-transit. If a court rules 
that the referendum can go on the ballot, and if the voters reject the three City-State 
agreements—two big “ifs”—we don’t know how the State would respond. Keep in mind 
that not all tunnel opponents agree on what should replace the viaduct. Some support a 
rebuilt viaduct, and others support surface-transit, so it’s hard to say how anyone in City 
or State government should or would interpret a “no” vote on the tunnel agreements. 
And if there’s discussion of another advisory ballot, I think it would be significantly more 
useful if it included all options, preferably giving supporters of one specific viaduct 
replacement option the opportunity to state their second choices. 


Finally, I want to be clear that my goal is to get this issue in front of a judge as quickly as possible 
so we can get an answer as quickly as possible. I’ll support any proposals by the other parties to 
expedite this action as long as it gives everyone enough time to prepare legal briefs.


Administrative/legislative cases:


City of Port Angeles v. Our Water-Our Choice , 170 Wn.2d 1, 7, 239 P.3d 589, 592 (2010)


Bidwell v. City of Bellevue, 65 Wn. App. 43, 45, 827 P.2d 339, rev. denied 119 Wn.2d 1023 
(1992)
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Heider v. City of Seattle, 100 Wn.2d 874, 675 P.2d 597 (1984)


Citizens for Financially Responsible Government v. City of Spokane, 99 Wn.2d 339, 347, 662 
P.2d 845 (1983)


Seattle Bldg. & Constr. Trades Council v. City of Seattle, 94 Wn.2d 740, 620 P.2d 82 (1980)


Leonard v. Bothell, 87 Wn.2d 847, 557 P.2d 1306 (1976)


Ruano v. Spellman, 81 Wn.2d 820, 505 P.2d 447 (1973)


Direct delegation cases:


City of Port Angeles v. Our Water-Our Choice!, 145 Wn. App. 869, 882, 188 P.3d 533, 539 
(2008), aff’d 170 Wn.2d 1, 239 P.3d 589, (2010)


City of Sequim v. Malkasian, 157 Wn.2d 251, 265, 138 P.3d 943, 951 (2006)


Whatcom County v. Brisbane, 125 Wn.2d 345, 884 P.2d 1326 (1994)


Seattle Bldg. & Constr. Trades Council v. City of Seattle, 94 Wn.2d 740, 620 P.2d 82 (1980)


Process case:


Philadelphia II v. Gregoire, 128 Wn.2d 707, 911 P.2d 389 (1996)


Links to tunnel-related laws and ordinances


http://clerk.seattle.gov/~archives/Ordinances/Ord_123133.pdf 
http://clerk.seattle.gov/~archives/Ordinances/Ord_123542.pdf 
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=47.01.402 
 


Links to reference documents


Stipulation Among Some Parties and Order of Briefing Schedule for 
Motions of Summary Judgement, City of Seattle v. Protect Seattle 
Now 
 
Complaint for Declaratory Judgment, City of Seattle v. Protect 
Seattle Now 
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Order Setting Civil Case Schedule, City of Seattle v. Protect Seattle 
Now 
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The overriding question for the City of Seattle right now is whether the City should retain its co-lead 
status on the environmental impact statement that must precede construction of a deep bore tunnel 
to replace the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


If the City forfeits its co-lead status, it could be hampered in assessing and responding to citizens’ 
comments on the environmental impacts of the project, and funding for the Seattle Department of 
Transportation possibly could be jeopardized. 


In an attempt to preserve the status quo on the project, Council President Richard Conlin signed the 
draft EIS late Thursday because the state and federal government said they would recognize his 
signature as sufficient for those entities to move forward and issue the draft document to the public. 
Additional questions may arise as to whether the City Council can direct SDOT to retain co-lead 
status through legislative action. 


The City Attorney’s Office is engaging all parties in discussions to find a constructive way forward. 
Attorneys are researching legal issues as they arise in the course of these negotiations. 


City of Seattle  


Mike McGinn, Mayor


NEWS ADVISORY 
 


SUBJECT:   Moving forward on the tunnel project 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:    
9/24/2010  3:30:00 PM


FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: 
 
Kimberly Mills  (206) 684-8602 
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City of Seattle Legislative Information Service


Information retrieved on May 25, 2011 1:42 PM


Resolution Number: 31297 


A RESOLUTION relating to the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program 
and Ordinance 123542 that entered into certain agreements with the Washington State Department of 
Transportation (WSDOT); stating that after the City Council has had the opportunity to review and 
consider the Final Environmental Impact Statement and the Federal Record of Decision, the City Council 
will make the decision whether to issue to the State of Washington the notice described in Section 6 of 
Ordinance 123542 in the form of introducing and considering for enactment a City ordinance. 


