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SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SEATTLE, COUNTY OF KING, STATE OF WASHINGTON.  

CONTAINING 702 SQ. FT., MORE OR LESS 
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

Seattle Public Utilities Bryan Solemsaas Akshay Iyengar  

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

Legislation Title: AN ORDINANCE relating to Seattle Public Utilities; authorizing the 

acquisition of certain real property rights by negotiation or eminent domain (condemnation) of 

ten separate permanent easements located on parcels identified as King County Parcel Number 

2487201221 located at 4500 & 4502 SW Wildwood Place, King County Parcel Number 

2487201215 located at 4518 SW Wildwood Place, King County Parcel Number 2485500000 

located at 9165 45th Avenue SW, King County Parcel Number 2487201365, King County Parcel 

Number 2488200480 located at 9144 45th Avenue SW, King County Parcel Number 3524039040 

located at 9131 California Avenue SW, King County Parcel Number 2488200505, King County 

Parcel Number 2488200500, King County Parcel Number 2488200495, King County Parcel 

Number 2488200490; and authorizing the acquisition of temporary construction easements by 

negotiation or eminent domain (condemnation) located on eighteen separate parcels of land 

identified as King County Parcel Number 2487201221 located at 4502 SW Wildwood Place, 

King County Parcel Number 2346700000 located at 9212 45th Avenue SW, King County Parcel 

Number 2485500000 located at 9165 45th Avenue SW, King County Parcel Number 2487200035 

located at 4402 SW Brace Point Drive, King County Parcel Number 2487200050 located at 4330 

SW Brace Point Drive, King County Parcel Number 2487201210 located at 4604 SW Wildwood 

Place, King County Parcel Number 2487201215 located at 4518 SW Wildwood Place, King 

County Parcel Number 2487201365, King County Parcel Number 2488200480 located at 9144 

45th Avenue SW, King County Parcel Number 3524039040 located at 9131 California Avenue 

SW, King County Parcel Number 2488200530, King County Parcel Number 2488200525, King 

County Parcel Number 2488200520, King County Parcel Number 2488200515 located at 4401 

SW Director Street; King County Parcel Number 2488200505; King County Parcel Number 

2488200500; King County Parcel Number 2488200495; and King County Parcel Number 

2488200490; authorizing the General Manager and Chief Executive Officer of Seattle Public 

Utilities or designee to execute all documents and take other necessary actions to complete the 

Properties’ permanent easement acquisitions and temporary construction easement acquisitions; 

authorizing payment of all costs associated with the acquisitions; and ratifying and confirming 

certain prior acts. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: SPU owns and maintains a 24-inch diameter, 

220-foot-long, vitrified clay culvert conveying Fauntleroy Creek under 45th Ave SW in the 

Fauntleroy neighborhood. The culvert completely bars fish passage and is failing. SPU’s 45th 

Ave SW Culvert Replacement Project would replace the culvert with a 14-foot-wide, 237-foot-

long, three-sided, open-bottom culvert. The new culvert would meet State requirements for 

passage of fish and stream flows. Additionally, the project would restore wetland, riparian, and 

streambed habitat in areas up to 180 feet upstream and up to 80 feet downstream of the 

replacement culvert. The project also includes a public amenities area at street level and would 

include a stair system for worker access to the new culvert. This ordinance would authorize 
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Seattle Public Utilities to acquire, by negotiation or eminent domain, 10 permanent easements 

and 18 temporary easements required to construct the project.  

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

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

  

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 

The project budget includes approximately $1.2M for property acquisitions from SPU ratepayer 

funds. Actual payments will be subject to a fair market value determination. 

 

3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts.   

No 

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.   
SPU has budget authority to acquire easements from 18 parcels at fair market value from the 

Drainage and Wastewater Fund.  Negotiations regarding the purchase price for the various 

easements are ongoing.  

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

If SPU is unable to negotiate the required property rights with property owners, the 45th Ave SW 

Culvert Replacement Project will not be able to move forward and replace the failing culvert 

infrastructure. 

Please describe how this legislation may affect any City departments other than the 

originating department. 

N/A 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Is a public hearing required for this legislation?  

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

required for this legislation? 

Yes. Under RCW 8.25.290, the City is required to publish notice of this action in both the 

Daily Journal of Commerce and the Seattle Times newspaper.  

 

c. Does this legislation affect a piece of property?  

Yes, this legislation would authorize the City of Seattle to acquire easements on 18 parcels.   

See Exhibit A of this summary and fiscal note for a description of impacts to each property, 

Exhibit B for maps of parcels with permanent and temporary easement areas and Exhibit C 

for parcels with only temporary easement areas.  

 

d. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

 

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response, please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

Fauntleroy Creek is a salmon-bearing stream, and the 45th Ave SW culvert is a 

barrier for fish to access upstream spawning habitat. Replacing culverts that impede 

fish passage supports Tribal treaty rights. SPU is committed to restoring fish passage 

and supporting those treaty rights and regional salmon recovery and will replace the 

existing culvert with a structure that can support fish passage. SPU has met with and 

will continue to coordinate with local tribal representatives during the design phase of 

the Project. 

 

The Project will also include improved maintenance access stairs, improving safety of 

SPU employees responsible for monitoring and maintaining the site.  

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

See Exhibit D for the Fauntleroy Creek Culvert Project Racial Equity Toolkit. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

The team will develop outreach materials to help serve individuals with limited 

English proficiency.  Essential communications materials, project milestone updates, 

notices of community meetings, and other relevant documents will be translated into 

commonly spoken languages in the area. 

 

The project team will use local interpretation services whenever possible to bridge 

language barriers. 

 

e. Climate Change Implications  
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i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

Acquisition of these property rights is not likely to increase carbon emissions in a 

material way. Aside from normal construction traffic related to the construction of the 

culvert replacement on the easement areas, emissions are not anticipated to increase.  

 

ii. 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. 

Acquisition of these property rights will increase Seattle’s resiliency to climate 

change by removing an undersized and failing culvert asset, and replacing it with a 

large, fish passable structure that’s sized for future climate-adjusted predicted flows. 

 

f. 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)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

N/A 

 

g. Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

No 

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: 

Summary Exhibit A – Easement Impacts 

Summary Exhibit B – Parcels with Permanent and Temporary Easements 

Summary Exhibit C – Parcels with Temporary Easements 

Summary Exhibit D – SPU Racial Equity Toolkit Stakeholder Analysis 
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Easement Impacts  

SPU 45th Ave SW Culvert Replacement Project 

Address  Parcel 

Number 

Owner Easement 

Type 

Impact 

4500 & 4502 SW 

Wildwood Pl 

2487201221 Wildwood Glenn - Senior Housing 

Authority 

Temporary Grading activities and utility modifications to install the culvert and maintenance access stairs. Disturbed areas 

will be restored with plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install maintenance access stairs for the new culvert 

9165 45th Ave SW 2485500000 Fauntlee Woods HOA Temporary Grading activities and utility modifications to install the culvert and maintenance access stairs. Disturbed areas 

will be restored with plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install portion of culvert structure, which will be buried below grade. 

9212 & 9214 45th Ave 

SW 

2346700000 Endolyne Apartments LLC  Temporary Grading activities to install the culvert and maintenance access stairs. There will also be impacts to the 

apartment building parking entrance from SW Barton St. The disturbed areas, including the parking lot 

driveway, any impacted stalls, and landscape areas, will be restored to their existing conditions (or better). 

4400 & 4402 SW Brace 

Point Dr 

2487200035 Aaron Janus Temporary Grading activities to install the stream channel and habitat enhancements. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

4330 SW Brace Point Dr 2487200050 Alan & Adrienne Craig Temporary Grading activities to install the stream channel and habitat enhancements. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

4604 SW Wildwood Pl 2487201210 Danielle D. Laing & Kristopher R. 

Pattison 

Temporary Grading activities to install the stream channel and habitat enhancements. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

4518 SW Wildwood Pl 2487201215 Carolin Messier Temporary Grading activities to install the culvert and maintenance access stairs. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install a portion of the culvert structure and associated maintenance access stairs. 

N/A 2487201365 Duncan & Judith Sharp Temporary Grading activities to install the culvert and maintenance access stairs. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install a portion of the culvert structure and associated maintenance access stairs. 

9144 45TH Ave SW 2488200480 Alpine Chalet Apts  Temporary Parking lot for apartment building will be impacted and unavailable during construction in order to install the 

culvert. The parking lot will be completely restored at the end of construction. 

Permanent Install portion of culvert structure, which will be buried below grade. 

9131 California Ave SW 3524039040 Fauntleroy Cr Svc Association Temporary Grading activities to install the stream channel and habitat enhancements, as well as using a portion of an 

existing parking lot for contractor job-shack, parking, and other uses.  Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install soldier pile walls for parking access; soldier piles will be left in place either to support the slope, or cut 

down below grade. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200530 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Use of portion of an existing parking lot for contractor job-shack, parking, and other uses. This parcel is 

currently leased to the West Seattle Nursery, so SPU is coordinating with them along with Seattle Public 

Schools. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200525  Seattle Public Schools Temporary Use of portion of an existing parking lot for contractor job-shack, parking, and other uses. This parcel is 

currently leased to the West Seattle Nursery, so SPU is coordinating with them along with Seattle Public 

Schools. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200520 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Use of portion of an existing parking lot for contractor job-shack, parking, and other uses. This parcel is 

currently leased to the West Seattle Nursery, so SPU is coordinating with them along with Seattle Public 

Schools. 
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4401 SW Director St 2488200515 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Modification of existing sliding gate for West Seattle Nursery access to Seattle Public Schools parcels during 

construction. This parcel is currently leased to the West Seattle Nursery, so SPU is coordinating with them along 

with Seattle Public Schools. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200505 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Grading activities to install a soldier pile wall and temporary parking. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install soldier pile walls for parking access; soldier piles will be left in place either to support the slope, or cut 

down below grade. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200500 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Grading activities to install a soldier pile wall and temporary parking. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install soldier pile walls for parking access; soldier piles will be left in place either to support the slope, or cut 

down below grade. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200495 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Grading activities to install a soldier pile wall and temporary parking. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install soldier pile walls for parking access; soldier piles will be left in place either to support the slope, or cut 

down below grade. 

4401 SW Director St 2488200490 Seattle Public Schools Temporary Grading activities to install a soldier pile wall and temporary parking. Disturbed areas will be restored with 

plantings and other landscaping once construction activities are complete. 

