City of Seattle Proposition No. 1

Official Ballot Title

CITY OF SEATTLE
PROPOSITION 1

The City of Seattle’s Proposition 1 concerns increased property taxes for six years for Pike Place Market.

If approved, this proposition would fund seismic, safety, energy-saving, and other basic infrastructure improvements at
the publicly-owned Pike Place Market, last renovated in the 1970s, as provided in Ordinance 122737. It would autho-
rize regular property taxes higher than RCW 84.55 limits, allowing collection of up to $12,500,000 in additional taxes
in 2009 (up to $73,000,000 over six years). Taxes collected in 2009 would be limited to $2.16 per $1,000 of assessed

value, including approximately $0.10 of additional taxes.
Should this levy lid lift be approved?
Yes

No

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

Statement for

Yes on Seattle Proposition 1: Support our Market!

For over 100 years, the Pike Place Market has been a unique Se-
attle icon—and the nation’s oldest continually operating farmers market.
Nearly 10 million people visit the market every year.

But time, weather, earthquakes, and increased use have taken a toll
on the dozen public-owned buildings that comprise the Market. The last
major improvements were completed in the early 1970’s. Proposition 1
is a true, once-in-a-generation request for needed basic capital improve-
ments to our Market.

Proposition 1 is a one time, six year levy for critical capital im-
provement.

The Market pays for regular operations and routine maintenance
through rents charged to the vendors, artists and eateries that make the
Market so special. Proposition 1 will pay for needed replacement and
upgrades to the buildings themselves.

. Replace outdated plumbing and wiring;
. Install modern, energy-saving heating, cooling and venting
systems;
. Build new public restrooms and upgrade existing facilities;
. Retrofit and reinforce walls and floors vulnerable to an earth-
quake;
. Improve access for people with disabilities.
Because Proposition 1 will only pay for these one-time investments,
the levy will expire in six years. The annual cost for an average Seattle
household will be less than $42.

Support Our Market: A Home for Small Businesses, Local Farm-
ers, Affordable Senior Housing, Health and Child Care, and More

We know the Market for fresh fish and flowers, fruit and produce,
crafts and tastes from around the world. Successfully managed by a public
non-profit organization, the Market must keep rents low to protect and
nurture small business, family farmers, and local artisans. This policy
also protects critical services including housing and services for low in-
come seniors, a health care clinic and child care center.

Proposition 1 protects the Market’s diversity and mission—a small
investment in a tremendous community asset.

Yes on Seattle Proposition 1: It’s Our Turn to Support Our Mar-
ket!

A generation ago Seattle residents rallied to save the Market from the
wrecking ball.

Now it’s our turn. Vote Yes on Proposition 1!

Endorsed by: Neighborhood Farmers Market Alliance; Allied Arts;
American Institue of Architects Seattle Chapter, Downtown Seattle As-
sociation; Friends of the Market; Greater Seattle Chamber of Commerce;
The Market Foundation; 34th District Democrats; Mayor Greg Nickels
and all nine City Council Members, King County Executive Ron Sims,
and Peter Steinbrueck.

Rebuttal of statement against

The Market is a Seattle treasure, providing affordable rent to local,
independent business—not chain or “big box” stores that are displacing
neighborhood businesses throughout Seattle. Periodic public support is
critical to keeping the market safe, accessible, and unique, drawing mil-
lions of visitors and residents annually and generating revenues that ben-
efit all Seattle.

There is no “fine print.” Funds are 100% dedicated to specific seismic,
electrical, plumbing, restroom and access improvements and will expire
after six years—no exceptions. It has been nearly three decades since the
last time Seattle voters were asked to invest in the Market; the current levy
will make needed improvements to last another generation.

The Market is the physical reflection of our enduring Seattle values: an
incubator for independent business, a provider of fresh, local foods, and a
nurturing environment for the arts.

Keep the Market strong. Vote Yes!

Statements submitted by: Chef Tom Douglas; Justin Hall, Fish Thrower;

Representative Sharon Tomiko Santos, 37th LD
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City of Seattle Proposition No. 1

City Attorney’s Explanatory Statement

Proposition Number 1 would approve a six-year property tax increase to renovate the Pike Place Market. The measure would pay for improve-
ments, such as plumbing, mechanical and electrical systems, roofs, elevators, windows, floors, building facades, restrooms, and seismic and fire
safety systems. It would increase taxes levied in 2008 through 2013 and collected in 2009 through 2014.

Proposition 1 limits the use of the taxes raised to projects identified in an agreement to be made between the City and the Pike Place Market
Preservation and Development Authority. The agreement sets out specific improvement projects, and states how much money from the levy is
to be spent on each phase of these improvements. The agreement also sets out additional improvement projects that could be undertaken with
the City’s permission. The Mayor and three quarters of the city council may eliminate or substantially reduce a specific improvement project.
The City may approve a substitute project.

To pay for these projects, Proposition 1 would authorize the collection of $73 million more in taxes over six years than would otherwise be al-
lowed without a vote under state law. Without a vote of the people, State law generally limits property tax increases to 1% per year for the City
as awhole. No more than $12.5 million in additional taxes would be collected in any one year under the measure. The additional tax rate related
to this tax increase for any property owner in the first year of collection would be approximately ten cents per thousand dollars of assessed value.
If this proposition were approved, the total tax rate for the City in 2009 would be no more than $2.60 per thousand dollars of assessed value. The
final year additional taxes will be collected under this measure is 2014. Taxes collected in 2015 will be limited under the 1% growth rule as if
the taxes under this measure had never been collected.

Ordinance Number 122737, which placed Proposition 1 on the ballot, is reprinted in this voters’ pamphlet. The agreement referred to in the
ordinance, and the attachments to that agreement, are available from the City either electronically or by U.S. mail. Information about obtaining

copies of the agreement and attachments may be found in this voters’ pamphlet following the text of the Ordinance.

Statement against

What this Ordinance Really Does as stated in the fine print of its 24
pages:

A “yes” vote RAISES property taxes for six years and REMOVES the
property tax limitation previously enacted into law (Chapter 84.55.010
RCW) to protect citizens from over taxation. It is vital to keep this limita-
tion in place.

A “yes” vote unfairly and unjustifiably shifts the costs of Market renovations
onto property taxpayers. The City of Seattle, through the PDA, is running
an “in city” shopping center. It is fully leased; there is a Tenant waiting
list. Tenants pay rents and have over 10 million potential customers visiting
each year, so why are property taxpayers funding the improvements? Any
other shopping center owner must maintain his property without taxpayers
help! Before property taxes are raised, the PDA (Pike Place Market Pres-
ervation and Development Authority) financial statements and operating
procedures need to be examined. And why is the amount needed so great?
($73 million is more than the cost of our new 7 story City Hall and three
fourths of the cost/square foot to build a new shopping center including
land cost). What’s wrong here!!!

A*“yes” vote will NOT result in $73 million being spent on the Market. A
“yes” vote will cost property taxpayers an extra $4.4 million in interest
by authorizing the City of Seattle to BORROW $68 million for six years
using levy collections to pay back the loan. Phasing construction would
eliminate this extra $4.4 million tax burden and all $73 million could go
to renovations, not just the $68 million. $4.4 million may not seem like
much but it would buy 17 new city buses, so why pay $4.4 million un-
necessarily? The Pike Place Market already pays $1,912,990 in annual
interest payments.

A “yes” vote permits the PDA to use property taxes in a manner that en-
ables it to obtain private investment in PDA owned buildings under Federal
income tax credit programs . . .” Do we want private investors involved
in our Public Market?

A “yes” vote will confirm and ratify “certain prior acts”. What are these
“prior acts” not listed in the Proposition text? Why are they omitted?
Citizens have a right to know what they are approving and what the as-

sociated costs are.

A NO vote is the only responsible vote on this very flawed ordinance.
Please read the entire ordinance to understand its full ramifications before
voting.

Rebuttal of statement for

How wisely our tax dollars are being spent is the issue, not how much
we love the Market. Removing the property tax limitation and raising
property taxes for six years need serious justifications.

