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SR 99: ALASKAN WAY VIADUCT & SEAWALL REPLACEMENT PROJECT

Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Submitted pursuant to
the National Enviornmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4322(2)(c))
and the State Enviornmental Policy Act (SEPA)(Ch. 43.21 C RCW)

by the
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

and
WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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-

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

and ble of withstanding earthquakes and to maintain or analyzes five build alternatives for their potential effects
improve mobility and accessibility for people and goods on the human and natural environment. The analysis also
CITY OF SEATTLE . . . . . . .
along the corridor. The SR 99 corridor provides vital considers construction and cumulative effects. A pre-
transportation connections in to and through downtown ferred alternative is not identified.
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Date of Approval
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for the City of Seattle
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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.

U.S.Department of Transportation
(‘ Federal Highway

Administration

MARCH 2004

7- Washington State
" Department of Transportation

@h\)City of Seattle
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SR 99: ALASKAN WAY VIADUCT & SEAWALL REPLACEMENT PROJECT

Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 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

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-

/)7/114 ' /L/L/OM/ s
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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

Cﬁm Orctmicn—

Stephen Boch
Major Project Oversight Manager

for the Federal Highway Administration
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Date of Approval

Megan White

Director of Environmental Services
for the Washington State Department of Transportation
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Date of Approval

Grace Crunican

Director of Seattle Department of Transportation
for the City of Seattle
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Date of Approval

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.

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.

U.S.Department of Transportation
(‘ Federal Highway

Administration

JULY 2006

Washington State
V Department of Transportation

@l\\)City of Seattle
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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.

EXHIBIT F

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.

Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS

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.

Randy Everett
Major Project Oversight Manager

Federal Highway Administration
Lead for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

Date of Approval

Megan White

Director of Environmental Services
Washington State Department of Transportation
Lead for State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA)

Date of Approval

Richard Conlin

City Council President
for the City of Seattle

Date of Approval

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.

U.S. Department of Transportation
(‘ Federal Highway

Administration

OCTOBER 2010

Washington State
'7’ Department of Transportation

@]\\)City of Seattle
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City of Seattle ~~. . -~ & -
Legislative Department
Office of the City Clerk

- Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clertk . -~ .- _

April 8,2011 - o
HAND DELIVERED

Ms. Sherril Huff, Director

King County Elections . , }

9010 East Marginal Way So. ' ' . ,
Tukwila, WA 98108 - : :

SUBJECT:: Initiative No. 101 _Signature Transmittal

Dear Ms. Huff:

The proponents of City of Seattle Initiative No. 101 submitted their petitions with my office on
Thursday, April 7, 2011, at approximately 1:00 p.m. Initiative No. 101 concerns prohibition of 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. Elizabeth Campbell, representing Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel,
estimated the 338 petmon pages contain approximately 3,182 signatures. ,

Accompanying this transmittal letter is one box contalmng 338 petition pages. The pages have- been
numbered sequentially, 1 through 338

In accordance with King County Elections guidelines, please verify the validity of these signatures
for determination of sufﬁciency/insufﬁciency for the purpose of Initiative No. 101. Please be
advised that the Seattle City Charter requires Twenty Thousand Six Hundred Twenty-nine (20,629)
valid signatures to qualify this initiative for presentation to the Seattle City Council. The number of
- validated signatures submitted in the first batch was Nineteen Thousand Four Hundred F ifty
(19,450), and so One Thousand One Hundred Seventy Nine (1,179) additional signatures are

requlred for the initiative to quahfy

The signatures being transmitted were gathered under the additional 20-day period
allowed pursuant to the Seattle City Charter and City Clerk Rule No. 00-01. The notice
of insufficiency of signatures was provided to the petitioner on March 21, 2011.
Therefore, we request that you please also validate that the signatures were gathered
between March 21, 2011, and April 10, 2011 (including March 21).

600 4"_' Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov " EXHIBIT Z°

Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. - An equal opportunity employer
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Should youl have any questions or if we can: prov1de any assistance in this. matter please contact
: Clty Clerk Monica Mamnez Simmons at (206) 684- 8361

Very truly yours,

(2 @m&fﬁ/@\

Carol Shenk -
Information Manager
Office of the City Clerk

Cc: Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk
- City Councilmembers
Mayor Mike McGinn -
City Attorney Peter Holmes -
Wayne Barnett, Director, Ethics and Elections Commission
Elizabeth Ca_mpbell representing Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilitics provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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Address.
E-mail ' Phone ‘ Fax
sign date
here
here

petition information

Formula, law citation, or city code reference determining the humber of signatures required '

C hy Chard-
Number of sighatures submitted

2O bl 2 157

Number of pages submitted
oL f

Notice: All information submitted on this form is a public record. King County Electidn will notify the petition submitter regarding
the estimated start date of the petition within five business days of receipt. Petitions are processed in order of the date received.

office use only
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Clty of Seattle AR : e
Leglslatme Department Lo D= nedizm el -l LT

- Officeof the CityClerk . . -~~~ .

- Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

. SIGNATURE SUBMITTAL RECEIPT

Initiative 'Measur.e No. 101

On /4’[0f7 ( 3 :'Z .. ZD// at /“ ‘90 am@lfled 338

Day/Date Time # of pages

Petition pages for ;Z: _ / % / . contéining, _ 3) I BL signatures®*, with the'

. # of signatures

Seattle City Clerk, for transmission to the King County Records and Elections Division for signature verification.

st & ﬁw

ELizABeETH A. CAMFB;:u/

Print Name

*The number of signatures has not been verified by the City Clerk

City Clerk Staff Only
Batch # Z*
Page # \ through :53 8 -
) Date/Tfi;n\e Stamp: (D
U — =
e . . 3, 35 e
‘ Pages as numbered by Petitioner 3 }g ‘ - ‘3 ff -0
( oo~ E
‘ Pages counted by City Clerk Staff © < 0O 33 8 ;: e g}
il = ey
(ol Sh~— = = =
Received by (City Clerk) (;_3 oy
COPY TO INITIATIVE REPRESENTATIVE(S)

RETAIN ORIGINAL FOR OFFICIAL FILE

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, ‘Washington 98124-4728
(200) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 3869025  TTY: (206) 233-0025
) email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An-equal opportunity employer
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Department of Electlons , ‘
SRNT-EL-0100. =~ —— -~ = Lo DR - -

919 SW Grady Way ~ ~ I ) T ! ,

Renton, WA 98057-2906

206-296-VOTE (8683) - TTY Relay: 711

www.kingcounty.gov/elections

April 8, 2011

Monica Martinez Simmons
Seattle City Clerk ,
City Hall, Floor 3 -
600 4™ Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104-1859

RE: Certification of Tenmnal Date for Petition — Seattle Initiative No. 101 — Additional
Signatures

Dear Ms. Simimons:

Effective 11:00 a.m., Friday, April 8, 2011, King County Elections will begin the
determination of sufficiency on the additional signatures for Seattle Initiative Measure No.

101.

As prescribed by RCW 35A.01.040(4), the foregoing date is certified as the terminal date .
for the petition. No signer may withdraw his or her signature hereafter nor may any further
signatures be added to the petltlon unless otherwise determined by City Charter of the City.
of Seattle.

As referenced in your February 3, 2011 letter, a total of 20,629 valid signatures of City of
Seattle registered voters are needed to meet the sufficiency requirement of the law.

If you have questions, please feel free to contact Jacqueline H. Timmons, Program
Manager of Voter Services at 206-296-1608.

Sincerely,
Sherril Huff
Elections Director

cc: Jacqueline Timmons, Program Manager of Voter Services






Leglslatlve Department

Office of the-City Clerk -
“Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

'Clty stge © o ST (@ﬁ

Via Certified Mail & Email Tjahsmission
“March 21, 2011

‘Ms. Elizabeth A. Campbell

Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel
3213 W. Wheeler Street, #271
Seattle, WA 98199

SUBJECT: Notice of Insufficiency; Initiative Measure No. 101

Dear Ms. _Camp‘bellz ‘

Today | received written notiﬁeation from King County Elections that th.ey have comp‘leted the
signature verification process and that there were an insufficient number of valid signatures
submitted for Initiative Measure No. 101. Enclosed please find a copy of King County’s notlflcatlon

of insufficiency. .

Pursuant to your February 1 2011, correspondence and related Artlcle IV of the Seattle City
Charter, upon notice of insufficiency, petitioners are allowed an additional 20-day period in which to -
complete such petition for the purpose of acquiring the required number of valid signatures. “City
Clerk Rule No. 00-01, "Calculating the 20 Day Deadline for Submission of Additional Initiative
Petition Signatures” (Clerk File Number: 303620), provides in Section 2:

2.0 For any particular petmon drive, the additional twenty day penod shall begin at
the election of the principal petitioner, either:

1. Immedlately after the explratlon of the initial 180 day period (i.e..on
the 181 day); or
2. on the day the petitioner is provided with the notice of insufficiency.

Since you elected the option of waiting to utilize the additional twenty days only if the County issued
a Notice of Insufficiency, please be advised the 20-day start date for gathering additional signatures
begins today, on the date of notification. - Signatures can be gathered beginning today, Monday,
March 21, 2011, and ending on Sunday, April 10, 2011. Pursuant to King County’s notification,
19,450 signatures were determined to be registered voters of King County in the City of Seattle.
The required number of signatures to certify Initiative Measure No. 101 is 20,629.

600 4 Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206)386-9025 TTY: (206) 233- 0025
email: clerk@seattle.goy
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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- Should you have anyquestlons regardmg thlS matter please contact me at (206) 684—8361 or Vla
emall at Monica.simmons@seattle.gov. A ,

Mo' ica Martinez Slmmons
- City Clerk

Attachment (1)

cc: City Councilmembers
Mayor Michael McGinn
Peter Holmes, City Attorney
Wayne Barnett, Ethics & Elections Commlssnon

600 4" Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (200).386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer






King County
_ Elections Department
919 SW Grady Way
* Renton, WA 98057-2906
206.296.8683 Fax 206.296. 0108 Tl'Y Relay 711

March 18, 2011

Monhica Martinez Simmons
Seattle City Clerk

‘600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 3
Seattle, WA 98124

RE: Seattle Petition |—10i
Dear Ms. Simmons_:

The King County Elections Department examlned the sngnatures contamed on the City of a
Seattle Initiative 101 Petition. Of the signatures that wére compared against those on
file with our office, 19,450 were determined to be registered voters of King County in

the City of Seattle. Since that number did not meet the requirement of 20,629 valld
signatures to certify, it is determmed that the petition is insufficient.

If you have questions, please contactJacquellne H. Timmons, Program Manager of Voter
Services at (206) 296-1608.

Sincerely,

Sherril Huff ‘ i '

Elections Director
cc: Jacqueline H. Timmons, Voter Services Manager

enclosures: City of Seéttle [-101-Petition’






i

|
| K
L

: E]
.
SR f
1g County
" " Elections

Wi 32

Elections Division
* 1919 Southwest Grady Way
- Renton, WA 98057-2906

521

20 WS

e
{ -
\.

L2100
LI[ U

|

A
FLN.

CITY (

Monica Simmons
Confidential





. m - B - o - -

-ngCounty - Smm e e e

Department of Elections
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Renton, WA 98057-2906

206-296-VOTE (8683) TTY Relay: 711
www .kingcounty.gov/elections

February 4, 2011

Monica Martinez Simmons
Seattle City Clerk

City Hall, Floor 3

600 4™ Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104-1859

RE: Certification of Terminal Date for Petition — Sgeattle Initiative No. 101

Dear Ms. Martinez Simmons:

Effective 9:00 a.m., Monday, February 28, 2011, King County Elections will begm the
determmatlon of sufﬁ01ency for Seattle Inltlatlve Measure No. 101.

As prescribed by RCW 35A.01 040(4), the foregoing date is certified as the terminal date "
. for the petition. No signer may withdraw his or her signature hereafter nor may any further
signatures be added to the petition, unless otherwise determined by City Charter of the Clty
of Seattle.

As referenced in your February 3, 2011 letter, a total of 20,629 Vahd signatures of City of
Seattle registered voters are needed to meet the sufficiency requirement of the law.

If you have questions, please feel free to contact me at 206-296-1608.

Sincerely,

Sherril Huff :
Flections Director

cc: Jacqueline Timmons, Program Supervisor of Voter Services
Julie Wise, Program Supervisor of Voter Services
File Copy
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Clty ofSeattle -~ - - FEB-3201

Legislative- Department - N I —
Office of the City Clerk

-—= -~ Monica-Martinez-Simmons, CityClerk — - = - e

" February 3, 2011 ' _ HAND DELIVERED

: “Ms. Sherril Huff, Director
- King County Elections
9010 East Marginal Way So.,
Tukwila, WA 98108

SUBJECT . Initiative Measure No. 101; Signature Transmittal - Batch 1 J

Dear Ms. Huff:

The proponents of City of Seattle Initiative Measure No. 101, concerning prohibiting replacing the Alaskan Way
Viaduct with a tunnel, submitted their petitions with my office on Tuesday, February 1, 2011, at approximately
10:00 a.m. Ms. Elizabeth Campbell, Chair of Citizens Against the Tunnel, estimated the petition pages contain
approximately 27,500 signatures.

Accompanying this transmittal letter are four (4) boxes containing 2,904 petition pages. The petition pages have
been numbered sequentially beginning with #000001 and ending with #002904. The following petition pages
have been packaged and delivered as follows: ,

Box 1 of 4 — Petition Nos. 000001 — 000750
Box 2 of 4 — Petition Nos. 000751 — 001500
Box 3 of 4 - Petition Nos. 001501 — 002250
Box 4 of 4 — Petition Nos. 002251 — 002904

In accordance with King County Elections guidelines, please verify the validity of these signatures for

determination of sufficiency/insufficiency for the purpose of Initiative Measure No. 101. Please be advised

twenty thousand six hundred and twenty nine (20,629) valid signatures are required to qualify this initiative for
~ presentation to the Seattle City Council and/or placement on an election ballot. :

Should you have any questions or if I can provide any assistance in this matter, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (206) 684-8361.

Onica Martinez Sirmhons
City Clerk

Cc: Mayor Mike McGinn
City Councilmembers
City Attorney Peter Holmes
‘Wayne Bamett, Director, Ethics and Elections Commission
Elizabeth Campbell, Chair, SCAT, Initiative Measure No. 101

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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Notice: All information submitted on this form is a public record. King County Election will n‘otify the petition submitter regarding
the estimated start date of the petition within five business days of receipt. Petitions are processed in order of the date received.
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' SIGNATURE, SUBMITTAL RECEIPT

Tnitiative Measf_u'rer_No. 101V
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Day/Date ga / / r Time ) #of pages
Petition pages for I -~ / 0'/ contammg, 02’7 / 6?/"0 W %natures* with the
# of signatures -

Seattle City Clerk, for transmission to the King County Records and Eléctions Division for signature venﬁcatlon

Slgned é /'7 WW

Eumw W/&ELA—J

Prmt Name

*The number of signatures has not been verified by the City Clerk o ‘

City Clerk Staff Only
Batch# —+— “1‘
Page # 00000 | through OO~ g77
- - . Date/Time Sta@ )
S I
“, ‘ - . — ;:; S
Pages as numbered by Petitioner J00go/ — JOZ87 7 —~ ';” Ol
s ‘ @ - N —
‘ Pages counted by City Clerk Staff #4002 I 7/ ' ;T.} R IJQ an
e (4 (Yl pret——— - = 5 3
Réceived by (City Clerk) V ‘ oSS =
o M

COPY TO INITIATIVE REPRESENTATIVE(S)
RETAIN ORIGINAL FOR OFFICIAL FILE

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer






B O

- (% =

I

E4 - . F:F“}
__< £33 (’-\ .

| : PR
Tuesday, February 01, 2011 Q= 5 fr{]
m oz Y

= 5

I

2 i

Ms. Monica Simmons

Office of the City Clerk

600 4th Avenue, Floor 3

PO Box 94728

Seattle, Washington 98124-4728

Dear Monica,

Please be advised that the proponents of I-101; Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel, elects to
choose the option of waiting until the initial petitions are verified, and then if we do not have
sufficient verified signatures and upon notice of that eventuality, to proceed with the allowed..
additional 20 day period after receipt of such a notice to gather sufficient si gnatures for our

measure to qualify for a ballot.

Sincerely Yours,

L 4
»

Elizabeth A. Campbell, Chair 4
Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel

3213 W Wheeler Street, #271 - Seattle, WA 98199 - 206.660.8290 - initiative@scatnow.com






Legislative Department -~ =

Office of the City Clerk -~ "= = = - — = = = -

Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

August 6, 2010

Sherril Huff, Director -
King County Electioms -
919 Southwest Grady Way
Renton, WA 98057-2906

Subject: Initiative Measure No. 101

~ Dear Ms. Huff:

‘Please be advised that a proposed initiative measure was filed with my office on July 29, 2010,
designated Initiative Measure No. 101. The subject initiative concerns prohibition of 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.
The Seattle City Attorney's Office has provided the following ballot title: -

THE CITY OF SEATTLE
INITIATIVE MEASURE NUMBER 101

The City of Seattle Initiative Measure Number 101 prohibits
replacing the Alaskan Way Viaduct with a tunnel.

If enacted, the measure would prohibit the construction, operation

or use of any City right-of-way or City-owned property wherever
situated for a tunnel for vehicular traffic, or tunnel-related facility,
to replace in whole or in part the Alaskan Way Viaduct. The
measure also urges the Council to make changes in the City’s
Comprehensive Plan to retain options for addressing the Alaskan
Way Viaduct, including repair or replacement of the viaduct with

an elevated structure.

Should this measure be enacted into law?

Those in favor shall vote “Yes”; those opposed shall mark their ballot “No”.

600 4™ Avenue Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206)386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
Email: clerk@seattle.gov ’
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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Ms:-Sherril Huff -~ ) e ) _ -

August6 2010 — - oL - . o -
Subject: Imtlatlve Measure No 101 -

The lmtlatlve 'S proponents have been informed that the minimim number of resident reglstered _

" voter signatures required is 20,629 and shall be filed with my.office no later than end of

business on February 1, 2011. The appropriate transmittal will subsequently be forwarded to
your ofﬁce for sufficiency verlﬁcatlon

Sherril, T look forward to working with your staff on this matter and appremate the ass1stance
they have provided me. Should you have any questions or require additional information at this
time, please do not hesitate to contact me at (206) 684-8361 or monica.simmons@seattle.gov.

Monica Martinez Simmons
City Clerk

Enc. (2)A

el . Wayﬁ'e Barnett, Executive Director, SEEC

600 4™ Avenue Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Tax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233- 0025
Email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer






City of Seattle

" Legislative Department

- Office of the City Clerk

Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

August 5, 2010

‘Elizabeth A. Campbell

3213 W. Wheeler Street, #271
Seattle, WA 98199

Subj ect: Initiative Measure No. 1 01

Dear Ms. Campbell:

CERTIFIED MAIL
70051’820000339764441

The subject initiative measure filed with my office on behalf of Seaitle Citizens Against the Tunnel
(SCAT) on July 29, 2010, designated Initiative Measure No. 101, has been reviewed and approved as to
‘form. The ballot title has been prepared by the City Attorney's Office in accordance with SMC 2.08.020

and reads as follows:

THE CITY OF SEATTLE

INITIATIVE MEASURE NUMBER 101

The City of Seattle Initiative Measure Number 101 prohibits replacing the Alaskan Way

Viaduct with a tunnel.

If enacted, the measure would prohibit the construction, operation or use of
any City right-of-way or City-owned property wherever situated for a
tunnel for vehicular traffic, or tunnel-related facility, to replace in whole or
in part the Alaskan Way Viaduct. The measure also urges the Council to

- make changes in the City’s Comprehensive Plan to retain options for

addressing the Alaskan Way Viaduct, including repair or replacement of the

viaduct with an elevated structure.

Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes
No

Those in favor shall vote “Yes;” those opposed shall mark their ballots “No.”

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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The initiative process is outlined in Atticle IV, Section 1 of the City Charter Seattle Mumc1pa1 Code
Section 2.08, and the Washington State Code (RCW) 29.27.050. Please be advised the signed petitions

for Initiative Measure No. 101 must be filed with-the City Clerk within 180 days from approval - C -
notification. The 180-day count begins Friday, August 6, 2010. The number of signatures required shall

be equal to or not less than ten (10) percent of the total number of votes cast for the office of Mayor at the
last preceding municipal election (2009). The minimum number of resident registered voter signatures
required is 20,629 and shall be filed with my office no later than the end of the business day on Tuesday,
February 1, 2011 at 5:00p.m. The appropriate documentation and petition signatures will thenbe =~
transmltted to the King County Elections Department for verification of the sufficiency of signatures in
accordance w1th state law.

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (206) 684-8361 or via e-mail at
Monica.simmons@seattlé.gov :

Very truly yours,

‘Monica Martmez Slmmons
City Clerk

Ce: Mayor McGinn
City Councilmembers
Peter Holmes, City Attorney
Wayne Barnett, Director, EEC

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025

email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer






SéATTLECI‘TYATI’ORNEY . R - e - HLED

.FliOM;‘ Teff Slaytoh; Assis_tant City Attorhey / .