Permanent Install soldier pile walls for parking access; soldier piles will be left in place either to support the slope, or cut 

down below grade. 
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SPU 45th Ave SW Culvert Replacement Project Ordinance 

Figures of Parcels with Permanent and Temporary Easement Areas 

 

9165 45th Ave SW: 

 

 

9144 45th Ave SW: 
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4518 SW Wildwood Pl: 

 

 

4500 & 4502 SW Wildwood Pl: 
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King County Parcel ID: 2487201365 
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9131 California Ave SW: 

 

 

King County Parcels 2488200490, 2488200495, 2488200500, 2488200505, 2488200515, 

2488200520, 2488200525, 2488200530 (owned by Seattle Public Schools): 
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SPU 45th Ave SW Culvert Replacement Project Ordinance 

Figures of Parcels with Temporary Easement Areas 

 

9212 & 9214 45th Ave SW – Parcel #2346700000: 

 

4400 & 4402 SW Brace Point Dr – Parcel #2487200035: 
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4330 SW Brace Point Dr – Parcel #2487200050: 

 

4604 SW Wildwood Pl – Parcel #2487201210: 
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SPU Racial Equity Toolkit
Stakeholder Analysis 

SPU Policy, Plan, Program, or Project Title:  Fauntleroy Creek Culverts Replacement 
2023 Update for 45th Ave SW Culvert Replacement Project 

Team Leader: Cody Nelson       
2023 Team Leader: Jonathan Brown 
Today’s Date:  November 19, 2018, Options Analysis Phase 
Updated: 2023 in Design Phase 

Additional Core Team Member Names:  
Betsy Lyons Dylan King 
Masako Lo Deb Heiden
Katherine Lynch Kaniteli Puloka 
Steve Hamai
David Graves (Parks) 

2023 Update Team Members: Steve Hamai, Anne Fried, Magin Maier, Yunkyung Choi 

In what neighborhood is this policy, plan, program, or project effecting or taking place? Check all that 
apply. 

 City Wide Greater Duwamish   Southeast  
 Ballard Lake Union   Southwest  
 Central Magnolia/Queen Anne  Outside City Limits: 
 Delridge North       __________________________ 
 Downtown Northeast  
 East  Northwest  

A. General Public

Inform  Collaborate Shared Decision-Making 

General Public is global categorization of all persons who reside or work in Seattle, are users of SPU 
assets, and typically obtain information through the media or SPU communications (e.g. At Your Service, 
SPU website, Twitter, etc.) Please note additional comments on this stakeholder group here: 

For the purposes of this project, the general public will include community members and 
businesses near the project sites at 45th Ave SW. The project team will inform the general public 
about the purpose of the project, short-term and long-term impacts, and community and 
environmental benefits.  

The project team will directly engage with adjacent property owners to the culverts/ROW where 
work will be taking place to assess impacts (potential construction access, temporary and 
permanent property easements) and work with the property owners on ways to understand their 
property use and minimize short- and long-term impacts.  

Summary Ex D -- SPU Racial Equity Toolkit Stakeholder Analysis 
V1
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B. Racial or Ethnic Groups

Inform Collaborate Shared Decision-Making

Use Citywide or specific neighborhood demographic information to determine which specific racial or 
ethnic groups may be targeted or impacted. (Seattle US Census information)  If possible, consult with 
other staff, affinity groups, or community members to determine if there are ‘hidden’ racial/ethnic groups 
within your impact area.  Please note additional comments on this stakeholder group here: 

The project team did an initial review of data to identify potential needs. 23.92% of residents are 
People of Color. In this neighborhood, <2.4% of residents speak English less than very well. 
According to 2015 American Community Survey data, 2.24% of residents speak Spanish with 
<.50% speaking Chinese and Vietnamese. The team will use of plain talk language principals when 
developing outreach materials to help serve individuals with limited English proficiency.

The project team will collaborate with the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe informally through the options 
analysis phase, and more formally through the formal permit and design review process. We will 
collaborate with them on design requirements for fish passage and to evaluate culvert sizing, 
design, trade-offs, major constraints etc. 

During initial outreach, the team will assess and note different language and ethnic groups as well 
as low-income residents that need tailored communications and engagement and adjust 
communications strategies to accommodate their needs.  

C.Community Based & Non Profit Organizations, and Neighborhood Groups

  Inform  Collaborate Shared Decision-Making 

Community based organizations and neighborhood groups can include advocacy groups, social service 
agencies, neighborhood-based clubs, political organizations, and groups sponsored by the City of Seattle 
(like Neighborhood/District Councils).  Some of these organizations provide services Citywide, while 
others serve a single population or those located only within their neighborhood.  Are there community 
based organizations, social service agencies, or neighborhood groups that would possibly be interested 
in collaborating with you?  Please note additional comments on this stakeholder group here: 

The Fauntleroy Watershed Council works to enable community awareness through 
communication and watershed health promotion. They promote and sponsor a number of 
activities geared towards creating awareness such as the Salmon in the Schools program, 
watershed restoration and erosion control, engage other property owners such as Seattle Parks 
for improvements and work with Green Seattle Partnership to remove invasives and plant new 
vegetation. The FWC is highly active in removing fish passage barriers and has vowed to inform 
neighbors who are creating a barrier, assist with removal and if necessary, involve Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife to assist in encouraging homeowners to remove the barriers. The 
FWC will be highly interested in outcome of the project and we expect them to want to collaborate 
with the project team during options analysis. The project team must be cautious not to allow the 
FWC to skew the balance of community voice. 

The Fauntleroy Community Association may be a channel for the project team to promote the 
necessity of the project and to attend events such as the Fauntleroy Food Festival. The FCA 

Summary Ex D -- SPU Racial Equity Toolkit Stakeholder Analysis 
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advocates for safer streets and may be a source of information on traffic issues the community is 
concerned about that could inform the project as well as provide collaboration.  

The project team also identified that Fauntleroy Creek is used as a environmental education site 
for school-aged children throughout the city, which include traditionally underserved 
communities. In consultation with SPU Environmental Justice and Social Equity staff, the project 
team will continue to see opportunities for outreach and engagement from stakeholders outside 
the geographical area of the project, who may be impacted by the educational opportunities and 
other community benefits associated with this project. 

D.Other SPU Divisions, Work Units, or Employee Teams

Inform Collaborate Shared Decision-Making

Are there other SPU groups that have an interest or could support your efforts?  What is their role, and 
how will you keep them engaged?  Are they providing funding, staff, or making key decisions?  Are they 
represented on your Team?  Can this project align with or impact the work in another Division or work 
unit?  Please note additional comments on this stakeholder group here: 

SPU Drainage and Wastewater Field Operations and Maintenance Division will be highly engaged 
in the options analysis and design of the culvert replacements and has two members on the 
Project Team. After construction, FO&M will maintain the culverts over the lifespan of the assets 
and as such their input is important to inform the options and design.  Considerations and 
accomodations must be made for safe access and working conditions. The project team will 
collaborate with FO&M to identify options that take into consideration the long term maintenance 
and accessibility of the assets.  

E. Other City Departments

Inform  Collaborate Shared Decision-Making 

Are there other departments or agencies involved?  What is their role, and how will you keep them 
engaged?  Are they providing funding, staff, or making key decisions?  Will this effort align or impact 
another department’s policies, plans, services, programs, or projects?  Please note additional comments 
on this stakeholder group here: 

This project will have the potential to impact SDOT and Parks depending on the options. The 
project team will engage both departments for early input and collaboration.  The intent of this 
coordination is for the City Departments to be aligned and to approach the public with a One-City 
voice.Tribes, Federal, State, King County, or Other Public Agencies 

  Inform  Collaborate Shared Decision-Making 

Are there tribes or other public agencies involved?  What is their role, and how will you keep them 
engaged?  Are they providing funding, staff, or making key decisions?  Will this effort align or impact 
another agency’s policies, plans, programs or projects?  Please note additional comments on this 
stakeholder group here: 

US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will be one of the regulatory agencies with an interest in 
this project as a Water of the State. USACE will permit the construction of the culvert 
replacements. During permit review, they consult with the local tribal agency, Muckleshoot Tribe 
(MIT). USACE and MIT will be focused on improving the salmon habitat and removing fish 

Summary Ex D -- SPU Racial Equity Toolkit Stakeholder Analysis 
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passage barriers, while accomodating future climate change. SPU intends to plan for culvert 
replacements that meet all regulatory requirements, as well as have opportunity to increase the 
fish habitat and creek health to the maximum extent feasible. While the Tribes do not directly 
approve permit applications, their feedback is highly considered in the design review process. 
SPU will perform early outreach to gauge the desires and interest of the Tribes. We will include 
Tribal input and comments in the design to the extent practically feasible. Washington State 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) will also be permitting the construction of the culvert 
replacements. New culverts will be sized based on WDFW Stream Crossing Guidelines to meet 
fish passage criteria. The stream simulation methodology is preferred by the USACE and 
Muckleshoot Tribe. 

There may be opportunities for shared decision making with regards to other public agencies 
such as WSDOT. WSDOT is currently in the early stages of planning improvements to the 
Fauntleroy Ferry Terminal and there may be opportunities for construction planning and 
sequencing to help relieve congestion and traffic due to construction in the area. 

F. Other

Inform  Collaborate Shared Decision-Making 

Are there other stakeholder groups not listed?  Who are they? Please note additional comments on this 
stakeholder group here: 

Review your completed stakeholder list and answer the following questions: 

1. What (if any) are the key decisions to be made by stakeholders?  If stakeholders are NOT making
any decisions, skip to question #2.

2. If stakeholder groups are only identified as collaborators (e.g. being asked to provide input or
advice, and not make any decisions), how will their input be used, and what weight will their input
be assigned relative to other information provided by the staff on your team?

a. SPU Field Operations and Maintenance Staff will be involved in the collaborative
development of the options and design of the culvert replacement.

3. Does one stakeholder group carry more influence than another in regard to your policy, plan,
program. or project?  If so, please explain why.

Summary Ex D -- SPU Racial Equity Toolkit Stakeholder Analysis 
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SPU Racial Equity Toolkit
Inclusive Outreach and Public Engagement Plan Development

To be completed by the staff team involved in developing the service, project or program.  If warranted, 
seek assistance from a SPU Service Equity Subject Matter Expert. This tool should be used 
following application of the Equity Stakeholder Analysis. 

SPU Service, Project or Program Title:  Fauntleroy Creek Culverts Replacement Project

Today’s Date:  11/27/2018 

In what neighborhood district(s) is this service or project taking place? Check all that apply. 