Pike Place Market is a 100% leased, income-producing property, gen-
erating millions in income annually, not a park. We should be asking
ourselves, “Why isn’t the Market self-sustaining without burdening
taxpayers?”

This ordinance sets a bad precedent, overriding a law enacted to protect
citizens from over taxation. It is a misuse of property taxes and, as struc-
tured, financially irresponsible, costing millions extra in interest costs.
Reading the entire ordinance reveals other negative ramifications that
cannot be covered in the few words allowed here.

This ordinance is not the solution for many reasons. The City of Seattle
has other justifiable needs for your tax dollars. A vote “No” is a
thoughtful vote for financial responsibility.

Statements submitted by: Geri Kraft, Concerned Citizen

The above statements were written by the ballot committees, who are solely responsible for their contents.
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City of Seattle Proposition No. 2

Official Ballot Title

CITY OF SEATTLE
PROPOSITION 2

The City of Seattle’s Proposition 2 concerns increased property taxes for six years for parks purposes.

If approved, this proposition would fund acquiring, developing and restoring parks, recreation facilities, cultural facili-
ties, green spaces, playfields, trails, community gardens, and shoreline areas; all as provided in Ordinance 122749. It
would authorize regular property taxes higher than RCW 84.55 limits, allowing collection of up to $24,250,000 in
additional taxes in 2009 (up to $145,500,000 over six years). Taxes collected in 2009 would be limited to $2.60 per
$1,000 of assessed value, including approximately $0.19 of additional taxes.

Should this levy lid lift be approved?
Yes

No

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

Statement for

\ote yes on passage of the Parks and Green Spaces levy today because it
is good for our economic and environmental future.

The Parks and Green Spaces levy will provide for parks, trails, play-
grounds and ball fields for all of Seattle at an average cost of $81.00 a
year for the typical homeowner, a decrease of about $30 from the expiring
Parks levy.

As our city grows and becomes denser, it is important to continue to invest
in our parks and green spaces to protect our quality of life and provide for
an active and healthy lifestyle for all of Seattle.

Investing in our parks for future generations to enjoy—as we have enjoyed
Green Lake, Seward Park, Lincoln Park and the Arboretum—is good for
our whole community. We need to make similar investments as our legacy
for future generations.

New parks above the reservoirs in Jefferson Park, Maple Leaf, and West
Seattle will allow us to use existing facilities while opening those areas to
enjoyment and recreation.

The Park levy’s Opportunity Fund will allow other neighborhoods to cre-
ate open spaces across our city, and provide for green space acquisition
that will guarantee parks, bike trails, and p-patches will be available in
Seattle’s most rapidly growing neighborhoods.

Just a few of the many environmental benefits the Parks and Green Spaces
levy will fund include:

Clean water

Healthy Forests
Protection of Puget Sound
Stream improvements
Shoreline enhancements

For our children, the Parks levy will provide for the retrofitting of twenty-
three playground projects so that they meet current safety standards, in-
cluding the fun and unique play facilities at Gas Works Park. And for our
athletes of all ages, sand playfields will be replaced with new, all-season
playfields.

Renewing Seattle’s Parks levy will promote involvement in our commu-
nity. Parks are where our children play, our senior citizens walk, and our
athletes perform. They entice us out of our homes and workplaces.

Parks are where we meet our friends and neighbors.
Please vote yes today for the Parks and Green Spaces levy.

And for more information please go to our website:
seattleparksforall.com

Rebuttal of statement against

The Proposition 2 citizens’ committee chose fiscally responsible proj-
ects to create safe, healthy places for all our neighborhoods:

 Fixing twenty-three neighborhood playgrounds to meet current
federal safety standards.

» Creating new parks, trails, playground, spray pools and ball fields
on existing City-owned property.

» Acquiring new park land and open spaces before they are devel-
oped, so that as Seattle grows denser we protect our quality of
life.

» Taking care of our forests and streams.

It will do all this for about $30 less a year than the typical homeowner
is already paying.

We’ve all benefited from past investments in Green Lake, Seward Park,
Lincoln Park, and the Arboretum. Now we need to make similar invest-
ments as a legacy for future generations.

Please vote yes on the Parks and Green Spaces levy—
seattleparksforall.org

Statements submitted by: James Kelley, Urban League; Mike O’Brien,
Sierra Club; Abe Bergman, Seattle Pediatrician and Board Chair of the
Seattle Children’s Playgarden
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City of Seattle Proposition No. 2

City Attorney’s Explanatory Statement

Proposition number 2 would approve a six-year property tax increase. If approved, the measure would raise up to $145.5 million in additional property
taxes. This is a new tax for parks. The current parks tax expires at the end of 2008.

The City Council has passed and the Mayor has signed a law that provides for how this money is to be spent. To change the spending plan, the Mayor
and three quarters of the city council would have to agree. The money would be divided into four very general categories, which are: (1) Buying land
for new parks or open space; (2) Improving or fixing existing parks; (3) Preserving the environment and promoting community gardens; and (4) Provid-
ing money for buying land or improving existing parks as identified by neighborhood or community groups. The general spending plan is described
below. The specific projects are listed in an attachment to Ordinance 122749, which is included in this voters’ pamphlet.

Buying land for new parks or open space.

In this category, the new tax would pay for two different types of purchases. First, the City would buy land in parts of the city that do not have enough
parks or open space. Under state law, the City is required to have a plan for using land in the city. This plan sets goals for the amount of land that should
be open space or parks. The parks department has used this goal to identify the neighborhoods in the city that do not have enough parks or open space.
Under this proposal, the city would spend up to $24,000,000 to buy land in these neighborhoods.

Second, the City would buy land in existing green spaces. The city has undeveloped green spaces throughout the city. Some of these green spaces
include undeveloped land not owned by the city. The city would buy some of this land to prevent future development in the green space. Under this
proposal, the city would spend up to $6,000,000 to buy land in green spaces.

In addition to this spending, up to $5,697,000 of the taxes raised will be set aside to cover the costs of inflation related to buying new land for parks and
open space.
(Continued on next page)

Statement against

Connection with nature is indeed the lifeblood of the Emerald City, which
is why, even without a levy, Parks and Recreation already consumes
8.4% of Seattle’s general fund expenditures. That’s more than we spend
for many things some may argue we need more. The 2000 Parks and Seat-
tle Center levies currently funnel an additional 8.4% of all city property
taxes to the Department of Parks and Recreation. Also, don’t forget the
two King County parks measures passed last year, which are expected to
raise $217 million for some of the same properties. Meanwhile, the Fi-
nance Department projects a $10-20M shortfall for the rest of Seattle’s
budget next year.

defined, sensible—and the exception, not the rule. VOTE NO on the Park
Levy That Ate Seattle—the sequel!

Rebuttal of statement for

The forward-thinking voter will vote NO, because the proposal pro-
poses too much as we face an economic downturn. Our economic future
depends on sustainable budgeting. Perpetual levies are fiscally irrespon-

\oters deserve to know exactly what they’re getting for an average $83  SiPle, and render levy lids meaningless.

in extra property taxes each year for 6 years. What will $145 million

buy in this case? Good God, who knows for sure! the Council presents ~ The practical voter will vote NO, because a safety upgrade to a play-

an exhaustive project list that will confuse even the wonkiest of us. It’s
just as important to understand what this levy will not buy. This levy
is not for maintaining current parks or protect current wild spaces.
Rather this levy is for additional projects—in many cases more pave-
ment than park. Some projects merely continue “master plans” from the
first levy. Some projects begin “first phases” with no end in sight. Many
projects might fail if voted on separately, as they’ve already been conten-
tious among neighborhoods. As we have no line-item veto, we must vote
them all up or down.

Should this levy pass, $multi-millions will go toward non-park building
renovations, replacing sand with lighting and artificial turf at playfields,
dressing up reservoir lids, changing wading parks to spray parks, and ex-
tending roads and boulevards (including “first phase” of another inroad to
Allentown). There will be $11M in “safety” enhancements at 22 existing
parks. We’ll pay $24M for 21 new “neighborhood parks,” but 19 of them
are planned for “Urban Villages” (a.k.a. malls) which will arguably ben-
efit private corporations more than the public... Is this what you had in
mind when you heard “parks?”

