



















http://www.legistar.com/






























http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/


















http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/












http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/















http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/




















































































http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/



http://www.legistar.com/





























































The 4-Year and 10-Year Long Range Plans

In accordance with the CETA, City Light will prepare two new

plans. By Jan. 1, 2022, City Light will complete its first four-year
Clean Energy Compliance Plan, required by CETA, to explain the
steps City Light is taking between 2022 and 2026 to comply with
CETA. Additionally, as part of the 2022 IRP, City Light will prepare

a 10-year Clean Energy Action Plan. The Clean Energy Action Plan
will benefit from new research as part of CETA to be better able to
stress equitable access to clean energy and the benefits provided

by same. It will examine supply and demand, and articulate choices
City Light must make to ensure environmentally responsible, reliable,
and affordable energy paths. These plans will have the benefit

of a thorough and open approach to new ideas, technological
innovations, regional cooperation, and the best minds of the region.
They will expand on the foundations of the 2020 Progress Report and
test plans.

City Light’s Progress Report identifies a potential resource adequacy
need that could be filled with the addition of more renewable
energy and energy efficiency and fewer BPA resources. Therefore,
the 2022 IRP will study this potential need and determine what
solutions can address it, if needed. The chart below shows that by
2026, approximately 100 aMW of additional renewable energy would
fill a resource adequacy void. Aligning new research in 2021, about

G seattte City Light

the impacts of COVID, electrification potential, and Regional RA
studies will help us determine whether these long-term resources
are required for RA. City Light will also include demand response
and battery storage options to see how these options can increase
reliability and potentially lower costs.

New Renewables 2026 <I>

New Renewables 2040 I
Energy Efficiency 2026 <I>

Energy Efficiency 2040 <I>
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BPA 2040 <I>

0 100 200 300 400 500
Energy (aMW)

Resource Options

2020 INTEGRATED RESOURCE PLAN PROGRESS REPORT | PAGE 21 118



City Light’s other action plans to support the advancement
of safe, reliable, affordable, and environmentally responsible
energy services include:

Existing Resources and Enhancing Market Practices

> Ensure a well-functioning wholesale market that can enforce
the provisions and rules of CETA with continued engagement
in the Carbon Markets Workgroup in 2021. (two-year action).

> Sponsor and complete a proposed design for a Resource
Adequacy Program with Northwest Power Pool members,
increasing electric system reliability and affordability
by pooling supply and demand to assist during stressed
conditions.

> Relicense the Skagit River Hydroelectric Project by April 2025
and the South Fork Tolt Hydroelectric Project by 2027.

> Advocate for the US delegation to negotiate a new Columbia
River Treaty seeking a fair distribution of benefits from treaty
storage and operations.

> Collaborate in 2021 with the public power community and
BPA on a post-2028 BPA contract, with a proposed
final contract in late 2025 for a new contract starting Oct. 1,
2028.

Equitable Distribution of Energy and Non-Energy Benefits

> Prepare and review the City of Seattle’s Racial Equity Toolkit
with internal and external stakeholders. Use the toolkit to
inform measures of social equity in the IRP process.

> Build a new team to identify impacted populations and
develop metrics to track the distribution of the benefits of
CETA.

> Launch a new public engagement campaign prioritizing
impacted communities.

Resource Acquisition
> Implement a demand response program pilot, and update
City Light’s large commercial solar tariff by 2022.
> Early in 2021, conduct a Request for Proposals process
for renewable energy to support a large customer renewable

G seattte City Light

>

>

energy program that would deliver new renewable energy to
those customers in 2024.

Develop a tariff and rate for the new large customer
renewable energy program.

Investigate future BPA product options.

Modeling and Analysis

>

>

Update and refine modeling of clean energy policies in City
Light’s electric power price forecast.

Include transportation and building electrification scenarios
being developed by a separate City-wide electrification study
process.

Coordinate consistent inputs for evaluation of demand side
resource potential at the distribution system level.

Endeavor to include climate change sensitivity in the 2022
IRP with a plan to fully examine climate change in the

2024 IRP.

10-Year Clean Energy Action Plan/CETA compliance/ I-937
Compliance

>

>
>
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Complete, before Jan. 1, 2022, a conservation and demand
response potential assessment that provides targets for I-937
and the CETA compliance.

Identify resource adequacy metrics and targets.

Identify the use of social cost of greenhouse gas in the
analysis.

Develop metrics to understand impacts on vulnerable
communities.

Include how City Light will ensure coal is not included in our
portfolio.