 City Wide Greater Duwamish  Southeast  
 Ballard Lake Union  Southwest  
 Central Magnolia/Queen Anne Outside City Limits: 
 Delridge North   _____________________________ 
 Downtown Northeast  
 East Northwest  

With your team, answer the following questions: 

1. In review of your completed Equity Stakeholder Analysis, what particular demographic or
stakeholder group(s) will require more-targeted outreach or engagement by SPU?

a. Specifically, this relates to environmental education / stewardship opportunities for schools and
traditionally underserved communities in South / Southwest Seattle.

i. Historically, the Fauntleroy Community is not underserved, however there are users of the
creek, Fauntleroy Park, and neighborhood businesses and facilities that may be from
underserved communities.  To improve SPU’s understanding of how underserved groups
or schools use the site, we could work with SPU’s EnviroIssues consultant to have them
interview underserved community groups or schools. One goal of the culvert replacements
is to make them fish passable for native species. This may necessitate a shift in the need
or desire to release hatchery salmon into the creek system. The project team would need
to conduct outreach to see what other existing programs might take advantage of the
Fauntleroy Creek. Some potential groups may include: Environmental Learning Center at
Camp Long (Parks), Arbor Heights, Roxhill, Highland Park, White Center, Other Private
Schools, and the Seattle Aquarium.

ii. Additionally, we should reach out to Native American Tribal governments who have treaty
rights to this area. Because most of these tribal members do not live in the area, they will
require more targeted outreach (primarily through project permit review).

b. How will we determine that our outreach was successful? Are there measurable outcome goals
associated with our outreach, public engagement or communications strategy related to this
issue?

i. This may be a follow up conversation for the line of business with regards to their
programmatic work. Opportunities identified as a result of this project can inform the LOB,
Parks and Seattle Public Schools on this approach. SPU needs to identify whether it’s
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necessary to stop the Salmon in the Schools program for the health of the creek, and if so 
get stakeholder groups to shift their focus on other engagement opportunities or programs-
water quality, habitat improvements, creek health, etc. SPU will look to the consultant 
SME’s to provide input on the benefits (or not) of continuing the Salmon in the Schools 
hatchery release upstream. A successful outcome could be Salmon in the Schools 
continuing a program in the watershed but changing its focus to be more appropriate to 
post-restoration conditions. 

 
2. What outreach, public engagement, or communications tools or activities are appropriate for the 
service or project? 

a.  Public media managed by the SPU project team (web, social websites and notifications, fliers). 
Also, attendance at community events. Making sure the message of the project is “this is what 
we’re doing and here’s how it aligns with the current use/potential”. However, if we ask early 
how ppl might use the space, there could be an opportunity for accommodating the use during 
design. LOB should take a comprehensive look at the entire area to see what we can offer and 
plan what we could offer, for example tying this to water quality and the health of the watershed 
through adjacent GSI.  

b. Our communications consultant, EnviroIssues, could interview stakeholder groups that use the 
watershed for environmental education and engagement purposes to inform the team during OA 
and design. For example, DWW LOB is working with the Salmon in the Schools Program at 
Arbor Heights, however this is currently the only school-are there other schools that would get 
involved? How many schools are aware of this program, how can we help with awareness? We 
could utilize EnviroIssues to find out what other people/groups would use this if they knew about 
it. 

c. Other recommendations may come up during discussion:  
i. How can we connect the creek and creek health to SPU’s “brand” or goals in this 

neighborhood? And help community members understand their role as a steward 
of the environment from many aspects. Want to make sure our messaging 
conveys SPU’s overarching goal. SPU has an opportunity to make sure the local 
community and site uses are informed of Tribal Treaty rights and how this project 
will address them. 

d. How will we use these tools to keep the targeted community informed regarding key decisions 
and progress of the project?  

i. The project Communications Plan outlines specific onsite events during OA and 
identifies opportunities to reach the broader community through public drop-in 
sessions, door to door outreach, presentation at the Fauntleroy Community 
Association and the Fauntleroy Food Fest event. The Department of 
Neighborhoods may be able to help distribute messaging-need to see what their 
capabilities and target audience is-they may have a focused outreach area 
established in our the vicinity of our project. Tribal input will be evaluated through 
direct discussions with Tribes and via permit review.  

 
3. Are there opportunities to leverage the outreach and engagement efforts of other current or 
recent SPU services or projects, especially if impacting the same geographic area or community?  Do 
similar opportunities exist with other city departments or regional agencies?  

a. Possibly. Parks, WSDOT Ferries, King County, Fish and Wildlife may have projects or 
opportunities for partnering from an outreach perspective. For example, SPU work at Longfellow 
could help inform work at Fauntleroy. There may be GSI projects by King County that drains into 
this Watershed (Barton GSI?). We could possibly influence or be included in WSDOT Ferry 
Dock Improvements outreach for connectivity between projects/work in the area. Through 
Parks, we may be able to connect volunteering efforts at the beach with improvements and 
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volunteering efforts upstream. The project team will need to make sure agencies are aware of 
what we’re doing and how their work also connects to the creek. We should message the 
connection between projects or activities at the beach/downstream and the upper 
creek/watershed.  
 

4. How will we provide opportunities for stakeholders to become knowledgeable and consider 
service equity issues in their roles as collaborators? 

a. Specifically, with regards to the Church and homeowners (along Kilbourne Ravine) who own 
property right up to the creek-we want them to acknowledge that we’re improving the health of 
the creek and we want them to be continued stewards of the creek system. Strategies may 
include informing them of the pros and cons of their involvement or lack of involvement in the 
future after the project work is completed. Message “We need your help to be a good land 
steward”. Connect them with the Fauntleroy Watershed Council and other stewards to help 
support. Judy Pickens with the Fauntleroy Watershed Council set up a stewardship fund, and 
we could encourage people to look into that.  
There is the potential for tension with the idea of public access in the area/in their back yard. 
Also, there’s the potential for these improvements to increase their property value. The project 
team should be aware of the “Not In My Backyard” (NIMBY) mindset. At this time, we’re not sure 
how the public access would look in terms of the project but want homeowners to recognize the 
value. The Fauntleroy Church may utilize these improvements as an opportunity to reach out to 
underserved communities to increase the diversity and reach of their congregation. This project 
could provide them this opportunity - all rate payers are paying for this. Their stewardship of the 
property will affect the health of the creek system, and we should include messaging about their 
role. SPU will include Tribal Treaty Rights in the messaging as well. The community needs to 
understand this is not just their watershed. The City has an obligation to support Tribal Treaty 
Rights, and projects like this is how we’re doing it. 

b. How will their input be used and what weight will their input be assigned relative to other info 
provided by the team?  

i. The project team needs to balance the input from community. We don’t anticipate 
community input it to affect the sizing of the culverts, but to inform the team of the 
potential uses and stewardship opportunities that the community identifies. The 
Fauntleroy Church input will be weighed more heavily for the California culvert, so 
we need to make sure the public understands the relationship between the 
Church and City. 

 
5. Who specifically is your:  

 SPU Communications Team member Dylan King 
 SPU Service Equity Subject Matter Expert Vicky Raya 
 Additional SPU or other City Department staff team member who is familiar with the 

geographic area and/or ethnic community being targeted Betsy Lyons, LOB Rep; Deb 
Heiden, Urban Ecosystems 

 
6. In review of your completed Equity Stakeholder Analysis, what particular demographic or 
stakeholder group(s) will require more-targeted outreach or engagement by SPU?  

a. (EnviroIssues can help with this targeted outreach. Define who we know are the potential 
users, not just schools, other community groups as well.) 

 
7. Is the targeted community currently aware of your current planning efforts, and is there support 
or opposition to the service, project or program (including any proposed changes to what currently 
exists)?  Why is there support or opposition?   
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a. (Not yet, we need to define who they are first in addition to the schools. We will start with 
the Salmon in Schools Seattle board. Islandwood-More connected with environmental 
education in broader Seattle. Beth Miller and Rich Gustav are potential contacts.) 

b. The Muckleshoot Indian Tribe has been notified of our project and opportunities to meet 
on site have been offered.  They have also been invited to the City’s early pre-application 
discussions about the project. 

 

8. How will you ensure that your outreach and engagement efforts are culturally relevant and 
linguistically appropriate, especially if targeting low income and/or non-English speaking persons or 
communities?  

a. (The project team will ask EnviroIssues to research who else to reach out to after we 
have developed a list of potential organizations, and then we can answer this question.) 

b. Much of the information provided at open house sessions will be visual in nature (e.g. 
large posters showing options being considered. 
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Date:   February 22, 2019 

To: Drainage and Wastewater Line of Business: Ben Marre, Ingrid Wertz and Tracy 
Tackett; Project Delivery and Engineering: Adam Schuyler, Jerry Waldron; 
Community Affaris: Elaine Yeung

From: Cody Nelson, Betsy Lyons, Dylan King, Masako Lo, Deb Heiden, Katherine Lynch, 
Kaniteli Puloka

Re: Fauntleroy Creek Culverts Replacement – SPU Equity Toolkit – Stakeholder Analysis 

As a result of applying the Stakeholder Analysis to the C316078 – Fauntleroy Creek Culverts 
Replacement we have identified next-step follow-up tasks:

Task Description Intended Benefits of Described Task Staffing/Resource 
Needs

1. Conduct direct outreach to 
adjacent residents and businesses 
impacted by the project and work to 
incorporate their input in options 
analysis. 

Provides an option that works better for 
the community that is directly impacted by 
the project. 

PM, LOB and 
Communications Lead

2. Develop communications materials 
using Plain Language best practices 
to accommodate limited English 
residents, and create in-language 
materials when needed. 

This will help inform and engage the 
community more affectively on the 
project. 

Communications Lead

3. Set-up interpreter services for this 
project through Language Link

Non-English language speakers will be 
able to get information about the project 
and discuss the project in their native 
language.

Communications Lead

4. Consistently message that 
regulatory requirements result in 
benefits to the health of the 
environment and community.

Improve community understanding that 
these are necessary replacements that, 
while impactful, will have significant long 
term benefits to multiple parties. 

LOB, PM and 
Communications Lead

Memorandum
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5. Meet with SDOT and Parks during 
OA to coordinate right-of-way and 
public space 
improvements/adjustments including 
identifying current and proposed use 
that benefits the community.

Provide community benefits to 
traditionally underserved communities.  

LOB and PM

6. Explore ways to minimize 
construction impacts and identify 
opportunities to provide community 
benefits and consider in analysis of 
options.

Support SPU’s community-centered 
values.

