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Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 2:04 PM
To: Reinmuth, Steve; Leiste, Willy

Subject: FW: Viaduct HTC Presentation is a Go

FYI, Christie called me before emailing and | asked her for more info on the back-story but she said that she
couldn't disclose.

From: Parker, Christie [mailto:Parker.Christie@leg.wa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 2:01 PM

To: Dye, Dave; Paananen, Ron; White, John; Grotefendt, Amy (Consultant)

Ce: Auyoung, Dillon; Hicks, Elissa; Judd, Ron; Ziegler, Jennifer; Hammond, Paula; Redfield, Beth
Subject: Viaduct HTC Presentation is a Go

I'm writing to announce yet another change of plans. The House Transportation Committee work session on the

viaduct is now “on” for Wednesday, January 28" at 3:30 PM. We will be meeting in hearing room B of the John
L. O’8rien building.

The format will be the same as we discussed before: WSDOT make a stand-alone presentation to start things
off. That presentation should focus on the state’s responsibilities under the plan. After this presentation is
complete, the WSDOT speaker(s) will leave the speaking area; the city and county representatives can then sit
down at the speakers’ table and make their presentations.

All three entities can be available for Q&A after the presentations have been made.

We are allowing 1 hour for this agenda item. 1 believe WSDOT will be making the necessary arrangements with
the city and county; please let me know whom we should be expecting as presenters.



[image: image2.png]From: Ziegler, Jennifer (GOV)
To: Dye, Dave; Judd, Ron (GOV)
Sent: Tue Mar 10 16:44:50 2009
‘Subject: Viaduct Check-In Items

A couple things | want to be sure | don't forget:

1. An official SR 99 corridor coalition has been formed. Consists mostly of Chamber, DSA
and waterfront business folks, but they are working on donations from others. They hired Duke
as their contract lobbyist and | met with him earlier today. They also have Don Stark on
contract

2. It looks like the House Transportation Committee will hear the Senate bill on the 18th--next
Wednesday. Dave, | think high level testimony like what you provided in the Senate would be
good. The only other thing I'm thinking is it is a good public opportunity to address the overrun
question, 50 we should think about what might be helpful

3. Duke asked me what the funding request was on East Marginal Way and | couldnt
remember. Do either of you recall?

4. Im wondering about some coniract incentive and penalty language in the bill that could also
help with the overrun question. | know its strange to put in legislation, but something we could
point to and remind people how well Tacoma Narrows went. What do you think?

§. I'm having coffee with Clare from the Port tomorrow and will talk with her about which
members they are meeting with and which shippers they plan to have do some outreach,

6. Ron, | think we should try to meet with Gary Chandler and Amber Carter from AWB. Up to
this point they have stayed pretty neutral, but it may be worth seeing if they will help out.

I think that's it for now. Let me know if you have questions. Thanks,

Jennitor Ziegler, Transportation Policy Advisor
Govemor's Executive Policy Offce

PO Box 43113

Olympia, WA 98504-3113

Office-(360) 902-0643

Coll(360) 239-5892



Explain why Ceis, Nickels, Clibborn, Murray, Drago, Brown, Kohl-Welles, Eddy, and their bond lawyers went to the press to insist RCW 47.01.402(3) is unenforceable, and somehow illegal. It looks perfectly legal to me. Are they correct or am I?
[image: image3.png]From: Charles Knutson [mailto:CharlesK@seattlechamber.com]
Sent; Friday, March 27, 2000 9:34 AM

haries Knutson
Subject: When Chopp speaks, parse it closely

In‘odey s Crossout
crarks

When Chopp speaks, parse it closely

oy David Browster

Spesher Frank Chopp emerge from is cave tis week,srantig  hor s withSeel Times Oymola repater
Ao Garser,wh ha been badgrig Chopp i prn: about s Grea Garbo demeancr. a3 a classic Chopp
performance, Implying mor than b vas ety sying.Verans of Oympta krow that Chop 1 amas o eversing whot
eemed e a commitment but really wasn, had you loked s the fine rint. (A classic example ves s seeming

agreement with the Steve Ballmer-ed Sonics boosters.)

Mosty, Chopp talked about the Viacuet, implying without really committing imself that he was now inclined toward the
deep bore tunnel ices, despite his passionate advacacy for years for s own ‘Choppaduct”solution. For nstance, when
Garber asked Chopp i the tunnel plan, already passed by a wide margi in the Senate, would be allowed to a foor vote n
Chopps House, the Spesker said: “Potentialy yes. There stll needs to be thought about...who pays for costs beyond S2.4
bilon? We have to consider options there.”

Well, there’s the whole ballgame. One of the key compramises on the tunnel plan was that the state has ullabilty for

cost overruns. Earier, the Viaduct plan sank on jus this issue, with the City and the state biterly feuding over Just who




[image: image4.png]woulé pay Tor what overrun component. In the Gregoire-Nickels compromise, the state is on the line for all of the tunnel
and the Ciy or all o the rest. (n fac, the contact for th tumnel wil probably be a design-buid” scheme where the
oniractor, bidding high, ison the hook for overruns, as wellas the beneficiary of coming in under budget.) To my
suspicious eye, here was Chopp preparing the way fo torpedaing the tunnel idea.