SRS . . COIOF SEWE
B D N B sﬁf
o - MEMORANDUM:-
D . e Ery (“L :;%F;K
TO: - Monica Martinez ’Simm_ons, City Clerl;e“ :

SUBJECT: Ballot Title for Initiative 101 (Clerk File 3 10969)
DATE: E August 4, 2010
Via e-mail and hand-delivered

In. response to your July 29, 2010 memorandum regarding proposed Initiative Measure
101, this office has established the followmg ballot title:

THE CITY OF SEATTLE
INITIATIVE MEASURE NUMBER 101

The City of Seattle In1t1at1ve Measure Number 101 prohibits replacmg the
Alaskan Way Viaduct with a tunnel.

If enacted, the measure would prohibit the construction, operation or use of
any City right-of-way or City-owned property Wherever situated for a
tunnel for vehicular traffic, or tunnel-related facility, to replace in whole or
in part the Alaskan Way Viaduct. The measure also urges the Council to
make changes in the City’s Comprehensive Plan to retain options for
addressing the Alaskan Way Viaduct, 1nclud1ng repair or replacement of the
viaduct with.an elevated structure. -

Should this measure be enacted into law?
Yes
No

»”

Those in favor shall vote “Yes;” those opposed shall mark their ballots “No.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 233-2154,






Clty of Seattle S R CCOPY T

Legislative Department o » T

~ Office of:the City Clerk =~ -~ ~—-—— -~ . = .o oo
Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk T C ERTIFIED - %‘LA :

August2,2010 - . o . - Corrected Version "

Ms. Elizabeth A. Campbell
3213 W. Wheeler Street, #271
Seattle, WA 98199

RE: Filing of Initiative Measure No. 101, July 29, 2010

Dear Ms. Campbell:

This acknowledges receipt and filing of the Seattle Citizens Agaihst the Tunnel (SCAT) proposed -
initiative measure on Thursday, July 29, 2010, 9:56a.m. This proposed measure will be known
and designated as Initiative Measure No.101 and relates to the following:

“Initiative Measure No. 101, to prohibit the construction, operatlon or use of Clty
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.” :

The petition is currently being reviewed for compliance with the appropriate petition filing

“requirements. A duplicate has also been transmitted to the City Attorney for preparation of a
ballot title. | will provide you with both written and telephonic notification no later than the end of
business on Thursday, August 5, 2010, with the results of the petition compliance review and
status of the ballot title preparation.

Should you h.ave any queétions regarding this initiative process or the information contained
herein, please contact me at 206-684-8361 or via email at monica.simmons@seattle.gov.

onica Martinez Simmons, MMC
City Clerk

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3; PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@seattle.goy
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity employer
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Office of City Clerk
Memorandum
Date:  July29, 2010
To: - The Honorable Peter Holmes
‘ City Attorney ,
From: Monlca Martlnez Sxmmons City CIeW

| am forwarding with this memo Clerk File No. 31 0969 which contams Initiative Measure No.
101, a proposed ordinance 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.”

The proposed initiative was filed with tHe Office of the City Clerk on Thursday, July 29, 2010,
( at 9:56a.m. and is submitted pursuant to Article 1V, Section 1B of the City Charter, and
Seattle Municipal Code 2.08. The coordinating organization for the initiative is the Seattle:
Citizens Against the Tunnel (SCAT). The contact person on file is Elizabeth Campbell, 3213
W. Wheeler Street, #271, Seattle, WA 98199, telephone: 206-769-8459. . )

The title of the Clerk File (CF) is:

“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.”

Thefile is transmittéd to you for preparation of a ballot title.

attachment (CF 310969)

cc: Mayor McGinn
City Councilmembers
Wayne Barnett, Executive Director Seattle Ethics and Elections Commission
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Momcg Martinez immons Clty‘C erk CERTIFIED MAIL

July 29, 2010

Ms. Elizabeth A. Campbell
3213 W. Wheeler Street, #271
Seattle, WA 98199

RE: Filing of Initiative Measure No. 101, July 29, 2010

Dear Ms. Campbell: -

This acknowledges receipt and filing of the Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel (SCAT) proposed
initiative measure on Thursday, July 29, 2010, 9:56a.m. This proposed measure will be known
-and designated as Initiative Measure No.101 and relates to the following: :

“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.” '

The petition is currently being reviewed for compliance with the appropriate petition filing
requirements. A duplicate has also been transmitted to the City Attorney for preparation of a
ballot title. I will provide you with both written and telephonic notification.no later than the end of
business on Tuesday, August 3, 2010, with the results of the petition compliance review and
status of the ballot title preparation. '

Should you have any questions regarding this initiative process or the information contained
herein, please contact me at 206-684-8361 or via email at monica.simmons@seattle.gov.
Sincerely, a
ek 0. (Tppmor——"
Monica Martinez Simmons, MMC
— City Clerk

600 4™ Avenue, Floor 3, PO Box 94728, Seattle, Washington 98124-4728
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
’ email: clerk@seattle.gov
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.  An equal opportunity employer
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Thursday, July 29, 2010 ‘;‘ . f;% g
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%
City of Seattle w o
Office of the City Clerk - o
600 4th Avenue, Floor 3

Seattle, Washington 98124-4728

" Please find attached a proposed initiative petition. The following individual will be the
contact person for this petition:

Elizabeth A. Campbell

3213 W. Wheeler St." #271

Seattle, WA 98199

206-769-8459

206-283-6300 FAX

email: campbell beth@comcast.net

Thank you in advance for your time and consideration of this initiative.
Sincerely,
"SEATTLE CITIZENS AGAINST THE TUNNEL
Elizabeth A. Campbell, Chair

Enclosure






THE TUNNEL

INITIAT IVE PETITION FOR SUBMISSION TO THE SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

To the City Cour?cil of The City of Seattje: We, the undemgned registered voters of The City of Seattle, State of Washington, propose and ask for the enactment as an
ordmance of the measure known as Initiative Measure No. _ __entitled: ‘.’Clty of Seattle Initiative Measure [Insert City Title Here:

. "]afull, true and correct copy of which isincluded herein, and we
petmon the Councul to enact said measure asan ordmance, and, if not enacted within forty-f‘ ive (45) days from the time of receipt thereof by the City Council, then to

be §ubmltted to the qualiﬂed electors of the City of Seattle for approval or rejection at the next regular election or at a special election i in accordance with Article IV,
Section 1 of the City Charter; and each of us for himself or herself says: | ama legal voter of The City of Seattle, State of Washington. My residence address is

~ correctly stated. | have personally signed this petition.
. [ (’ I | ;

EMAILADDRESS, . - o oo SlPATER. o | ConTaCT PHONE:

C

. (* Only Registered Seattle Voters Can Sign This Petition * )

_ PETITIONER'S SIGNATURE! - S PRINTED NAME: HOME ADDRESS, STREET AND NUMBER ]
EMAIL ADDRESS: s oA | - CONTACT PHONE:
EMAIL/ADDRESS: I DatE: o CONTACT PHONE:

|

EMAILADDRESS; S e C|DATER . . : | ‘CONTACT PHONE:
| ‘ il ‘“ e ' - - : -

4,\ !
EMAILADDRESS: .~ - - - Lo - | DATE: - Sl oo ‘CONTACT PHONE:






COMPLETE TEXT OF INITIATIVE NO. :

[ T

AN ORDINANCE to prohibit the construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle right-of-way(s) or City-owned property, wherever situated, above L

or below the ground, for the construction of and/or operation of a tunnel, and/or tunnel for vehicular traffic, or for tunnel-related facilities that
replace in whole or in part that portion of SR 99 commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct; WHEREAS, the City of Seattle, King County and
Washington State executives have declared their intention to support and to take all necessary acts within their powers to cause a deep-hored
tunnel to be built as a replacement for the Alaskan Way Viaduct (hereinafter “Viaduct”); and WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will likely cause-a
significant expenditure of the public's funds, double the amount for two alternative options selected through the Alaskan Way Stakeholders
Advisory Committee process in December, 2008, the hybrid elevated alternative and the hybrid surface alternative ; and WHEREAS, public.
transportation tunnel projects of all kinds invariably, and significantly exceed in doltars and time their original estimates and budgets; and -

-y

WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel project, if it is built, will likely cause significant inconvenience and loss, in time and money to thousands of o
present and future Viaduct users, over several years due to a lengthy construction time and/or because of likely construction delays, and/ordueto LA

the loss of the through capacity of the present Viaduct; and WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will cause a significant disruption of and impacts to
the scenic vistas now available to and/or enjoyed by the thousands of daily users of the Viaduct; and WHEREAS, it is not reasonable or practical
to mitigate the above impacts and those related to the construction of a deep-bore tunnel that would replace the Viaduct if it is allowed t6 be’

constructed in the public right-of-way, or on public property, including those in the subterranean zones; NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the .

City of Seattle as follows: Sec. 1. The City’s approach to the repair or replacement of the Alaskan Way Viaduct has inappropriately favored

replacement of the existing structure in part with a tunnel. For instance, references in the City’s Comprehensive Plan purport to prohibit elevated . '

structures, but allow tunnels with a surface roadway and a surface roadway without a tunnel, both of which are impractical to accommodate the
level of traffic on the Alaskan Way Viaduct, The Coundil is urged to make changes in the City’s Comprehensive Plan to retain options for
addressing the Alaskan Way Viaduct, including repair or replacement with an elevated structure. Additionally, the Alaskan Way Viaduct is an
essential public facility both as a bypass highway and an access facility to downtown and northwest Seattle neighborhoods. The site for this

essential public facility should not be eliminated. Section 2. A new Section 15.55 of the Seattle Municipal Code is added to read as follows: 'T'hej |

T

construction, operation or use of any City right-of-way or City-owned property wherever situated for a tunnel for vehicular traffic, ortunneltrelated ' ‘
facility, to replace in whole or in part the Alaskan Way Viaduct is hereby prohibited. Section 3. All ordinances and/or parts of ordinances in conflict .

with the provisions of this measure are hereby repealed. Section 4. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to any person or

circumstances is declared illegal, the remainder of the ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected theréby.

Section 5. The City Attorney is directed to fully defend against any challenge to this ordinance and/or to its application to any person, property or; ' i
. : S S

circumstance. i

[

"WARNING: "Ordinance 94289 provides as follows: "Section 1. It is unlawful for any person: 1. To sign or decline to sign any petition' for a City initiative, '
referendum, or Charter amendment, in exchange for any consideration or gratuity or promise thereof: or 2. To give or offer any consideration or gratuity to

with the right of any voter to sign or not to sign a petition for a City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment petition by threat, intimidation or any other
corrupt means or practice; or 4. To sign a petition for a City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment with any other than his or her true name, or to . .
knowingly sign more than one (1) petition for the same initiative, referendum or Charter amendment measure, or to sign any such petition knowing that he or-
she is not a registered voter of The City of Seattle." The provisions of this ordinance shall be printed as a warning on every petition for a City initiative, | :
referendum, or Charter amendment. "Section 2. Any person violating any of the provisions of this ordinance shall upon conviction thereof be punishable.by a
fine of not more than Five Hundred Dollars ($500) or by imprisonment in the City Jail for a period not to exceed six (6) months, or by both such fine and
imprisonment.” : ‘

PLEASE RETURN THIS PETITION AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO: Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel _.1 :
3213 W. Wheeler St. #271 Seattle, WA 98199 or, CALL OR WRITE FOR PICKUP BY A SCAT MEMBER: l

'

206-660-8290 Phone 206-283-6300 Fax initiative@scatnow.com WWW,SCATNOW.COM

!

o
anyone to induce him.or her to sign or not to sign a petition for a City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment; or 3. To interfere with or attempt to interfere -






I xx STOP THE TUNNEL

T | : INITIATIVE PETITION FOR SUBMISSION TO THE SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

To the City Council of The City of Seattle: We, the undersigned registered voters of The City of Seattle, State of Washington, propose and ask for the
enactment as an ordinance of the measure known as Initiative Measure No. —entitled: “City of Seattle Initiative Measure [Insert City Title

Here: ' /] a full, true and correct copy of which is
'|ncluded herein, and we petition the Council to enact said measure as an ordinance; and, if not enacted within forty-five (45) days from the time of
recelpt thereof by the City Council, then to be submitted to the qualified electors of the City of Seattle for approval or rejection at the next regular
electlon or at a special election in accordance with Article IV, Section 1 of the City Charter; and each of us for himself or herself says: 1am a legal voter
of The Clty of Seattle, State of Washington. My residence address is correctly stated. I have personally signed this petition.

( * Only Reglstered Seattle Voters Can Slgn This Petition *)

PETITIONER s SIGNATURE ; ' PRINTED NAME: . HOME ADDRESS, STREET AND NUMBER

! ‘ ; ;
) : y; o3 ! ’ i . by ABRAT Moenam A o LroscT s Py BE T
ITIONER'S SIGHATURE ; PR SOME AD STREET 267 Mmoo o

Lol

ol i 1 I I
3 s T G gen e g e
3 PETIMONER’S RIGHATURE

EwALADDRESS, © o oD
HOME ADDBEESS STREET 2007 b aps =
CONTACT PHONE
‘ i N ,‘ - v o N N B N D _ .> . i
EMAIL ADDRESS;, | Dater - 0 00 o | CONTACTPHONE:

R i

I ‘“EMA'iLADDREs's‘,

o2 T B s e
8 PETITIONER'S SIGNATURE: FRINTED Mawms

fsEMmE;A‘?b'D:RLEfSéé

EMAIL ADDRESS: , | o |batEr o " | CONTACT PHONE:
[T PrprEn fese -4 TELRA
" EMAIL ADDRESS: T o |-DATE: : CONTACT PHONE:
14 DETITIONER 8 SSTER FIORE ADDREEE SVHEET ka0 b
EMAILADDRESS: | . .
15 PETITIONER'S SIBNATURE: RINTED MAME: STREET Al 2L

EMAILADDRESS: - | DATEL

BT






COMPLETE TEXT OF INITIATIVE NO.

AN ORDINANCE to prohibit the construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle right-of-way(s) or City-owned property,
wherever situated, above or below the ground, for the construction of and/or operation of a tunnel, and/or tunnel for

vehicular traffic, or for tunnel-related facilities that replace in whole or in part that portion of SR 99 commonly known as the

Alaskan Way Viaduct; ‘ ‘ ~

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle, King County and Washington State executives have declared their intention to ,supbort
and to take all necessary acts within their powers to cause a deep-bored tunnel to be built as a replacement for the
Alaskan Way Viaduct (hereinafter “Viaduct”); and o T

WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will likely cause a significant expenditure of the public’s funds, double the amount for two

alternative options selected through the Alaskan Way Stakeholders Advisory Committee process in December, 2008, the =

hybrid elevated alternative and the hybrid surface alternative ; and

WHEREAS, public transportation tunnel projects of all kinds invariably, and significantly exceed in dollars and time their |

original estimates and budgets; and : ‘

WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel project, if it is built, will likely cause significant inconvenience and loss, in time and
money to thousands of present and future Viaduct users, over several years due to a lengthy construction time and/or
because of likely construction delays, and/or due to the loss of the through capacity of the present Viaduct; and

WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will cause a significant disruption of and impacts to the scenic vistas now available to
and/or enjoyed by the thousands of daily users of the Viaduct; and |

WHEREAS, it is not reasonable or practical to mitigate the above impacts and those related to the construction of a deep-

bore tunnel that would replace the Viaduct if it is allowed to be constructed in the public right-of-way, or on public
property, including those in the subterranean zones; ‘ ' |

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City of Seattle as follows:

Sec. 1. The City’s approach to the repair or replacement of the Alaskan Way Viaduct has inappropriately favored K
replacement of the existing structure in part with a tunnel. For instance, references in the City’s Comprehensive Plan
purport to prohibit elevated structures, but allow tunnels with a surface roadway and a surface roadway without a t%tnnel,
both of which are impractical to accommodate the level of traffic on the Alaskan Way Viaduct. The Council is urged to
make changes in the City’s Comprehensive Plan to retain options for addressing the Alaskan Way Viaduct, including

repair or replacement with an elevated structure. Additionally, the Alaskan Way Viaduct is an essential public facility, both

as a bypass highway and an access facility to downtown and northwest Seattle neighborhoods. The site for this essential
public facility should not be eliminated. : ‘

Section 2. A new Section 15.55 of the Seat’glevMuniéingVCode ~i3‘?dd§q to“r‘e_e}q“qs_ iollows: j

The construction, operation or use of any City right-of-way or City-owned property wherever situated for a tunnel for
vehicular traffic, or tunnel-related facility, to replace in whole or in part the Alaskan Way Viaduct is hereby prohibited.

Section 3. All ordinances and/or parts of ordinances in conflict with the provisions of this measure are hereby repealed.

Section 4. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to any person or circumstances is declared illegal, the
remainder of the ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby.

Section 5. The City Attorney is directed to fully defend against any challenge to this ordinance and/or to its application to
any person, property or circumstance. :

"WARNING: "Ordinance 94289 provides as follows: "Section 1. It is unlawful for any person: 1. To sign or decline to sign any petition for a City
initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment, in exchange for any consideration or gratuity or promise thereof; or 2. To give or offer any:
consideration or gratuity to anyone to induce him or her to sign or not to sign a petition for a City .ir'witiative, referquum, or Charter amendment;
or 3. To interfere with or attempt to interfere with the right of any voter to sign or not to sign a petition fora CITX initiative, fefgrgpdgm, or
Charter amendment petition by threat, intimidation or any other corrupt means or practice; or 4. To sign a petition for a C'n‘gy initiative,
‘referendum, or Charter amendment with any other than his or her true name, or to knowingly sign more thgn one (1) petition for the same
initiative, referendum or Charter amendment measure, or to sign any such petition knowing that he or's.h.e s nota registered voter of The City
of Seattle." The provisions of this ordinance shall be printed as a warning on every petition for a City ln_xtuative, referendum, or Char‘ter‘
amendment. "Section 2. Any person violating any of the provisions of this ordinance shall upon conviction jchereof be punishable by a fme. of
not more than Five Hundred Dollars ($500) or by imprisonment in the City Jail for a period not to exceed six (6) months, or by both such fine
and imprisonment.” :

PLEASE RETURN THIS SIGNED PETITION AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO:
Seattle Citizens Against the Tunnel (SCAT)
3213 W. Wheeler St. #271

A "%"'q, ':’TS:M’@"‘ Ww%

o, %aﬁ%ﬁ@“@ﬁ% )

or, CALL OR WRITE FOR PICKUP BY A SCAT MEMBER:" ' | ' \\M jf

Seattle, WA 98199

206-660-8290 Phone initiative@scatnow.com E-Mail .
206-283-6300 Fax
| WWW.SCATNOW.COM
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Legislative Department B o
“Office of City Clerk - - i j:\:z

‘Memorandum
Date: . April 28, 2011
To: Council President Conlin and Members of the City Council
From: Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk\/’/"w/7
Subject: Clerk File Number 311489; Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of Sufficiency

Jor Initiative Measure No.101, relating to a tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99
commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct. 4

Please be advised on April 13, 2011, the King County Department of Elections delivered to the Seattle

. City Clerk the official Certificate of Sufficiency for Initiative Measure No. 101, concerning prohibition of
the construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle right(s)-of-way 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.

King County Department of Elections found the signatures submitted under the Initiative Measure No. 101
to be sufficient under the provisions of the Revised Code of Washington, Seattle Municipal Code 1.10.110
and 35A.01.040.  The Certificate of Sufficiency has been filed under Clerk File No. 311489 and the
Initiative Petition is filed under Clerk File No. 310969.