LOB, PM, Options 
Analysis Team

4. Strategize ways to partner with and 
create opportunities for the 
Fauntleroy Church United Church 
of Christ, so that the full culvert 
replacement at California Ave SW 
is a likely outcome.  

Shows the community that SPU has the 
community’s best interest in mind when 
planning and executing CIP projects. 

LOB, PM, Options 
Analysis Team 

5. Engage Muckleshoot Indian Tribe 
early - during Options Analysis 

Greater clarity on expectations, ideas and 
potential conflicts

PM, LOB

As a result of applying the Stakeholder Analysis to the C316078 – Fauntleroy Creek Culverts 
Replacement, the following items should be considered by appropriate ‘upstream’ management or 
governing bodies: 

Recommendation & Brief Description How and when will this recommendation be 
presented to the appropriate upstream 

management or governing body?
1. Need formal interagency agreement to the 
approach to the Partnership with the Church. 
Agreement could include SPU, Parks, and SDOT. 

3Q, 2019 

2. Need formal cost sharing agreement with the 
Church 

3Q, 2019 after the OA Team has strategized ways to 
reduce the cost and maintenance impact on the 
Church 

3. Management needs to define lead role and 
authority in pursuing partnership with Church

3Q, 2019 

As a result of applying the Stakeholder Analysis to the C316078 – Fauntleroy Creek Culverts 
Replacement, key lessons were learned that should be applied to future related plans, projects, 
programs or services: 

Lessons Learned 
1. When equity toolkits are performed only at the project-level, it does not take into account systemic equity 
issues. Therefore, we recommend conducting programmatic equity toolkits to inform project-level work.
2. To be a community-centered utility, the project team should consider short-term and long-term impacts to 
residents and businesses as well as opportunities to provide community benefits.  
3. SPU does not have a consistent policy on 3rd party cost sharing. Different cost-sharing approaches have 
been used by project teams when negotiationg with other partners. The project team plans to use the 
interagency agreement as a model or starting point.

cc. Michael Davis 
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Office of the City Clerk 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING AND PUBLICATION OF NOTICE FOR
[Ordinance Number or Other Document Identifier]

I, Bryan Solemsaas, Sr. Real Property Agent, hereby certify as follows:

(Check all that apply below.) 

1. On the 25 day of August, 2025, I mailed via US Postal Service Certified Mail a
notice of condemnation or
other   , 

a true and correct representative copy of which is attached and designated as 
Attachment A, to those persons whose names and addresses appear on the 
attached list as Attachment B.

2. For condemnation legislation:  The notice designated in Attachment A constitutes
adequate notice to property owners, pursuant to RCW 8.12 and 8.25, that the
City may take final action to authorize condemnation of the subject property.

3. The notice designated in Attachment A was published in the Seattle Times on
8/25/2025 and 9/1/2025 and the Daily Journal of Commerce on 8/25/2025 and
9/2/2025.

4. This Certificate of Mailing and Publication and complete Attachments A and B
are hereby filed with the City Clerk of the City of Seattle.

Dated this 18 day of September, 2025. 

The City of Seattle, Washington

Bryan Solemsaas

(Signature)

Sr. Real Property Agent 

SPU Real Property Services 

(206) 684-5971

y

(Signature)
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Date: 08/14/2025
Adnum: 441694
Custid: 6508

ADVERTISING PROOF
Customer: SPU:ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
Ad Title: Notice of Final Action 
Lines: 76 

^STARTAD^441694^

City of Seattle
City of Seattle

SEATTLE PUBLIC UTILITIES 
DEPARTMENT

Notice of Final Action by the Seattle 
City Council authorizing the acquisition 
of temporary and permanent easements 
by negotiation and/or eminent domain 
(condemnation).

Property locations:
4500 SW Wildwood PL, King County 

Parcel Number 248720-1221
4518 SW Wildwood PL, King County 

Parcel Number 248720-1215
4604 SW Wildwood PL, King County 

Parcel Number 248720-1210
9165 45th Ave SW, King County Parcel 

Number 248550-0000
9144 45th Ave SW, King County Parcel 

Number 248820-0480
9212 45th Ave SW, King County Parcel 

Number 234670-0000
9131 California Ave SW, King County 

Parcel Number 352403-9040
4402 SW Brace Point Drive, King County 

Parcel Number 248720-0035
4330 SW Brace Point Drive, King County 

Parcel Number 248720-0050
King County Parcel Number 248720-

1365
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0530
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0525
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0520
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0515
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0505
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0500
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0495
King County Parcel Number 248820-

0490
The proposed ordinance will be pre-

sented to the Parks, Public Utilities & 
Technology Committee, which starts at 2 
PM on September 10th at Seattle City Hall, 
Council Chambers. The approval of the pro-
posed legislation by the committee will result 
in a Bill being sent to be heard by the full 
City Council final action and potential adop-
tion as an Ordinance. You may attend the 
meeting, where if desired you can sign up 
to make comments on the proposed legis-
lation. You can also access the meeting by 
calling the Council Chamber Listen Line at 
206-684-8566 or accessing Seattle Council 
live weblink (http://www.seattle.gov/council/
councillive.htm)

All persons claiming an interest in the 
property may appear and be heard on the 
date and time identified before adoption of 
the Council Bill. All sessions are open to the 
public.

For further information contact:
Bryan Solemsaas
SPU Real Property Services
Bryan.Solemsaas@seattle.gov
Voice: 206-684-5971
Fax: 206-615-1215
Dates of publication in the Seattle Daily 

Journal of Commerce, August 25, September 
2, 2025.

9/2(441694)^ENDAD^441694^
^THE-END^

State of Washington, King County
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 700 Fifth Avenue  |  PO Box 34018  |  Seattle, WA 98124-4018  |  206-684-3000  |  seattle.gov/utilities 1 

 
August 25, 2025 
 
King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 
THIS IS NOTICE OF PROPERTY OWNED BY SEATTLE PUBLIC SCHOOLS FACING 
POSSIBLE CONDEMNATION 
 
Notice of Seattle City Council Final Action to Adopt an Ordinance Authorizing Condemnation 
(Eminent Domain) of real property located at Parcel Number 248820-0525 located in Seattle, WA in 
the City of Seattle, Washington. 
 
Dear King County Auditor, 
 
The purpose of this Notice is to inform you that the City of Seattle City Council is expected to vote on an 
ordinance, which, if approved, will authorize the acquisition of a temporary easement on your real property, 
identified as King County Parcel Number 248820-0525, located in the City of Seattle, Washington, and 
legally described in the attached EXHIBIT to this letter. A copy of the proposed ordinance is enclosed for 
your information. 
 
This ordinance, if adopted, will contain authorization for the City to acquire the temporary easement through 
negotiation or, if necessary, condemnation, as part of the Seattle Public Utilities 45th Ave SW Culvert project. 
 
You are identified by the tax rolls of King County as an owner of record whose property may be affected by 
this legislation.  The City is required by RCW 8.25.290 to provide each property owner of record for each 
property potentially affected by the ordinance with formal written notice 15 days before the City takes final 
action authorizing condemnation of property.  The time, date, and place of the final action on the ordinance 
are described below. 
 
The proposed ordinance will be presented to the Parks, Public Utilities & Technology Committee, which 
starts at 2 PM on September 10th at City Hall, Council Chambers. The approval of the proposed legislation by 
the committee will result in a Bill being sent to be heard by the full City Council final action and potential 
adoption as an Ordinance. You may attend the meeting, where if desired you can sign up to make comments 
on the proposed legislation. You can also access the meeting by calling the Council Chamber Listen Line at 
206-684-8566 or accessing Seattle Council live weblink (http://www.seattle.gov/council/councillive.htm) 
 
For further information contact: 
Bryan Solemsaas 
SPU Real Property Services 
Bryan.Solemsaas@seattle.gov 
Desk: 206-684-5971 
Fax: 206-615-1215 
 
Sincerely. 
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Gerald Caruso  
Manager of Real Estate Services 
 
 

EXHIBIT A 
 

TEMPORARY EASEMENT DESCRIPTION 

FOR THAT PORTION OF LOT “C” OF SEATTLE LOT BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT NO. 3010439   
THAT PORTION OF LOT “C” OF SEATTLE LOT BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT NO. 3010439, RECORDED 
FEBRUARY 26, 2010 UNDER RECORDING NO. 20100226900001 IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.   
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS,    
BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT “C” THENCE NORTH 87°42'42" WEST 
ALONG THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT 45.52 FEET; THENCE LEAVING SAID BOUNDARY 
SOUTH 3°49'56" WEST 40.02 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT; THENCE ALONG 
SAID BOUNDARY SOUTH 87°42'42" EAST 45.44 FEET TO THE EASTERLY BOUNDARY OF SAID LOT; 
THENCE ALONG SAID BOUNDARY NORTH 3°57'17" EAST 40.02 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.   
SITUATED IN THE CITY OF SEATTLE, COUNTY OF KING, STATE OF WASHINGTON.   
CONTAINING 1819 SQ. FT., MORE OR LESS 
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CONDEMNATION LETTERS 

 DATE NAME/ADDRESS TRACKING NUMBER 
1 Aug. 25/2025 Endolyne Apartments LLC 

2143 N. Northlake Way, Suite #C-1 
Seattle, WA, 98103 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9192 15 

2 Aug. 25/2025 Fauntlee Woods Owners Association 
9165 45th Ave SW 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2438 40 

3 Aug. 25/2025 Alan and Adrienne Craig 
9329 California Ave SW 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2438 57 

4 Aug. 25/2025 Downing Alpine Chalet Apartments, LLC 
P.O. Box 1448 
Edmonds, WA, 98020 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2438 64 

5 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2407 64 

6 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2407 71 

7 Aug. 25/2025 Fauntleroy Community Service Agency 
Attn: Adrienne Krefft 
9131 California Ave SW 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2445 02 

8 Aug. 25/2025 Aaron Janus 
4402 SW Brace Point Drive 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2445 19 

9 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2407 88 

10 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 

 
 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2407 95 
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Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

11 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2438 71 

12 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1791 2444 96 

13 Aug. 25/2025 Kristopher R. Pattison &  
Danielle D. Laing 
4604 SW Wildwood PL 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6456 42 

14 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6456 59 

15 Aug. 25/2025 King County Courthouse 
Attn: KCC - Auditor 
516 3rd Ave, Room 1033 
Seattle, WA, 98104 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6456 66 
 

16 Aug. 25/2025 Carolin R. Messier and Tom Humphreys 
4518 SW Wildwood PL 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6456 73 

17 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6457 10 

18 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6457 27 

19 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Housing Authority 
101 Elliott Ave W., Suite 100 
P.O. Box 78015 
Seattle, WA, 98119 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6456 97 
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20 Aug. 25/2025 Duncan R. Sharp and Judith M. Sharp 
4412 SW Wildwood PL 
Seattle, WA, 98136 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 0703 6457 03 

21 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9197 96 
 

22 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9198 02 

23 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9198 19 

24 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9198 26 

25 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9198 26 

26 Aug. 25/2025 Seattle Public Schools 
MS 23-365 
P.O. Box 34165 
Seattle, WA, 98124 
 

 
9589 0710 5270 1764 9198 33 
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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: CB 121023, Version: 1

CITY OF SEATTLE

ORDINANCE __________________

COUNCIL BILL __________________

AN ORDINANCE relating to railroad franchises; amending Sections 1 and 3 of Ordinances 126969 and
126970 to correct an error in the name of a franchisee.