Love them or hate them, this proposal is for projects Seattle can’t cur-
rently afford, and will likely not be able to maintain in the future—
without more levies. This (or any other levy proposal) should be clearly

ground shouldn’t cost $1.4 million. Because this year over $500,000 was
added to an already sizable parks budget to maintain projects from the
last levy expansion. Because the Department of Neighborhoods budget
already includes money for p-patches and other opportunities for neigh-
borhoods.

The tree-hugging voter will vote NO, because too little of this levy will
go toward the environment. Because it was foolhardy to lid the reservoirs
in the first place. Because impervious surfacing and increased auto access
to the shoreline aren’t “enhancements.” Because you know artificial turf
from a green belt, and a building from a tree.

Statements submitted by: Christal Wood, J.D.

The above statements were written by the ballot committees, who are solely responsible for their contents.
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City of Seattle Proposition No. 2

City Attorney’s Explanatory Statement (continued)
Improving or fixing existing parks

In this category, the new tax would pay to improve 23 neighborhood playgrounds to bring them up to safety standards, building parks on top of three
water reservoir lids, building three skate parks and three spray parks, two off-leash areas, and building 11 new neighborhood parks. Under this pro-
posal, the city would spend up to $33,090,000 to improve, fix or build these parks.

Also in this category are improvements and repairs to two city-owned cultural facilities: the Seattle Asian Art Museum, in Volunteer Park, and the
Langston Hughes Performing Arts Center. Both are managed by the Parks Department. The tax would pay for renovations including work intended to
make both facilities stronger in earthquakes. The city would spend up to $11,500,000 on these two buildings.

In addition, under this category, the tax would pay to install artificial turf at four sand playfields and new lighting at one of the four fields. The city
would spend $10,500,000 on these four fields.

The tax would also pay for additional improvements at major regional parks, including Jefferson Park, Discovery Park and Magnuson Park. The city
would spend $10,950,000 on these improvements.

Finally, the proposal includes projects to build and extend trails. The proposal would include an addition to the Burke Gilman Trail, a trail and park
along the Duwamish River and a link between Myrtle Edwards Park and Queen Anne. The City would spend $7,500,000 on these trails.

In addition to this spending, up to $14,002,000 of the taxes raised will be set aside to cover the costs of inflation related to improving or fixing existing
parks.

Preserving the environment and promoting community gardens

Under this category, the tax would pay for forest and stream restoration in the city as part of a partnership with a private organization. The city would
spend $3,500,000 for this restoration. The city would also spend up to $600,000 to restore parts of the Kiwanis Ravine.

The tax would also support community garden areas known as “p-patches.” The money would buy land for new p-patches and pay to convert existing
city land to p-patches. The city would spend up to $2,000,000 on p-patches.

Many city streets end at various points along the shoreline. This is public land that may provide access to the shoreline. Many of these street ends are
not improved for public use. The tax would pay to develop some of these shoreline street ends. The city would spend up to $500,000 on shoreline
street ends.

In addition to this spending, up to $1,410,000 of the taxes raised will be set aside to cover the costs of inflation related to preserving the environment
and promoting community gardens.

Providing money for buying land or improving existing parks as identified by neighborhood or community groups

Neighborhood and community groups from time to time identify property that they believe would make a good park. The tax would set aside money
to be used to purchase and build these potential parks. The city would spend up to $15,000,000 on these projects.

The law also establishes a sixteen member oversight committee to advise the Parks Department and review the progress of the tax.

To pay for these projects, Proposition 2 would authorize the collection of $145.5 million more in taxes over six years than would otherwise be allowed
without a vote under state law. Without a vote of the people, State law generally limits property tax increases to 1% per year for the City as a whole. No
more than $24.25 million in additional taxes would be collected in any one year under the measure. The additional tax rate related to this tax increase
for any property owner in the first year of collection would be approximately 19 cents per thousand dollars of assessed value. If this proposition were
approved, the total tax rate for the City in 2009 would be no more than $2.60 per thousand dollars of assessed value. The final year additional taxes
will be collected under this measure is 2014. Taxes collected in 2015 will be limited under the 1% growth rule as if the taxes under this measure had
never been collected.

112 The above text is an exact reproduction of the text submitted by the sponsor. The Ethics and Elections Commission has no editorial authority.



( Complete Text of City of Seattle
Proposition No. 1

ORDINANCE 122737

AN ORDINANCE relating to regular property taxes; providing
for the submission to the qualified electors of the City at an elec-
tion to be held on November 4, 2008, of a proposition authorizing
the City to levy regular property taxes in excess of the limitation
on levies in Chapter 84.55 RCW for the purpose of renovating
the Pike Place Market and its environs; authorizing the Executive
to enter into an agreement with the Pike Place Market Preserva-
tion and Development Authority; creating a new fund in the City
Treasury; providing for interim financing pending tax receipts; and
ratifying and confirming certain prior acts.

WHEREAS, the Pike Place Market has been a treasured landmark
since it was founded by the City of Seattle in 1907, and is currently
home to more than 250 businesses, 200 crafts vendors, 100 farm-
ers, 500 residents, and has nearly 10 million visitors each year;
and

WHEREAS, in 1973 the City of Seattle established the Pike Place
Market Preservation and Development Authority (PDA) to own
and manage the properties of the Pike Place Market with the ob-
jective of preserving its historic qualities, assuring its economic
vitality, and promoting good management and harmonious rela-
tionships among Market users; and

WHEREAS, the PDA owns 85% of the property in the Pike Place
Market Historic District, which includes many buildings that are
more than 100 years old that have not had substantial renovation
for nearly 30 years; and

WHEREAS, the Pike Place Market is in need of major repairs to,
and replacement of, its basic infrastructure, including plumbing,
mechanical and electrical systems, roofs, windows, floors, build-
ing facades, and seismic and fire safety systems; and

WHEREAS, in 2003, the PDA formed a Citizens Advisory Com-
mittee to evaluate the Market’s capital needs, and options for fund-
ing and financing such needs, and this Citizens Advisory Commit-
tee, over the past five years, studied and evaluated the Market’s
operations, capital programs and various methods of funding such
needs; and

WHEREAS, in 2006 the PDA began an in-depth analysis of its fa-
cilities to identify necessary capital improvements to improve ac-
cessibility, operational efficiency, and customer service, decrease
annual repair costs, and preserve the Market’s historic integrity
and traditional uses; and

WHEREAS, in November 2006 a Renovation Committee of the
PDA Council was established to review the analysis and oversee
and monitor the further development of the Market’s renovation
plan; and

WHEREAS, a schematic design report dated October 19, 2007
identified priorities for renovation of Pike Place Market facilities
totaling $80 million, and on November 27, 2007 the PDA Council
affirmed its commitment and agreed to the plan’s further evalua-
tion and development; and

WHEREAS, from November 2007 to May 2008, the PDA con-
ducted public meetings with Seattle citizens and Market commu-
nity members and completed both tenant and customer surveys to
collect opinions on the plan’s proposals; and

WHEREAS, on April 29, 2008 the PDA Council adopted a revised
schematic design report, which incorporated public input and iden-
tified $68.6 million in basic infrastructure improvements and $8
million in additional improvements to public and retail spaces;
and

WHEREAS, the PDA has requested that the City place before the
voters, on the November 2008 ballot, the question whether to levy
property taxes to pay for and finance basic infrastructure improve-
ments at the Market; and

WHEREAS, the City has supported the PDA in its renovation ef-
fort by authorizing the PDA to use the General Contractor/Con-
struction Manager alternative contracting procedure under the
City’s authority through Resolution 30989, and by dedicating City
parking revenues from PDA operated parking lots in the vicinity
of Pike Place Market to planning efforts for the Market renovation
through Ordinance 122562; and

WHEREAS, current and future citizens of Seattle will reap the
benefits of the basic infrastructure improvements made to the Pike

Place Market to preserve its existence and traditional use for many
years into the future; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOL-
LOWS:

Section 1. Definitions. As used in this ordinance, the
following words when capitalized have the following meanings:

“Agreement” means the Agreement regarding Levy Proceeds by
and between the City of Seattle and the Pike Place Market Pres-
ervation and Development Authority, attached and incorporated
hereto as Attachment 1.