Include how City Light plans to meet 2030 to 2045
greenhouse gas neutrality.

Identify any transmission limitations preventing an affordable
CETA compliance.
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Partnering in Public Engagement When you talk with people about our energy future, these
are the kinds of questions that will help us start the greater

conversation:

City Light will be tasked with building its 10-year plan toward a
greenhouse gas-free future, which will include valuable public input,
Stakeholder Advisory Committee discussions, use of technology to >
make public engagement more convenient, and simpler information >
on how we can all access cleaner energy options and prepare for the
future in (hopefully) a pandemic-free environment.

Are you considering changes in the fuels you use? Why?

Where do you go for information about your energy use

today?

> What information will help you understand more about your

own energy use?

Are you taking steps to be resilient to power outages?

How do you feel you are being impacted by climate change?

Have you been impacted by service interruptions in the past

year? How did they disrupt your life?

> What suggestions do you have for City Light to help low-
income and vulnerable customers?

> Do you want to be part of planning for our future energy

Plans call for the public to help contribute to a cleaner environment,
not just in helping City Light make resource choices but making
energy benefits more equitable for all.

Y vy

In working with the Mayor and City Council, City Light wants to
invite innovative new partnerships to help inspire our customers to
become more active in creating a clean energy future. We want to
support them in our mutual goals for a more sustainable and socially supply? )
equitable future. By arming the public with basic information about > What can we do to get you to be involved?
City Light’s existing supply and the types of resource choices ahead,
everyone can be a conduit to a shared understanding and an active
player toward a better quality of life.

Our energy future will directly influence everyone’s lives. Help us get
ready.

Ask them to join the efforts by emailing us at SCLIRP@seattle.gov
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE*

Department: Dept. Contact/Phone: CBO Contact/Phone:

Seattle City Light Aliza Seelig/ 684-8458 Greg Shiring /386-4085

Joy Liechty/ 615-1102

* Note that the Summary and Fiscal Note describes the version of the bill or resolution as introduced; final legislation including
amendments may not be fully described.

| 1. BILL SUMMARY

Legislation Title: A RESOLUTION relating to the City Light Department; acknowledging
and approving the 2020 Integrated Resource Plan Progress Report as conforming with the
public policy objectives of The City of Seattle and the requirements of the State of
Washington; and approving the Progress Report for the biennium September 2018 through
August 2020.

Summary and background of the Legislation: City Light’s 2020 Integrated Resource Plan
(IRP) Progress Report continues to emphasize “conservation first” as its foundation. The
Progress Report states that investments in conservation remain the first and best resource
choice as the most environmentally responsible way to meet growing energy demands,
resource adequacy and 100 percent carbon free regulations. It also provides a low-cost way
to meet the Washington Energy Independence Act. For the 2022 Integrated Resource Plan
Update, City Light will develop a 10-year Clean Energy Action Plan that outlines the steps
the utility will take to maintain greenhouse gas neutrality, maintain equitable access to clean
and affordable energy, and make progress towards being greenhouse gas free by 2045 to
conform with the 2019 Washington Clean Energy Transformation Act. The 2020 IRP
Progress Report was informed by the participation of internal and external stakeholders. The
proposed Resolution approves the 2020 Integrated Resource Plan Progress Report for the
biennium September 2018 through August 2020.

The 2020 IRP Progress Report was developed under the Code of Washington (RCW),
Chapter 19.280 which mandates Integrated Resource Planning every two years. City Light
has requested and received permission from the Washington State Department of Commerce
to delay its completion of an updated IRP and instead complete an IRP Progress Report (the
IRP would have been due on September 1, 2020). In addition to this one-time deviation from
normal practice, the Department of Commerce also granted permission to extend the
transmittal to City Council until December 31, 2020. City Light’s decision to request this
change was due both to the need to effectively incorporate and communicate provisions of
the recently passed Clean Energy Transformation Act, and to the impacts of the COVID-19
pandemic.

Utilities within the state of Washington must develop comprehensive resource plans that
meet their customers’ electricity needs in the short and long term. Seattle City Light is
required to file an Integrated Resource Plan, which is either a Progress Report, due every two
years, or an updated Integrated Resource Plan due every four years. Progress Reports reflect

Template last revised: December 2, 2019.
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changing conditions and developments, whereas Integrated Resource Plans are
comprehensive resource plans that explain the mix of generation and demand-side resources
that the utility plans to use to meet their customers' electricity needs over the period covered
in the plan.