WHEREAS, Ordinances 126969 and 126970 amended descriptions of railroad franchises held in and around

Whatcom Yard; and

WHEREAS, Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc., was described as one of the two owners of the

franchise rights at issue in the two ordinances; and

WHEREAS, Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc. is referred to in the rest of the ordinances as BNSF;

and

WHEREAS, Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc. is one of several “Consolidated Subsidiaries” of

BNSF Railway Company; and

WHEREAS, BNSF Railway Company is the owner of the franchise rights rather than any of its subsidiaries,

and the City’s granting of those rights should be amended to list the correct owner; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 1 of Ordinance 126969 is amended as follows:

Section 1. The City Council finds and declares that Union Pacific Railroad Company, a Foreign

((Profit)) Corporation (Union Pacific), and ((Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc.)) BNSF

Railway Company (BNSF), a ((Foreign Profit)) Delaware Corporation, are the current owners of the
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railroad franchise rights at Whatcom Yard and the adjoining areas. Both companies have rights to

operate trains along East Marginal Way and within Whatcom Yard.

Section 2. Section 3 of Ordinance 126969 is amended as follows:

Section 3. In order to claim the benefits of this ordinance and to acquire the rights, privileges

and authorities hereby granted, Union Pacific and BNSF, on behalf of itself, its successors and assigns,

shall ((within six (6) months after the effective date of this ordinance)) by August 31, 2025, file in the

office of the City Clerk written acceptance of the ordinance, duly certified and attested to by its

Secretary, under its corporate Seal; or a resolution adopted by its Board of Directors or by the Executive

Committee, or Finance Committee of said Board, thereunto duly authorized, accepting the benefits of

this ordinance and the rights, privileges and authorities hereby granted, subject to all the conditions,

restrictions, specifications, and requirements herein expressed.

Section 3. Section 1 of Ordinance 126970 is amended as follows:

Section 1. The City Council finds and declares that Union Pacific Railroad Company, a Foreign

((Profit)) Corporation (Union Pacific), and ((Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc., a Foreign

Profit Corporation)) BNSF Railway Company, a ((Foreign Profit)) Delaware Corporation (BNSF), are

the current owners of the railroad franchise rights at Whatcom Yard and the adjoining areas. Both

companies have rights to and are authorized by this ordinance to own the tracks of standard gauge

railway, to lay down, construct, maintain, and operate trains along East Marginal Way and within

Whatcom Yard.

Section 4. Section 3 of Ordinance 126970 is amended as follows:

Section 3. In order to claim the benefits of this ordinance and to acquire the rights, privileges

and authorities hereby granted, Union Pacific and BNSF, on behalf of itself, its successors and assigns,

shall ((within six (6) months after the effective date of this ordinance)) by August 31, 2025, file in the

office of the City Clerk written acceptance of the ordinance, duly certified and attested to by its
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Secretary, under its corporate Seal; or a resolution adopted by its Board of Directors or by the Executive

Committee, or Finance Committee of said Board, thereunto duly authorized, accepting the benefits of

this ordinance and the rights, privileges and authorities hereby granted, subject to all the conditions,

restrictions, specifications and requirements herein expressed.

Section 5. This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 1.04.020 and

1.04.070.

Passed by the City Council the ________ day of _________________________, 2025, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its passage this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

President ____________ of the City Council

Approved / returned unsigned / vetoed this _____ day of _________________, 2025.

____________________________________

Bruce A. Harrell, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________
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Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

SDOT Bill LaBorde Aaron Blumenthal 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: AN ORDINANCE relating to railroad franchises; amending Sections 1 and 3 

of Ordinances 126969 and 126970 to correct an error in the name of a franchisee. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: In December 2023, Council passed two 

ordinances, Ordinances 126969 and 126970, which amended the legal descriptions of railroad 

franchises held in and around Whatcom Yard by Burlington Northern Sante Fe Railroad (BNSF) 

and the Chicago, Milwaukee and St Paul Railway. Whatcom Yard is located along E Marginal 

Way in the blocks to the north and south of Hanford St. The 2023 legislation was necessary to 

reflect historic removal of tracks by the railroads, along with designation of future track locations 

in Whatcom Yard in advance of construction commencing on the North Segment of the E 

Marginal Corridor Improvement Project in early 2024. Since passage of these Council Bills in 

2023, BNSF has informed SDOT that the bill should have read “BNSF Railway Company 

(BNSF), a Delaware Corporation” rather than “Burlington Northern Railroad Holdings, Inc,” as 

stated in Ordinance 126969. This legislation would correct the ordinance to reflect the proper 

“consolidated subsidiary” of BNSF.  

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

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

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 

 

3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

No, it simply corrects the name of the subsidiary entity that holds the railroad franchise rights on 

behalf of BNSF.  

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

N/A 
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Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

This legislation will need to be adopted and in effect to certify the reconfigured right-of-way 

with WSDOT once the Northern Segment of the E Marginal Corridor Improvement Project, 

which is scheduled for completion in early 2026.  

Please describe how this legislation may affect any City departments other than the 

originating department. 

N/A 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Is a public hearing required for this legislation?  

No 

 

b. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times 

required for this legislation? 

No 

 

c. Does this legislation affect a piece of property?  

Yes, it would correct the legal designation of the subsidiary that holds the franchise right on 

behalf of BNSF at Whatcom Yard in SODO.   

 

d. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

 

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

N/A 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

N/A 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

N/A 

 

e. Climate Change Implications  

 

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

N/A 
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ii. 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. 

N/A 

 

f. 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)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

N/A 

 

g. Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

No 

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: None. 
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600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: CB 121040, Version: 2

CITY OF SEATTLE

ORDINANCE __________________

COUNCIL BILL __________________

AN ORDINANCE relating to new vehicle types and curb allowances for e-cargo bicycle delivery; establishing
a new vehicle type for e-cargo bikes; establishing rules for operations, parking, and loading for e-cargo
bicycle delivery; clarifying new curb allowances for e-cargo bike delivery; and adding new Sections
11.23.430 and 11.44.300 to, and amending Sections 11.14.055, 11.23.120, 11.31.121, and 11.76.015 of,
the Seattle Municipal Code.

WHEREAS, in 2021, the City Council adopted Ordinance 126517, which integrated vehicle definitions for

bicycles and electric-assisted bicycles, distinguishing the two types as independent operating use cases

and specifying vehicle requirements, and clarified bicycle rules when riding on roadways; and

WHEREAS, the Seattle Department of Transportation, in partnership with the Office of Sustainability and

Environment, Seattle City Light, and other departments is focused on addressing the climate crisis

through the Transportation Electrification Blueprint and 2022 and 2025 Climate Executive Orders,

including working with private-sector partners and others to explore ways to incentivize zero-emissions

freight options at the curb, including support for new e-cargo bike freight delivery programs; and

WHEREAS, the Seattle Department of Transportation recently completed a Zero Emission Freight Project with

C40, a global network of mayors working to confront the climate crisis, demonstrating community

interest in e-cargo bike programming from businesses and freight partners and proven success in other

municipalities; and

WHEREAS, Seattle Municipal Code Title 11 does not include a designated bicycle type for the delivery of

goods and services, though delivery activity via bicycle and electric-assisted bicycle is rapidly growing

in Seattle and there is a need to clarify approved standards for electric-cargo bicycles and outline rules
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of operation to ensure safety of riders and other users of the public right of way; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 11.14.055 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by Ordinance 126517, is

amended as follows:

11.14.055 Bicycle and electric-assisted bicycle

A. "Bicycle" means every device propelled solely by human power, or an electric-assisted bicycle, upon

which a person or persons may ride, having two tandem wheels either of which is 16 inches or more in

diameter, or three wheels, any one of which is 20 inches or more in diameter.

B. "Electric-assisted bicycle" means a bicycle with two or three wheels, a saddle, fully operative pedals

for human propulsion, and an electric motor. The electric-assisted bicycle's electric motor shall have a power

output of no more than 750 watts. The electric-assisted bicycle must meet the requirements of one of the

following ((three)) four classifications:

1. "Class 1 electric-assisted bicycle" means an electric-assisted bicycle in which the motor

provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling and ceases to provide assistance when the bicycle reaches

the speed of 20 miles per hour;

2. "Class 2 electric-assisted bicycle" means an electric-assisted bicycle in which the motor may

be used exclusively to propel the bicycle and is not capable of providing assistance when the bicycle reaches

the speed of 20 miles per hour; ((or))

3. "Class 3 electric-assisted bicycle" means an electric-assisted bicycle in which the motor

provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling and ceases to provide assistance when the bicycle reaches

the speed of 28 miles per hour and is equipped with a speedometer((.)) ; or

4. “Electric-assisted commercial cargo bicycle” (e-cargo bicycle or e-cargo bike) means an

electric-assisted bicycle with fully operable pedals and an electric motor with a maximum continuous rated

power of less than or equal to 750 watts, designed for the distribution of commercial freight, goods, parcels,
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food, or services, and that has two, three, or four wheels.

Section 2. A new Section 11.23.430 is added to the Seattle Municipal Code as follows:

11.23.430 E-cargo bicycle permit requirements and fees

A. To operate a permitted e-cargo bicycle on City rights-of-way and lawfully utilize the portions of the

right of way specified in subsection 11.44.300.A not otherwise allowed by unpermitted e-cargo bicycles, the

permittee shall meet the requirements in this subsection 11.23.430.A and comply with the terms in this Section

11.23.430.

1. The applicant shall obtain a commercial e-cargo bicycle permit for each e-cargo bicycle and

pay any associated fees to the Seattle Department of Transportation.