Status: Full Council  
 
Date introduced/referred to committee: May 16, 2011  
Committee: Full Council  
Sponsor: CONLIN  
 
(No indexing available for this document)


Text 


A RESOLUTION relating to the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program 
and Ordinance 123542 that entered into certain agreements with the Washington State Department of 
Transportation (WSDOT); stating that after the City Council has had the opportunity to review and 
consider the Final Environmental Impact Statement and the Federal Record of Decision, the City Council 
will make the decision whether to issue to the State of Washington the notice described in Section 6 of 
Ordinance 123542 in the form of introducing and considering for enactment a City ordinance. 


WHEREAS, Section 2 of Ordinance 123542 provides:


"Acceptance of Agreements. By enacting this ordinance, the City of Seattle accepts the offer made by 
the State and agrees that the City shall be legally bound by the Agreements attached as Exhibits A, 
Attachments 1, 2, and 3". 


WHEREAS Section 2.3 of each of the three agreement provides: 


"...If an alternative other than the Proposed Bored Tunnel is selected, this Agreement will be terminated 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 28 of the Agreement. If the Proposed Bored Tunnel is selected, 
the remaining work under this Agreement other than preliminary design work may proceed no sooner 
than after issuance of the ROD and only after WSDOT and the City Council each provide notice to the 
other that it wishes to proceed with the Agreement. WSDOT will provide Notice to Proceed 2, which 
authorizes final design and construction, to the Design Builder only after issuance of the ROD". 


WHEREAS, Section 6 of Ordinance 123542 reads: 


"The City Council is authorized to decide whether to issue the notice referenced in Section 2.3 of each 
agreement. That decision shall be made at an open public meeting held after issuance of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. 


WHEREAS, the City is involved in current litigation in King County Superior Court (Case No 11-2-11719
-7) regarding whether Ordinance 123542 is a proper subject for referendum; and, 


WHEREAS, the Honorable Laura Gene Middaugh heard oral argument on motions for summary 
judgment in that case on May 13, 2011; and, 
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WHEREAS, Judge Middaugh asked a question concerning whether the City Council might, after 
completion of environmental review and issuance of the Federal Record of Decision, decide to issue the 
notice described in Section 6 of Ordinance 123542 by means other than by enacting a City ordinance; 
and, 


WHEREAS, the City Council answers that question by stating that it will make any future decision 
whether to issue the notice described in Section 6 of Ordinance 123542 in the form of introducing and 
considering for enactment a City ordinance; 


NOW THEREFORE, 


BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE: 


Section 1. After having the opportunity to review and consider the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and the Federal Record of Decision, the City Council's notice to the State of Washington as 
described in Section 6 of Ordinance 123542 shall be in the form of introducing and considering for 
enactment a City ordinance. 


Adopted by the City Council the _____ day of _____________, 2011, and signed by me in open session in 
authentication of its adoption this _____ day of ________________, 2011. 


________________________________________ 


President __________ of the City Council 


Filed by me this ______ day of _________________, 2011. 


________________________________________ 


City Clerk 


(Seal) 


05/13/11 Section 6 Notice Resolution (Ver. 1) 
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Going Over Mayor's Head on Tunnel, Conlin Signs Off on State Impact Study  


Posted by Dominic Holden on Thu, Sep 23, 2010 at 6:31 PM  


Updated with the email Conlin sent city council members to explain his reasoning. 


Seattle City Council president Richard Conlin signed off on a Supplemental Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on the proposed deep-bore tunnel with the state this afternoon, a legally 
questionable attempt to bypass Mayor Mike McGinn, who earlier today said the city needed 
another week before approving the document.  


"Richard Conlin apparently believes that he is above the law," McGinn told The Stranger upon 
receiving the news. "He needs to retract his signature immediately. The city has not approved 
this EIS." 


Studies like these are normally signed by the head of a city department under the mayor's 
purview (in this case, the Seattle Department of Transportation). "Approval of an environmental 
impact statement (EIS) is an executive-agency action requiring approval from the mayor," 
McGinn argues. "Legislators in this city have no authority to act as if they are the head of the 
department of transportation." 