Pursuant to Article IV(1)( B) of the Seatile City Charter, the City Clerk is required to transmit the
verification of sufficiency, together with her report thereon to the City Council at a regular meeting not
more than twenty (20) days after the City Clerk has received verification of the sufficiency of such petition
signatures, and such transmission shall be the introduction of the initiative bill or measure to the City
Council. The Initiative and the City Clerk's Report will also be placed on the Full Council agenda on

May 2, 2011.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have questions regarding this matter at ext. 4-8361.
Attachments (2)

Certificate of Sufficiency
Initiative Petition No. 101

Ce: Mayor Mike McGinn
Peter Holmes, City Attorney
Wayne Barnett, SEEC
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TOP THE TUNNEL
INITIATIVE PETITION FOR SUBMISSION TO THE SEATTLE CITY COUNCLL.
To the City Council of The City of Seattle: We, the undersigned registered voters of The City of Seattle, State of Washington, pro

ordinance of the measure known as Initiative Measure No.

pose and ask for the enactmentasan
—entitled: “City of Seattle Initiative Measure [Insert City Title Here: , ‘ '
' 7,1 a full, true and correct copy of which is included herein, and we
(45) days from the time of receipt thereof by the City Council, then to
pproval or rejection at the next regular election or at a special election in accordance with Article IV,
fsays: 1ama legal voter of The City of Seattle, State of Washington. My residence address is

petition the Council to enact said measure as an ordinance; and, if not enacted within foriy-ﬁve
be submitted to the qualified electors of the City of Seattle for ag
Section 1 of the City Charter; and each of us for himself or hersel
correctly stated. | have personally signed this petition. ‘

( * Only Registered Seattle Voters Can Sign This Petition * ) '

PETITIONER'S SIGNATURE: | PRINTED NAME: HOME ADDRESS, STREET AND NUMBER
iMAlL:ADDRESS: . | DaTE: CONTACT EHONE: 5
:MAIL ADDRESS: DATE: - , . CONTACT PHONE: .
EmaiL ADDREss: ' : DATE: [CONTAGT PHONE: _
4 A
| EMAIL ADDRESS: ' DATE: - : CONTACT PHONE:
5.
EMAIL ADDRESS: _ ' L DATE: CONTACT PHONE:






replace in whole or in part that portion of SR 99 commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct; WHEREAS, the City of Seaitle, King County and

essary acts within their powers to cause a deep-bored
and WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will likely cause a
significant expenditure of the public’s funds, double the amount for two alternative options selected through the Alaskan Way Stakeholders

i i i , 2008, the hybrid elevated alternative and the hybrid surface alternative ; and WHEREAS, public
transportation tunnel projects of all kinds invariably, and significantly exceed in doltars and time their original estimates and budgets; and
WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel project, if it is built, will likely cause significant inconvenience and loss, in fime and money to thousands of :
present and future Viaduct users, over several years due to a lengthy construction time and/or because of likely construction delays, and/or due to
the loss of the through capacity of the present Viaduct; and WHEREAS, the proposed tunnel will cause a significant disruption of and impacts to
the scenic vistas now available fo and/or enjoyed by the thousands of daily users of the Viaduct; and WHEREAS, it is not reasonable or practical
to mitigate the above impacts and those related to the construction of a deep-bore tunnel that would replace the Viaduct if it is allowed to be
constructed in the public right-of-way, or on public property, including those in the subterranean zones; NOW, THEREFORE, be 1t ordained by the

City of Seattle as follows: Sec. 1. The City’s approach to the repair or replacement of the Alaskan Way Viaduct has inappropriately favored

'structures, but allow tunnels with a surface roadway and a surface roadway without a tunnel
Jevel of traffic on the Alaskan Way Viaduct. The Coundil is urged to make changes in the City’s Comprehensive Plan to retain options for
addressing the Alaskan Way Viaduct, including repair or réplacement with an elevated structure. Additionally, the Alaskan Way Viaduct is an
essential public facility both as a bypass highway and an access facility to downtown and northwest Seattle neighborhoods. The site for this -

essential public facility should not be eliminated. Section 2. A new Section 15.55 of the Seatile Munici

\ pal Code is added to read as follows: The
censtruction, operation or use of any City right-of-way or City-owned property wherever situated for a tunnel for vehicular traffic, or tunnel-related

facility, to replace in whole or in part the Alaskan Way Viadiict is hereby prohibited. Section 3. All ordinances and/or parts of ordinances in conflict
- with the provisions of this measure are hereby repealed. Section 4. If any provision of this ordinance orits a
circumstances is declared illegal, the remainder of the ordinance or its application to other

Section 5. The City Attomey is directed to fully defend against any challenge to this ordin
circumstance, i :

"WARNING: "Ordinance 94289 provides as follows: "Section 1. Itis unlawful for any person: 1. To sign or decline to sign any petition for a City initiative,

- referendum, or Charter amendment, in exchange for any consideration or gratuity or promise thereof; or 2. To give or offer any consideration or gratuity to
anyone to induce him or her to sign or not to sign a petition for a City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment; or 3. To interfere with or attempt to interfere-
with the right of any voter to sign or not to sign a petition for g City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment pefition by threat, intimidation or any other

| corrupt means or practice; or 4. To sign a petition for a City initiative, referendum, or Charter amendment with any other than his or her true name, orto

knowingly sign more than one (1) petition for the same initiative, referendum or Charter amendment measure, or to sign any such pefition knowing that he or
she is not a registered voter of The City of Seattle." The provisions ofthis ordinance shall be printed as warning on every petition for a City initiative,

referendum, or Charter amendment. "Section 2. Any person violating any of the provisions of this ordinance shall upon conviction thereof be punishable bya

fine of not more than Five Hundred Dollars {$500) or by imprisoriment in the City Jail for 2 period not to exceed six (6} menths, or by both such fine and -
imprisonment.” . ‘ : .

PLEASE RETURN THIS PETITION AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO: Seattle Citizens Against the Tunne]. - -
3213 W, Whaaler St. #271 Seattle, WA 98199 or, CALL OR WRITE FOR PICKUP BY A SCAT MEMBER:
206-660-28290 Phone 206-283-6300 Fax initistive@scatnow.com WWW.SCATNOW.COM






King County
Elections Department
919 SW Grady Way
. Renton, WA 98057-2906 .
.206.296.8683 Fax 206.296.0108 TTY Relay: 711

April 13, 2011

Monica Martinez Simmons
Seattle City Clerk

600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 3
Seattle, WA 98124

RE: Seattle Initiative 101

Dear Ms. Simmons:

The King County Elections Department examined the signatures contained on the City of
Seattle Initiative 101. Of the sighatures that were compared against those on file with
our office, 1,723 were determined to be registered voters of King County in-the City of
Seattle. That number exceeds the 1,179 valid signatures required to certify, therefore

the petition is sufficient.

If you have questions, please contact Jacqueline H. Timmons, Program Manager of Voter
Services at (206) 296-1608.

Sincerely,

Sherril Huff

Elections Director

cc: Jacqueline H. Timmons, Voter Services Manager

enclosures:  Original Petition pages
Certificate of Sufficiency
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~ King County
Department of Elections

CERTIFICATE OF SUFFICIENCY

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the petition submitted on March 30, 2011 to
King County Elections Department, for the City of Seattle Initiative 101 .

~ has been examined and the signatures thereon carefully compared with |
the registration records of the King County Elections Depértmeht, and as
“aresult of such examination, found the signatures to be sufficient under
the provisions of the Revised Code of Washington SMC 1.10.110 and
35A.01.040. |

Dated and Signed on the 13" day of April, 2011

AenlD T3

Sherril Huff, Directof/( )
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King County CIT H CJ lenl;N Y
Elections Department
919 SW Grady Way

Renton, WA 98057-2906
206.296.8683 Fax 206.296.0108 TTY Relay: 711

March 18, 2011

Monica Martinez Simmons
Seattle City Clerk

600 Fourth Avenue, Floor 3
Seattle, WA 98124

RE: Seattle Petition 1-101

Dear Ms. Simmons:

The King County Elections Department examined the signatures contained on the City of
Seattle Initiative 101 Petition. Of the signatures that were compared against those on
file with our office, 19,450 were determined to be registered voters of King County in
the City of Seattle. Since that number did not meet the requirement of 20,629 valid

signatures to certify, it is determined that the petition is insufficient.

If you have questions, please contact Jacqueline H. Timmons, Program Manager of Voter
Services at (206) 296-1608.

Sincerely,

&m%

Sherril Huff

Elections Director

cc: Jacqueline H. Timmons, Voter Services Manager

enclosures: City of Seattle I-101 Petition











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 309309.

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 | 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, | 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 | 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/








City of Seattle (@D
Oath of Office | )

STATE OF WASHINGTON
County of King,

I, Richard Conlin, confirm that I am the person elected on
November 3, 2009, to the office of Councilmember, of the City
of Seattle, in the State of Washington, and that I possess all the
qualifications prescribed for said office by the Charter of the
City of Seattle; that I will support the Constitution of the United
States; and the Constitution of the State of Washington; and the
Charter and Ordinances of the City of Seattle; and that I will

faithfully conduct myself as Seattle City Councilmember.

VA Gl

Richard Conlin

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 52*“day of December 2009

( ‘MM

Catherine Moore, City Clerk
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Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council
Monday, May 2, 2011

CLERK FILES:
BY CONLIN:

Clerk File No. 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.

Referred to Full Council for Introduction and Action.

Clerk File No. 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.

Referred to Full Council for Introduction and Action.

NO SPONSOR REQUIRED:

Clerk File No. 311504, Petition of the Department of Finance and Administrative Services to
vacate a portion of Delridge Way SW and other portions of Government Lot 3, in Section 13,
Township 24 North, Range 3 East, W.M., adjacent to Fire Station 36 between SW Spokane
Street, 23rd Avenue SW and Delridge Way SW, in the Delridge neighborhood.

Referred to Transportation Committee.

H. PAYMENT OF BILLS, CLAIMS AND SALARIES

Council Bill No. 117162, Appropriating money to pay certain audited claims and ordering the
payment thereof.

Motion was made and duly seconded to pass Council Bill No. 117162.
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.
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Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council
Monday, May 2, 2011

. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND FINAL VOTE ON LEGISLATION

FULL COUNCIL:

Agenda Item No. 1 - Clerk File No. 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,

Motion was made by Councilmember Conlin, duly seconded and carried, to hold Clerk File No.

310969 until May 9, 2011,

Agenda Item No. 2 - Clerk File No. 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.

Motion was made by Councilmember Conlin, duly seconded and carried, to hold Clerk File No.
311489 until May 9, 2011.

HOUSING, HUMAN SERVICES, HEALTH, AND CULTURE COMMITTEE:

From the amended Agenda:

Agenda Item No. 26 - Clerk File No. 311466, Appointment and Oath of Office of Richard C.
Hooper as Director of the Office of Housing.

The Committee recommended that the Appointment be confirmed.

The Appointment was confirmed by the following voice vote:
In favor: Bagshaw, Burgess, Clark, Conlin, Godden, Harrell, Licata, O'Brien, Rasmussen - 9
Against: None.

By unanimous consent, the Council Rules were suspended to allow Monica Martinez
Simmons, City Clerk, to administer the Oath of Office and to allow Mr. Hooper to address the
Council.

Agenda Item No. 27 - Clerk File No. 311397, Appointment and Oath of Office of Vincent E.
Kitch as Director of the Office of Arts and Cultural Affairs.






Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council
Monday, May 2, 2011

K. OTHER BUSINESS

There was none.

L. ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at
2:56 p.m.

S ol

N B i I
Laurel Humphrey’ﬁimcﬂ Clerk

v%’;m 2 e

1</Ionica Martinez Slmmons, City Clerk
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Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council
Monday, May 9, 2011

I. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND FINAL VOTE ON LEGISLATION

FULL COUNCIL:

Agenda Item No. 1 - Clerk File No. 3109689, 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.

Motion was made by Councilmember Conlin, duly seconded and carried, to hold Clerk File No.
310969 until May 16, 2011.

Agenda Item No. 2 - Clerk File No. 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.

Motion was made by Councilmember Conlin, duly seconded and carried, to hold Clerk File No.
311489 until May 16, 2011.

Agenda Item No. 3 - Council Bill No. 117160, Repealing Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 1.12
to delete provisions related to "Standard Time."

Motion was made and duly seconded to pass Council Bill No. 117160.

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.

ENERGY, TECHNOLOGY, AND CIVIL RIGHTS COMMITTEE:

Agenda Item No. 4 - 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.

The Committee recommended passage of the Bill.






Journal of the Proceedings of the Seattle City Council
Monday, May 9, 2011

J. ADOPTION OF OTHER RESOLUTIONS

There were none.

K. OTHER BUSINESS

Motion was made, duly seconded and carried, to rescind Councilmember Burgess's excused
absence from the Monday, May 9, 2011, Full Council meeting.

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

Motion was made, duly seconded and carried, to excuse Councilmember Bagshaw from the
Monday, June 6, 2011, Full Council meeting.

L. ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the Council, the meeting was adjourned at
2:21 p.m,

A A

Laurel Humphrey, Council Clerk

Wm Open Session, uppn approval of the Council, on Monday, May 16, 2011.

Richard Conlin, President of the City Council

o
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Monica Martinez Slmmons, City Clerk
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Honorable Laura Gene Middaugh |

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

CITY OF SEATTLE, A Washington municipél

corporation,
No. 11-2-11719-7 SEA

Plaintiff,
DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN

VS.

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
PROTECT SEATTLE NOW; ANDREW )
PAXTON, in his capacity as Protect Seattle )
Now’s Committee Chair and a principal )
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

referendum 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.

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

Washington as follows:

1. I am over the age of 18 years and am competent to testify as to the matters herein.
EXHIBIT N
DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN - 1 PETER S. HOLMES

Seattle City Attorney

600 Fourth Avenue, 4th Floor
P.O. Box 94769 ‘
Seattle, WA 98124-4769
(206) 684-8200
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2. I ém President of the Seattle City Council.- Attached as ExhibitiA 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 1.B.2.1, as President I “head the Legislative Department” of the
City of Seattle.

3. Beéause the Législative Department is responsible for placing ordinances subject
to valid referendum petitions on the ballot, see Seatﬂe Charter art. IV, §§ 1.J-1.K, and because -
there was extensive publicity surrounding the campaign to obtain signatures for a referendum
regarding Ordinance 123542 even before Ordinance 123542 was 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, and procedures fof 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 123542’s referability. After considering the issue, Mr. Holmes agréed to file a
declaratory ju&gment 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.

Seattle City Attorney

DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN - 2 PETER S. HOLMES

600 Fourth Avenue, 4th Floor

P.O. Box 94769
Seattle, WA 98124-4769
(206) 684-8200
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Signed at Seattle, King County, Washington this 2nd day of May, 2011.

DIl

,R{chard Conlin

DECLARATION OF RICHARD CONLIN - 3

PETER S. HOLMES
Seattle City Attorney

600 Fourth Avenue, 4th Floor
P.O. Box 94769

.Seattle, WA 98124-4769

(206) 684-8200











GENERAL RULES AND PROCEDURES

OF THE SEATTLE
| CITY COUNCIL
MEMBERS AND OFFICERS
A. Members.
1. The members of the City Council shall establish rules fof its proceedings.

(City Charter Article IV, Section 4, Second)

2. As the Legislative branch of City government, the City Council shall
a establish policy for the City.

3. No individual member of the Council shall have or exercise executive or
‘administrative power, except as provided in the Charter. (City Charter
Article IV, 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 integrity, honesty and
fairness; . ’
: y
b) Exercising budget and fiduciary responsibility;

) Being responsive to citizens;

d) Disqualifying themselves from acting on City business when
disqualification is required by the City’s Code of Ethics (SMC
.4.16), by common law, or by the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine.
(See also “Council Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before
the City Council” as adopted by Resolution 31001.) (See also Rule
VI.A.1 Voting Required.) '

B. 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 IV, Section 4, First)

EXHIBIT A
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Duties and Responsibilities of the President' include but are not limited to:

a)

b)

d)

g

h)

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 with the order of business and adjourn
the Council when business is deemed finished.

The President shall, in open session, sign all Bills in authentication
of their passage (City Charter Article IV, Section 11); and the
President shall sign all Resolutions in authentication of their
adoption. '

The President shall promote efficient operation of the Council,
which shall include setting the Full Council agenda and expediting
parliamentary debate, or if there is no objection from any other
member, expediting the passage of routine motions.

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.)

While speaking upon any question before the Council; the
President shall have the right to turn the chair over to the President
pro tem.,

The President shall preserve order and decorum within the
Chambers.

The President shall appoint the membership to special or non-
standing committees as required, or as deemed necessary to
efficiently conduct the business of the Council.

The President shall monitor standing committee agendas to ensure
issues are appropriate to respective committees, and within the
scope or work program of said committee, or as otherwise .
assigned. 2

In the absence from the City, or ihcapacitation of the Mayor, the
President shall act as Mayor. (City Charter. Article V Section 9)






i) The President may simultaneously serve as Council President and
act as Mayor; however, when the President, acting as Mayor, is
confronted 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
Councilmembers. ‘ '

D The President shall head the Legislative Department. (City Charter
Atticle III, Section 3) '

C. President Pro Tem.

L. Biennially the Council will designate by Resolution a list of Presidents pro
tem. The list will be based upon seniority and will rotate the position
~ monthly.
2. 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
incapacitation or absence of the President. (City Charter Article V,
Section 9)
b) For the purposes of this section the President is not “absent” when

acting as Mayor.
IL MEETINGS

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

a) The Full Council shall meet each Monday with 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)

d)

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

1i. Regular meetings shall convene at 2:00 p.m. The time of
" adjournment shall be entered in the Journal of the
Proceedings.

iv. - Any regular meeting of the Full Council may be canceled
‘with the concurrence of a majority of the members of the
Council.

Preliminary agendas of upcoming regular Full Council meetings,
listing items on which action is expected to be taken, 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,

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

. A quorum shall consist of a majority of all nine Councilmembers,

except as set forth in Subsection f of this section. (City Charter
Atticle IV, Section 3, Subsection A)

‘Less than a quorum of councilmembers may adjourn from day to

day, or until the next regular meeting, and may compel the
attendance of absent members in such a manner and under such
penalties as the Council shall prescribe. (City Charter Article IV,
Section 3, Subsection A) (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 (Subsection f): :

(1)  Except when Subsection II.A.f.2 applies, in order to select

a person to fill a vacancy on the City Council, a quorum
- 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
IV, Section 3, Subsection A) :






(2)  During a declared emergency under Atticle 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 duties 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 and receive
briefings on issues of general interest.

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.

©) The Council President or his/her designee chairs the Council
Briefings.

d) No binding votes may be taken at Council Briefings.

e) Preliminary agendas of upcoming regular Council Briefings, listing
items for which discussion 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.

1) Council Briefings shall be held in Council Chambers, in Seattle
City Hall, unless a specific alternate location is established by the
President, and appropriate public notice and access are provided.

g) Council Briefings may be canceled by the Council President at any
time.

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

Standing Committee Meetings. -

2)

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






b)

d)

g

h)

Preliminary agendas 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.

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

Standing committee meetings are held in the Council Chamber in
Seattle City Hall unless a specific alternate 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.

The committee Chair may cancel a committee meeting at any time.

There shall be no quorum requirement for standing committee
meetings.

Standing committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on

any Bill, Resolution, or 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.

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

Chair to do so.

B. Special Meetings.

1.

Full Council.

a)

o

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. (C1ty Charter
Article IV, Sectlon 6)

Notices of special meetmgs shall be in accordance with RCW
42.30.080.






c) The only items of business for which final action may be taken at a
special meeting shall be those items 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 Councilmembers, and notice as required under RCW
42.30.080 is given.

Standing Committees.

-a) Special meetings of standing comm1ttees may be scheduled by the

‘ comm1ttee Chair.

b) Preliminary agendas of upcoming special standing committee
meetings, listing items for which discussion and/or
recommendation is expected, will be made available to the pubhc
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.

C. Executive Sessions.

1.

Executive sessions may be held during Full Council Meetings, Council
Briefings, meetings of the Committee of the Whole, or standing, or
special committee meetings, whether regular, or special meetings, and at
other times as allowed by RCW 42.30.110 and .140, as it now exists or as
hereafter amended, and SMC 5.24.020 and .030.

An attorney from the Law Department, or outside counsel if appropriate,
will be present during all Council Executive Sessions to advise
Councilmembers on compliance with the Washmgton Open Public
Meetings Act. (OPMA, RCW 42.30)

Issues which may be considered in executive session include, but are not
limited to:

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

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

c) Evaluation of qualifications of candidate for appointment to
elective office;






d): Evaluation of qualifications of an applicant for public employment
or to review the performance of a public employee;

e) Discussion with legal counsel reg'ai‘ding litigation or potential
litigation to which the City or a Councilmember acting in an
official capacity is, or is likely to become, a party;

f) 'Planning or adopting the strategy or position to be taken during the
course of collective bargaining or reviewing the proposals made in
labor negotiations while in progress.

The presiding officer or a majority of those Councilmembers 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
executive session is expécted to conclude.

Attendance at executive session shall be limited to:

a)  Councilmembers;

b)  Assistants to Councilmembers representing their Councilmember
in the Councilmembers' absence(s) (and this attendance shall be
limited to presence, not participation);

c) City staff members and others representing the City (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;
€) The City Clerk or designee for clerking purposes.

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 executive session only by
unanimous agreement of those Members attending said session*.






[*Editor’s note: Discussion of legal matters between City officials and
their lawyer, usually the City Attorney; are protected by the attorney-client
privilege from being used against the City in court.]

Public Hearings.

Public Hearings differ from regular comment periods in that they are more formal
opportunities for members of the public to speak on a particular proposed
Ordinance, Resolution, or other legislative action. If any public hearings are
scheduled for a particular regular or special Council or committee meeting, the
agenda for the meeting will specify the proposed Ordinance, Resolution, or other
legislative 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. Public Hearings are not generally required, except for certain types of
‘actions as provided by law. '

3. Specific rules apply to certain types of hearings; 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 at the discretion of the

committee Chair or the Council President.