2. Permitted e-cargo bicycles may be no wider than 48 inches.

3. Permitted e-cargo bicycles must comply with the manufacturer’s weight rating specifications.

4. Each permitted e-cargo bicycle shall display a unique identification number up to six digits,

generated by the Seattle Department of Transportation when permit applications are processed. The number

will be associated with the operating business and the unique number for each permitted bicycle. If the e-cargo

bicycle includes a trailer, the unique identification number shall be affixed to the back of the trailer.

5. The permittee shall comply with the terms of the commercial e-cargo bicycle permit.

6. When using on-street parking within City rights-of-way as referenced in Section 11.44.300,

the permittee shall comply with all applicable federal, state, county, and City laws and regulations.

B. The permittee must possess a valid City of Seattle business license to acquire a commercial e-cargo

bicycle permit, except if not required by ordinance. The permittee is required to provide data surrounding

number of packages delivered by cargo bike, vehicle miles traveled by cargo bike, and operating ZIP codes.

C. The Director of Transportation may administer a system for issuing commercial e-cargo bicycle

permits and collecting fees. This system may include consideration of potential effects on existing curb space

loading, vehicle and bicycle traffic usage and safety effects on neighborhood business districts, program

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 9/22/2025Page 3 of 8

powered by Legistar™428

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: CB 121040, Version: 2

participation, and other considerations that may affect the public’s use of the right-of-way and travel behavior.

D. The Director of Transportation may deny issuance of subsequent permits to a permittee for

noncompliance with any permit condition.

E. E-cargo bicycles shall not park in the following zones or areas:

1. Zones designated as bus zones;

2. Car share vehicle zones;

3. Commercial vehicle load zones;

4. Pedestrian zones;

5. Roadway construction zones;

6. School loading zones;

7. Taxicab, pedicab, and other for-hire car stands;

8. Tow-away zones;

9. Truck load zones;

10. Passenger load zones

11. Vending zones;

12. Parking areas adjacent to Temporary No Parking Zones;

13. Zones temporarily restricted from parking by legally marked and placed temporary traffic

control devices; and

14. Any other zone prohibited by the Traffic Engineer.

F. E-cargo bicycles shall not park in a parking space or stall reserved for a person with a disability.

G. The Director of Transportation may establish permit conditions and limitations to address

neighborhood impacts, business district impacts, equitable access, peak right-of-way usage, operator liability

insurance, or other considerations that may affect the public’s use of the public right-of-way.

H. An e-cargo bicycle permit shall be valid for one calendar year, and permits are nontransferable
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between bikes. Seattle Department of Transportation permitting fees shall be waived for commercial e-cargo

bicycle permits for the first 12 months of the active program. Following the first 12 months, the Director of

Transportation shall collect a fee to be deposited into the Transportation Fund and established annually by a fee

schedule for each permit issued to an applicant.

Section 3. Section 11.23.120 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by Ordinance 127102, is

amended as follows:

11.23.120 Truck and parking permit fees

The fees to be collected annually by the Seattle Department of Transportation for trucking and parking permits

are as follows:

Type of Permit Fee

Commercial E-cargo Bicycle Permit $100 per bike

* * *

Section 4. Section 11.31.121 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by Ordinance 127213, is

amended as follows:

11.31.121 Monetary penalties-Parking infractions

The base monetary penalty for violation of each of the numbered provisions of the Seattle Municipal Code

listed in the following table is as shown, unless and until the penalty shown below for a particular parking

infraction is modified by Local Rule of the Seattle Municipal Court adopted pursuant to the Infraction Rules for

Courts of Limited Jurisdiction (“IRLJ”) or successor rules to the IRLJ:

Municipal Code Reference Parking infraction short

description

Base penalty amount

* * *

11.23.415 CARPOOL PERMIT $69

11.23.430 E-CARGO BICYCLE $69

* * *

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 9/22/2025Page 5 of 8

powered by Legistar™430

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: CB 121040, Version: 2

Section 5. A new Section 11.44.300 is added to the Seattle Municipal Code as follows:

11.44.300 E-cargo bicycle regulations

A. E-cargo bicycles may park at the curb in load/unload zones,  paid parking areas, restricted parking

zones, time limited parking areas, any unrestricted parking areas (subject otherwise to the parking restrictions

listed in Section 11.23.430), on-street bike corrals, or spaces signed to allow e-cargo bike parking, and shall be

permitted by the Director of Transportation to use the parking zones listed in this subsection 11.44.300.A. E-

cargo bicycles are not subject to payment at parking payment devices in listed zones as long as permits are

properly displayed.

B. E-cargo bicycle riding on the sidewalk is unlawful unless there is no alternative to travel over a

sidewalk as part of a bicycle or pedestrian path.

C. E-cargo bicycles may travel in the roadway and protected bicycle lanes at a maximum speed of 15

miles per hour. The motor must not assist pedaling above 15 miles per hour.

D. E-cargo bicycles may park in the furniture zone of the sidewalk if no viable permitted on-street

parking space is available.

E. E-cargo bicycles are subject to all other electric-assisted bicycle rules in this Chapter 11.44.

Section 6. Section 11.76.015 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by Ordinance 126399, is

amended as follows:

11.76.015 Parking violations on blockfaces, or portions thereof, requiring payment to park

A. No person shall stop, stand, or permit a vehicle within the person's control to be parked on any

blockface, or portions thereof, controlled by pay-to-park signage without properly making payment for parking

under Section 11.76.005.

B. The prohibitions in this Section 11.76.015 shall not apply to:

1. The act of parking;
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2. The necessary time required to activate the time on a parking payment device;

3. As indicated by signposting, the parking of a vehicle in a restricted parking zone in

accordance with Section 11.16.315, or of certified carpool vehicles in accordance with Section 11.23.410, or of

free-floating car sharing vehicles in accordance with Section 11.23.160, or of permitted e-cargo bicycles in

accordance with Section 11.44.300.

* * *

Section 7. This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 1.04.020 and

1.04.070.

Passed by the City Council the ________ day of _________________________, 2025, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its passage this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

President ____________ of the City Council

Approved / returned unsigned / vetoed this ____day of _______________, 2025.

____________________________________
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Bruce A. Harrell, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

SDOT Katherine Rice Aaron Blumenthal 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: AN ORDINANCE relating to new vehicle types and curb allowances for e-

cargo bicycle delivery; establishing a new vehicle type for e-cargo bikes; establishing rules for 

operations, parking, and loading for e-cargo bicycle delivery; clarifying new curb allowances for 

e-cargo bike delivery; and adding new Sections 11.23.430 and 11.44.300 to, and amending 

Sections 11.14.055, 11.23.120, 11.31.121, and 11.76.015 of, the Seattle Municipal Code. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: The Seattle Department of Transportation 

(SDOT), in partnership with the Office of Sustainability and Environment, Seattle City Light, 

and other departments is focused on addressing the climate crisis through the Transportation 

Electrification Blueprint and 2022 and 2025 Climate Executive Orders, working with private-

sector partners and others to explore ways to incentivize zero-emissions freight options at the 

curb, including support for new e-cargo bike freight delivery. SDOT recently completed a Zero 

Emission Freight Project with C40, a global network of mayors (including Seattle’s) working to 

confront the climate crisis, demonstrating community interest in e-cargo bike programming from 

businesses and freight partners and proven success in other municipalities. The Seattle Municipal 

Code does not currently include a designated bicycle type for the delivery of commercial goods 

and services, though delivery activity via bicycle and electric-assisted bicycle is growing in 

Seattle and there is a need to clarify approved standards for commercial electric-cargo bicycles 

and outline rules of operation to ensure safety of riders and other drivers. 

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

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

 

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 

 

Expenditure Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

Expenditure Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

$30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000 

      

Revenue Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 
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Revenue Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

- $20,000 $30,000 $50,000 $50,000 

      

Number of Positions 
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

0 0 0 0 0 

Total FTE Change  
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

0 0 0 0 0 

 

 

3.a. Appropriations 

 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes appropriations. 
 

Fund Name and Number Dept 

Budget Control Level 

Name/Number 

2025 

Appropriation 

Change 

2026 Estimated 

Appropriation  

Change 

Transportation Fund 

(Fund 13000) 

SDOT Mobility 

Operations/BO-TR-

17003 

- - 

TOTAL - - 

 

Appropriations Notes: No permit fee will be charged for the first six months of the program to 

operate commercial e-cargo bikes. This is in part due to the time it will take to get the permit 

system established. We estimate in the first year (2025/2026) that around 100 bikes are expected 

to be permitted in the program, based on a per bike permit allotment and interest from local 

businesses. By 2027, we are estimating growth to 200 bikes, 300 bikes by 2028, and 500 by 2030 

and out years. This seems a cautious growth pattern compared to other cities. We expect the 

program to grow year by year, as more businesses are engaged and join the program. 

 

3.b. Revenues/Reimbursements 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes revenues or reimbursements. 
 

Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement Resulting from This Legislation: Future permit 

revenue anticipated to be directed to SDOT. 

Fund Name and Number Dept Revenue Source 

2025  

Revenue  

2026  

Estimated 

Revenue 

Transportation Fund 

(Fund 13000) 

SDOT TBD - - 

TOTAL - - 
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3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

None. 

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

This legislation does not propose to change SDOT appropriations amounts. The relatively 

minimal first year costs will be absorbed by SDOT within its existing budget authority in the 

Transportation Fund Mobility Operations Budget Control Level, prior to permit fee revenue 

generation that would be available to cover program costs.   

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

Not implementing this legislation could slow Seattle’s ability to meet its climate goal of 30% 

zero emissions delivery by 2030, by limiting the effective use of one of the potential tools 

identified in the C40 report to help transition urban goods delivery to zero emissions. This 

legislation makes more efficient the mechanism for cargo bikes to legally park in curb spaces in 

downtown and other dense business districts. This legislation, with commercial e-bikes 

potentially using paid parking spaces, is anticipated to have minimal impact on paid parking 

revenues given the bikes’ size and maneuverability to fit amongst motor vehicles, in addition to 

their very short duration at the curb per trip to pick up or drop off deliveries. 

Please describe how this legislation may affect any City departments other than the 

originating department. 

This legislation supports city climate goals shared by the Office of Sustainability and 

Environment (OSE) and Seattle City Light (SCL). Successful implementation of this legislation 

will allow for further expansion of zero emission transportation options, creating new 

programmatic opportunities for SDOT, OSE, and SCL and support our business and freight 

community in the transition to zero emission delivery.   

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Is a public hearing required for this legislation?  