In an email to colleagues (in full after the jump), Conlin said he was notified about McGinn's 
decision to defer signing this morning by SDOT director Peter Hahn. "After consulting with our 
Law Department, I have now signed the document on behalf of the City," Conlin wrote.  
 
However, City attorney Pete Holmes says he didn't learn about the action until after Conlin 
signed the document. "That is something I just learned," Holmes said when reached by phone. 
Asked if it was legal for Conlin to sign the EIS, "That is a longer answer," he said. "Lawyers in 
the office spoke to Richard Conlin. It is a complicated issue, involving lots of deadlines." 
(Holmes agreed to provide more information tomorrow.) 


The state is required to issue a draft study this fall on the impacts of a deep-bore tunnel (The 
Stranger obtained an earlier version this summer). The City of Seattle is to sign the document 
as a co-lead on the project. The Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) 
provided a copy to the city within the last week, McGinn said, but he asked for another week to 
review the tome of information.  


But WSDOT apparently rejected that proposal and went to Conlin instead. In a statement, Conlin 
wrote: “If this document was not signed today, the City of Seattle would lose its place as co-lead 
on the project. This means we would no longer be at the planning table, we would lose access 
and ability to review draft documents and risk losing WSDOT funding, including 16 SDOT 
positions that would have to be laid off or compete for scarce general fund resources.” 
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McGinn doesn't buy that argument, noting that WSDOT has repeatedly delayed the project (such 
as allowing an extra year for bidders and granting the city council six months before approving 
contracts). 


"Is Richard Conlin going to start granting building permits next?" McGinn asks. "Is he going 
start grating fire occupancy permits, and start granting contracts for our agencies? What other 
executive agency actions does Richard Conlin believe he's permitted to do? I think if we are 
going run the city the in an orderly manner, executive actions are left to the executive." 


McGinn says the state erred in allowing Conlin to act on behalf of the city. "Governor Gregoire 
needs to fix this," McGinn continued. "Would she let [House Speaker] Frank Chopp sign an EIS 
on behalf of WSDOT? And if her agency encouraged this, then they were wrong." 


 


[Emphases as published in original article] 
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Washington Transportation Secretary makes statement regarding Alaskan Way Viaduct 
project  


Date:  Friday, September 24, 2010 


Contact: Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement Program - 206-805-2846 


SEATTLE – Washington Transportation Secretary Paula Hammond today issued the following 
statement regarding the Alaskan Way Viaduct project.  
 
“I want to thank the Seattle City Council and Council President Richard Conlin for signing the 
supplemental draft environmental impact statement (EIS) for the Alaskan Way Viaduct 
replacement along Seattle’s central waterfront. His signature allows the environmental analysis 
of the proposed bored tunnel to be released for public review and comment next month. It also 
means that the City of Seattle will remain as our partner as we respond to public comments on 
the environmental analysis, develop mitigation measures, and prepare the final EIS.”  
 
“The Federal Highway Administration, the Washington State Department of Transportation and 
the Seattle Department of Transportation have been working toward today’s deadline to sign the 
supplemental draft EIS for over a year. We cannot delay releasing this document for public 
review, and still maintain our schedule to take down the seismically vulnerable viaduct. We look 
forward to continuing our nine-year partnership with the city to ensure this project meets the 
needs of Washington state and the City of Seattle.”  


### 


 


 


http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/News/2010/09/23-secretary-awv.htm 


 



Elizabeth Campbell

Typewritten Text

EXHIBIT E












Elizabeth Campbell

Typewritten Text

EXHIBIT G
































































Elizabeth Campbell

Typewritten Text

B
















 


  
 
SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Monday, October 4, 2010 
 2:00 p.m. 


 


A. CALL TO ORDER  


B. ROLL CALL Present: 


C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


E. PRESENTATIONS 


F. PUBLIC COMMENT Members of the public may sign up to address the Council for up to 2 minutes on 


matters on this agenda; total time allotted to public comment at this meeting is 15 


minutes. 


G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR    Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions 


(Res.) and Clerk Files (CF) for committee recommendation. 


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS (These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on 


the same day.) 


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files. 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 


 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. C.B. 116983 Relating to environmental review of the 


Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project, and 


ratifying and confirming certain prior acts. 