“City” means The City of Seattle.

“Core Market Infrastructure Projects” means the infrastructure
projects described in Exhibit B to the Agreement (Attachment 1).

“Director” means the City Director of Finance.

“Levy Proceeds” means that portion of regular property taxes
levied and collected as authorized by voter approval pursuant to
this ordinance that are above the growth limit on levies in RCW
84.55.010, and all interest and other earnings thereon.

“Market Infrastructure Projects” means the Core Market In-
frastructure Projects and any Supplemental Market Infrastructure
Projects paid for with Levy Proceeds.

“PDA” means the Pike Place Market Preservation and Develop-
ment Authority.

“Supplemental Market Infrastructure Projects” means the in-
frastructure projects described in Exhibit C to the Agreement (At-
tachment 1).

Section 2. Levy of Additional Regular Property Taxes
- Submittal. The City hereby submits to the qualified electors of
the City a proposition as authorized by RCW 84.55.050 to exceed
the levy limitation on regular property taxes contained in RCW

The above text is an exact reproduction of the text submitted by the sponsor. The Ethics and Elections Commission has no editorial authority.
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(qﬁ Complete Text of City of Seattle
| Proposition No. 1 (continued)

84.55.010 for property taxes levied in 2008 through 2013 for col-
lection in 2009 through 2014, respectively, raising up to Seventy-
three Million Dollars ($73,000,000) in aggregate over a period of
up to six (6) years. The proposition shall be limited so that the City
shall not levy more than Twelve Million Five Hundred Thousand
Dollars ($12,500,000) additional taxes each year. All the Levy
Proceeds shall be used to pay or finance the cost of major repairs
to, replacement of, and additions to infrastructure such as plumb-
ing, mechanical and electrical systems, roofs, elevators, windows,
floors, building facades, restrooms, and seismic and fire safety sys-
tems at Pike Place Market. The taxes authorized by this proposi-
tion will be in addition to the maximum amount of regular prop-
erty taxes the City would have been limited to by RCW 84.55.010
in the absence of voter approval under this ordinance, plus other
authorized lid lifts. Pursuant to RCW 84.55.050(5), the maximum
regular property taxes that may be levied in 2014 for collection in
2015 and in later years shall be computed as if the limit on regular
property taxes had not been increased under this ordinance.

Section 3. Agreement. If the voters approve the levy as
provided herein, the Mayor is authorized to execute, on behalf of
the City, an Agreement regarding Levy Proceeds by and between
the City of Seattle and the Pike Place Market Preservation and
Development Authority, substantially in the form contained in At-
tachment 1, hereto.

Section 4. Deposit of Levy Proceeds. If the voters ap-
prove the levy as provided herein, all Levy Proceeds shall be placed
in and segregated within the Pike Place Market Renovation Fund
hereby created in the City Treasury. The Levy Proceeds may be
temporarily deposited or invested in such manner as may be lawful
for the investment of City money and all investment earnings shall
be deposited in the Pike Place Market Renovation Fund.

Section 5. Use of Levy Proceeds. The Levy Proceeds
shall be used solely for the purposes approved by the voters in
accordance with RCW 84.55.050. Up to Sixty-Eight Million, Six
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($68,600,000) of the additional taxes
authorized under this ordinance shall be used to pay or finance
costs of the Core Market Infrastructure Projects, as more fully de-
scribed in Exhibit B to Attachment 1, and to the extent permitted
under the Agreement, to pay or finance costs of all or a portion of
the Supplemental Market Infrastructure Projects, as more fully de-
scribed in Exhibit C to Attachment 1, or to pay or finance costs of an
infrastructure project substituted by City Council under Section 7.
Up to Four Million Four Hundred Thousand Dollars ($4,400,000)
of the additional taxes authorized under this ordinance shall be
used for the purpose of providing construction financing known
as City Financing as more fully described in Attachment 2. If it is
apparent that the portion of the Levy Proceeds for City Financing
exceeds the amount necessary for the City Financing (Attachment
2), the Council shall reduce the levy.

Section 6. Bonds and Notes for Interim Financing. To
the extent permitted by applicable law, the City may issue bonds,
notes, or other evidences of indebtedness payable wholly or in part
from the additional taxes authorized under this ordinance, and may
pledge and may apply such taxes to the payment of principal of,

interest on, and premium (if any) on such bonds, notes, or other
evidences of indebtedness and to the payment of costs associated
with them.

Section 7. Alterations, Deletions, and Additions to
PDA’s Market Infrastructure Projects.

A. The City intends that the PDA will construct all Core
Market Infrastructure Projects shown in Exhibit B to Attachment 1
using Levy Proceeds and other funds that may become available.
If, however, the City determines in an ordinance passed by a two-
thirds (2/3) vote of the City Council that it is impractical or no
longer desirable to construct a Core Market Infrastructure Project
identified in Exhibit B, that Core Market Infrastructure Project
may be deleted or materially reduced in scope. If the City ap-
proves deletion or a material reduction in scope of a Core Market
Infrastructure Project, it may also approve substitution of a Sup-
plemental Market Infrastructure Project (Exhibit C to Attachment
1) or a different project; provided, however, that any such different
project shall be a basic infrastructure upgrade to one or more PDA
owned buildings in the Market.

B. The PDA may seek supplemental, matching or ad-
ditional funds from other sources to pay all or part of the cost of
the Market Infrastructure Projects. The PDA may apply such other
funds to one or more Supplemental Market Infrastructure Projects
or one or more Core Market Infrastructure Projects. To the extent
such other funds offset Levy Proceeds identified to fund Market
Infrastructure Projects, a like amount of Levy Proceeds shall be
available for application to other Market Infrastructure Projects, as
provided in the Agreement.

Section 8. Contracting Outreach. The PDAwill, when
soliciting businesses for goods or services agreements in connec-
tion with Market Infrastructure Projects, perform outreach to small,
economically disadvantaged businesses, including those owned
by women and minorities. PDA agreements with businesses for
goods and services and with other public entities and non-profits
in connection with Market Infrastructure Projects will encourage
these entities to employ a workforce reflective of the region’s di-
versity. All PDA agreements for goods and services in connection
with Market Infrastructure Projects will require the contracting
entities to comply with all then-applicable requirements for non-
discrimination in employment in federal, state, and City of Seattle
laws and regulations.

Section 9. Reporting. The Director of the PDA will
prepare and submit to the City Council and the Mayor annual
progress reports on the implementation of the Market Infrastruc-
ture Projects defined in Section 1. The City will have the right to
audit the Market’s levy expenditures at its discretion.

Section 10. Election - Ballot Title. The King Coun-
ty Director of Records and Elections, as ex officio supervisor of
elections, is hereby requested to conduct a special election, which
the City hereby calls pursuant to RCW 84.55.050, to be held in
conjunction with the state-wide general election on November 4,
2008, and to submit to the qualified electors of the City the propo-
sition set forth herein.

The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed not less
than eighty-four days prior to November 4, 2008, to certify the
proposition to the King County Director of Records and Elections
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in the following form or as modified by the City Attorney pursuant
to RCW 29A.26.071:

CITY OF SEATTLE

PROPOSITION NO. 1

The City of Seattle’s Proposition _ concerns increased property
taxes for six years for Pike Place Market.

If approved, this proposition would fund seismic, safety, energy-
saving, and other basic infrastructure improvements at the pub-
licly-owned Pike Place Market, last renovated in the 1970s, as pro-
vided in Ordinance 122737. It would authorize regular property
taxes higher than RCW 84.55 limits, allowing collection of up to
$12,500,000 in additional taxes in 2009 (up to $73,000,000 over
six years). Taxes collected in 2009 would be limited to $3.67 per
$1,000 of assessed value, including approximately $0.10 of ad-
ditional taxes.