5. Public Hearings may be held as part of a regularly scheduled Council, or
committee meeting, but the Public Hearing 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
Department staff.

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






Town Hall Committee Meetings.

1.

2.

8.

Town Hall Committee is a special committee.

The purpose of a Town Hall Committee meeting is to afford the public an
opportunity to address the Council at a location outside the Council
Chambers or City Hall in an informal setting.

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

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.

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.

Publié comment at Town Hall Committee meetings shall be in accordance
with the Legislative Department Policy Regarding Public Comment at Full
Council and Standing Committee Meetings, attached as an Appendix to

. these Rules.

V Council shall tak¢ no vote or other final action at a Town Hall Committee

meeting.

Town Hall Committee meetings are required to be electronically recorded.

Emergency Meetings.

1.

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

Meeting time, location and notice requifements do not apply to emergency
meetings called for emergency matters as permitted by RCW 42.30.070,
RCW 42.30.080, and RCW 42.14.075.

Emergency Meetings are open to the public unless exempt under RCW
42,30,

G
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Attendance During an Emergency.

In the event that a natural disaster, fire, flood, earthquake, enemy attack,
imminent enemy attack, or other catastrophic emergency renders a Member's
physical attendance at a meeting impracticable, such- Member may attend by any
electronic means (e.g. multi-party telephone or video conferencing) utilized by
the Council for such purpose.

M. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION. -

A.

Public Sessions.

1.

All meetings of the Council, 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 Members physically present and to hear those Members, if any,
attending by electronic means, as provided by these rules. (See also Rule
XI.H. Equal Access and Partlclpatlon )

The Council shall not adjourn its regular Full Council Meetings to any
place other than its regular meeting place, which is the Council Chambers
in Seattle City Hall, except as provided by law. (See also Rule IL.A.1.c
Meetings, and Rule III.C.2 Interruptions to Council Meetings and
Committee Meetings.) (City Charter Article IV, Section 6)

Meetings of the Committee of the Whole shall not convene in or adjourn
to any place other than its regular meeting place, which is the Council
Chamber in Seattle City Hall, unless a specific alternate location is

~ established by the Chair, and appropriate public notice and access are

prov1ded

Meetmgs 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 City Hall, unless a specific alternate 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. '

Meetings of special committees may be held in Council Chambers in
Seattle City Hall, or an alternate 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.

11






Public Comment at the Full Council and Committee Meetings.

Public Comment Periods differ from Public Hearings in that they are brief
opportunities, usually at the beginning of regular council and standing committee
meetings, for members of the public to comment regarding any item on the
agenda for that regular meeting. The agenda for a patticular regular meeting may
specify the total time allotted for the comment period and for time limits for
individual comments. (See also Rule ILD. Public Comment)

1. The Council shall not take public comment at special meetings of the Full
Council. : .

2. The Council shall take public comment at regular 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;

©) The Chair shall set time limits for speakers and for the total
comment period;

d) All public comment shall be in accordance with the Legislative
Department Policy Regarding Public Comment at Full Council and
Standing Committee Meetings, attached as an appendix to these
Rules, and in accordance with Rule IIL.B. Public Comment, and
Rule X.A. Duties of Committee Chairs.

3. Standing Committees shall, and Committees of the Whole and Special
Committees may, allow public comment at committee meetings in
accordance with the Legislative Department Policy Regarding Public
Comment at Full Council and Standing Committee Meetings, attached as
an appendix to these Rules, and in accordance with Rule IIL. 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 Whole, or
any standing committee, will identify themselves for the record. _

6. The Chair of the meeting, at his/her discretion, may waive Rule IILB.5
Public Comment, in the interest of personal safety of the person speaking.

12






- C. Interruption(s) to Council Meetings and Committee Meetings.

1.

It shall be the responsibility of the Chair to maintain order and adjourn any
meeting as he/she deems necessary.

In the event that any meeting is interrupted by any person or by a group or
groups of persons so as to render the orderly conduct of such meeting not
feasible, and order cannot be restored by the removal of individuals who
are interrupting the meeting, the Members of the Council or the committee
conducting the meeting may order the meeting room cleared and continue
in session, or may adjourn the meeting and re-convene at another location
selected by majority vote of the Members present. In such a session, final
disposition may be taken only on matters appearing on the agenda.
Representatives of the press or other news media, except those
participating in the disturbance, shall be allowed to attend any session held
pursuant to this section. (See also RCW 42.30.050.)

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,. ’

When a meeting is adjourned due to an interruption, Councilmembers and
staff shall leave the meeting room until the meeting is reconvened.

IV. COUNCIL BUSINESS.

A. Business Brought Before the Council.

1.

All Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files brought before the Council shall be

~ prepared for introduction according to established policies and procedures

of the Legislative Department.

A Resolution cannot be adopted at the same meeting at which it is
iitroduced except by a two-thirds vote of the members present.

A Bill cannot be introduced and passed at the same meeting, except for the
weekly Bill for payment of bills, salaries and claims. (City Charter Article
IV, Section 8) ‘ '

No Bill shall become an Ordinance unless on its final passage at least a
majority of all nine Councilmembers vote in its favor. (City Charter
Article IV Section 8) '

In some cases, passage requires more than a majority vote.

13






Amendments to Bills may not be presented at a Full Council meeting
unless previously circulated to Councilmembers and reviewed by the Law
Department at least two hours before the meeting; except in cases
including but not limited to amendments to development regulations
subject to the Growth Management Act, where statutes may require
additional public notice and comment before amendments may be made.

The only 1tems of business for which final action may be taken at a spemal
meeting are those listed on the written notice.

B. | 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:

- a) Call to Order

b) B Roll Call

c) 7 Approval of the Agenda
d). Approval of the J oumai ‘
e) Presentations

) PuBlic Comment

g) Ratification of Referral Calendar (Introduction and Referr_;al of
Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files)

'h)  Payment of Bills, Claims and Salaries-

i) Comm1ttee Reports (Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutlons and
‘ Clerk Files)

D) | .Adoptiori of Other Resolutions
k) Other Business

1) . Adjournment

14






- 2. Upon the passage of each Bill, the President shall announce that he/she is
signing the Bill, and if so requested by any Councilmember, that Bill shall
be read at length so as to ensure 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 IV, Section 12)

2. Reconsideration shall occur not less than five days after the Mayor’s
 publication of said veto, and not more than 30 days after the réturn of said
Bill by the Mayor. (City Charter Article IV, Section 12)

3. Passage of a Bill during reconsideration shall be by two-thirds vote of all
the members of the Council. (City 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 Proceedihgs of the Seattle City Council.
1. The City Clerk shall record into the Journal of the Proceedings of the
Seattle City Council the proceedings of the Full Council at its regular and

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

2. The Journal of the Procéedings shall be presented to the Council for
approval at the next regular Full Council Meeting.

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

PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURES (for Full 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 Robert's Rules of Order Newly
Revised will govern 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 manne, confme
comments to the question under 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 Member, or
speak more than twice except for explanation during the consideration of
any one question. :

B. Mofions.

1. No motion shall be entertained or debated until duly seconded and
announced by the President.

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

3. Ifno Councﬂmember objects, a motion may be withdrawn by the maker
before amendment, or action.

4. Motions shall be entertained in the order of precedence outlined in the

then-current edition of Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised.
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Hold Indefinitely (See also Rule V.B.6)

o
B
5
3
MOTION TO: &
| 3 | 8
B o) o}
S8 |3 o
=] s =] e ©
18 |§ |8 |&
2|8 |& |2 | =
Adjourn Yes | No No Maj | No
“[Recess Yes |[No |Yes Maj. No
Reconsider (except on final passageof | Yes |Yes |No |Maj No
legislation) (See also Rule V.B.8, and '
Rule VL.G)
Table (See also Rule V.B.7) Yes | No No |Ma |No
‘Move the Previous Question Yes | No No 2/3 Yes
Hold to a Certain Time (See alsoRule | Yes |Yes |Yes |Maj | Yes
V.B.5)
Commit to a Committee- Yes | Yes | Yes Maj | Yes
Amend or Substitute Yes |Yes |Yes |Maj | Yes
Yes | Yes |No Maj | Sometimes
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1.

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

~ shall not be introduced again at the same 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 shall not carry the main question with it

unless so specified in the motion to table.

‘When a Bill is put upon its final passage and fails to pass, and a motion 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 VIL.G

- Reconsideration.) (City Charter Article IV, Section 10)
‘Recognition by the President.

" When two or more Councilmembers rise at the same time to address the

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

Division of a Question.

2.

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 strike out and insert shall not be divided.

Point of Order.

1. The President shall decide all points of order.

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

3. In all cases of af)péal, 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. '

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

Councilmembers in attendance. In case of a tie vote, the decision of the
President shall stand. :

e,
AE

Favis
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Previous Question.

1.

The previous question may be demanded by two Councilmembers 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 debate, such debate shall end..

VI. VOTING AT SESSIONS OF THE FULL COUNCIL.

Al

Voting Required.

L.

Every Councilmember in attendance shall participate in the voting process
for all actions before the Full Council, except that Councilmembers must

~ disqualify themselves from voting if disqualification is required by elther

the City’s Code of Ethics (SMC 4.16) or the Washington State ,
Appearance of Fairness Doctrine, and members may disqualify themselves
from voting to avoid the appearance of a conflict of interest, unless a

-majority of those present vote that there is no conflict. (See also Rule
- VLD.2 Announcing and Recording Votes.)

Abstentions are not allowed. Members not having disqualified themselves
pursuant to Rule VL.A.1 Voting Required, shall vote “Aye” or “No.”

Roll Call Voting.

1.

2.

4.

A roll call vote is required when voting on final passage of Bills.

A roll call vote on other business may be demanded by two
Councilmembers 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
the Journal of Proceedings. (City Charter Article IV, Section 4, Third)

Roll for a roll call vote is called in alphabetical order, except for the
President, provided that each week that the Full Council meets, the name
at the beginning of the roll is moved to the end of the roll in a systematic
rotation.

The President's name is called last.

Voice Vote.

L

A voice vote may be taken on any matter of business before the Council
except for the final passage of a Bill, unless a roll call vote has been
requested as provided in Rule VI.B.2 Roll Call Voting.
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Announcing and Recording Votes.

1.

Upon the conclusion of the roll call or voice vote, the Clty Clerk shall -
announce the “ayes” and “nos” and “disqualifications” for all votes and
enter them into the Journal of the Proceedings. The announcement of the
result of any vote shall not be postponed.

When a Councilmember is in attendance, and has diSqualiﬁed him/herself

. from voting, the Clerk shall record and announce “in attendance, but

disqualified from voting.” (See also Rule VL.A.1 Voting Required.)

Proxy Votes.

L.

There shall be no proxy votes A Member may only cast a vote if he/she
is in attendance to do so 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.

Reconsideration.

1.

After the final vote on any motion, Resolution, or Bill, and before the
adjournment of that Full Council session, any Member who voted with the
prevailing side may move for reconsideration. Seconds to motions for
reconsideration may be from either the prevailing or non-prevailing side.

a)  When the result of the final vote is to pass any motion, Resolution,
or Bill, any reconsideration vote must take place before
adjournment of that day's session, or else there shall be no
reconsideration vote.

b) = When the result of the final vote is to not pass a motion,
Resolution, or Bill, the reconsideration shall not be acted upon
before the next regular meeting of the Full Council. (City Charter
Article IV Section 10) '

A motion to reconsider shall have precedence over every other motion,
except a motion to adjourn.

Motions to reconsider a vote upon amendments to any pendmg quest1on
shall be made and decided at once.

b,
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VII. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.

A. Designation.

1. Committee of the Whole is a special committee.
'B. Assignment of Business to the Committee of the Whole.
1. The President or a majority of all Councilmembers may assign any matter
_ to the Committee of the Whole for appropriate review and action, when
the subject to be considered contains many items and relates to diverse
subjects, or is of significant concern to all Councilmembers.
2. At the time of assigning of any matter to the Committee of the Whole, the

President shall designate the Committee of the Whole Chair for this
specific action.

C. Meetings of the Committee of the Whole.

1.

The Council President shall approve the scheduling of meetings of the
Committee of the Whole.

Preliminary agendas for Committee of the Whole 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

prehmmary agenda online and in hard copy at least two business days
prior to the meeting. ~

VIII. STANDING COMMITTEES To Facilitate Leglslatlve Functions of the Council.
(City Charter Article IV Section 4)

A. Formation of Committees.

1.

Standing committees are formed after the biennial selectlon of a Council
Pres1dent :

Formation of standing committees, i.e. the identification of committees’
scopes of work, meeting schedules and membership and Chair
assignments, is accomplished by a process of discussion and consensus
among Councilmembers, which shall be submitted to the members for

ratification by Resolution.
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If no consensus is reached, the President shall poll the members and make
a decision, which shall be submitted to the Members for ratification by
Resolution. :

B. Mémbership of Standing Committees.

1.

3.

4.

Membership of a standing committee generally consists of a Chair, two
members and an alternate, but may be established as resolved by the
Council. ’ :

In the event of a vacancy of a Council position which requires the
appointment and/or election of a replacement Councilmember, the
committee duties and responsibilities of the replacement Councilmember
shall be proposed by the Council President, and shall be established by
Council Resolution to be adopted within 45 days of the date the
replacement Councilmember takes office.

Any Councilmember may attend a standing committee meeting.

Thete shall be no quorum requirement: for standing committee meetings.

C. Duties and Responsibilities of Standing Committees and Members.

1.

Members 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 judgment(s) will
advance the interests and promote the welfare of the people of the City.

It shall be the duty of each member of a standing committee to attend the
committee meetings. The attendance policy for standing committees shall

~ be as follows:

a) Members of standing committees are expected to attend all
. meetings of said committees.

b) A committee 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 meetings without notifying the committee Chair.

* Any Councilmember attending a standing committee meeting may vote, or

abstain from voting, on issues before the committee.
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Committee Reports:

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

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

c) Divided Reports:

(1) 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)  Atleast three days before scheduled presentation of the
recommendation to the Full Council, the signed report shall -
be made available to all Councilmembers. '

(3)  Only those Councilmembers having attended a discussion
of the Bill or Resolution which is the subject of the
committee’s recommendation, and having voted “aye” or
no” on 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 reporting recommendations to the Full Council:

(@  The position signed by the majority shall be
considered first;

(b) . When thereis no majbrity position, the position of
the chair shall be considered first, if he/she so
desires.

Standing committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on any
Council Bill, Resolution, or 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.
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SPECIAL COMMITTEES.

A

Budget Committee.

1. The Budget Committee is a special committee, comprised of all
Councilmembers and chaired by the Chair of the finance committee.

Town Hall Committee.

1. The Town Hall Committee is a special comm1ttee comptised of at least
four Councilmembers and chaired on a rotatlon 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 may 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
prehmlnary agenda online and in hard copy at least two busmess days
prior to the meeting. -

Special Committee Quorum.

1. A quorum for convening meetings of a spec1a1 committee, or for makmg
recommendations, or taking committee action, shall be determined by the
Council President at the time the special committee’s assignmerits are
made, or in the case of Town Hall Committee, or Committee of the
Whole, at the time of scheduling. -

Vofing at Speciai Committee Meetings.
1. Special committees shall not vote on a final recommendation on any
Council Bill, Resolution, or 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. ‘
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H. Duration of Special Committees.

1. Special committees may be of limited duration or focus.
L Record of Special Committee Action.
1. Special committees must have a written record of final action on any

legislation reported out to the Full Council.

DUTIES OF COMMITTEE CHAIRS.
A. Duties of the Chairs of Committees shall include:

1. Allow at each meeting a comment period for members of the public to
address the committee on matters on that day's agenda for that meeting, in
accordance with Legislative Department policy regarding public comment

~ at meetings.

2. . Rule X.A.1 does not apply to special committeés

3. Call the meetings to order at the appointed times, and record the begmmng
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
Chair may allow additional time for the submission of written comment

from the public.
5. Advise speakers that their oral public comments are being recorded.
6. Recognize Councilmembers 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 appropnate in accordance.with Rule XI.B.
Suspension of the Rules.

10.  Invite persons to the committee table for the purposes of providing: '
information necessary to committee business, and explain to those in
attendance his/her reasons for inviting parties to the committee table.

11.  Set the committee’s agenda consmtent with the committee’s assigned
- scope of work.

12. * Preserve order and decorum:
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13.

Present to the Council each year at a Full Council meeting in January as -
designated by the Council President, the committee's Annual Legislative
Report. The report will identify accomplishments of the committee in the
preceding year and objectives of the committee for the coming calendar
year, in a report format as determined by the Council President.

XI. MISCELLANEOUS.

A.

Attendance at Sessions of the Full Council.

L.

~ Councilmembers must attend all regular Full Council Meetings, unless
- excused. (City Charter Article IV, Section 3)

Three 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 compel the
attendance of absent unexcused members at the Full Council meeting, but
may adjourn from day to day if necessary until a quorum can be convened.
(City Charter Article IV, Section 3)

" A Councilmember may obtain a leave of absence or be excused from a

particular meeting by vote of the Council.

No more than four Councilmembers may be excused from any one Full
Council Meeting, except during the month of November, when no more
than two Councilmembers may be excused from any one Full Council
Meeting. :

When the maximum number of Councilmembers has been excused for any
one particular meeting, the last Councilmember having requested an
excused 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 may be aﬁthorizeidﬁby the Council President, who
will announce the emergency absence at the meeting.

" The City Clerk shall record the attendance 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 temporarily
suspended for a special purpose by a two-thirds vote in open session of the
Members present. v
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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, VI.G

c) Executive Session suBsection, 11.C.7

d)  Those required by Charter

€) Those required by the Seattle Municipal Code
1) Those required by state law

g) The Clerk 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 or procedure is requested, and no objection
is offered, the President or Chair shall announce the rule or procedure
suspended, and the Council or committee may proceed accordingly.

Action Requirement.

1. In March of each year, the Council 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 presence any Member by the affirmative
vote of not less than two-thirds of its Members, specifying in the order of
expulsion the cause thereof. (City Charter Article IV, 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 entered upon the Journal.

2. If the protesting Councilmember wishes the J ournal to contain a written

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

1. Public meetings of the Full Council, including regular Council Briefings
meetings, special 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 42.30 will not be recorded.

2. The President or committee Chair is responsible for notifying 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 maintain custody of these recordings.
G. Public Access.
1. Members of the Public:

a) No individual other than the Legislative Department staff may
approach the Councilmembers or the Clerks while the Council or
committee is in session, unless permitted to do so by the President
or Chair,

b) During committee meetings and Council Briefings, no persons
other than Legislative Department staff shall join Councilmembers
" at the committee table, unless specifically invited by the committee
Chair to provide information necessary to committee business.

c) Physical access to Councilmember office areas is limited and
. provided only in accordance with established policies and
procedures of the Legislative Department.

*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
Councilmember(s) or their respective staff members, when so
delegated. S
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Members of the Media:

a) Access by media shall be in accordance with Legislative
Department policy.

Extraordinary Circumstances:

a) In the event of extraordinary circumstances, the Council President
or his/her designee, may suspend or modify provisions in this
section, (XI.G) to protect the safe and respons1ble functioning of
the Council.

Equal Access and Participation - Requests for Reasonable Accommodation.

1. 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 a request for reasonable accommodation, anyone desiring an
accommodation for a given meeting should make his/her request at the
earliest possible opportunity.

3. Any individual wishing to request auxiliary aids or services or other
reasonable accommodations should direct his/her request to the

Legislative Department Administrative Staff.
4, Legislative Department staff will evaluate all requests and make
‘ accommodations that are reasonable under all the circumstances.

Use of Council Chambers.

1. Council business shall take precedence over other uses of the Council
Chambers.

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

to approve proposed uses of the Councxl 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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K. 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 commxttee for review and
recommendatlon

Appendlx A: Legislative Department Policy Regarding Pubhc Cornment At Full Council and
Standing Committee Meetings

Appendix B: List of Rules and Procedures That May Not be Suspended
v.3 '
12/14/09
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Seattle City Attorneys Office

News Release Detail

SUBJECT: Holmes asks court for declaratory judgment on tunnel

referendum
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR MORE INFORMATION
3/29/2011 1:00:00 PM 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, | don’t vote on or veto ordinances, and | 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, | 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, | 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 EXHIBIT N
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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 8 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 |
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 bodly 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 Il 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. | read this as directing me to do
the same when | 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. | 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 | view as the most
relevant cases at the end of this statement. | 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.

. Timing of Declaratory Judgment Action. | 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 | wanted them to have the chance to do that without interference before | asked a
judge to determine whether state law allows a public vote.

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, | 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, | want to be clear that my goal is to get this issue in front of a judge as quickly as possible
S0 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 Il 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

Seattle City Attorney on Seattle.Gov http://www.seattle.gov/law/newsdetail.asp?ID=11580&dept=9
Printed : Tue May 17 09:58:05 2011
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Moving forward on the tunnel project Page 1 of 1

@City of Seattle

Mike McGinn, Mayor

NEWS ADVISORY

SUBJECT: Moving forward on the tunnel project

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
9/24/2010 3:30:00 PM
Kimberly Mills (206) 684-8602

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.