No 

 

b. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times 

required for this legislation? 

No 

 

c. Does this legislation affect a piece of property?  

No 
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d. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

 

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

This legislation allows for commercial e-cargo bikes to deliver food and other 

goods/services to residential areas and between businesses. This legislation does not 

impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged communities, and SDOT plans to 

provide outreach and educational materials to small and medium-sized businesses 

interested in switching to zero emission options for delivery.   

 

For general public communications, SDOT will work with our Communications staff 

and the Office of Economic Development to ensure we are reaching broadly to 

business communities around the city. Outreach materials will be translated into 

multiple languages as outreach plans require. 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

This program has the potential to positively impact disadvantaged communities, in 

assisting BIPOC and low-income residents with more options for delivery 

transportation that are zero emission. Also, as most freight delivery pathways pass 

through our Justice 40 communities, moving more freight to zero emission modes 

may improve air quality and lower pollution in adjacent communities. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

We follow SDOT Communication rules and approach for community outreach and 

engagement. 

 

e. Climate Change Implications  

 

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

This legislation is intended to decrease carbon emissions from freight transportation 

to the extent that bicycle trips replace internal combustion engine powered vehicles, 

according to our recently completed Zero Emission Freight Grant Project. 

 

ii. 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 legislation will help increase Seattle’s resiliency to climate change by expanding 

zero emission delivery options for freight partners and businesses.   
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f. 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)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

This legislation will support a new permit in SDOT for commercial e-cargo bikes, by 

permitting e-cargo bike usage and parking at the curb, as well as instituting a business liaison 

approach to ensure our freight partners and local businesses are supported in the transition to 

zero emission delivery. The goals of the commercial e-cargo bike program include:  

 Support City strategic plans and decarbonization goals, including the Transportation 

Electrification Blueprint (TEB), 2022 Climate Executive Order, Freight Master Plan, 

Seattle Transportation Plan, and Curbside Management Climate Plan.  

 Build lasting partnerships with the Seattle business community, including both large 

freight entities and small and medium-sized businesses.  

 Reduce emissions from freight activity and contribute to TEB goal of 30% zero 

emission delivery by 2030.  

Provide education and training on delivery options that encourage businesses to ‘right size 

and then electrify’ fleet resources. 

 

g. Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

No. 

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: None. 

 

 

438



SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Legislation Text

600 Fourth Ave. 2nd Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

File #: CB 121058, Version: 1

CITY OF SEATTLE

ORDINANCE __________________

COUNCIL BILL __________________

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Seattle Department of Transportation; amending Ordinance 127156, which
adopted the 2025 Budget, including the 2025-2030 Capital Improvement Program (CIP); renaming the
Council District Fund CIP project to the District Project Fund CIP project; and lifting a proviso.

WHEREAS, in Ordinance 127156, adopting the 2025 Budget, the City Council established a new Council

District Fund and imposed a proviso prohibiting spending until authorized by future Council action; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is considering legislation to establish the operating principles and expectation of

the Council District Fund by resolution; and

WHEREAS, the City Council intends to lift the proviso on spending for the Council District Fund; and

WHEREAS, the City Council intends to rename the Council District Fund to the District Project Fund; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The restrictions imposed by the following budget proviso are removed and they are no longer

restrictions for any purpose, including those set forth in subsection 1.B of Ordinance 127156:

Item Department Council

Budget Action

Proviso Fund

1.1 Seattle

Department of

Transportation

SDOT-003-A “In addition to the restrictions imposed

in Section 4(c) of the ordinance

adopting a 2025 budget and any other

restrictions imposed by law, none of the

money appropriated in the 2025 budget

for the Seattle Department of

Transportation for the Council District

Fund project, Project ID MC-TR-C155,

in the 2025-2030 Capital Improvement

Program may be spent until authorized

by future Council action."

Transportation

Fund (13000)

and

Transportation

Levy Fund

(10399)
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Item Department Council

Budget Action

Proviso Fund

1.1 Seattle

Department of

Transportation

SDOT-003-A “In addition to the restrictions imposed

in Section 4(c) of the ordinance

adopting a 2025 budget and any other

restrictions imposed by law, none of the

money appropriated in the 2025 budget

for the Seattle Department of

Transportation for the Council District

Fund project, Project ID MC-TR-C155,

in the 2025-2030 Capital Improvement

Program may be spent until authorized

by future Council action."

Transportation

Fund (13000)

and

Transportation

Levy Fund

(10399)

Section 2. The Council District Fund (MC-TR-C155) project in the Seattle Department of Transportation is

amended, as shown in Attachment A to this ordinance, to rename the project to the District Project Fund.

Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 1.04.020 and

1.04.070.

Passed by the City Council the ________ day of _________________________, 2025, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its passage this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

President ____________ of the City Council

Approved / returned unsigned / vetoed this ____day of _______________, 2025.

____________________________________
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Bruce A. Harrell, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)

Attachments:
Attachment A - District Project Fund (MC-TR-C155) CIP Page
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Attachment A 
Seattle Department of Transportation CIP Project Page 
 
 

Council District Fund District Project Fund 

 
Project No: MC-TR-C155 BSL Code: BC-TR-19003 

Project Type: Ongoing BSL Name: Mobility-Capital 

Project Category: Improved Facility Location: Citywide 

Current Project Stage: N/A Council District: Multiple 

Start/End Date: N/A Neighborhood District: Multiple 

Total Project Cost: N/A Urban Village: Multiple 

This program implements neighborhood-scale traffic safety improvements and other district transportation priorities at the direction of the City Council. 

 

Resources 
LTD 

Actuals 
2024 

Revised 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 Total 

Street Use Fees - - 4,941 4,970 - - - - 9,911 

Transportation Funding 
Package - Lid Lift 

- - 2,038 2,038 - - - - 4,076 

Total: - - 6,979 7,008 - - - - 13,987 
 

Fund Appropriations / 
Allocations * 

LTD 
Actuals 

2024 
Revised 

 
2025 

 
2026 

 
2027 

 
2028 

 
2029 

 
2030 

 
Total 

Transportation Levy Fund - - 2,038 2,038 - - - - 4,076 

Transportation Fund - - 4,941 4,970 - - - - 9,911 

Total: - - 6,979 7,008 - - - - 13,987 
 

Unsecured Funding LTD 
Actuals 

2024 
Revised 

 
2025 

 
2026 

 
2027 

 
2028 

 
2029 

 
2030 

 
Total 

To Be Determined - - - - 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 28,000 

Total: - - - - 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 28,000 

 
Unsecured Funding Strategy: To be determined. 

 

 
O&M Impacts: SDOT has individual project budgets for the maintenance of painted markings, signage, signals, bridges and roadway structures, urban forestry, 
and sidewalks and pavement; these budgets are constrained by the availability of transportation specific and general funds. The SDOT Asset Management 
website (https://www.seattle.gov/transportation/about-sdot/asset-management) provides unconstrained operational cost forecasting by asset type, typical 
lifecycle and average maintenance cost ranges. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

* Funds are appropriated through the Adopted Budget at the Budget Summary Level. All Amounts shown above are in thousands of dollars 
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

Legislative Chow, x4-4652 n/a 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: 

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Seattle Department of Transportation; amending Ordinance 

127156, which adopted the 2025 Budget, including the 2025-2030 Capital Improvement 

Program (CIP); renaming the Council District Fund CIP project to the District Project Fund CIP 

project; and lifting a proviso. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: 

This legislation removes the spending proviso on the Seattle Department of Transportation’s 

(SDOT’s) Council District Fund CIP project established in the 2025 Adopted Budget.  The 

legislation would also rename the Council District Fund to the District Project Fund.  A revised 

CIP page is attached to the legislation. 

 

The City Council is considering separate legislation to adopt procedures for the City Council and 

SDOT to implement the Council District Fund/District Project Fund. 

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

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

 

Project Name: 

Master 

Project I.D.: Project Location: Start Date: End Date: 

Total Project Cost 

Through 2030: 

      

 

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 

 

Expenditure Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

Expenditure Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

      

Revenue Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 
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Revenue Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

      

Number of Positions 
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

Total FTE Change  
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

 

 

3.a. Appropriations 

 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes appropriations. 
 

Fund Name and Number Dept 

Budget Control Level 

Name/Number 

2025 

Appropriation 

Change 

2026 Estimated 

Appropriation  

Change 

     

TOTAL   

 

Appropriations Notes: None 

 

3.b. Revenues/Reimbursements 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes revenues or reimbursements. 
 

Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement Resulting from This Legislation: 

Fund Name and Number Dept Revenue Source 

2025  

Revenue  

2026  

Estimated 

Revenue 

     

TOTAL   

 

Revenue/Reimbursement Notes: None 

 

3.c. Positions 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes positions. 

 

Total Regular Positions Created, Modified, or Abrogated through This Legislation, 

Including FTE Impact: 

Position # for 

Existing Positions 

Position Title 

& Department* 

Fund Name 

& Number 

Program 

& BCL PT/FT 

2025 

Positions 

2025 

FTE 

Does it sunset? 
(If yes, explain below 

in Position Notes) 

        

444



Calvin Chow 
LEG District Project Fund SUM  

D1 

3 
Template last revised: December 9, 2024 

Position # for 

Existing Positions 

Position Title 

& Department* 

Fund Name 

& Number 

Program 

& BCL PT/FT 

2025 

Positions 

2025 

FTE 

Does it sunset? 
(If yes, explain below 

in Position Notes) 

        

        

TOTAL     

* List each position separately. 

Position Notes: None 

 

3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

 

This legislation authorizes SDOT to begin spending on this program. 

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

 

This program will be managed by SDOT within the budget established by the Council. 

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

 

The program budget was established in SDOT’s CIP.  If the program is not implemented, 

appropriations would automatically carryforward unless reallocated or abandoned by future 

Council action. 

Please describe how this legislation may affect any City departments other than the 

originating department. 

 

This legislation authorizes SDOT to implement this program. 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Is a public hearing required for this legislation?  

No. 

 

b. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times 

required for this legislation? 

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

No. 

 

d. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

 

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

The program responds to district priorities identified by Councilmembers. 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

None. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

None. 

 

e. Climate Change Implications  

 

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

No impact anticipated. 

 

ii. 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. 

No impact anticipated. 

 

f. 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)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

This program is intended to meet Council district transportation priorities. 

 

g. Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

No. 

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: 
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None. 
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CITY OF SEATTLE

RESOLUTION __________________

A RESOLUTION regarding the operation of a Council District Fund/District Project Fund as provided in the
2025 Adopted Budget and 2025-2030 Capital Improvement Program through Council Budget Action
SDOT 003-A-1.