INTRODUCED 


September 27, 2010 


(Bagshaw) 


 


2. C.F. 310090 Application of Dave Heater for approval of a 


contract rezone of land at 412 Broadway from 


Neighborhood Commercial 3 with a 65 foot 


height limit (NC3 65) and Midrise (MR), to 


Neighborhood Commercial 3 with an 85 foot 


height limit (NC3 85) for future construction of 


a six-story, mixed-use building with 


approximately 95 residential units, ground floor 


retail and below grade parking (Project 


No.3010211, Type IV). 


GRANT AS 


CONDITIONED 


(Clark, Burgess, Bagshaw) 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Monday, April 25, 2011 
 2:00 p.m. 


 


A. CALL TO ORDER  


B. ROLL CALL Present: 


C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


E. PRESENTATIONS 


F. PUBLIC COMMENT Members of the public may sign up to address the Council for up to 2 minutes on 


matters on this agenda; total time allotted to public comment at this meeting is 15 


minutes. 


G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR    Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions 


(Res.) and Clerk Files (CF) for committee recommendation. 


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS (These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on 


the same day.) 


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files. 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 
 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. Res. 31256 Providing an honorary designation of South 


Lander Street from 16th Avenue South to 17th 


Avenue South as the "Roberto Maestas Festival 


Street." 


HELD  


March 28, 2011 


(All Nine 


Councilmembers) 


 


2. C.B. 117136 Relating to City streets, renaming the segment 


of South Lander Street between 16th Avenue 


South and 17th Avenue South from South 


Lander Street to South Roberto Maestas 


Festival Street. 


INTRODUCED  


March 21, 2011 


(All Nine 


Councilmembers) 


 


3. C.F. 311492 Referendum No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. 


123542, regarding the State Route 99 Alaskan 


Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement 


Program. 


INTRODUCED  


April 25, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


4. C.F. 311459 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of 


Sufficiency for Referendum No. 1, relating to 


Ordinance No. 123542, regarding the State 


Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall 


Replacement Program.  


 


INTRODUCED  


April 25, 2011 


(Conlin) 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Monday, May 2, 2011 
 2:00 p.m. 


 


A. CALL TO ORDER  


B. ROLL CALL Present: 


C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


E. PRESENTATIONS 


F. PUBLIC COMMENT Members of the public may sign up to address the Council for up to 2 minutes on 


matters on this agenda; total time allotted to public comment at this meeting is 15 


minutes. 


G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR    Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions 


(Res.) and Clerk Files (CF) for committee recommendation. 


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS (These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on 


the same day.) 


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files. 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 


 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. C.F. 310969 Initiative Measure No. 101, to prohibit the 


construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle 


right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the 


construction and/or operation of a tunnel 


replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly 


known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


INTRODUCED 


May 2, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


2. C.F. 311489 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of 


Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a 


tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 


commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


INTRODUCED 


May 2, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


 


TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE: 


 


3. C.F. 309496 Petition of 4700 California Avenue, LLC to 


vacate a subterranean portion of the alley in 


Block 1, Scenic Park Addition to the City of 


Seattle. 


GRANT AS 


CONDITIONED 


(Rasmussen) 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Monday, May 9, 2011 
 2:00 p.m. 


 Revised 5/6/11 @4:40 p.m. 


A. CALL TO ORDER  


B. ROLL CALL Present: 


C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


E. PRESENTATIONS 


F. PUBLIC COMMENT Members of the public may sign up to address the Council for up to 2 minutes on 


matters on this agenda; total time allotted to public comment at this meeting is 15 


minutes. 


G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR    Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions 


(Res.) and Clerk Files (CF) for committee recommendation. 


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS (These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on 


the same day.) 


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files. 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 


 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. C.F. 310969 Initiative Measure No. 101, to prohibit the 


construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle 


right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the 


construction and/or operation of a tunnel 


replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly 


known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


HELD 


May 5, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


2. C.F. 311489 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of 


Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a 


tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 


commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


HELD 


May 5, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


3. C.B. 117160 


 


Repealing Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 1.12 


to delete provisions related to "Standard Time." 


INTRODUCED  


April 25, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


ENERGY, TECHNOLOGY, AND CIVIL RIGHTS COMMITTEE: 


 


4. C.B. 117161 Relating to the rates for the sale of electricity 


supplied by the City Light Department to large 


general service customers in the City of Burien; 


and amending Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 


21.49 in connection therewith. 


PASS 


(Harrell, Conlin, Licata, 


O'Brien) 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Monday, May 16, 2011 
 2:00 p.m. 