EXHIBIT D2
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THE HONORABLE LAURA GENE MIDDAUGH|

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR KING COUNTY
CITY OF SEATTLE, a Washington municipal | Case No. 11-2-11719-7 SEA
corporation,
PROPOSED] ORDER DISMISSING
Plaintiff, CITY OF SEATTLE AS PARTY
PLAINTIFF AND REARRANGING
V. THE PARTIES

PROTECT SEATTLE NOW; SIERRA CLUB | CLERK’S ACTION REQUIRED
SEATTLE GROUP; 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.

This matter came before the Court on the motion of Protect Seattle Now (“PSN”)
pursuant to CR 12(b) and CR 17 to dismiss the City of Seattle (“the City”) as party plaintiff. For
the reasons set forth below, the motion is GRANTED, the Washington State Department of
Transportation (“WSDOT?) is substituted as the plaintiff in charge of the complaint, and the City
of Seattle as a necessary party shall remain in the case as a defendant.

L. DOCUMENTS AND EVIDENCE CONSIDERED

In considering the motion, the Court reviewed the following:

* PSN’s Motion to Dismiss City of Seattle as Party Plaintiff; Declaration of Gary W.
Manca in Support of PSN’s Motion to Dismiss City of Seattle as Party Plaintiff; and

- EATTLE i MANCA LAW, PLLC
ORDER DISMISSING CITY OF SEATTLE AS PARTY PLAINTIFF EXHIBIT C

AND REARRANGING THE PARTIES - | of 4 434 NE Maple Leaf P1#201
Seattle, WA 98115

(206) 992-3264
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PSN’s Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss City of Seattle as Party Plaintiff.

» The City’s Opposition to Motion to Dismiss; and Declaration of Richard Conlin and the
exhibits attached thereto.

e Let’s Move Forward and Phil Lloyd’s Statement Regarding PSN’s Motion to Dismiss.
*  WSDOT’s Response to PSN’s Motion to Dismiss City of Seattle as Party Plaintiff.
e All the other pleadings and papers on file in this case.

IL STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS

On February 28, 2011, the Seattle City Council enacted Ordinance 123542, overriding a
mayoral veto. On March 29, 2011, PSN and its volunteers filed a referendum petition (“proposed
Seattle Referendum No. 1) with the Seattle City Clerk, and its sufficiency was later verified by
the King County Elections Department and the City Clerk. Proposed Seattle Referendum No. 1
seeks to refer Ordinance 123542 to the voters of Seattle for their approval or rejection.

Also on March 29, 2011, Seattle City Attorney Peter Holmes filed the complaint in this
case, seeking a declaratory judgment that proposed Seattle Referendum No. 1 is outside the
scope of the referendum power of Seattle voters. The President of the Seattle City Council,
Richard Conlin, asked Mr. Holmes if he would file such a complaint. The Mayor of Seattle
objected to Mr. Holmes bringing this action, and no authorization from the City Council as a
legislative body appears in the record.

III. STATEMENT OF ISSUES
A, Whether the Seattle City Attorney has the independent authority to initiate a lawsuit, on
behalf of the City of Seattle as a municipal corporation, challenging the referendum or initiative
power of Seattle voters.
B. Whether the President of the Seattle City.'.'.Council has the authority to request the Seattle
City Attorney to initiate a lawsuit, on behalf of the City of Seattle as a municipal corporation,
challenging the referendum or initiative power of Seattle voters.

C. Whether another party should be substituted as plaintiff.

D. Whether the City of Seattle should remain in this case as a necessary party defendant.
ORDER DISMISSING CITY OF SEATTLE AS PARTY PLAINTIFF MANCA LAW, PLLC
AND REARRANGING THE PARTIES - 2 of 4 434 NE Maple Leaf Pl #201

Seattle, WA 98115
(206) 992-3264
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I11. ORDER
The Seattle City Charter describes the duties and power of the Seattle City Attorney as
follows: “The City Attorney shall have full supervisory control of all the litigation of the City, or
in which the City or any of its departments are interested, and shall perform such other duties as
are or shall be prescribed by ordinance.” Seattle City Charter, art. XIII, § 3 ~A-eommeon-sense—

(13 z " meau‘ -t‘v Ov‘rset" 1 ~ e | ——
¥the word “supervisory : rot

i — — -

. 8. The term “supervisory control” does not grant the City
Attorney with the independent authority to initiate a lawsuit on behalf of the City of Seattle as a
municipal corporation seeking a declaration that a citizen referendum or initiative is beyond the
power of city voters. The City has not produced any ordinance showing that the City Attorney
has such independent authority.

Nor does Mr. Conlin have the power as President of the Seattle City Council to authorize
such a lawsuit in the name of the City of Seattle. Nothing in the City Charter grants such
expansive power to the head of the Legislative Department to act in the name of the City of
Seattle. The City Council has General Rules and Procedures that set forth the duties of the
Council President, but these tend to be ministerial in nature. The Council, when it acts to
legislate for the City as a whole, does so as a body. The record does not indicate that the City
Council has taken any action as a legislative body to authorize Mr. Holmes to bring this lawsuit
on behalf of the City.

Therefore, no city official or body with the power to do so has authorized this lawsuit on
behalf of the City of Seattle. The City is therefore dismissed as party plaintiff.

WSDOT has indicated its willingness to substitute as plaintiff and take control of the

complaint. Such a substitution is proper under CR 17, and WSDOT shall be rearranged from
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defendant to plaintiff in this matter, with control of the complaint. This substitution shall
have the same effect as if the action had been commenced in the name of WSDOT.

The City of Seattle is a necessary party to this action. Therefore, the City of Seattle shall
remain a party in this case, but as a defendant.

The parties to this case shall henceforth caption the case in accordance with the
rearrangement of the parties set forth in this order.

The COURT CLERK is directed to update the Clerk’s files, however the Clerk deems
appropriate, to reflect the current identification of the parties in accordance with the
rearrangement of the parties set forth in this order.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED this 20 day of May 2011.

__SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE

PRESENTED BY: Laura Gene Middaugh

MANCA LAW, PLLC

s/ Gary Manca

Gary W. Manca, WSBA No. 42798
Attorney for Protect Seattle Now
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Dan Eder
Viaduct Replacement Environmental Review ORD

September 27, 2010
Version #1

ORDINANCE } Z—«S L/'ZLl

AN ORDINANCE relating to environmental review of the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement
Project, and ratifying and confirming certain prior acts.

WHEREAS, in the 1950s, the City of Seattle and the Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT) jointly designed and built the Alaskan Way Viaduct to
accommodate passenger and freight mobility into the foreseeable future; and

WHEREAS, in 2001 the Nisqually earthquake damaged the Alaskan Way Viaduct; and

WHEREAS, the Alaskan Way Viaduct is at risk of sudden and catastrophic failure in an
earthquake and is nearing the end of its useful life; and

WHEREAS, in January 2009, the Governor, the Mayor, and the King County Executive jointly
recommended replacing the Alaskan Way Viaduct with a bored tunnel beneath

downtown Seattle; and

WHEREAS, the State in 2009 enacted RCW 47.01.402, finding that it is urgent to replace the
Alaskan Way Viaduct, and-directing WSDOT to expeditiously perform preliminary work
on the bored tunnel alternative to replace the Alaskan Way Viaduct and directing that the
City, State and County departments of transportation be responsible for the components
of the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project (AWVRP) as outlined in the January

2009 agreement; and

WHEREAS, implementing the AWVRP requires completion of environmental review, including]

public review of the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) and
publication of a Final Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIS); and ‘

‘WHEREAS, completing the environmental review in a timely manner and on-schedule is critical
to project management and funding for the AWVRP; and

WHEREAS, maintaining the City’s co-lead status with WSDOT during environmental review is
desirable in orderto protect the City’s access to project information and ability to shape
and influence the Final EIS, including responding to citizens’ comments on the SDEIS;

,,,,,,
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Dan Eder

Viaduct Replacement Environmental Review ORD
September 27, 2010

Version #1

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council reaffirms that it is essential and beneficial for the City to
continue as a co-lead agency under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) for
environmental review éf the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project (AWVRP).

“Section 2. It is the policy of the City that the Seattle Department of Tranéportation
(SDOT) continue to act as co-lead under SEPA for the remainder of the AWVRP and that SDOT
fulfill all responsibilities, obligations and duties necessary to complete and publish the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. |

Section 3. Consistent with Sectionl and Section 2 of this Ordinance, the City Council
ratifies and confirms Council President Richard Conlin’s signature on the Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement as signifying the City’s intent to remain co-lead.

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force 30 days from and after its
approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten days after

presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

EXHIBIT K
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Dan Eder

Viaduct Replacement Environmental Review ORD
September 27, 2010

Version #1

Passed by the City Council the ““{ day of Q)(* e~ , 2010, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its passage this

Y Mdayof_Octuoer~ 2010

ﬁesﬁent of the City Counci

Approved by me this day of ,2010.

‘Returned Unsigned by Mayor

Michael McGinn, Mayor

Fiied by me this l@j_ﬂday of O C1LO Ioer | ,2010.

(Seal)
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Legislative Department
Office of City Clerk

Memorandum

Date: October 15, 2010
To: Councilmembers
From: Emilia M. Sanchez

Subject: Mayor's Return of Council Bill No. 116983, Unsigned

On October 15, 2010, the Mayor returned to the City Clerk Council Bill No. 116983, relating to the
environmental review of the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project, without his signature. This
Bill was passed by the Full Council on October 4, 2010. The Mayor's Office indicated that a letter
of explanation is forthcoming.

The absence of the Mayor's signature indicates neither his approval nor disapproval of the Council
Bill, as addressed in Seattle Municipal Code 1.04.020 and City Charter Article IV, Section 12.
However, a Bill returned by the Mayor unsigned is considered "approved" for purposes of the Bill
becoming an Ordinance, and therefore, law, within the City of Seattle. The effective date of this
Ordinance is 30 days after it was returned (October 15) to the City Clerk.

600 4th Avenue, 3rd Floor, Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@ci.seattle.wa.us
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request. An equal opportunity-affirmative action employer
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Viaduct Replacement Environmental Review — fiscal note

917/10
Version #1
Form revised June 11, 2010
FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: , _Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
| Legislative | Dan Eder / 684-8147 | n/a
Legislation Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to-environmental review of the Alaskan Way ‘Viaduct Replacement
Project, and ratifying and confirming certain prior acts.

¢  Summary of the Legislation:

This ordinance establishes policy with respect the City’s role in the Alaskan Way Viaduct
Replacement Project’s environmental review. The ordinance also ratifies and confirms certain
prior acts,

¢ Background:

Implementing the AWVRP requires completion of environmental review, including public
~ review of the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) and publication of a
Final Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIS).

Completing the environrﬁental review in a timely manner and on-schedule is critical to project
management and funding for the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project (AWVRP).

Maintaining the City’s co-lead status with the Washington State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT) during environmental review is desirable in order to protect the City’s access to
project information and ability to shape and influence the Final Environmental Impact Statement,
including responding to citizens’ comments on the SDEIS.

X This legislation does not have any financial implications.






STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY
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261959 No. TITLE ONLY
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed
notice, a

CT:123415-419,421-424
was published on
10/20/10

The ani¢ ¢/fee charged for the foregoing pubhcatlon is the sum of § 136.50, which amount

has been al‘

Subgscribed an worn to hefore me on

102010 A\ A \ P74

/y 174 \_/ —C
No@:ubhc r the Statc of Washington,

resjding in Seattle
Affidavit of Publication






State of Washington, King County

TITLE-ONLY PUBLICATION

The full text of the following legislation
passed by the City Council*og Ogc;’lcober 2:
2010, and published heré by title only, will
be mailed upon request; or can be accessed

at http:/iclerk seattle.gov. For further infor-

mation, contact the Seattle City Clerk at
684:8344. . .

ORDINANCE NO. 123415

AN ORDINANCE relating to a grant
from the Washington State Department of
Commerce allocated through the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009;
accepting the grant funds, authorizing
the City of Seattles Office of Economic
Development to execute related agreements,
appropriating and authorizing the dis-
bursement of grant funds to provide credit
enhancement support, increasing appropri-
ations in the 2010 Adopted Budget for the
Office of Economic Development and Office
of Sustainability and Environment, and rati-
fying and confirming prior acts.

ORDINANCE NO. 123416

AN ORDINANCE relating to City streets,
renaming the segment of Airport Way South
between 4th Avenue South and South Charles
Street from Airport Way South to Seattle
Boulevard South. :

ORDINANCE NO. 123417

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Bridge
Rehabilitation and Replacement project; and
authorizing the Director of the Department
of Transportation to acquire, accept, and
record, on behalf of the City of Seattle, a per-
manent Maintenance Easement from SPO,
LLC, a Washington limited liability company.
(SPO), for the purpose of inspecting, main-
taining, cleaning, repairing, and replacing
a wall supporting the north approach of the
Airport Way South Viaduct (Viaduct) in con-
néétion with the Airport Way South Viaduct
Over Argo Railroad Yard project.

ORDINANCE NO. 123418
AN ORDINANCE relating to the Mercer

Corridot West Project; authorizing the exe-

cution of an agreement between The City of -

Sedttle and IRIS Holdings, LLC, relating to
the extension of Sixth Avenue North between

Mercer and Harrison streets.
ORDINANCE NO. 128419

ORDINANCE NO. 123422

AN ORDINANCE relating to: Seattle
Public Utilities; authorizing the transfer to
King County of certain real property rights
and sewer facilities under the jurisdiction
of Seattle Public Utilities by quit claim and
bill of sale, in partial satisfaction of City of
Seattle obligations under the ‘Agreement
for Sewage DisElosal” dated January 26,
1961, between the City of Seattle and the
Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle, as
amended; and authorizing execution of deeds
and other documents necessary to accomplish
said transfer.

ORDINANCE NO. 123423

AN ORDINANCE relating to the
“Agreement for Sewage Disposal” between
the City of Seattle and the Municipality of
Metropolitan Seattle dated Janusary 26; 1961

" and amended by “Supplemental Agreement

No. 27 executed February 15, 1962: autho-

| rizing the Superintendent of Parks and

Récreation to convey easements to King
County over and through various park lands
in partial satisfaction of City of Seattle obli-
gations under the “Agreement for Sewage
Disposal”.: ‘

ORDINANCE NO. 123424

AN ORDINANCE relating to environ-
mental review of the Aldskan Way Viaduct
Replacenient Project, and ratifying and con-
firming certain prior acts.

Publication ordered by the City Clerk

Date of publication in the Seattle Daily
Journal of Commerce; October 20, 2010;
. 10/20(261959)

AN ORDINANCE appropriating money to
pay certain audited claims and ordering the
payment thereof. .

ORDINANCENO. 123421

AN ORDINANCE relating to the sale

_ of City real property for mixed-use develop-
ment; authorizing the sale of the site located
at 12th Avenue and East Jefferson Street to:
Capitol Hill Housing Improvement Program
or its designee; authorizing the Director of

the Office of Housing to execute, deliver, and -

administer the contract for sale of land, deed

‘and related documents; authorizing other
actions related to the use and disposition of
the property; and ratifying and confirming
prioracts. ,

Page 2 of affidavit
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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,

EXHIBIT

http://clerk.seattle.gov/~scripts/nph-brs.exe?s1=&s3=31297&s2=&5s4=&Sect4=AND&I=2... 5/25/2011
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Seattle City Council Resolution Index Page 2 of 2

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)

http://clerk.seattle.gov/~scripts/nph-brs.exe?s1=&s3=31297&s2=&5s4=&Sect4=AND&I=2... 5/25/2011
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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, | 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 | 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.”

EXHIBIT
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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? | 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]

Holden, Dominic. “Going Over Mayor's Head on Tunnel, Conlin Signs Off on State Impact
Study”. Stranger. September 23, 2010. Index Newspapers, LLC.
http://slog.thestranger.com/slog/archives/2010/09/23/conlin-tries-to-go-over-mayors-head-signs-
impact-study-on-tunnel/










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.

“l 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.”

HiH

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/News/2010/09/23-secretary-awv.htm
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Washfngton 'State ' ' ) : ' e
Department of Transportation - -Memorandum

TO: . RICHARD CONLIN, CITY COUNCIL PRESIDENT

FROM: MEGAN WHITE, WSDOT ENVIRONMENTAL DIRECTOR -
» KIMBERLY FARLEY, DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS, AWV-PROGRAM

_ SUBJECT:  CITY OF SEATTLE A$ A CO-LEAD AGENCY ON THE ALASKAN WAY VIACUCT CENTRAL

WATERFRONT REPLACEMENT NEPA/SEPA ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

DATE: SEPTEMBER 29; 2010

cc: DAVE DYE, WSDOT; RON PAANANEN, WSDOT; RON JUDD, WSDOT;
ALLISON HANSON, WSDOT : | o

© Peryour request, we have prepared a memo outlining the roles and responsibilities of the
- City of Seattle as a co-lead agency for the Alaskan Way Viaduct Central Waterfront

NEPA/SEPA Environmental Impact Statement,

How is co-]ead status established? - ' ) .

* Corlead agencies are those agencies that have a role in the project action. Co-lead agencies

typically include those that are funding the project, permitting or approving the project, or
allowing the project within their right-of-way. The City of Seattle was asked by FHWA and
the WSDOT to act as a co-lead agency in 2001, There were several reason for this request:
1) the City owns the land on which the current failing viaduct is built; 2} any replacement of
the facility would have significant impacts during and after construction on the fabric of the
City as a whole; 3) numerous permits are required from the City for any action to be taken;
and 4) it was contemplated that the city-owned seawall might need to be replaced as part of

the viaduct replacement solution. ‘

It is now common practice to cféate a written agreement with co-lead agencies to establish
roles, responsibilities, and expectations throughout the’'NEPA/SEPA process. However, in
2001, this practice was not fully established, and at the time, the three agencies felt the roles

- and responsibilities of the agencies were very clear, It was determined that no written

agreement was necessary, and none was.required either by law or regulation, Our intent to
establish FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle as co-lead agencies has been articulated in
several Notices of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) published in
the Federal and State Registers, and are provided as an attachment to this memo.

Co-lead status on an environmental document can be terminated by the agencies involved
in the process, though this is rare. We underistand that you are planning to consider an

- ordinance that re-affirms the City’s police to remain a co-lead agency in this process, As we

discuss below, there are many important reasons for the City to remain a co-lead agency
and for the three agencies to continue the NEPA/SEPA process together,

DOT Form 700-008 EF
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Tt "Richard Conlin
Date 9/29/2010 -
Page 2

What does it mean to be a co-lead agency?-

FHWA is the lead federal agency under NEPA and is required to furmsh guidance,.
participate in the preparation, and independently evaluate NEPA documents prepared for

this partially federally funded hlghway project.

FHWA has de]egated the. duty of preparing the NEPA documents for WSDOT We prepare .
‘these documents on behalf of FHWA, with their guidance and support, and in concert with
our local co-lead agency, the Clty of Seattle :

As a co-lead agency, City departments are mcluded in the reviews and designs associated
with the project alternatives. Those departments include; but are not limited to:
Department of Transportation, Department of Planning and Development, Seattle Public

- Utilitles, Seattle City Light, Seattle Fire Marshal and Department of Information Technology.

The City of Seattle has and is expected to help establish the Purpose and Need for the
project, assist in identifying a reasonable range of alternatives to consider during the
environmental process; assist in the development of methodologles and analysis for the 17
technical reports which are the basis for each environmental impact statement (EIS)
associated with the Alaskan Way Viaduct Central Waterfront Replacement Project, and
assistin developing reasonable mitigation strategies. Review cycles with the City, WSDOT
and FHWA began in 20071 with the publication of the first Notice of Intent in the Federal and
State Registers, which announced the project was being contemplated and that the co-lead

Iagenmes had been established.

Prior to publishing the EIS, comments recelved from co-lead'agencies are fully considered
and incorporated into the documentation, as appropr iate.

In what way's has the City partncxpated as a co-lead in this process?

City of Seattle staff has actively partimpated inenvironmental and engineéring meetmgs
and plan reviews since work began in earnest to replace the viaduct in 2001. The City’s
involvement has remained constant and strong throughout that time and since the bored
tunnel was recommended in January 2009. The alternatives considered in the
“environniental process have been modified numerous times to accommodate requests from
the city, and all three of the environmental documents (2004 Draft-EIS, 2006 Supplemental
Draft EIS, and 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS) were based on these plans.

The City’s participation has included creation of the Purpose and Need for the project;
identification of the alternatives to be considered; creation and review of the technical
reports; creation and review of the Draft EISs; and identification of mitlgatlon opportumtles
where impacts are identified.