Then there was Chopp's poin about ols for the tunel, another critical comgonent of the funding. “TolsJust dorft work,*
e replied, citing the problems of the portas (whatever that may be). Another torped? Here it gets more byzantine, for

Chopp is actually a tols advcate and i fying some other fish,

Winat | suspect is going on are the fist oulines of a large deal that Chop, a consummate desimaker, i frging and starting
0 test publicly. Chopp wants the very expensive solution o the 520 bridse, with  tunnel under the Hontiake Cut and ather
amenites (i s s distrct, after al). For this he nieeds tall, incuding on the 1-90 bridge. Ah, but o the -90 bridge he
most confront Rep. Jucy Ciborn, chai of House Transportation Committee and defender of her disrict, Mercer Istand,
‘whieh does ot want to pay tols o help another bicge. And Cliborn favors the ceep-bore tunnet for the Viaduct

et it yet? Chopp gives Gov. Gregoire and Cliborn the tunnel pan forthe Viadiuct in exchange for the Luxury model for 520
and tolts (a few yearsLater) on the Mercer stand bridge. Normally, to get Chopp to agre to big deals lke this you have to
swesten the package with large dollops of low-income housing, s0 also ook fo that to show up along the waterlront.

One final bit of delicious vintage Chopp, for you connaisseurs. He unvels the story, which he has often Lod off the record
before, of how he and the Governor asked Mayor Nickels for some give inthe 2007 negotations over the Viaduect, and
Nickels blunty said No. That sounds very lke Nickels (and Chopo), and it ays ou there th problem Nickels may have in
settingre-electeds there's Just no give in s negotiating syte. Even i sdling crab-wise toward a deal on the Viadiuct,

Chopp cant resist insulting a key partner.

David Brewster is Crosscut's publisher. You can -mall him at david brewster@crosscut.com.

Charles Knutson
Vi Prescont, Pt Afars
GreatarSeatie Chamber f Commarce
301 Fh Avenue. Suts 2500

‘Seattle, WA 98101.2611




[image: image5.png]From: Paananen, Ron <PaananR@wsdot.wa.gov>
To: Judd, Ron (GOV); Grotefendt, Amy (Consultant) <GrotefA@consultant.wsdot.wa.gov>; Dye, Dave
Sent: Fri Sep 11 14:46:49 2009

Subje : AWV Funding Options

The short answer is, regardless of what happens the City is responsible for at least $800 milion (seawall,
promenade, utiiies and City Street improvements), over $900 million if they build the First Avenue Street car.




[image: image6.png]From: Grotefendt, Amy (Consultant) <GrotefA@consultant.wsdot.wa.gov>
To: Paananen, Ron <PaananR@WSDOT.WA.GOV>; Judd, Ron (GOV); Dye, Dave
Sent: Fri Sep 11 10:21:27 2009
Subject: AWV Funding Options

Here is a stab at answering the I-Siransit funding questions we're getting from a variety of sources, using the cost

12/8/2009

e ——

Page 2 of 2

info released last year and policy decisions made by the legislature earlier this year.

Let me know what you think — itis written so it could be tumed into a public fact sheet, but can obviously be
modified if it is going to be used in another format

Thanks
AJG




[image: image7.png]From: Judd, Ron (GOV) [mailto:Ron. Judd@GOV.WA.GOV]
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2009 11:32 AM

To: Grotefendt, Amy (Consultant); Paananen, Ron; Dye, Dave
Subject: Re: AWV Funding Options

Amy. this is very helpful. | would ask that we put together talking points that are much more focused on what the
City of Seatle will pay regardiess of what happens. Candidate MM is trying to suggest that Seattle can get a free
ride and should not have to pay 900 +- milfor the tunnel. This, in the voters mind, is suggesting that they are
paying for something they would not have to pay for if it was anything but the tunnel. | think we need to isten to
his remarks yesterday and focus our points of discussion directly at his answers. He is simply taking like a
populist to raise the anger of voters and we need to respond in kind. Simply put there is NO FREE RIDE FOR
SEATTLE. Any option will mean X Call him out. Folks get st n l of the facts we deal with everyday on who
pays for what. Thal is what WM is counting on. We need to be simple and to the point...... that Seattie will pay X
no matter who's the Mayor and what's the option. My thought's! Thanks Ron |




[image: image8.png]From:  Judd, Ron (GOV) [Ron.Judd@GOV. WA.GOV]
Sent:  Friday, September 11, 2009 1:14 PM

To:  Paananen, Ron; Dye, Dave

Subject: Re: Plan

The costs that you sent Amy....what does the County get for 500 and the we pay for. | am assuming that the COS is for wall,
utilities, road..... anything else
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