In accordance with RCW 19.280, the 2020 IRP Progress Report requires the approval by the
consumer-owned utilities’ governing board after public notice and hearing and subsequent
filing with the State of Washington Department of Commerce by March 31, 2021. A
resolution to adopt the 2018 Integrated Resource Plan Progress Report was passed by the
Seattle City Council in September 2018.

‘ 2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM |

Does this legislation create, fund, or amend a CIP Project? ___Yes_X No

| 3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS ‘

Does this legislation amend the Adopted Budget? ___Yes_X No

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle that are not
reflected in the above, including direct or indirect, short-term or long-term costs?
No.

Is there financial cost or other impacts of not implementing the legislation?
The adoption of this resolution ensures that City Light meets the requirements of RCW
19.280.

[ 4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS |

a. Does this legislation affect any departments besides the originating department?
No.

b. Isa public hearing required for this legislation?
Yes. RCW 19.280.050 requires the utility’s governing body to approve the Progress Report
after it has provided public notice and hearing.

c. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times
required for this legislation?
No.

d. Does this legislation affect a piece of property?
No.

Template last revised: December 2, 2019.

123



Aliza Seelig
SCL 2020 IRP Progress Report SUM

D2

e.

Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social
Justice Initiative. Does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged

communities? What is the Language Access plan for any communications to the public?
This resolution describes a path for how City Light plans to meet its future power generation
needs over the next 20 years and explains recent changes in conditions. When deciding how

to implement plans City Light will continue to organize its plans and offer services to
vulnerable or historically disadvantaged communities consistent with City policy.

Climate Change Implications

1.

Emissions: Is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions in a
material way?

This resolution does not materially change Seattle’s carbon emissions. City Light is
explaining its plans to continue to serve customers with greenhouse gas neutral power,
and how it will be developing a new plan to describe progress towards providing
greenhouse gas free power by 2045.

Resiliency: Will the action(s) proposed by this legislation increase or decrease
Seattle’s resiliency (or ability to adapt) to climate change in a material way? If so,
explain. If it is likely to decrease resiliency in a material way, describe what will or
could be done to mitigate the effects.

This resolution does not materially change Seattle’s ability to adapt to climate change.

If this legislation includes a new initiative or a major programmatic expansion: What
are the specific long-term and measurable goal(s) of the program? How will this
legislation help achieve the program’s desired goal(s)?

This is not a new initiative or major programmatic expansion; this effort is consistent with
Seattle City Light’s commitment to serve our customers With safe, reliable, affordable, and
environmentally responsible electric service.

List attachments/exhibits below:

Template last revised: December 2, 2019.

124



Legislation Text
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File #: Res 31993, Version: 1

CITY OF SEATTLE

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION endorsing the creation by the State of Washington of the Rainier Valley Creative District.
WHEREAS, the State of Washington has created a Creative Districts program to help Washington communities

thrive, and to support communities turning cultural activities into economic growth; and

WHEREAS, stakeholders from the various cultural communities of Southeast Seattle have been meeting and
organizing for five months in order to submit an application to the Creative Districts program; and

WHEREAS, the mission of the Creative District would be to build out an active arts and culture coalition that
advocates for Rainier Valley’s artistic and cultural community by fostering collaboration, boosting
collective visibility, and addressing economic inequity; and

WHEREAS, the short-term goals of the Rainier Valley Creative District are to build deeper arts connections,
revive and draw more events into the district, and establish a thriving creative hub; and

WHEREAS, the long-term goals of the Rainier Valley Creative District are to foster economic stabilization for
the district, preserve the area’s legacy, and inform future policy and development in the region; and

WHEREAS, the Rainer Valley and its many neighborhoods represent some of the greatest racial and economic
diversity in Seattle, and face some of the greatest development pressures and displacement risks in
Seattle; and

WHEREAS, the Rainier Valley is home to a City of Seattle Arts District in the Columbia City and Hillman City
neighborhoods, as well as many cultural institutions, including Adefua Cultural Education Workshop,
the Columbia City Theater, Atk Lodge Cinema, the Columbia City Gallery, the Rainier Arts Center,

Hillman City Collaboratory, Black & Tan Hall, Seattle World Percussion Society, the Northwest Tap

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Page 1 of 2 Printed on 2/18/2021
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Connection, South Seattle Emerald, SEED Arts, Rainier Beach Action Coalition, Urban Impact,
Communities Rise, Queen Care, InterAfriKan Connections, and many others; and

WHEREAS, Adefua Cultural Education Workshop, which has provided Cultural Arts programming in South
Seattle for 36 years, is overseeing the application process and will be the administrator of the program;
and

WHEREAS, The City of Seattle fully supports all neighborhoods who wish to self-identify and self-actualize
their cultural and creative identities; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE THAT:
Section 1. The City Council supports the organizing efforts of the various cultural partners who have

come together to unite around an application to the State of Washington's Creative Districts program, and

endorses and welcomes such designation, should the State choose to act on the application.