The Purpose and Need for the project has been a negotiated statement reviewed and
modified to suit all three parties: FHWA , WSDOT, and Seattle. It has been modified in
response to City comments and suggestions, and has been approved by all three co-leads.
All technical reports (more than 45 total for all three Draft EISs), have been reviewed by
City of Seattle staff, and staff have provided several hundred comments over the years.






To Richard Conlin
Date 9/29/2010
"~ Page3

- Comments received from the City have been tracked and responded to either by modifying
the environmental documents, or providing explanations, We reach mutual resolution on
.each and every comment made prior to (:ompletlon of the documents.

SDOT and FHWA receive a preliminary review draft for the EISs for review and comment

prior to publication. In addition to comments on the technical reports; we have. received

several‘hundred comments from the City on the Draft EISs as well. Comments are tracked

and responded to either by modifying the environmental document, or providing .

- explanations. We reach mutual resolutxon on each and every comment made prior to
comp]etlon of the documerits. :

_ What have been the beneﬁts to having the Clty as co-lead up to now and into the
‘ future?

Though the list of activities described above outlinie the general expectations of a co-lead
agency, the City’s participation in the environmental process has led to a more full and
robust participation in all aspects of project delivery. The number of instances where City -
staff (SDOT, SCL, SPU, the City’s Fire Marshal, DPD, and others) have partlcxpated in our
NEPA/SEPA process, and because of this involvement; in our Program dellvery process, are
too numerous to mention, however, here are a few examples:

o the design of the alternatlves have been significantly altered due to the City’s desire
to ensure the replacement of the viaduct fits in with the fabrlc of the City and meets
the fong term goals of the City’s development vision;

¢+ significant pedestrlan and bicycle facilities have been added to meet the Cxty slong
term goals; and,

+ _construction scenarios have been ngorously investigated to ensure that the public
will experience the least impacts possible under the circumstances.

Specific to the environmental process, the City has influenced the process by being a co-lead
agency in many ways. The following are a few such examples:

e Inthe 2004 Draft EIS, a Surface Alternative (six lanes on Alaskan Way) was fully
analyzed at the request of the City of Seattle. This was included even thoughit
* appeared that the Surface Alternative would not meet the Purpose and Need. The
City felt that only through a full review could this determination be made. After the
completion of the 2004 document, it was clear that such an alternative would not
meet the Purpose and Need, and the alternative was dropped from consideration for
the Supplemental DEIS in 2006 with the full agreement of the co-lead agencies.

. o ASupplemental Draft EIS was prepared in large part due to additions to the project
limits requested by the City. Prior to 2006, the project limits ended before the
Battery Street Tunnel (BST). However, when it became clear during the team’s
investigations that BST was also nearing the end of its useful life, we planned to
extend the limits of the project to include this failing facility. At this point, the City
insisted that, if we were going to include BST, we should go further north, allowing
for alternatives to be considered that reconnected Thomas, John, and Harrison.






To Richard Conlin
Date 9/29/2010 . -
Page 4 ’

- These changes, plus the addition of several construction scenarios; where the main
- subjects of the Supplemental DEIS in: 2006. This cliange has also affected-the design
of the bored tunnel alternative, and.the e connectxon of the street grid to the north
, - of BST is part of that alternative as well,.
- & Also in the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS, at the City’s insistence, and with the State
~ and FHWA's concurrence; the Cutaand Cover ’I‘unnel Alternatnve was identlf edas
- - the preferted alternative £ - e -

The changes descrlbed above would not have taken place but for the City acting as a co-lead
and active partner on our environmental documents; If for some reason, the City was nho .

longer a co-lead going forward, several important changes would happen: the City would no -

longer be asked to review and comment on documents as they were being developed, and
" informition would come to the City later than it does curréntly, as is the cise with other
cooperating agencies; and comments made by the City would be considered, but might not
be incorporated to the City’s satisfaction. In short, our coordmation relationship would
dramatlcally change. ‘

We have appremated the Clty s involvementin this critlcal safety’ pro;ect and look forward
to continuing to work together w1th you.

e}
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OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

_Notice of Meeting of the:Industry
Sector Advisory Committee on
Services (ISAC-13)

AGENCY Offico of the United States

- Trade Representative -

ACTION Notice 'of meeting.

SUMMARY 'The Industry Sector Advisory
Commuittes on Services (ISAC—13) will
hold a mesting on June 28 2001 from
9am to 12 noon The meeting wall be
open to the pubhc from9am to 9 45
am and closed to the pubhc from 9 45
am to 12 noon , ' ,
DATES The meeting 18 scheduled for
June 28 2001 unless otherwise notified
ADDRESSES The meeting will be held i
-. Conference Room 6057. of the
Department of Commerce Jocated at
14th Strest between Pennsylvama and
Constitution Avenues NW '
“Washington DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Ingnid Mitchem Acting Designated
Officer for ISAC-13 (202) 4823268
Department of Commerce 14th Street
and Constitution Avenus NW
Washington DC 20230 (principal
contacts) or myself on (202) 395-6120
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION During the
mesting the following topics will be
addressed - ‘

* Trade Promohion Authonity and

« International Trade Agreements

Heather K Wingate '

Assistant United States Trade Representative
for Intergavernmental Affairs and Public
Liaison . ‘

(FR Doc 01-16772 Filed 6-21-01 845 am)
BILLING GODE 3190-01-

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard |
{USCG 2001-9938) -

Merchant Manine Personne) Advisory
Committee Vacancies

AGENGY Coast Guard DOT
ACTION Request for applications

' 8UMMARY The Coast Guard 1s seeking
appheations for appomtment to
membership on the Merchant Marime
Personnel Advisory Comimttee
(MERPAC) MERPAGC provides advice
and makes recommendations to the
Coast Guard on matters related to the
raimng quahheation heensing
certificabon and fitness of seamen
serving m the U 8 merchant manne
DATES Applications should reach us on
or.before Augnst 31 2001

ADDRESSES You may request an
applhcation form by witing to
Commardant (G-MS0O-1) U'S Coast
Guard 2100 Second Street SW' -
Washington D(C'20693-0001 Please
submut apphications to the same address
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTAGT - |
Commander Brian ] Peter Executive
Director of MERPAC or My Mark C
Gould Assistant to the Executive
Director telephione 202-267-0229 fax
202~267-4570 B
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION This
notice 1s available on the Internet at
http //dms dot gov The application .
form 15 available on the Internot at =
http /fwww uscg mil/hg/g m/adwisory/
;ncﬁx htm You may also obtain an
appheation bv ¢calling Mr Mark Gould
at (202) 267-0229 by e mailing lum at

mgould@comdt uscg mil by faxmghm

at (202) 267-4570 or by wnting him at

the Jocation 1n ADDRESSES above
MERPAC 18 chartered under the

Federal Advisory Commttes Act 5

U SC App 2 It provides advice and

makes recommendations to the :

Assistant Commandant for Manne

" Safety and Environmental Protection on

matters of concern to seamen serving mn
our merchant manne such as
1mplementation of the mternational
Convention on Standards of Tramng
Certification and Watchkeeping for
Seafarers 1978 (STCW) as amended,
and activihes of regional examination
centers

MERPAC mesets at least twice a year
once at Coast Guard Headquarters
Washington DC and once elsowhere
the country Its subcommuttees and
working groups may also meet to
consider specific tasks as required

The Coast Guard will consider
apphcations for six posihions that expire
or become vacantn January 2002 It
noeds applicants with one or more of
the following backgrounds to fill the
posttions ©

(a} Lacensed Deck Officer

(b) Managenial employes of a shipping
company .

{c} Licensed Engineer -

(d) Unlicensed Member of the Deck
Department

(};) Marme Educator associated with a
Federal or State maritime academy

(HPiot . -

Each member serves for a term of 3
years No member may serve more than
two consecutive 3 year terms MERPAC
members serve without compensation

- from the Federal-Government however

they do raceive travel rexmbursement
and per diem

In support of the pohcy of the
Degartment of Transportation on gender
and ethnic diversity the Coast Guard

" groups’ -

* encourages applications from qualified

woren and members of mmority

If you are selected as’a member who
represents the general public. we will -
requure you to complete a Confidential
Financial Disclosure Report (OGE Form

. 450) Neither the report nor the:

nformation 1t contains may be released
to the public except under-an order -
1ssued by a Federal courtoras -
otherwise provided under the Privacy
Act[5 USC-562a) '
Dated June 12 2001 .
Joseph ] Angele . .
Director of Standards Morme Safety and =~
Environmental Protettion ‘
[FR Doc 0115660 Filed 6~21-01 8 45 am)
BILUNG GODE 4910-15-P o -

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Adimimistration
Environmental Impact Statement
Seattle, Washington 2

AGENCY Federal Highway :
Admimstration (FHWA) USDOT .

ACTION Notice of intent -
SUMMARY The FHWA 15 1ssuing this

notice to advise the public Tribes and
agencies that an environmental tmpact

+ statement will be prepared for a

proposed mghway project in Seattle
King County Washington «
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT Jim
Leonard FHWA 711 South Capatol
Way Suite 501 Olympia Washington
98501 (telephone 360-753-9408)
Carroll Hunter WSDOT Office of Urban -
Mobility 401 Second Avenue South
Suite.300 Seattle WA 981042887
(telephone 206-464-6231) and Knisten
Nielsen City of Seattle 600 Fourth
Avenue Suite 401 Seattle WA 98140—
1879 (telephone 208-684-0983) .
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION The -
FHWA the Washington State
Department of Transpertation (WSDOT)
and the City of Seattle will prepare an
environmental impact statement {BIS} to
document the environmental
consequencss for alternative solutions
to 1mprove the exishng SR 99 corridor
now partially served by the Alaskan
Way Viaduot located in downtown
Seattle King County Washington The
proposed action would provide a
facility with ymproved earthquake
resistance that mamtains or amproves
mobihity for people and goods-along the
existing SR 99-Corridor The proposed
action would mvolve improvements to
the existing 2 mile viaduct structure or
construction of a new facility The
southern terminus of the project would

112008-10134
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be.the First Avenue South Bnidge The

north terminus would be north of the

existing Battery Strest Tunne) and.-will .

" be dstermined after project scoping to
(1) not preclude a possible connection:
to the-south Lake Union vicimity (the
Mercer Stréet Corridor connection to

. Interstate 5) {2) not preclude.a possible
reahignment of the SR 99 corndor and
(3) not preclude using the existing
Battery Strest Tunnsl and existing
Alashan Way Viaduct facihhies *
Improvement to the corridor are

considered nacessary because the age
design and location of the existing
viaduct make 1t vulnerable tosol
liquefaction and could render the -
structure unusable 11 a strong
earthquake Builtin the 1960's the
vaduct does not mest current sersmic
standards Damage sustained to-the
structure duning a February.2001
sarthquake compounded 1ts sersimc
vulnerability The structure also does
not meet current réadway design
‘standards for Jane widths shoulders
and ramp sight distances and tapers
which contribute to the number and
seventy of traffic acaidents Four ardas
along this section of SR 99 are
designated High Accident Locations

(HAL) The SR 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct

18 one of two primary noxth south
hmited access routes through = -
downtown Seattle and 15 a vital link in
the region s roadway system

Although alternativés have not yet
been 1dentified praliminary alternatives
under early consideration include
taking no action sersmic retrofit of the
existing structure 1n hnd replacement
of the'current structure replacement
with a néw elevated structure of a
différent configuration repldcement
with a tunnel removal of the viaduct
and reconfiguration of the surface street
system adding transit capacity or )
combinations of these solutions The list
of alternatives to be addressed in the BIS
will be finahized after scoping has
occurred

Letters sohciting comments on the
scope of the EIS and describing the
purpose need and potential
alternatives wall be sent to appropnate
Federal State and local agonries
Trbes and to private organizations and
citizens who have previously expressed
ar are known to have interest in this,
proposal Two meetings will be held to
1dentify the scope of 15sues to be
addressed the major 1mpacts and the
potential alternatives Both meetings
will be gonducted on June 28 2001 at
the Mountamneers Club Olympus Room
300 Thurd Avenue West Seattle
Washington The first meeting from
100to4 00 pm will focus oninput
ffom agéncies and Tribes The second

meeting from 5 00 to 8.00 pm wil)

primarily be for the pubhe. Wnitten . .
scoping-coinments may be submutted to
Carol Hunter (WSDOT) at the address
provided above and are requegted by
July.a2 2001 Inaddition a pubhe
hearing will be held followang ~ ..
circiilation of the draft EIS . .~ -

" To enure that thé full rangs of 1ssues

related to this proposed achon are,

‘addressed and all sigmificant 1ssues are

identified comments and suggestions
ara invited from all mterasted parties
Comments or questions concermng this
action and the EIS should be directed to
FHWA or WSDOT or the City of Seattle -
at the addresses provided above
(Catalog of Federal Domeshic Assistance -
Program Number 20 205 Highway Research
Planming and Construction The regulations
mmplomenting Execultve Order 12372
regarding intergovernmiental consultation on
Fedeéra) programs and aclivibes apply-to this
program}® :

Issued on June 18 2001
James A’ Leonard )
Urban Tianspartation and Environmental
Engineer Olympin Washington for the
Diwvision Adimynisirator '
|FR Doc 01-16730 Filed 8-21-03 8 45 am]
BILLING CODE d910-22-M ©

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Trafflc Safoty )
Admimstration - .

[Docket No NHTSA-~2000-7739 Nolice 2]

Utilimaster Corporation, Demal of .
Application for Decisionof -
Inconsequential Noncompliance

Utihmaster Corporation (Utlimaster)
has determined that some of its vehicles
do not comply with some requirements
of Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard (FMVSS) No 108 - Lamps
Reflective Devices and Assocated
Equipment and has filed an
appropriate report pursuant to 49 CFR
part 573 Defect and Noncompliancs
Reports  Utithimaster has also apphed to
be exempted from the notification.and
remedy requirernents of 46 U S C
Chapter 301— Motor Vehicle Safety
on the basis that the noncomphance 1s
mgonsequential to motor vehicle safety

Notice of receipt of the apphication
was pubhished 1n the Federal Register
on August 14 2000 (65 FR 49631)
Opportunity was afforded for public
comment until September 13 2000 No
public comments were received -

Table 1 of FMVSS No 108 lhsts motor
vehicle lighting equipment other than '
headlamps required for multipurpose

assenger velucles trucks trailers and
uses of 80 or more 1nches in overall

- width The requirements for-clearance

and 1dentifications aré contained n
Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE)
Standard J56928 ,Clearance Sidemarker
and Idenfification Lamps - July.1972
which 18 incorporated by reference i

-FMVSS No 108 SAE J592¢ requires

that these lamps provide at least 0 62
candela at 10 degrees doWn and 45°
degrees to the left anid night - . -
tlunaster determmeé that between
September 30 1997 and October§
19991t produced 2 730 walk 1n van,
trucks that do not comply with the
aforementionsd photometne
téquiremients These trucks havelight

‘emtting diode (LED) front clearance

and 1dentificationt lamps mounted ata
30 dégree off vertical set back position

The photometric noncompliances were |

as much as 89 percent below the
munmum réquifement 0 v )

- Utilimaster $upports 1ts ap lhcation

for mnconssquential noncompliance by
stating that the hghting array and:
coverage of the clearance - identification
side marker and parking lamps on the
subject vehicles provide (dnd even
oxceed) the requisite outboard visthihity
under FMVSS No 108 on 4 systems
basis Although the clearance and -~ °
identification lamps on the subject
vehicles do not-meet two requirements
in the'standard the petttioner beheves
that the system of hghting as installed

-on these vehicles meets the standardls

mntent of providing a visually safe
vehicle It bases 1ts position on the fact
that the company 18 using a front turn
signal and parking lamp that 1s actually
designed to meet the greater
photometric angles fequired of turn
signal and clearance lamp applications
%vlore specifically the front turn signal
and parking Jamps mounted on each
side.of the front of the walk 1 vans
rovide light out to a 45 degree angle
gdth left and right The light intensity at

_ these. greater angles (45 degrees) 1s 50

percent greater than that required for
clearance lamps (0 93 ¢d mimmum
compared with 0 62 ed mummum
required) In addition these front turn
signal/parking lamps are mounted low
on the subject vehicles so that the hight
output covers the lower angles where
the clearance and 1denttfication lamps
are deficient Further the front side
marker lamps cover the 45 degree to the
front to 45 degree to the rear downward
angles of hght so that there 1s no
degradation of visibihity to the side of
the vehicle The light from the side
marker lamps exactly parallels the
outhoard light from the parking lamps
Utilimaster believes that the
noncompliance In no way compromises
the safety of vehacles on which the -
clearance and 1dentification Jamps have
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Fedoral Aviation Administration.

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application
03-04-C~00-PIB To Impose and Use
the Revenue From a Pasgsenger Facility
Charge (PFC) at Hattiesburg-Laurel
Reégional Awport, Hattiesburg, MS -~

AGENGY Federal Aviation
_Adminstration (FAA), DOT

ACTION * Notice of intent to rule on
dpplication

SUMMARY . The FAA proposes to rule and
mvites public comment on the :
apphication to 1mpose and use the
revenue from a PFC at Hattiesburg-
Laurel Regional Airport under the.
provigions of the 40 U S G 40117 and
patt 158 of the Fedoral Aviation’
Regulations (14 CFR part 158)

DATES Comments must bs recerved on

. or before October 27, 2003 - - '

ADDRESSES Comments on this
apphcation may be mailed or delivered
m triplicate to the FAA at the following
address FAA/Auwrports Distriet Offico,
100 West Cross Street, Suite B, Jackson,
MS 39208-2307

In addxtion, one copy of any
comments subimitted to the FAA must
be mailed or dehvered to Mr Tomas E
Heanue, Executive Director of the
Hattieshurg-Laurel Regional Ayrport
Authornty at the following address 1002
Termnal Drive, Moselle, MS 39459

Aix carriers and foreign air carriers

. may submit copies of written comments

previously provided to the Hattiesburg-
Laurel Regional Airport Authonty under .
§158 23 of part 158
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Patrick D Vaught, Program Manager,
Jackson Asrports District Office, 100
Waest Cross Street, Suite B, Jackson, MS
39208-2307, {601) 864—9885 Tho
apphcation may be reviewed 1 person
at this same location’
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION The FAA
proposes to rule and inwites pubhc
comment on the application to impose
and use the revenue from a PFC at
Hattiesburg-Laurel Regional Awrport’
under the provisions of the 46 U S G
40117 and part 158 of the Federal
Awviation Regulations (14 CFR part 168)

On September 17, 2003, the FAA
determined that the apphcation to
impose and use the revenue from a PFC
submiatted by Hattiesburg-Laurel
Regional Airport Authonty was' -
substantially complete within the
requirements of § 158 25 of part 158 -
The FAA wll approve or disapprove the
application, 1 whole or m part, no later
than January 13, 2004

- Apnil 1, 2008

The following 18 a brief overview of
the application

Proposed charge
1, 2004

Proposed charge expiration

effective date April
date

Level of the proposed PFC "$4 50

Total estimated PFC revenue $79,487

Brief deseription of proposed
project(s) Acquire ar passenger

- boarding stairs, Expanding parking lot,

Expand commercial apron, and
Rehabihtate airport beacon and apron
hghts '

Class or classes of air carniers which
the public agency has requested not be
required to collect PFCs None'

In additoin, any person may, upon
request, mspect the apphcation, notice
and other documents germane to the
apphication m person at the Hattiesburg-
Laurel Regtonal Airport Authonity

Issued 1n Jackson Mississippron '
September 17 2003 :

Rans D Black, . :

- Managor, Jackson Airports District Office.

[FR Doc 03-24432 Filed 8-26-03 8 45 am)
BILUNG GODE 4910-13-M ’

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement,
Seattle, WA

AGENCY Federal Highway
Admmistration (FHWA), USDOT

ACTION Revised notice of intent

SUMMARY The FHWA 15 1ssuing this
ravised notice of intent to inform the
public, Tribes, and agencies of changes
made to the imhal Notice of Intent for

“a proposed highway project along SR 09 .

1 Seattle, King County, Washigton
The 1mtial Notice of Intent announcing
that an Environmental Impact Statoment
would be pn:gm'ed for the project .
appsared in the Federal Register on
June 22, 2001 : co
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Barry Brecto (FHWA), 711 South Capitol
Way, Suite 501, Olympia, Washington
98501 (telaphone 360-753-9482),
Kunberly Farley, WSDOT Urban
Corndors Office, 401 Second Avenue
South, Suite 580, Seattls, Washmgton
98104 (telephone 206-464-1227), and
Sandra Gurkewtz, City of Seattle, 600 .
Fourth Avenue, Suite 401, Seattle, WA
98104 (telephone 206-684~8574)
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION The'
FHWA, Washmgton State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT}, and the Caty
of Seattle will prepare an environmental

1mpact statement (EIS) documenting the

environmental impacts of alternatives to

mmprove. the Alaskan Way Scawall and
existing SR 99 corndor-that1s parhally
served by the Alagken Way Viadugt -The
Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall afe
located in downtown Seattle, King. .