Should this levy lid lift be approved?

Yes O
No O

Section 11. Ratification. Certification of such proposi-
tion by the City Clerk to the King County Director of Records and
Elections in accordance with law prior to the date of such election
on November 4, 2008, and any other act consistent with the au-
thority and after passage of this ordinance and prior to the effective
date of this ordinance, are hereby ratified and confirmed.

Section 12. Severability. In the event any one or more
of the provisions of this ordinance shall for any reason be held to
be invalid, such invalidity shall not affect any other provision of
this ordinance or the levy of the taxes authorized herein, but this
ordinance and the authority to levy those taxes shall be construed
and enforced as if such invalid provisions had not been contained
herein; and any provision which shall for any reason be held by
reason of its extent to be invalid shall be deemed to be in effect to
the extent permitted by law.

Section 13. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take
effect and be in force immediately upon its approval by the Mayor
or, if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days
after presentation, then on the eleventh (11th) day after its presen-
tation to the Mayor or, if vetoed by the Mayor, then immediately
after its passage over his veto.

Attachment 1 to the Ordinance, Agreement regarding Levy Pro-
ceeds by and between the City of Seattle and the Pike Place Market
Preservation and Development Authority

Exhibit A to Attachment 1 to the Ordinance, Projected Cash Flow

Exhibit B to Attachment 1 to the Ordinance, Description of Core
Market Infrastructure Projects

Exhibit C to Attachment 1 to the Ordinance, Description of Sup-
plemental Market Infrastructure Projects

Exhibit D to Attachment 1 to the Ordinance, Acceleration and De-
celeration Examples

Attachment 2 to the Ordinance, City Financing

The two attachments and four exhibits are available at www?2.seat-
tle.gov/ethics/votersguide.asp and at clerk.ci.seattle.wa.us/levyat-
tachments. To request copies please call or e-mail the Seattle Eth-
ics and Elections Commission at 684-8500 or ethicsandelections@
seattle.gov, or the City Clerk at 684-8344 or clerk@seattle.gov.
You may also obtain copies by visiting the Seattle Ethics and Elec-
tions Commission in Suite 4010 of the Seattle Municipal Tower
at 700 Fifth Avenue, or the City Clerk’s office on Floor 3 of City
Hall, located at 600 Fourth Avenue. Both offices are open from
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, except holidays. If
you would like to write to request copies, please write to the Se-
attle Ethics and Elections Commission at P.O. Box 94729, Seattle,
WA 98124-4729, or to the City Clerk at P.O. Box 94728, Seattle,
WA 98124-4728. There is no charge for copies.

(m Complete Text of City of Seattle
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ORDINANCE 122749

AN ORDINANCE relating to additional regular property taxes; providing
for the submission to the qualified electors of the City at a special elec-
tion on November 4, 2008, of a proposition authorizing the City to levy
regular property taxes for up to six (6) years in excess of the limitation on
levies in Chapter 84.55 RCW for the purposes of acquiring, developing,
or restoring, existing or new, parks, recreation facilities, cultural facilities,
green spaces, playfields, trails, community gardens, and shoreline areas;
providing for interim financing pending tax receipts; creating a citizens
levy oversight committee; creating a new fund; and ratifying and confirm-
ing certain prior acts.

WHEREAS, the Department of Parks and Recreation submitted, and the
Seattle City Council (Council) approved by Resolution 30868, the Seattle
Parks and Recreation 2006 Development Plan, which outlines acquisition
and development efforts to be pursued over the subsequent six years; and

WHEREAS, in 1995, the City of Seattle commenced its neighborhood
planning process as part of an overall strategy to manage the City’s
growth through the Comprehensive Plan in response to the State’s Growth
Management Act and has been implementing those plans since 2000, with
many park recommendations still not completed in 2008; and

WHEREAS, the Council embraced the Goals and Principles of Open
Space Seattle 2100 byproclamation in May 2006 and later endorsed Open
Space Seattle 2100 concepts to integrate green infrastructure and urban
sustainability efforts; and

WHEREAS, in 2007 the Seattle Parks Foundation updated the 1990 Bands
of Green report to guide collaborative efforts to improve Seattle’s green
connections, including recommendations pertaining to Seattle’s Depart-
ment of Transportation and Department of Parks and Recreation; and

WHEREAS, the Seattle Green Partnership was created in 2004 by Memo-
randum of Understanding between the City of Seattle and the Cascade
Land Conservancy to undertake a 20-year coordinated effort, including
city and private funding and a large amount of volunteer support, to re-
store and maintain healthy urban forests; and

WHEREAS, Resolution 29370 adopted policies to guide the development
of public access improvements to shoreline street ends, which has led to
a 2008 draft of a Shoreline Street End Master Plan with identified imple-
mentation projects; and
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WHEREAS, Resolution 30194 adopted a Five-Year Strategic Plan as
guidance for the expansion of Seattle’s community gardening program
and actions to implement the plan; and

WHEREAS, in Resolution 29681, the City Council endorsed the 1997
Joint Athletic Facilities Development Program identifying priority athlet-
ic field and gymnasium improvements on City and Seattle School District
property consistent with applicable adopted plans and the public process
conducted by the Department of Parks and Recreation’s Sportsfield Re-
view Committee; and

WHEREAS, the Council adopted Resolution 31019 in April 2008 estab-
lishing goals, creating a policy framework and identifying actions for the
purpose of strengthening Seattle’s food system sustainability and secu-
rity; and

WHEREAS, in Resolution 31055 the Council created the Parks and Green
Spaces Levy Citizens’ Advisory Committee to ensure citizen participation
in the development of a potential package of parks, open space, boule-
vards, trails, green infrastructure, and recreation projects and a proposed
set of options to fund the package; and

WHEREAS, the Parks and Green Spaces Levy Citizens’ Advisory Com-
mittee, after being duly appointed and after spending many hours in open
meetings, receiving public testimony and deliberating, has voted by a
strong majority to recommended that the Council place before the voters
of Seattle a $140 million six-year levy proposal; and

WHEREAS, the City will seek to leverage funds through collaboration
with County, State, and Federal sources and with private and non-profit
organizations, including the Seattle Parks Foundation, through the de-
velopment of partnerships for purposes of enhancing the projects funded

through the levy lid lift; and

WHEREAS, interim financing may be needed prior to the receipt of tax
receipts from the levy lid lift proposed in this ordinance; NOW, THERE-
FORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Definitions. As used in this ordinance, the following words
shall have the following meanings:

“Green spaces” includes but is not limited to open space, greenbelts,
greenspaces as defined in Resolution 28653 (also known as the Greens-
paces Policy Resolution), and other open areas.

“Neighborhood parks” includes but is not limited to existing parks,
new parks identified in neighborhood plans, new parks identified in the
Seattle’s Parks and Recreation 2006 Development Plan, boulevards, and
other properties purchased by the City for open-space and recreational
purposes.

“Playfields” includes but is not limited to existing or new athletic
fields, open play spaces, and similar areas, including spectator enhance-
ments such as seating. Playfields does not include facilities designed for
professional sports organizations.

Section 2. Levy of Additional Regular Property Taxes - Submittal.
The City hereby submits to the qualified electors of the City a proposition
as authorized by RCW 84.55.050 to exceed the levy limitation on regular
property taxes contained in RCW 84.55.010 for property taxes levied in
2008 through 2013 for collection in 2009 through 2014, respectively, rais-
ing up to One Hundred Forty-Five Million Five Hundred Thousand Dol-
lars ($145,500,000) in aggregate over a period of up to six (6) years. The
proposition shall be limited so that the City shall not levy more than Twen-
ty-Four Million Two Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($24,250,000) in
additional taxes each year. All the Levy Proceeds shall be used to acquire,
develop, or restore, existing or new, parks, recreation facilities, cultural
facilities, green spaces, playfields, trails, community gardens, and shore-
line areas.. The taxes authorized by this proposition will be in addition to
the maximum amount of regular property taxes the City would have been
limited to by RCW 84.55.010 in the absence of voter approval under this
ordinance, plus other authorized lid lifts. Pursuant to RCW 84.55.050(5),
the maximum regular property taxes that may be levied in 2014 for collec-
tion in 2015 and in later years shall be computed as if the limit on regular
property taxes had not been increased under this ordinance.