 


A. CALL TO ORDER  


B. ROLL CALL Present: 


C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


E. PRESENTATIONS 


F. PUBLIC COMMENT Members of the public may sign up to address the Council for up to 2 minutes on 


matters on this agenda; total time allotted to public comment at this meeting is 15 


minutes. 


G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR    Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions 


(Res.) and Clerk Files (CF) for committee recommendation. 


H. PAYMENT OF BILLS (These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on 


the same day.) 


I. COMMITTEE REPORTS Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files. 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 


 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. C.F. 310969 Initiative Measure No. 101, to prohibit the 


construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle 


right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the 


construction and/or operation of a tunnel 


replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly 


known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


HELD 


May 9, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


2. C.F. 311489 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of 


Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a 


tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 


commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 


HELD 


May 9, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE: 


 


3. C.B. 117164 


 


Relating to the SR 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct 


Replacement from South Holgate Street to 


South King Street Stage 2 Project; accepting an 


easement for electrical facilities and placing 


said easement under the jurisdiction of Seattle 


City Light; and accepting an easement for 


water, drainage and wastewater facilities and 


placing said easement under the jurisdiction of 


Seattle Public Utilities. 


PASS 


(Rasmussen, Burgess, 


Godden, Licata) 
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Seattle City Council Monday, May 16, 2011 


  
 


 


 COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION 


 


HOUSING, HUMAN SERVICES, HEALTH, AND CULTURE COMMITTEE: 


 


4. C.F. 311515 Appointment of Dana Behar as member, 


Capitol Hill Housing Improvement Program 


Council, for a term of confirmation to April 1, 


2013. 


CONFIRM  


(Licata, Clark) 


 


5. C.F. 311516 Appointment of Sharron O'Donnell as member, 


Capitol Hill Housing Improvement Program 


Council, for a term of confirmation to April 1, 


2013. 


CONFIRM  


(Licata, Clark) 


 


6. C.F. 311517 Reappointment of Rachel Ben-Shmuel as 


member, Capitol Hill Housing Improvement 


Program Council, for a term of confirmation to 


April 1, 2013. 


CONFIRM  


(Licata, Clark) 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


J. ADOPTION OF OTHER RESOLUTIONS 


 


K. OTHER BUSINESS 


 


L. ADJOURNMENT  


 


 


T h e  C o u n c i l ' s  C h a m b e r s  a n d  o f f i c e s  a r e  p h y s i c a l l y  a c c e s s i b l e ;  


P r i n t  a n d  c o m m u n i c a t i o n s  a c c e s s  p r o v i d e d  o n  r e q u e s t .  C a l l  2 0 6 -


6 8 4 - 8 8 8 8  ( T D D :  2 0 6 - 2 3 3 - 0 0 2 5 )  f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n .  


 


 
EMS  












 


  
 
SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA  MEETING DATE: Tuesday, May 17, 2011 
              9:00 a.m. 


SPECIAL MEETING        Revised 5/16/11 at 2:32 p.m. 


 


 A. CALL TO ORDER   


 B. ROLL CALL  


 C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 


 D. FULL COUNCIL REPORT/FINAL VOTE ON LEGISLATION 
  COMMITTEE 


 NUMBER DESCRIPTION  RECOMMENDATION 


 


 


FULL COUNCIL: 


 


1. Res. 31297 Relating to the State Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall 


Replacement Program and Ordinance 123542 that entered into 


certain agreements with the Washington State Department of 


Transportation (WSDOT); stating that after the City Council has 


had the opportunity to review and consider the Final 


Environmental Impact Statement and the Federal Record of 


Decision, the City Council will make the decision whether to 


issue to the State of Washington the notice described in Section 6 


of Ordinance 123542 in the form of introducing and considering 


for enactment a City ordinance. 


INTRODUCED 


May 16, 2011 


(Conlin) 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


E. ADJOURNMENT 


 


 


 


 


T h e  C o u n c i l ' s  C h a m b e r s  a n d  o f f i c e s  a r e  p h y s i c a l l y  a c c e s s i b l e ;  


p r i n t  a n d  c o m m u n i c a t i o n s  a c c e s s  p r o v i d e d  o n  r e q u e s t .  C a l l  


6 8 4 - 8 8 8 8  ( T D D :   2 3 3 - 0 0 2 5 )  f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n .  


 


 
EMS 
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