- County, Washington The:Alagkan Way .

Viaduct 18 one of two primary north-.
south hmited access routed through
downtown Seattle and 1s a vital hnKan
the region’s roadway system . o
The purposge of the proposed action 1s
to provide a transportation facihty and
seawall with improved earthquake

-resistance that mantans or 1improves

mobihty and accessibihty. for people
and goods along the existing Alaskan
Way Viaduot Corndor The séuthern.
termunus of the projeot would be near S
Spokane Street The north termimus
would be Ward Street north of the
exishing Battery Strest Tunnel

Built n the 1960’s, the Alaskan Way
Viaduct 1s past the halfway pomt n is
76-year design hfe, and 1t does not meet
current sexsmic design standards
Additionally, thé soys around the'
foundations of the Alaskan Way Viaduct
consist of former tidal flats covered with
wet, loose fill matenal subjactto :
hquifaction The Alaskan Way Seawall,
which 15 also vulnerable to earthquakes,
holds these sails in place along the
majonity of the Alaskan Way Viaduct
Cornzdor Builtin the 1930’s, the

. Alaskan Way Seawall 1s 1n a state of

disreparr and also doss not mest current
seismic design standards

In addition, the Viaduct does not mest
current rondway design standards for
lans widths, shoulders, and ramp gight
distances and tapers These roadway
deficiencies contnibute to the high .
number and seventy of traffic accidents
on the Alaskan Way Viaduct Four areas
along this section of SR 99 are '
designated High Accident Locations

Prehiminary alternatives under early
constderation mclude Taking no action,
replacing the Viaduct and Seawall in-
kind, replacing the Viaduct and Seawall’
with a new elevated structure and a new
seawall, replacing the Viaduct and
Seawall wath a tunnel, replacing the
viaduct with a surface street, adding
trang)t components, or combinations of
these solutions ‘

The lead agencies have prelimnarily
dentified the following key areas for
discussion n the EIS

+ Local and regional transportation
system . '

¢+ Pioneer Square and Pike Place
historie districts :

» Neighborhoods, businesses, and
residences

» Port of Seattle and Washington
State Ferry operations

» Construction tmpacts along the
Elhott Bay shoreline ’

112008-10135
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Letters sohciting-comments on the -
scope of the EIS, the purposs, need, and
potential alternatives have been sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agenctes, and Tnbes: Two meetings.
were held to identify- the scope of issues
to io addressed, the'major 1mpacts, and
the potential alternaive Both meatings
were conducted.ori Junie 28, 2001, at the
Mountaineers Club, Olympus Room 300
Tlnxd Avenue Wast, Seattle, . . =
Washingtori' The first meeting; from 1 to
4 p m-; focusad o' input from agencies
and Trmibes The second meetmg from 6
to 8 p m was-primanly for-the pubho
In addithon, a pubhic hearing will ba
held followmg circulation of the draft
EIS: R EE . .

Commerits and questions concermng
this action and the EIS should be -
directed to FHWA, WSDOT, or the Gity -
of Seattle at the addresses provided
above -~ - - . :

" (Catalog of Federdl Domestie Assistanco
Program Number 20 206 Highway Research
Planmng and Conslruction Tha regulations
smplementing Execulyve Order 12372
regarding mtergovesnmental consullation of
Federal programs and activities apply to this

“program} - ) .

Isaned on September 19 2003

. Mary E Gray, . . .
Environmental Program Specialist Olympia
Washington . . ‘ o
[FR Doc 03-24348 Filed '0-26-03, 8 45 am)
BILLING GODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Admnistration

[Docket N6 FMCSA-2002-14095)

Nattonal Environmental Policy Act |
Implementing Procedures.

AGENCY Tederal Motor Carrier Safety
Admimustration (FMCSA), DOT
ACTION Notice of proposed order,

" request for comments ‘

SUMMARY The FMCSA 1s pubhishing for
public comment its draft Order on
agency procedures for implementing the
National Environmental Pohicy Act of
1969 (NEPA) Now that the.FMCSA 1s

.a separate agency within the
Department of Transportation
(Department or DOT), 1t has develpped
its own draft procedures for complying

" with'NEPA, other pertinent :
environmental regulations, Execitive
Orders, statutes, and laws to ensure that
1t achively mmcorporates environmental
considerations into informed
decisionmaking

DATES Submit comments on or bsfore
November 10, 2003 .

ADDRESSES You may submit comients
1dentfied by DOT DMS.Docket Number
FMCSA~2002-14085 by any of the

following methods .
» Web Site http //dms dot gov
Follow the mstructions for'subimitting

. Fa;;c 1-202-4

site I
2-483-2261°
 Mul Docket Managenient Facilify,

"U 8 Department of Transportation, 400

Seventh Street, SW , Naii1f Building,
Room PL~401, Washington, DG 20590~
0001 C
* ¢ Hand Dehvery Room PL—401 on

the plaza level of the Nassif Building,
400 Seventh Strest, SW', Washington,
DG, between 9 am aird 5 pin, Monday
through Priday, except Fedeéral ™
Holidays - Lo

+ Federil eRulemaking Portal Go to
http //wviw regulafions gov Follow the
online mstruchions forsubmatting -
comments* T T

Instructions All submuasions must '
melude the agency name.and docket

number or Regulatory Identification

Numbsr (RIN) for this rulemaking ' Note
that all comments recerved will be
posted without change to hitp /

" dms dot gov; mcluding any personal .’

wformation provided. Please see the

. Privacy Act heading for further . .

information :

Docket Tor access to the docket to-
read background documents or -
comments received, go to http // .
dms dot gov at any tune orto Room PL~
401 on the plaza level of the Naga:f
Building, 400 Seventh Streat, SW,
Washington, DG, between 9 am and 6
pm, Monday through Friday, except
Fedeial Holidays :

Privacy Act Anyone 1s able to search
the electromc form of all comments |

" recerved mto any of our dockets by the

name of the indivadual submatting the
comment {or signing the.comment, 1f
submutted on behalf of an association,
business, labor unton, etc) You may
review DOT’s complete Privacy Act
Statement 1n the Federal Register
pubhshed on Apnl 11, 2000 (Volume
65, Number 70, Pages 19477-78) or you
may visit http //dms dot gov .

Comments recetved after the comment
closing date will be included 1 the
docket and we wall consider late *
comments to the extent practicable The
FMGSA may, however, 1ssue a final
FMCSA environmental Order at any
time aftor the close of the comment
periad ‘ .

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT Ms
LaKisha R Pearson or Mr David R
Miller, Office of Policy, Plans, and
Regulations (MC-PR), FMCSA, U S
Department of Transportation, 400

commients on the DOT electronic docket

- Seventh. St, SW, Waahlington, De ..

20590-0001

Telephone (202) 366-
6408 - ’

. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION .
‘Backgroum‘i" St s
" The FMCSA was establishad within

the Department on January 1, 2000, .
pursuant to the Motor Carner Safety .

"Improyement Act of 1999 (Public Law

No 106-159, 113 Stat 1748 (Dacembior
8,1999)) . The FMCSA’s primary .
mss10n 18 to prevent commercial motor
vehicle-related fatalities and injuries
FMCSA achvities contribute to.ensuring
safety m-motor-cartier operations,
through strong enforcement of safety, .
regulations, targeting high-risk carriers
and'commercial motor veluelé drivers,
1m§xov1'ng safety information systems
nd commercial motor vehicle ‘

technologtes, strengthemng commercial
motor vehicle aquipment and operating
standards, and increasing salsty
awareness To accomplish thesq
achivities, the FMCSA works with
Faderal, State, and local enfarcement
agencies, the motor carmer industry,
labor orgamzations, safety mteregt
groups, and others o

'The majonty of the functions FMCSA
mhented from the FHWA are safety-
related functions that were transforred
from the formeér Interstate Commerce
Commssion, (ICC) to the Depsrtment’
when 1t was estabhished 1n 1966 (49
U S8 C 102 and 102 note) Additional
functions inherited from the FHWA
relat_nig to registering motor carrters
operatmg m interstate and foreign
commer¢e were carried out by the ICC
before 1996 and by. the FHWA from
18061960 C

When the FHWA assumed authonty
over motor carner hicensing 1n 1996, 1t
did not adopt the ICG's environmental
regulations because the FHWA had its
own The FHWA's environmental
1mpact regulations at 23 CTR part 771,
which are primaiily geared to aghway .
and urban mass transportation
construchion projects; contan a
categoncal exglusion (GE) for the .
promulgation of rules, regulations; and
directives {23 CFR 771 117(c){17))

Implementation of FMCSA’s NEPA
Order ’ S

It 15 necessary for FMCSA to 1ssuets
own implementing procedures for
carrying out 1ts responstbilities under
NEPA, 42 U S C 4321, et soq, as

" amended FMCSA 18 sohciting pub]ic

comments on the draft progedures
before making this environmental
procedures Order final' Except for most
of the appendices, the full text of the
draft Order 13 being published for public
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Adminsstration

Agency information Collection
Actwvities Under OMB Review

AGENCY Federal Aviation
Admmstration (FAA) DOT

~ ACTION Notico .

SUMMARY. In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
USC 3501 et seq) this notice -
announges that the Information o
Collechion Requests (ICR) abstracted
below have been forwarded to the Office
- of Management and Budget (OMB) for
extension of the currently approved
collsctions. The ICR describes the
nature of the imformation collechori and
the expected burden The Federal
Register Notice with a 60 day comment
pertod soliciting comments on the .
following collections of mnformation was
published on Apnil 12 2005 page
19144

DATES Comments must be submitted on
or before Septomber 2 2005 A
cornment to OMB 1s-most effective 1f
OMB recerves 1t withun 30 days of

pubhication’
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT Judy
Strest on (202) 2679896 -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

1 Title Pilot schools—FAR 141

Type of Request Extension of a
currently approved collection

OMB Conirol Number 2120-0009

Forms(s) FAA Form 8420-8

Affected Public A total of 524 pilot
schools

Abstract 49U S C 44707 authorizes
certification of crvihan schools giving
mstruction m flying 14 CFR part 141
preacribes requirements for pilot
" schools certiicabon Information
collected 18 used for certification and to
deterrmine compliance. The respondents
are apphicants who wish to be 18sued
pulot school certificates and associated
ratings . S

Estimated Annual Burden Hours An
estunated 28 878 hours annually

2 Title Rotorcraft External Load
Operator Certificate Appheation

Type of Request Extension of a
currently approved collection

OMB Control Number 2120-0044

Forms FAA Form 8710-4

Affected Public A total of 4000
rotorcraft operators '

Abstract 14 CFR part 133 Rotorcraft
External Load Operations was adopted
to estabhish certification rules governing
non passenger carrying rotorcraft

external load operations conducted for
compensation or hire The applicants
are ndividual arrmen state and local
governments and businesses

" Eshmated Annual Burden Hours An
estimated 3 268 hours annually -

ADDRESSES Send comments to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs  Office of Management and
Budget ‘725 17th Street NW X
Washmgton DC 20503 Attention FAA
Desk Officer :
Comments are invited on. whether the

" proposed collection of mformation 1s

necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the Department
meluding whether the information will
have practical utility - the acouracy of
the Depattment s estinates of the
burden of the proposed imformation
colloction ways to enhance the quality
utithty and clanty of the mformation to
he collected and ways to mmimze the
burden-of the collection of nformation
on respondents mcluding the use of
automated collection techmques or
other forms of information technology
Issued ;n Washington DG on July 27
2006
Juith D Strest .
FAA Information Collection Clgarance |
Officer Information Systems and Technology
Services Staff ABA-20
(FR Doc 06—~15312 Fled 8-2-06 8 45 am) .
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

[}

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT‘AT‘lON
Federal Highway Admimstration

Environmental Impact Statement
Seattle, WA

AGENGCY ‘Faderal Highway ‘
Admmstration (FHWA) USDOT

ACTION Reviged notice of mient

SUMMARY The FHWA 15 1ssuing this
reviged notice of intent to update the |
publig Tribes and agencies of changes
made to the previous notice of mtent for
a proposed highway project along SR 99
m Seattle King County Washington
The previous notice of intent was
published 1n the Federal Registor on
September 26 2003 It announced that -
a Draft Environmental Impact Statoment
(EIS) would be prepared for the Alagkan
Way Viaduet and Seawall Replacoment
Project The Draft EIS for the Alaskan
Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement
Project was published March 31 2004
Smge the Draft EIS was 1ssued the

roject s purpose and need statement
Eas been revised to include access and
safety improvements from the Battery
Strest Tunnel north to Roy Street

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT ~
Magan Hall (FHWA) 711 South Capatol
Way Smite 501: Olympia Washington-

. 98501 (telephone 360-753-8079)

Kathryn Steniberg. WSDOT Urban®
Corridors Office’ 899 Third Avenue
Suite 2424 Seattle Weshington 98104

(telephone 206-382-6279)

- SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION The
" FHWA Washmgton Siate Department of

Trangportation (WSDOT) m
cooperation with the City of Seattle will
Erepm‘e a supplemental draft EIS arid a
nal environmental impact statement -
documenting the environmental impacts
for 1mprovements proposed along the
existing SR 99 corrrdor now partially
served by the Alaskan Way Viaduct and
Alaskan Way Seawall located m
downtown Seattle King County
Washington The Alaskan Way Viaduct
18 ong of two primary north south
Limited access routes through
downtown Seattle and 1s a vatal hnk n
the region s roadway system The
Alaskan Way Seawall provides supports

“for the soils that hold up the viaduct s ~

foundations -

Simee the pravious notice of mtont
the lead agenciés have revised the
project 8 purpose and need statement to
address the need for safety and access
improvements to the SR 89 corridor
from the Battery Street Tunnel north to
Roy Strest ' Co

The revised lE:urpcpsa and need
statement for the project 1s provided
below

The purpose of the proposed action 1s
to provide a transportation facihity and
seawall-with improved sarthquake -
resistance The projsct wall mamntam or
miprove mobility accessibility and
traffic safety for people and goods along
the existing Alaskan Way Viaduct
Cort1dor as well as improve access to
and from SR 98 from tﬁe Battory Strest
Tunnel north to Roy Street The

" southern terminus of tho project would

be approximately Spokane Street The
north terminus would be Roy Street
north of the existing Battery Street

- Tunnel

The Alaskan Way Viaduct and
Alagkan Way Seawall are both at the
ond of their usefu) hfe Improvements to
both are required to protect pubhic
safety and mamntain the transportation
corridor Becnuse these facihities axe at
nisk of sudden and catastrophic falure
m an earthquake FHWA WSDOT and
the City of Seattle seek to implement
these improvements as quickly as
possible Improvements between the
Battory Strest Tunnel and Roy Street
will be needed to imprave access te and

.from SR 99 and to.1mprove local street

connections once the viaduct 1s

112008-10137
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replaced FHWA WSDOT and the City:
of Seattle have tdentified the’ followmg
underlymg needs the project should’
address seismic vulnerabibity. tiaffic -
safety roadway design defiaiencies’ and
bicycle and pedesman safaty and
accesibility”

Issusd on Apnl 1 2005
Mary B Gray,
Bnvironmental Progmm Specmbst OIympJa
Washmgton T
{FR Do 05-15270 Fllod 0«2—05 8 45 mn]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-14

DEbAmMENT OF TnANSPoanTloN

Saint Lawrence Seaway Development
COrporanon .

Adwsory Board, Nohcé of Méélmg

Pursuant 1o Sectiori 10(a)(2) of the
Faderal Advisory Comimttee Act (Pub
1. 92463 5 USC App 1) notic1s
hereby given of a meeting of the .
Advisory Board of the Saint Lawrence
Seaway Development Corporation
(SLSDC) tobeheldat9am on
Waednesday August 30 2005 at 445
Antigua Lane West Palm Beach FL
33480 The agenda for this meeting will
be as follows Opening Remarks
Consideration of Minutes of Past
Meeting ‘Quarterly Report Old and New
Business Closing Discussion
Adjournment-

Attendance at the meohng 18 open to
the mterested public but lsmuted to the
space available With thie spproval of
the Admmstrator members of the
public may present oral statements at
the mesting Persons wishing further
information should contact not later
than August 26 20056 Amta K
Blackmian Chief of Staff Samt
Lawrence Seaway Davelopment
Corporation 400 Seventh Street SW
Washington DG 20590 202-—3BB~0091

Any member of the public may
present a written statement to the
Adwisory Board at any time

Issued at Washington DC on July 27
2005 ’

Albert S Jacquez

Administrator

[FR Doc 05-1562984 Filed 8-2--05 8'456 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-61-p

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASUHY
mtemal Revenue Sorvice IR ‘

Open Meetmg of the Small Busmess]
Self Employed—Taxpayer Burden .
Reduotion Commitiee of the Taxpayer
Advocacy Panel

AGENCY Internal Revenue Sarvxce (]RS)
'I‘reaaury .

ACTiON Nothice

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY . .

*Internal Revenue Servme'

Open Meeting of the'Aren 7 Tnxpayer

" Advocacy Panel (Including the Slates

of Alaska, Cahfornia,, Hawan, and..
Nevada) . .

AGENCY Internal Revenue Servicd (lRS)

- Treasury

ACTION Notme ST ::« L

SUMMARY An. open meeting of the Small
Business/Self Employad—Taxpayer
Burden Reduction Comimtiee ofthe -
Taxpayer Advocacy Panel willbe .
conducted (vaa teleconference) The -
TAP will- ba discussing 1ssues pertdining
to mcreasing comphance and lessenmg

- the burden for Small. Busmess/Self
. Employed mdividuals

N

DATES The meeting will b heid -
Thursday September1 2008

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT ‘
Marisa Knispel at 1~888-912-1227 or
718-488-3557 ‘

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION Notice 13
hereby given pursuant to Section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory.
Committes Act 56 USC App. (1988) .
that an open meeling of the Small
Buginess/Sslf Employed—Taxpayer
Burden Reduction Commuttee of the
Taxpayer Advocacy Panel will be held
Thursday September1 2005 -from 3
pm ot to430pm et viaatelophone
conferonce call If you would like to
have the TAP consider a written
statement pleage ca11'1—888f912«1227
or 718-488-35567 or write to Marisa -
Kmspel TAP Office 10 Metro Tech
Center 625 Fulton Street Brooklyn. NY
12201 Due to hmted conference hnes
notification of intent to participate i
the telephone conference call mesting
must bo made with Mariaa Knispel Ms-
Knispel can be reached at 1-888-812-

1227 or 718-488-3557 or post

comments to the Web site hitp //
WWW 1mproveirs o1g

The agenda will inglude the
following Varnous ]RS 195u68

Dated July 29 2005
Martha Curry
Aching Dirgetor TaxpayerAdvocacyPane]
{FR Doc 06-16360 Filed 8-2-05 8 46 am]

BILUNG CODE 4830-01-P

" SUMMARY An oper meetmg of the Areg.

7 commttee of the Taxpayer Advqcacy

‘Panel will bs conduéted (via

teleconference) The Taxpayer L
Advocacy. Panel (TAP) s sohmtmg o
publid corhmients 1deas and ; "
suggeanons on 1mproving customer
service at the Internal Revenue Service
The TAP will use citizen nput to make
recommendations to the Intemal
Revenue Service . .

DATES The meeting will be held h

' Thursday August?25 2008

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Mary Petexson O Brien at 1—888-912—~
1227 or 206-220-8096

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION Notlce 18
hereby given pursuant to Section
10(a)(2) of the Fedoral Advisoxy
Committes Act 5U S C App (1988)
that an open meeting of the Area 7"
Taxpayer Advocacy Panel will be held
Thursday August 26 2006 from.12 30
p m Pacific me to-1 30 p m Pgcific.

" time v1a a telephone conference call-

The pubha 15 1nvited to make oral
comments ‘Individual comments will be
hmated to 5 minutes 1f you would hke
to have the TAP consider a written
statement please call 1-808~812-1227
or 208-220-8096 or write to Mary -
Peterson O Brien TAP Office 915 2nd
Avenue MS W—406" Seattle WA 98174
or you can contact us at hitp //
www improveirs org Due to limited
conference lines notification of intent -
to parhicipate 1n the telephone
conference call meeting must be mado
with Mary Peterson O Brien Ms
O Bnien can be reached at 1-888-912-
1227 or 206-220-8086

The agenda wall include the
following vanous IRS 1ssues
- Dated July 28 2005
Martha Curey, )
Acting Dirgctor Taxpayer Advocacy, Panél
{FR Doc 06—16361 Filod 8-2-05 8 45 am)
BILLING CODE 4830-01-p
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. ofsthe proposed information collection;
ways to enhdnce the quality, utility and
clarity of the informationto-be
collected; and ways to minimize the

. burden of:the colleation of information
on respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniqueés or
.other forms of information technology.

Issued on: May 7, 2009,
Marilena Amoni, '

Associata Administrator, National Center for
Statistics and Analysis, National Highway

n Traffte Safety Admiristration, U.S,

Department of Transportation, 1200 New
Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590. .
[FR Doc, E9-13076 Filed 6~3-08;.8:46 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-p .