Section 3. Use of Funds. Proceeds and interest earnings from the
additional taxes levied pursuant to this ordinance shall be applied as fol-
lows:

A. Categories, subcategories and projects: There are four major cat-
egories for funding: 1) Acquisition; 2) Development; 3) Environment; and
4) Opportunity Fund. These categories are subdivided into subcategories,
and projects, as shown in Attachment A to this ordinance, which is incorpo-
rated herein by reference. Each year as part of the annual budget process,
the Superintendent of Parks and Recreation (the “Superintendent™) shall
submit a proposed spending plan allocating expected additional taxes and
interest earnings among the categories, subcategories, and projects for the
coming year. Over the term of the levy, total funding from levy funds for
each category and subcategory will be consistent with the amounts identi-
fied in Attachment A, unless the City Council by three-fourths (3/4) vote
determines otherwise, after considering any recommendations that may
have been made by the oversight committee established in Section 5.

1. The scope for each project will be defined in the City of Seattle’s
Capital Improvement Program. Council anticipates that the proposed
scopes of projects will be developed by the Department of Parks and Rec-
reation through a community process, building upon already developed
plans where they exist. Projects may be deleted only by a three-fourths
(3/4) vote of the City Council after considering any recommendations that
may have been made by the oversight committee established in Section 5.
If the City Council approves deletion of a project, the Council may also
approve substitution of a different project.

2. Subcategories in the Acquisition, Development and Environment
categories shall be allocated from the 2008 Parks Levy Fund created by
Section 4 up to the amounts shown as the respective subcategory alloca-
tions in Attachment A. The City may seek supplemental, matching or ad-
ditional funds from other sources to pay all or part of the cost of a project
and, if successful, may apply such funds to accomplishment thereof or
to complement or enlarge a project. If all of the projects in an Acqui-
sition, Development or Environment subcategory have been completed
or deleted and additional taxes collected under this ordinance (and any
interest earnings thereon) that were allocated to that subcategory remain
unexpended, then those proceeds and earnings shall be added to the Op-
portunity Fund category.

3. Funds allocated to the Opportunity Fund category shall be used only
as provided in this subsection 3. Projects identified by neighborhood and
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community groups may be funded as part of the Opportunity Fund catego-
ry by ordinance, after City Council consideration of any recommendations
that may have been made by the oversight committee established in Sec-
tion 5. Opportunity Fund resources can be used to pay for projects includ-
ing, but not limited to, the acquisition and/or development of off-leash
areas, community gardens, P-Patches, trails and neighborhood parks. In
making its recommendations regarding the funding of Opportunity Fund
projects, the oversight committee will consider the following criteria.

a. Has the project been subject to a public review process or is it
consistent with approved plans, such as a neighborhood plan or a water-
shed plan?

b. Does the project address a park or open space deficiency or
underserved community?

c. Is the project in an area experiencing growth, particularly an
urban village or urban center?

d.  Does the project address an immediate health or safety prob-
lem, or take advantage of an opportunity that will be lost unless action is
taken?

e.  Does the project contribute to solving major challenges facing
our community, such as climate change, the health of our waterways, or
growth management?

f.  Does the project have the potential to leverage other resources
through the actions of other public agencies, funding from public, private
or philanthropic partners, and/or in-kind contributions of time and energy
from citizen volunteers?

g. Does the project result in significantly higher operating costs for
the City?
h.  Does the project demonstrate new and creative meth ods to

meet the community’s needs for parks and green spaces? and/or

i.  Does the project demonstrate a high degree of neighborhood
involvement and support?

B. Funds and appropriations unexpended at the end of any budget year
shall automatically be carried over to the next budget year.

C. If the Council does not appropriate at least Twelve Million Dol-
lars ($12,000,000) in the annual budget for park and recreation capital
purposes from resources other than the levy proceeds, the Council may
not levy any revenues for collection in that budget year unless the City
Council by a three-fourths (3/4) vote determines that a natural disaster or
exigent economic circumstances prevents the Council from appropriating
the money from other resources.

Section 4. Deposit of Proceeds. The additional taxes authorized
under this ordinance shall be deposited into the 2008 Parks Levy Fund,
which is hereby created in the City Treasury. Money in that Fund may be
temporarily deposited or invested in such manner as may be lawful for the
investment of City money and interest and other earnings shall be depos-

ited in the Fund. The additional taxes and any interest or other earnings
from their deposit or investment shall be applied solely for the projects
authorized pursuant to this ordinance. The Finance Director is authorized
to create other funds, subfunds, or accounts as may be needed to imple-
ment the purposes of this ordinance.

Section 5. Oversight Committee. The 2008 Parks and Green Spaces
Levy Oversight Committee (“Oversight Committee™) is hereby estab-
lished to review the expenditure of the additional tax proceeds and resul-
tant interest earnings, to advise upon expenditures and allocations for the
following year, and to make recommendations on the implementation of
particular projects and on any reallocations. The Oversight Committee
shall have immediate and direct access to the financial and accounting
records of all levy funded projects for the life of the levy. The Oversight
Committee may solicit public comments on the expenditures and the fi-
nancial accounting of all levy projects. Unless changed by a majority
of the Committee, the Committee will meet at least bi-monthly with the
Superintendent or his/her designee, beginning in the calendar quarter fol-
lowing the successful passage of the levy lid lift.

The oversight committee shall consist of sixteen members, and shall
include representatives from the following categories: (a) six (6) commit-
tee members shall be Seattle residents representing diverse geographic
areas; (b) one (1) committee member shall be a member of the Board of
Parks Commissioners; and (c) the remaining nine (9) committee members
shall be selected from among the diverse constituencies served by and in-
terested in the projects to be funded by this measure. The mayor and city
council each shall appoint eight oversight committee members. Four of
the initial oversight committee appointees shall be chosen from among the
Park and Green Spaces Levy Citizens’ Advisory Committee; two of these
members shall be chosen by the mayor, and two by the city council. Upon
the resignation, retirement, death incapacity or removal of an oversight
committee member, the appointing authority shall appoint a replacement
to serve the balance of the term. All oversight committee members ap-
pointed or reappointed by the mayor, including replacements, are subject
to confirmation by the City Council. Oversight committee members shall
be appointed to three (3) year staggered terms subject to reappointment,
except that five (5) members of the body shall be initially appointed for
a single year term, five (5) members for a two (2) year term, and a the
remainder for a three (3) year term. Members shall be subject to removal
by their appointing authority. Members shall serve without pay, but may
be reimbursed their expenses, including payments for child care while
attending meetings. The Oversight Committee will adopt criteria, includ-
ing but not necessarily limited to those listed in Section 3, for making
its recommendations concerning the Opportunity Fund category and will
make recommendations to the Superintendent, Mayor, and City Council.
The Oversight Committee may adopt rules for its own procedures, includ-
ing quorum requirements and the frequency of meetings. The Oversight
Committee will make annual reports to the Mayor and City Council and
will prepare a mid-point report to the citizens of Seattle. The Depart-
ment of Parks and Recreation shall provide staff and logistical support
for the Oversight Committee. The Oversight Committee shall continue
in existence through December 31, 2014, and thereafter if so provided by
ordinance.

Section 6. Bond and Notes. To the extent permitted by applicable
law the City may issue bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness
payable wholly or in part from the proceeds of the additional taxes autho-
rized under this ordinance, and apply such tax proceeds to the payment
of principal of, interest on, and premium (if any) on such bonds, notes,
or other evidences of indebtedness and to the payment of costs associated
with them.

Section 7. Election - Ballot Title. The King County Director of
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Records and Elections, as ex officio supervisor of elections, is hereby re-
quested to conduct a special election, which the City hereby calls pursuant
to RCW 84.55.050, to be held in conjunction with the state-wide general
election on November 4, 2008, and to submit to the qualified electors of
the City the proposition set forth herein.