WHEREAS, the Mayor’s initial proposal for the 2024 Transportation Levy included a District Project Fund to

provide funds to address emergent safety concerns and requests; and

WHEREAS, the final language of the 2024 Transportation Levy (Ordinance 127053) as approved by voters did

not include funding for a District Project Fund; and

WHEREAS, in the 2025 Adopted Budget (Ordinance 127156), the City Council established a Council District

Fund for the purpose of funding neighborhood-scale traffic safety improvements and other district

transportation priorities at the direction of the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Council District Fund provides dedicated funding to address these transportation priorities as a

budgeted program, rather than rely on earmarked funding in the annual budget process; and

WHEREAS, the 2025 Adopted Budget and 2026 Endorsed Budget identify a total of $14 million ($7 million in

2025 and $7 million in 2026) for the Council District Fund; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance 127156 imposed a proviso prohibiting spending on the Council District Fund until

authorized by future City Council action; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has worked with the Executive on a proposal to implement the program as

described in this resolution; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is considering separate legislation to lift the proviso on the Council District Fund

and to rename the Council District Fund to the District Project Fund; NOW, THEREFORE,
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BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE, THE MAYOR

CONCURRING, THAT:

Section 1. The following principles and expectations are established for the District Project Fund:

A. Program funding. Total program expenditures are intended to be equal between Council districts over

the life of the program. Yearly program spending may vary based on project scale, project development cycles,

construction delivery schedules, and other factors. Consistent with state law regarding budgeted capital project

allocations, unspent program funding will be carried forward to support program spending in future years.

B. Project development costs. Project feasibility analysis is necessary to determine the scope and cost of

the project proposals and inform whether the project should proceed to construction. The District Project Fund

will cover project development costs, which may include but are not limited to traffic data collection, feasibility

analysis, any required contracted services, and staff time necessary to assess, design and conduct outreach. The

Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) will track development costs by Council district. If the project is

constructed, the project development costs will be tracked with the project.

C. Project standards. Projects must adhere to standards, warrants, guidelines, and best practices,

including the federally adopted Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) warrants analysis,

National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) guidelines, and SDOT policies.

If a specific proposal is determined to be infeasible, not warranted under standardized warrant criteria,

or has a higher than anticipated cost, SDOT engineers will strive to provide an alternate solution to address the

related constituent concerns.

D. Project delivery method. SDOT will strive to deliver projects utilizing SDOT crews (within

Washington State limits for public works contracting) in order to minimize cost and manage timelines for

project delivery.

E. Project timing. Project construction is anticipated within one to two years after projects are identified

by District-elected Councilmembers, and may be influenced by project complexity, materials or resource
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availability, weather conditions, or other factors. For simple projects that respond to safety concerns and do not

require significant feasibility analysis, SDOT will strive to implement on an accelerated schedule and may

coordinate with other SDOT programs for faster implementation.

F. Projects will be reviewed for conformity with levy spending requirements. Projects found to be

within the scope of levy funding will be included in the Transportation Levy Delivery Plan and reported to the

Levy Oversight Committee.

Section 2. The following procedures and anticipated timelines are established for the District Project

Fund:

A. Identification of candidate projects. District-elected Councilmembers will strive to identify candidate

project proposals or areas of concern by March 1 in order to receive project development staffing in the current

year. Councilmembers may submit individual project proposals or concerns, or prioritized lists of project

proposals via SDOT’s Council Liaison for preliminary assessment by SDOT. Councilmembers representing the

City at-large are encouraged to work with District-elected Councilmembers to consider project proposals in the

context of district priorities. SDOT will work directly with District-elected Councilmembers on the projects

proposed for their represented districts.

For 2025, SDOT will provide the Council with a list of known unfunded community requests by

district, previously identified through programs such as the Neighborhood Street Fund, Your Voice, Your

Choice, and Safe Routes to School. Councilmembers may submit project requests from this list or from other

Councilmember-identified district priorities. SDOT will provide the Council with general guidance on

anticipated project costs in a format similar to SDOT's Home Zone Toolkit.

B. Project development. Project proposals identified by March 1 will be evaluated and a cost estimate

will be prepared. SDOT will confer with District-elected Councilmembers to confirm district priorities for the

submitted projects.

For projects that respond to safety concerns and do not require significant project development, SDOT
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will strive to deliver such projects in the current year’s construction window and may coordinate with other

SDOT programs for implementation.

C. Program reporting. By September 30 of each year, SDOT will report to Council the total program

resources spent to date and anticipated to be expended the following year. The report will identify spending by

project and Council district, including project development and construction costs.

D. Project delivery. Most projects approved for construction will be scheduled for delivery during the

following year’s construction window. More complex projects may require additional time and resources.

Section 3. Nothing in this resolution is meant to preclude the department from incorporating

Councilmember-proposed projects as departmental priorities within existing levy or non-levy SDOT programs,

provided that any Councilmember-proposed projects that would use 2024 Seattle Transportation Levy funds

must be within the project scope of the transportation levy and included within the subsequent Annual Delivery

Plan for the work funded by the levy. Additionally, SDOT may recommend, as appropriate, potential funding

partnerships with levy or other SDOT programs, or with non-SDOT funding sources.

Adopted by the City Council the ________ day of _________________________, 2025, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its adoption this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

President ____________ of the City Council

The Mayor concurred the ________ day of _________________________, 2025.
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____________________________________

Bruce A. Harrell, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2025.

____________________________________

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

Legislative Chow, x4-4652 n/a 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: 

A RESOLUTION regarding the operation of a Council District Fund/District Project Fund as 

provided in the 2025 Adopted Budget and 2025-2030 Capital Improvement Program through 

Council Budget Action SDOT 003-A-1. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: 

This legislation adopts procedures for the City Council and the Seattle Department of 

Transportation (SDOT) to implement the Council District Fund/District Project Fund.  The 2025 

Adopted Budget and the 2026 Endorsed Budget identified a total of $14 million for this purpose 

and imposed a proviso prohibiting spending until authorized by future City Council action.  The 

City Council is considering separate legislation to lift the proviso and to rename the program the 

District Project Fund. 

 

This legislation establishes that program funding will be tracked and reported by Council district 

and that SDOT will work directly with district-elected Councilmembers on the projects proposed 

for their represented districts.  Project delivery will require sufficient time for evaluation, 

feasibility, and other project development costs. 

 

This legislation includes a reporting requirement that by September 30 of each year, SDOT 

report to the Council the total program resources spent to date and anticipated to be expended the 

following year.  The report will identify spending by project and Council district. 

 

2. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

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

Project Name: 

Master 

Project I.D.: Project Location: Start Date: End Date: 

Total Project Cost 

Through 2030: 

      

 

3. SUMMARY OF FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 

Does this legislation have financial impacts to the City?   Yes  No 

 

Expenditure Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

453



Calvin Chow 
LEG District Project Fund SUM  

D1 

2 
Template last revised: December 9, 2024 

Expenditure Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

      

Revenue Change ($); 

General Fund 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

Revenue Change ($); 

Other Funds 

2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

      

Number of Positions 
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

Total FTE Change  
2025 2026 est. 2027 est. 2028 est. 2029 est. 

     

 

 

3.a. Appropriations 

 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes appropriations. 
 

Fund Name and Number Dept 

Budget Control Level 

Name/Number 

2025 

Appropriation 

Change 

2026 Estimated 

Appropriation  

Change 

     

TOTAL   

 

Appropriations Notes: None 

 

3.b. Revenues/Reimbursements 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes revenues or reimbursements. 
 

Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement Resulting from This Legislation: 

Fund Name and Number Dept Revenue Source 

2025  

Revenue  

2026  

Estimated 

Revenue 

     

TOTAL   

 

Revenue/Reimbursement Notes: None 
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3.c. Positions 

 This legislation adds, changes, or deletes positions. 

 

Total Regular Positions Created, Modified, or Abrogated through This Legislation, 

Including FTE Impact: 

Position # for 

Existing Positions 

Position Title 

& Department* 

Fund Name 

& Number 

Program 

& BCL PT/FT 

2025 

Positions 

2025 

FTE 

Does it sunset? 
(If yes, explain below 

in Position Notes) 

        

        

        

TOTAL     

* List each position separately. 

Position Notes: None 

 

3.d. Other Impacts 

 

Does the legislation have other financial impacts to The City of Seattle, including direct or 

indirect, one-time or ongoing costs, that are not included in Sections 3.a through 3.c? If so, 

please describe these financial impacts. 

 

This legislation establishes procedures and expectations for implementation of budgeted program 

established in the 2025 Adopted Budget. 

 

If the legislation has costs, but they can be absorbed within existing operations, please 

describe how those costs can be absorbed. The description should clearly describe if the 

absorbed costs are achievable because the department had excess resources within their 

existing budget or if by absorbing these costs the department is deprioritizing other work 

that would have used these resources.  

 

This program will be managed by SDOT within the budget established by the Council. 

 

Please describe any financial costs or other impacts of not implementing the legislation. 

 

The program budget was established in SDOT’s CIP.  If the program is not implemented, 

appropriations would automatically carryforward unless reallocated or abandoned by future 

Council action. 

Please describe how this legislation may affect any City departments other than the 

originating department. 

 

The program procedures were developed in consultation with SDOT staff, who would be 

responsible for implementing the program. 
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4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Is a public hearing required for this legislation?  

No. 

 

b. Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle Times 

required for this legislation? 

No. 

 

c. Does this legislation affect a piece of property?  

No. 

 

d. Please describe any perceived implication for the principles of the Race and Social 

Justice Initiative.  

 

i. How does this legislation impact vulnerable or historically disadvantaged 

communities? How did you arrive at this conclusion? In your response please 

consider impacts within City government (employees, internal programs) as well 

as in the broader community. 

The program responds to district priorities identified by Councilmembers. 

 

ii. Please attach any Racial Equity Toolkits or other racial equity analyses in the 

development and/or assessment of the legislation. 

None. 

 

iii. What is the Language Access Plan for any communications to the public? 

None. 

 

e. Climate Change Implications  

 

i. Emissions: How is this legislation likely to increase or decrease carbon emissions 

in a material way? Please attach any studies or other materials that were used to 

inform this response. 

No impact anticipated. 

 

ii. 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. 

No impact anticipated. 

 

f. 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)? What mechanisms will be used 

to measure progress towards meeting those goals? 

This program is intended to meet Council district transportation priorities. 
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g. Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

No. 

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: 

 

None. 
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