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrler Safety
Administration.

[Dockef No, FMCSA~-2009-0106])

Petition for-Declaratbry Order by
Fullington Trailways, LLC

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), Department
of Transportation (DOT), . -

. ACTION: Notice of petition for
declaratory order; request for comments,

-

SUMMARY: FMCSA invites all interested
persons to comment on a petition
submitted by Fullington Trailways, LLC |
{Fullington) for a declaratory order
requesling that FMCSA find that certain
regularly scheduled passenger bus
service provided by Fullington is in
interstate commerce and not subject to
the jurisdiction of the Pennsylvania
Public Utilities Commission,
DATES: Initial comments are due on or
before August'3, 2009, In order to allow
adequate time and notice for
commenters to prepare reply comments,
initial comments received after the
deadline will not be considered,
Reply comments are due on or before
Septembér 2, 2009, The Agency will
only consider reply comments
responding directly to issues raised in
ths initial round of cormments,
Commenters may not use reply
comments to raise new issues,
ADDRESSES: You may subinit comments
identified by the Federal Docket
- Managsment System (FDMS) Docket No,
FMCSA-2009-0108, by any of the
following methods, Do not submit the
" same comments by more than one
method, However, to allow effective
public participation before the comment
period deadlins, the Agency encourages
usse of the FDMS Web site that is listed
first, It will provide the most efficient -

and timely method of receiving and
processing your comments, .

» Federal eRulemaking Portal; Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
onling instructions for submitting
comments, L

¢ Fuax;1-202-493-2251,

¢ Mail: U.S, Department of .
Transportation, Docket Operations (M-
30), Room W12--140, 1200 New ]erséy.
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590~
0001, - : o

» Courler or in person: West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE,, Washington,
DG, between 9 a,m, and 5 p.m,, e.t,,
Monday through Friday, except Federal

- holidays,

Instructions: All submissions must
include the Agency name and docket
number for this regulatory action, Note
that all comments received willbe -
posted without change to httpy//
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal Information provided, Refer to-
the Privacy Act heading on http://
www.regulations,gov for further
information, ' N .

Public Participation: The FDMS is
available 24 hours each day, 365 days
each year, You can find electronic

‘submigsion and retrieval help and

guidelines under the “help” section. of
the Web site, For confirmation that
FMCSA received your comments, please
include a self-addressed, stamped
envelope or postaard, or print the
acknowledgement page that appears -

" after submitting comments on-lins.

Copies or abstracts of all documents
referenced in this notice are in the
Docket No. FMCSA~2009-0106, To read
background documents or comments

.received in the docket, go to http://"

www.regulations.gov at any time, or
visit Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey.
Avenue, SE., Washington, DG, betweesn
9 a.m. and 5 p.m., a.t., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays, All
comments received before the close of
business on the comment closing dates
indicated above will be considered and
will be available for examination in the
docket at the above address, Initial
comments received after the initial
corhment closing date will not be

. considered,
" FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Genevieve D, Sapir, (202} 866-7058,
Office of the Chief Counsel (MC—CCR),
Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE,, Washington, DG 20590,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Fullington
Trailways, LLGC currently provides -
passenger bus service along various
routes in Pennsylvania, Along two such
routes, Lewistown to Harrisburg and -

State Collsge to Harrisburg; Fullinigton
held intrastate authority fromthe
Pennsylvania Public Utilities
Commission (PPUG) and then

-subsequently obtainied interstate

authority along these same routes from
the FMCSA, Fullington seeks to -
discontinue early morning service on -
the State College/Harrisburg route and
raise rates for early morning service on,
the Lewistown/Harrisburg routs, A

" reguler passenger on Fullington’s routés

filed a compléint with the PPUC
opposing these changes, _

he PPUC concluded that, to the
extent the State College/Harrisburg and
Lewistown/Harrisburg routes were
properly characterized as operations in
interstate commerce under Federal law,
it did not have jurisdiction aver the
complaint. However, the PPUC further
concluded that it lacked jurisdiction to
make this determination and that
FMCSA had primary jurisdiction to
dstermine whether the routes at issue
were in fact interstate, !

The PPUC instructed Fullington to
seek a determination from FMCSA on
the following three issues with respect
to its State' College/Harrisburg and
Lewlstown/Harrisburg routes; (1)
Whether its operations are within the
scope of its Federal operaling authority;
(2) whether PPUC regulation as to rates
and schedulss is préempted; and (3)
whether Fullington's operations qualify
as a “special operation’ or “intrastate
commuter bus operation” under 49

-U.S8.C. 13902,

*On Septeniber 17, 2008, Fullington
submitted a Petition for Declaratory
Order to FMCSA seeking a. :
determination on these issues, This
Petition is available for review in the
docket for this proceeding, Before
making its determination on the matters
raised in the Petition, the Agency
invites public comment on these issues.

Issued on May 28, 2009,
Rose A, McMurray,
Acting Deputy Administrator,’ .
[FR Dog¢, E9~13043 Filed 6-3-09; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-EX-P

DEPARTMENT OF THANSPORTATION '
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement in
Seattle, WA

" AGENCY: Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA), DOT,
ACTION: Notice of intent,

SUMMARY: The FHWA 1is issuing this
Notice to advise the public, Tribes, and
agencies that it intends to prepare a
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Second Supplementg] Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(SSDEIS) for g proposed highway.
project to roplace the Alaskan Way
Viaduct (SR 99) in Seattle, King County,
" Washington. This Noticé revises a_ .-
Notice of Intent for-the Alaskan Way "
Viaduct and Seawall Replacement .

Project, which was published.on August -

3, 2005 (70 FR 447186); Furthermore, this
Notice rescinds the Notice of Intent
+ published onJuly.16, 2008 (73 FR
40908). The 2008 Notice of Intent
anticipatéd the preparation of an .
Environmental Impact Statement that
. would evaluate various transportation
modes and »syst,em.s,between the south
Seattlé city limits and N, 85th Street and
Elliott Bay and Lake Washington, in
addition to.replacing the Alaskan Way.
Viaduct and Seawall, Rather than
pursuing this more broad, multi-agency
proposal, this.Notice re-establishes
FHWA's intent to continue the process
begun Wwith the publicationof a Notice
of Intent on June 22, 2001.(66 FR
.38602), as revised on September 28,
2003 (68 TR 55712), and again in 2005,
That process has resulted in the
- issuance of a Draft Environmental

" Impact Statement in March 2004, and a
Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement in July 2006, The
planned SSDEIS will build on these
earlier documents and the alternatives
- avaluated therein, However, there are
soms important changes to the earlier
proposal, The major change is.that this .
proposal will now consider one or more
alternatives that noJongerinclude the
seawall along the Elliott Bay shoreline,

known as the Alaskan Way Seawall, The .

Seawall was the subject of a Notice of
Intent issued by the U.8, Atmy Gorps of
Engineers on March 31, 2006 (71 FR
16293), The SSDEIS will also set forth
a revised Purpose and Need for the
proposed project, re-evaluate previous
Viaduct replacement alternatives in
light of the revised Purpose and Need,
and introduce and evaluate at least one
new build alternative—a bored tunnel,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
. Randy Everett, Major Projects Oversight
Manager, Federal Highway .
Administration, Jackson Federal
Building, 916 2nd Avenue, Room 31423
Seattle, WA 98174; telephone: (206)
220-7538; and e-mail: '
Randolph.Everett@dot.gov. The FHWA
Washington Division’s Oversight *
Manager’s regular office hours are
between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. (Pacific
Time),
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FHWA,
Washington State Department of
" Transportation (WSDOT), and the City
of Seattle (City) will prepare a SSDEIS

to document the environmental -
consequences of alternatives for the
proposed replacement of the Alagkan
Way Viaduct located iy downtown
Seattle, King County, Washington, The
intent of the proposed project is to
improve public safety by replacing the
existing Aldskan . Way Viaduct with a
‘transportation facility with improved
earthquake resistance that-provides for
theé efficient movement of people and -
goods through downtown Seattle, The
Alaskan Way Viaduot is at the end of its
useful 1ife and must be replaced to
protect public safety, Mobility through -
downtown Seattle is vital to

" maintaining local, regional, and

statewide economic health,
In March 2004 a draft EIS'was

" published evaluating five build
- alternatives; rebuild, aerial, cut and

cover tunnel, bypass tunxiel, and surface
(hitp://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Projects/
Viaduct/library- ' J
environmental itmitdeis), A
supplemental draft EIS was published
in July 2008 extending the groject north
of Battery Street Tunnel (http://
vwww.wsdot.wa.gov/Profects/Viaduct/
library-environmental him#tsdeis), This
document reduced the number of

" alternatives from five to two, a cut-and-

cover tunnel and an elevated structure,
based on information presented in the
Draft EIS, public comments, and further
study and design, and elso evaluated -
different approaches to construction and
their likely impacts. - .

In an ad}wlllsory ballot measure in
Match 2007, Seattle voters rejected both
a cut-and-cover tunnel and an elevated
structure. The vote caused the agencies
to reassess the problem of replacing the
aging Viaduct, and in doing so, the
hoped they would find a solution that
had not yet emerged, Therefore,
WSDOT, the City and King Count
Department of Transportation wit
support from FHWA took a fresh look at
the transportation systems surrounding
the Viaduct, and considered whether a
systems-level solution could be found.
Concurrently, FHWA determined the
portion of the Viaduct south of King
Street was an independent project, A
Finding of No Significant Impact for
improvements to this portion of SR 99
was published in February 2009. (http://
www.wsdot.wa.gov/Projects/Viaduct/
library-en vz'ronmental.ﬁtm)

As part of the reassessment, the

- agencies considered improvements to

SR 99, Interstate 5, Seattle streets,
transit service, and transportation
demand and systems management
programs. An advisory group of
stakeholders representing a wide range
of interests was formed to provide input
to the agencies, Public meetings were

: aléo held perlodically throughout the .

reassessment process, During the
reassessmeit process a bored tunnel
emerged as an alternative that merited
further consideration;

This SSDEIS will focus ‘on evaluating
the bored tunnel alternative,n. = -
addition, other alternatives that'emerged
during the reassessment process will be
reviewed, Further, the Purpose and
Need for the project will be revised

- based on comments received on the .

previous environmental dogumerits, and
the issues that emerged during the -
reassessment process—providing
through capacity for vehicles, avoiding
extensive construction impacts, and. -
reconnecting the waterfront with the
downtown: In light of the revised
Purpose and Need, previous allernatives
considersd will be re-evaluated, Finally,
the southern terminus will be revised to
connsct to the Holgate to King Streat”
project, which has completed its
separate, independent environmental
review, and is under construction, -

DATES: Scoping meetings will be heldon .
June 8, 2009, at Seattle Gity Hall, Bertha
Knight Landes Room, 600 Fourth - -
Avenue, Seattle, WA, froni 5 to 7 p.m.;
June 10, 2008, at Madison Middle '
School, 8429 46th Ave., SW,, Seattle, -
WA from 6 to 8 p.m.; and June 11, 2009,

" at Leif Exikson Hall, 2245 NW, 67th St,,

Seattle, WA from 6 to 8 p.m. FHWA
invites agencies, Tribes, dnd the public
to comment on the process that has been
conducted up to now, the revised
Purposo and Need, the bored tunnel -
alternative, and any potentially
reasonable alternatives not previously
considered to replace the aging Viaduct
structure, i

In lieu of, or in addition to, providing
comments at any of the scoping
meetings, comments and questions
concerning this action and the SSDEIS
may be submitted to FTHWA at the
address provided above or provided via
e-mail to SDEIS2scopingcommeénts
@wsdot,wa,gov, FHWA requests that .
written comments be received by July
10, 2009.

Authority: 23 U.8.C, 771

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20,205, Highway Planning,

-and Construction, The regulations

implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.)

Randy Everett,

Major Projects Oversight Manager.
[FR Doc, E8-12988 Filed 6-3-00; 8:45 am)]

BILLING CODE 4910-RY-P-











Marguard& Carl

From: Raup, Ethan
Sent: Thursday, Septsmber 23, 2010 7:53 PM
To: McGinn, Michasi Patrick; Marquardt, Carl; McCoy, Julle; Pickus, Aaron; Klllian, Tim-
Subject: Fwd: SDEIS
FY1
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Hahn, Peter" <Peter Hahn(@seattle. gov>

Date: September 23, 2010 5:56:45 PM PDT

To: "Judd, Ron" %‘B_g.a@mi%w_m>

Cc: "Farley, Kimberly" <FarlevK@wsdot.wa.gov>, "Dye, Dave" ot.wa.pav>,
"Raup, Ethan" <Ethan Raup@seattle gov>, "MeCoy, Julie" <Julie.Me ttle.gov>,
"McGinn, Michael Patrick" <Michael. Patrick McGinn@seattle. gov>, "paananr@wsdot.wa.gov"

Wi, gOV>
Subject: RE: SDEIS

Ron,
This is a follow up to our conversation this evening about your email below.,

Little past mid day I thought we had a tentative approval from WSDOT for a one week delay, if |
were to sign the SDEIS today (and I actually signed this in front of WSDOT’s lead NEPA staff.,
Ms. Farley). The mayor approved this alternative. I'was hopeful that we had found a way 10
proceed.

We were disappointed that after further discussion at WSDOT, this concept did not work for you
and that WSDOT ultimately declined to approve the Mayor’s request for an additional week,

I did not anticipate being dropped by WSDOT from co-lead status and I am disappointed. Like
you, [ value the many years of outstanding working relationships among our staff, and I think we
have the ability to retain the value of that work, and continue building on it . We still have much
hard work to do and we intend to continue working with you in & cooperative manner.

I am out next week with a personal situation I cannot avoid, but Bob Powers is back on Monday.
EXHIBIT _°
1

L/l



Elizabeth Campbell

Typewritten Text

B





L/

P.S. A minute ago I heard from CM Conlin and CM Rassmussen about the council action today.

Peter

Peter Hahn

Director, Scattlc Doparnnent of Transportation (SDOT)

206.684.9000 pgerhahn@aeattle gov

Fram: Judd, Ron JuddRont

Sent! Thursday, September 23, 2010 3:43 PM
To: Hahn, Peter

Cc: Farlay, Kimberly; Dye, Dave

Subject: SDEIS

Peter, I wanted to send you an email reiterating our need for your signature for the SDEIS
document today by 4pm. I wanted to thank you for the numerous discussions we've had since
late yesterday regarding our timeline. As you know, this timeline has been established for some
time. We have jointly made public statements regarding the dates for needed signatures. The
importance of our joint commitment on our schedule is critical and your signature as co-lead, on
behalf of the City of Seattle, ensures that we maintain the schedule. [*ve attached a document
that details the joint effort you and your team, along with WSDOT and FHWA have undertaken
in the last 14 months to get us to this point. Please know we appreciate all of the hard work by
you and your staff, in what has been a grucling endeavor. We believe the document, we will be
jointly sending to publication, is a reflection of the valuable input by your team, at the City. I
hope you would agree, that the content and quality of the document clearly illustrates the
importance, to the City of Seattle, of your co-lead status, Thanks again for your continuing
partnership. Ron j ,
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA MEETING DATE: Monday, October 4, 2010
2:00 p.m.

A.CALL TO ORDER

B. ROLL CALL

C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL
E. PRESENTATIONS

F. PUBLIC COMMENT

G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR

H. PAYMENT OF BILLS

I. COMMITTEE REPORTS

NUMBER

Present:

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.

Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions

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

(These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on

the same day.)

Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files.

DESCRIPTION

COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION

FULL COUNCIL:

1. C.B. 116983

2. C.F. 310090

Relating to environmental review of the
Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project, and
ratifying and confirming certain prior acts.

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
N0.3010211, Type IV).

INTRODUCED
September 27, 2010
(Bagshaw)

GRANT AS

CONDITIONED
(Clark, Burgess, Bagshaw)

EXHIBIT J
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA MEETING DATE: Monday, April 25, 2011

A. CALL TO ORDER

B.ROLL CALL

C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL
E. PRESENTATIONS

F. PUBLIC COMMENT

2:00 p.m.

Present:

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

H. PAYMENT OF BILLS

I. COMMITTEE REPORTS

NUMBER

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

(These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on
the same day.)

Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files.

COMMITTEE
DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION

FULL COUNCIL:

1. Res. 31256

2. C.B. 117136

3. C.F. 311492

4. C.F. 311459

Providing an honorary designation of South HELD

Lander Street from 16th Avenue South to 17th  March 28, 2011
Avenue South as the "Roberto Maestas Festival (All Nine

Street." Councilmembers)

Relating to City streets, renaming the segment INTRODUCED
of South Lander Street between 16th Avenue March 21, 2011
South and 17th Avenue South from South (All Nine
Lander Street to South Roberto Maestas Councilmembers)
Festival Street.

Referendum No. 1, relating to Ordinance No. INTRODUCED
123542, regarding the State Route 99 Alaskan April 25, 2011
Way Viaduct and Seawall Replacement (Conlin)
Program.

Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of INTRODUCED
Sufficiency for Referendum No. 1, relating to April 25, 2011
Ordinance No. 123542, regarding the State (Conlin)

Route 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall

Replacement Program.

EXHIBIT P
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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 INTRODUCED
construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle May 2, 2011
right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the (Conlin)
construction and/or operation of a tunnel
replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly
known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

2. C.F. 311489 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of INTRODUCED
Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a May 2, 2011
tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 (Conlin)
commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE:

3. C.F. 309496 Petition of 4700 California Avenue, LLC to GRANT AS
vacate a subterranean portion of the alley in CONDITIONED
Block 1, Scenic Park Addition to the City of (Rasmussen)
Seattle.

EXHIBIT U
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

A. CALL TO ORDER

B. ROLL CALL

C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL
E. PRESENTATIONS

F. PUBLIC COMMENT

G.RATIFICATION OF REFERRAL CALENDAR

H. PAYMENT OF BILLS

I. COMMITTEE REPORTS

MEETING DATE:

Monday, May 9, 2011

2:00 p.m.
Revised 5/6/11 @4:40 p.m.

Present:

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.

Introduction and referral to Council committees of Council Bills (CB), Resolutions

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

(These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on

the same day.)

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 HELD
construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle May 5, 2011
right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the (Conlin)
construction and/or operation of a tunnel
replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly
known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

2. CF. 311489 Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of HELD
Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a May 5, 2011
tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 (Conlin)
commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

3. C.B. 117160 Repealing Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 1.12 INTRODUCED
to delete provisions related to "Standard Time."  April 25, 2011

(Conlin)
ENERGY, TECHNOLOGY, AND CIVIL RIGHTS COMMITTEE:
4. C.B. 117161 Relating to the rates for the sale of electricity PASS

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.

(Harrell, Conlin, Licata,
O'Brien)

EXHIBIT
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA MEETING DATE: Monday, May 16, 2011

A. CALL TO ORDER

B. ROLL CALL

C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
D. APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL
E. PRESENTATIONS

F. PUBLIC COMMENT

2:00 p.m.

Present:

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

H. PAYMENT OF BILLS

I. COMMITTEE REPORTS

NUMBER

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

(These are the only bills which the City Charter allows to be introduced and passed on
the same day.)

Discussion and vote on Bills, Resolutions and Clerk Files.

COMMITTEE
DESCRIPTION RECOMMENDATION

FULL COUNCIL:

1. C.F. 310969

2. C.F. 311489

Initiative Measure No. 101, to prohibit the HELD
construction, operation, or use of City of Seattle May 9, 2011
right-of-way(s) or City-owned property for the (Conlin)
construction and/or operation of a tunnel

replacing that portion of SR 99 commonly

known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

Report of the City Clerk on the Certificate of HELD
Sufficiency for Initiative No. 101, relating to a May 9, 2011
tunnel replacing that portion of SR 99 (Conlin)
commonly known as the Alaskan Way Viaduct.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE:

3. C.B. 117164

Relating to the SR 99 Alaskan Way Viaduct PASS

Replacement from South Holgate Street to (Rasmussen, Burgess,
South King Street Stage 2 Project; accepting an  Godden, Licata)
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.
EXHIBIT X
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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, CONFIRM

Capitol Hill Housing Improvement Program
Council, for a term of confirmation to April 1,
2013.

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.

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.

J ADOPTION OF OTHER RESOLUTIONS
K. OTHER BUSINESS
L.

ADJOURNMENT

(Licata, Clark)

CONFIRM
(Licata, Clark)

CONFIRM
(Licata, Clark)

The Council's Chambers and offices are physically accessible;

Print and communications access provided on request. Call 206-
b 684-8888 (TDD: 206-233-0025) for further information.

EMS
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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 INTRODUCED
Replacement Program and Ordinance 123542 that entered into May 16, 2011
certain agreements with the Washington State Department of (Conlin)
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.

E. ADJOURNMENT

The Council's Chambers and offices are physically accessible;

print and communications access provided on request. Call
(J 684-8888 (TDD: 233-0025) for further information. @

EMS
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