The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed not less than eighty-
four days prior to November 4, 2008, to certify the proposition to the King
County Director of Records and Elections in the following form or as
modified by the City Attorney pursuant to RCW 29A.26.071:

CITY OF SEATTLE
PROPOSITION NO. 2

The City of Seattle’s Proposition 2 concerns increased property taxes for
six years for parks purposes.

If approved, this proposition would fund acquiring, developing and restor-
ing parks, recreation facilities, cultural facilities, green spaces, playfields,
trails, community gardens, and shoreline areas as provided in Ordinance
122749. 1t would authorize regular property taxes higher than RCW
84.55 limits, allowing collection of up to $24,250,000 in additional taxes
in 2009 (up to $145,500,000 over six years). Taxes collected in 2009
would be limited to $3.67 per $1,000 of assessed value, including approxi-
mately $0.18 of additional taxes.

Should this levy lid lift be approved?
Levy, Yes [
Levy, No [J

Those in favor shall vote “Yes”; those opposed shall mark their ballots
“NoO™.

Section 8. Severability. In the event any one or more of the provi-
sions of this ordinance shall for any reason be held to be invalid, such in-
validity shall not affect any other provision of this ordinance or the levy of
the additional taxes authorized herein, but this ordinance and the authority
to levy those taxes shall be construed and enforced as if such invalid pro-
visions had not been contained herein; and any provision which shall for
any reason be held by reason of its extent to be invalid shall be deemed to
be in effect to the extent permitted by law.

Section 9. Ratification. The City Clerk’s certification to the King
County Director of Records and Elections of the proposition referred to in
section 7 and any other acts taken after the passage of this ordinance and
consistent with its authority, are hereby ratified and confirmed.

Section 10. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be
in force immediately upon its approval by the Mayor or, if not approved
and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after presentation, then on
the eleventh (11th) day after its presentation to the Mayor or, if vetoed by
the Mayor, then immediately after its passage over his veto.

Attachment A: Allocations for Subcategories and Projects

Attachment A

ATTACHMENT A
LEVY ALLOCATIONS FOR SUBCATEGORIES
AND PROJECTS

Levy Lid Lift Proceeds $145,500,000
Estimated Interest Earnings $ 498,000
TOTAL SOURCES OF FUNDS $145,998,000

TOTAL USES OF FUNDS

ACQUISITION

The Acquisition category includes acquisition of two types of properties
and is thus divided into two sub-categories: Neighborhood Park
Acquisition and Green Space Acquisition. Final allocations among
projects and budgetary appropriations for projects that do not show an
allocation below will be made by the City Council after considering any
recommendations that are made by the oversight committee established
in Section 5 of Ordinance 122749.

Neighborhood Park Acquisition:  This subcategory includes the
acquisition of properties in areas that have been identified in the Parks
and Recreation 2006 Development Plan and Gap Analysis as being
deficient relative to the City’s comprehensive plan goals. It is
anticipated that the acquisition funding provided by the levy will be
supplemented by funding from other sources. However, funding may
still prove to be insufficient to complete acquisitions in all of the
locations listed below.

Allocation

12™ Avenue Urban Center Village
Ballard Hub Urban Village

Belltown Urban Center Village

Bitter Lake Hub Urban Village

Capitol Hill Urban Center Village
Chinatown-International District Urban Center
Village

Commercial Core Urban Center Village
Denny Triangle Urban Center Village
First Hill Urban Center Village
Fremont Hub Urban Village

Greenwood-Phinney Ridge Residential Urban
Village

Lake City Urban Village

Morgan Junction Residential Urban Village
North Rainier Hub Urban Village

Ravenna Urban Center Village

University Urban Center Village

West Seattle Junction Hub Urban Village
Westwood-Highland Residential Urban Village

Wedgwood Neighborhood northeast of Dahl
Playfield
Beach Drive area northwest of Morgan Junction

Sub-Category Total $24,000,000

Green Space Acquisition: This subcategory includes acquisition of
properties to fill gaps in existing public ownership and preserve
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Maple Leaf Reservoir $5,000,000
continuity within the City's designated green spaces. Acquisitions will West Seattle Reservoir $3,000,000
target critical properties in the following locations and in other Myrtle Skatedot $250,000
designated green spaces:
Skatepark Development:
Allocation Develop new skateparks in accordance with
Arroyos Natural Area the Citywide Skatepark Plan recommendations
East Duwamish Greenbelt and priorities adopted by Resolution 30984.
Duwamish Head Greenbelt Judkins Skatespot $600,000
Northeast Queen Anne Greenbelt Roxhill Skatespot $600,000
Ravenna Woods
Thornton Creek Watershed Spray Parks
West Duwamish Greenbelt Convert three wading pools to spray parks
Sub-Category Total $6,000,000 Georgetown Wading Pool $400,000
Two additional wading pools $400,000
INFLATION ADJUSTMENT FOR ACQUISITION
CATEGORY $5,697,000 Off-Leash Areas $140,000
Provides development funds for an off-leash
TOTAL FOR ACQUISITION $35,697,000 area in each of the Magnolia and Queen Anne
neighborhoods at locations determined
through a Parks Department public
DEVELOPMENT involvement process.
The Development category includes five subcategories - development Northgate Urban Center Park $2,500,000
or restoration of 1) Neighborhood Parks and Playgrounds, 2) Cultural Development of first phase of new park north
Facilities, 3) Playfields, 4) Major Neighborhood Parks, and 5) Trails. of Northgate Mall.
Neighborhood Parks and Playgrounds: This subcategory includes Hing Hay Park $3,000,000
improvements to 23 neighborhood playgrounds to bring them up to Renovation of existing park and deve|opment
safety standards, development of parks on top of 4 water reservoir lids, of park on land acquired with 2000 parks and
development of 4 skateparks and 3 spray parks, 2 off-leash areas, and open space levy funds.
development of 11 specific neighborhood parks.
7" Elect Church Site $800,000
Allocation Development of park on land acquired with
Playground Renovations: 2000 parks and open space levy funds.
Improve and address safety issues at
playgrounds throughout the city. Crown Hill Elementary $1,200,000
Atlantic St. $350,000 Development of park on land that is expected
Bayview $250,000 to be acquired from the Seattle School District.
Beacon Hill $180,000
Bhy Kracke $150,000 Cedar Park $500,000
Brighton $450,000 Renovation of Cedar Park in northeast Seattle
Fairmount $170,000 on land acquired from the School District.
Gas Works $1,400,000
Golden Gardens $500,000 Chinook Beach Park $100,000
International District $500,000 Completion of Chinook Beach Park in the
John C. Little $300,000 Rainier Beach area - a south Lake Washington
Laurelhurst Playfield $400,000 site where juvenile Chinook salmon will rear.
Lawton $300,000
Maple Leaf $450,000 Marra-Desimone Park o $1,100,000
Matthews Beach $450,000 Development of park,y which |nc_ludes the
Montlake $550,000 Marra Farm, Seattle’s Iarge_st site for urban
Northacres $550,000 gardening, in accordance with long-range
Rainier Playfield $600,000 development plan.
: Renovation of kitchen and upgrade of other
Sandel Playground $350,000 aspects of this environmental learning center
Seward Park $450,000 facility.
Volunteer Park $800,000
Woodland $350,000 Othello Park $250,000
Safety and lighting improvement at Othello
Reservoir Park Development: Park.
Develop parks on new reservoir lids and/or
acquire land to extend the reservoir parks
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Delridge Playfield $3,200,000
Allocation Renovate this lit sand field to provide synthetic
Queen Anne Boulevard Improvements $250,000 turf.
Continue improvements to this Department of Genesee Playfield #1 $2,100,000
Parks and Recreation boulevard started with Renovate this lit sand field to provide synthetic
2000 parks and open space levy funds. turf.
Victor Steinbrueck Park $1,600,000 Sub-Category Total $10,500,000
Improvements to public safety including but
not limited to improving sight lines into the Major Neighborhood Parks:  This subcategory includes the
park, renovating seating, renovating the following allocations to further develop major park sites and/or
former children s play area, improving and destination park facilities in accord with master plans. The funds,
expanding lighting, and upgrading along with other leveraged funds, will accomplish the next phase of
landscaping subject to the following: development at these sites.
(1) The Council determines whether the
roject is needed after it has evaluated .
Eov& well the removal of the automated Allocation
public toilet, installation and operations Jefferson Parl_< Developmgnt
of surveillance cameras, and increased Further implementation of Jefferson Park $5,000,000
policing address public safety issues in Master Plan.
and around the Park. Construct a district skate park facility at $1,000,000
(2) If Council determines the project should Jefferson Park.
proceed, the Department of Parks and Washington Park Arboretum Improvements $2,500,000
Recreation will conduct a project design Further implementation of Arboretum Master
process with broad public outreach and Plan including projects such as the Pacific
submit a project design to the Council for Connections Garden, trails, and other
its review and approval prior to improvements.
appropriation of levy funds for Magnuson Park Improvements $500,000
construction. Improvements to shoreline access and
Sub-Category Total $33,090,000 development of a bicycle pathway to the 65"
Street entrance.
Citywide Parks Owned Cultural Facilities: This subcategory Chlldcr;ends PladeaIrden being developed f $950,000
includes the following allocations to provide critical safety and arden and play area being developed for
operational improvements at city owned facilities. severely handlcapped children. Tr_us fundl_ng
would create working garden portion of this
Allocation __facility.
Seattle Asian Art Museum $9,000,000 Discovery Park ) ) ) $1,000,000
Renovations to the Seattle Asian Art Museum Restore Capehart site to green space including
including seismic and HVAC upgrades to slab and roadway demolition and removal,
allow continued use of the facility as a home grading and seeding.
for the Museum at Volunteer Park. This Sub-Category Total $10,950,000
project will pay for approximately 40 percent
of the total anticipated costs of the Trails: This subcategory includes projects to develop and expand
renovations. Seattle’s urban trail system.
Langston Hughes Performing Arts Center $2,500,000
Seismic improvements to allow continued used Allocation
as a performing arts and cultural center. Burke Gilman Trail $3,750,000
Sub-Category Total $11,500,000 Complete Burke-Gilman Trail through
Ballard. This funding could cover 50% of the
Plgyfields: T_his subc_ategory in(_:ludes restoration and re_nova}tion of ?S;gi\rl‘gtcvgsﬁdezgemcéaf?g; ?Sggeoieggﬁér;mg
existing playflelds. Fields to be improved are part of a citywide SOUICES.
system serving all of Seattle West Duwamish Trail Development $2,000,000
Allocation Cre_:a@e a linear park, including bicycl_e anq
Lower Woodland Playfield #7 $2.800,000 trail |mpr0\{ements along the Duwar_msh River
Renovate this lit sand field to provide synthetic Lake to Bay Trail (formerly Potlatch Trail) $1,500,000
turf and more energy efficient lighting. Construct Thomas Street Overpass between Myrtle
Lower Woodland Playfield #2 $2,400,000 Edwards Park and Queen Anne as first phase of
Renovate this lit sand field to provide synthetic bicycle/pedestrian trail from Myrtle Edwards Park
turf. to Lake Union.
Sub-Category Total $7,250,000
INFLATION ADJUSTMENT FOR DEVELOPMENT
CATEGORY: $14,002,000
TOTAL FOR DEVELOPMENT: $87,292,000
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Attachment A (continued) OPPORTUNITY FUND