Adopted by the City Council the day of , 2021, and signed by
me in open session in authentication of its adoption this day of ,2021.
President of the City Council
Filed by me this day of ,2021.

Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

(Seal)
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE*
Department: Dept. Contact/Phone: CBO Contact/Phone:
| LEG | Venkataraman/4-5382 |

* Note that the Summary and Fiscal Note describes the version of the bill or resolution as introduced; final legislation including
amendments may not be fully described.

| 1. BILL SUMMARY |

Legislation Title: A RESOLUTION endorsing the creation by the State of Washington of
the Rainier Valley Creative District.

Summary and background of the Legislation: Stakeholders from the various cultural
communities in Rainier Valley have been meeting and organizing in order to submit an
application to the Washington State Creative Districts program. This resolution supports that
effort and endorses the creation of a Rainier Valley Creative District by Washington State.

| 2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM |

Does this legislation create, fund, or amend a CIP Project? _ Yes X _No

| 3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS |

Does this legislation amend the Adopted Budget?  Yes X _ No

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to the City of Seattle that are not
reflected in the above, including direct or indirect, short-term or long-term costs?

If so, describe the nature of the impacts. This could include increased operating and maintenance costs, for example.

No

Is there financial cost or other impacts of not implementing the legislation?

Estimate the costs to the City of not implementing the legislation, including estimated costs to maintain or expand an existing facility or the
cost avoidance due to replacement of an existing facility, potential conflicts with regulatory requirements, or other potential costs or
consequences.

No
\ 4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS

a. Does this legislation affect any departments besides the originating department?
If so, please list the affected department(s) and the nature of the impact (financial, operational, etc.).

No
b. Isa public hearing required for this legislation?

If yes, what public hearing(s) have been held to date, and/or what public hearing(s) are planned/required in the future?

No
c. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times

required for this legislation?

For example, legislation related to sale of surplus property, condemnation, or certain capital projects with private partners may require
publication of notice. If you aren’t sure, please check with your lawyer. If publication of notice is required, describe any steps taken to
comply with that requirement.

No

Template last revised: December 1, 2020
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d.

Does this legislation affect a piece of property?

If yes, and if a map or other visual representation of the property is not already included as an exhibit or attachment to the legislation itself,
then you must include a map and/or other visual representation of the property and its location as an attachment to the fiscal note. Place a
note on the map attached to the fiscal note that indicates the map is intended for illustrative or informational purposes only and is not
intended to modify anything in the legislation.

No

Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social
Justice Initiative. Does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged
communities? What is the Language Access plan for any communications to the
public?

If yes, please explain how this legislation may impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged communities. Using the racial equity toolkit
is one way to help determine the legislation’s impact on certain communities. If any aspect of the legislation involves communication or
outreach to the public, please describe the plan for communicating with non-English speakers.

Many members of BIPOC communities live in South Seattle and the Rainier Valley, which
are areas at high risk of displacement and gentrification. Creation of a creative district could
help these communities thrive and stay in the Seattle.

Climate Change Implications

1. Emissions: Is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions in a

material way?

Please provide a qualitative response, considering net impacts. Are there potential carbon emissions impacts of not implementing the
proposed legislation. Discuss any potential intersections of carbon emissions impacts and race and social justice impacts, if not
previously described in Section 4e.

No

2. Resiliency: Will the action(s) proposed by this legislation increase or decrease
Seattle’s resiliency (or ability to adapt) to climate change in a material way? If so,
explain. If it is likely to decrease resiliency in a material way, describe what will or

could be done to mitigate the effects.
Describe the potential climate resiliency impacts of implementing or not implementing the proposed legislation. Discuss any potential
intersections of climate resiliency and race and social justice impacts, if not previously described in Section 4e.

No
If this legislation includes a new initiative or a major programmatic expansion: What
are the specific long-term and measurable goal(s) of the program? How will this

legislation help achieve the program’s desired goal(s).
This answer should highlight measurable outputs and outcomes.

NA
List attachments/exhibits below:
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