ENVIRONMENT

The Environment category includes three sub-categories: Forest and
Stream Restoration; Community Food Gardens and P-Patches; and
Shoreline Access. Final allocations among projects and budgetary
appropriations for projects that do not show an allocation below will
be made by the City Council after considering any recommendations TOTAL FOR OPPORTUNITY FUND: $15,000,000

that are made by the oversight committee established in Section 5 of
Ordinance . TOTAL USES OF FUNDS $145,998,000

The Opportunity Fund category provides funding to acquisition and
development projects identified by neighborhood and community
groups.

Allocation
Forest and Stream Restoration — Green Seattle $3,500,000
Partnership
Fund work of the Green Seattle Partnership,
which allows the City to leverage the work of
the Cascade Land Conservancy to re-establish
healthy urban forests on city-owned property.
Potential project locations include: West
Duwamish Greenbelt; Longfellow Creek;
Ravenna Park; Burke Gilman Trial; and
Cheasty Greenspace.

Forest and Stream Restoration — Kiwanis Ravine $600,000
Restore habitat in Kiwanis Ravine, which is
the location of a major heron rookery.

Community Gardens $2,000,000
Fund the acquisition and development of new
Community Gardens or P-Patches and the
development of Community Gardens or P-
Patches on existing City-owned properties (an
anticipated four or more sites). The project
will focus on the following neighborhoods, but
may include others as opportunities arise:
Ballard, Queen Anne, Rainier Valley, and
West Seattle.

Shoreline Access $500,000
Develop existing City-owned street-ends to provide
publicly accessible shoreline. Potential project
locations include: NE 135th Street; NE 130th
Street; 109/McGraw Street; 20th Avenue NW;
26/S. Fidalgo Street; 75th Avenue S.; 72nd Avenue
S.; SW Bronson Way; Spokane Street; and S.
Riverside Drive, but may include other sites as
well. Itis anticipated that the shoreline access
funding provided by the levy will be supplemented
by funding from other sources. However, funding
may still prove to be insufficient to complete the
number of projects listed here.

Sub-Category Total $6,600,000

INFLATION ADJUSTMENT FOR
ENVIRONMENT CATEGORY: $1,410,000

TOTAL FOR ENVIRONMENT CATEGORY $8,010,000
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@ City of Seattle @

Working on a Candidate or Ballot Issue Campaign

If you are interested in working on a City candidate or ballot issue campaign, please call us or
visit our web site www.seattle.gov/elections for campaign contact information.

Making Campaign Contributions

The following City and State regulations apply to campaign contributions for City candidate and
City ballot issue committees:

» Committees must report the receipt of both monetary and in-kind contributions.

» Candidate committees have a contribution limit of $700 per contributor per election
cycle. Ballot issue committees do not have contribution limits except during the final
21 days before the election, when they may not accept contributions of greater than
$5,000 from any one contributor.

* Individuals who contribute more than $100 to a committee are required to disclose the
name, city and state of their employer, and their occupation.

« Committees may not accept cash contributions of more than $60. Contributions of
more than $60 in the aggregate must be made by check, money order, or credit card.

Contact Information

Polly Grow, Compliance Auditor

Seattle Ethics and Elections Commission
(206) 615-1248

polly.grow@seattle.gov
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@) City of Seattle @)

Seattle’s Form of Government

Seattle is a Charter City with a Mayor-Council form of government. The Mayor is directly elected by the voters,
as are the nine City Councilmembers, all of whom are elected at-large. The other elected position is the City At-
torney, who is also elected at-large. The regular term of all offices is four years.

Candidates for these offices must be U.S. Citizens, registered voters in the City of Seattle at the time they file their
declaration of candidacy, and able to read and write the English language.

All City office elections are non-partisan, which means the top two vote-getters in the primary election are placed
on the general election ballot. This is true regardless of whether or not one candidate receives a majority of the
primary vote. If fewer than three candidates file declarations of candidacy for any of these offices, that office does
not appear on the primary election ballot, but does appear on the general election ballot. In non-partisan elec-
tions, parties do not nominate candidates to appear on the ballot and the ballots do not identify the candidates by
party. Parties can and do endorse and support certain candidates, but play no other role in nominating candidates
or determining who is placed on the primary or general election ballot.

The following table lists each office and the year in which that office is next scheduled to appear on the ballot.

Mayor 2009
City Attorney 2009
Council Position 1 2011
Council Position 2 2009
Council Position 3 2011
Council Position 4 2009
Council Position 5 2011
Council Position 6 2009
Council Position 7 2011
Council Position 8 2009
Council Position 9 2011

For additional information about City government go to www.seattle.gov
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