
Tuesday, September 8, 2026

2:00 PM

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Council Chamber, City Hall

600 4th Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104

Rob Saka, Chair

Alexis Mercedes Rinck, Vice-Chair

Dionne Foster, Member
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Eddie Lin, Member

Chair Info: 206-684-8801; Rob.Saka@seattle.gov

Agenda

Special Meeting

Transportation, Waterfront, and Seattle 

Center Committee

Watch Council Meetings Live  View Past Council Meetings

              The City of Seattle encourages everyone to participate in its programs and activities. 

For disability accommodations, materials in alternate formats, accessibility information, or 

language interpretation or translation needs, please contact the Office of the City Clerk at 

206-684-8888 (TTY Relay 7-1-1), CityClerk@Seattle.gov, or visit 

https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations at your earliest opportunity. Providing at least 

72-hour notice will help ensure availability; sign language interpreting requests may take 

longer.

1

mailto:Rob.Saka@seattle.gov
mailto:Rob.Saka@seattle.gov
mailto:Rob.Saka@seattle.gov
mailto:Rob.Saka@seattle.gov
mailto:Rob.Saka@seattle.gov
https://www.seattle.gov/council/councillive.htm
https://www.seattlechannel.org/videos/browseVideos.asp?topic=council
mailto:CityClerk@Seattle.gov
mailto:CityClerk@Seattle.gov
mailto:CityClerk@Seattle.gov
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations
https://seattle.gov/cityclerk/accommodations


SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL

Transportation, Waterfront, and Seattle Center 

Committee

Agenda

September 8, 2026 - 2:00 PM

Special Meeting

Meeting Location:

https://seattle.gov/council/transportation-waterfront-and-seattle-center

Council Chamber, City Hall, 600 4th Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104

Committee Website:

This meeting also constitutes a meeting of the City Council, provided that the meeting shall be conducted as a 

committee meeting under the Council Rules and Procedures, and Council action shall be limited to committee 

business.

Members of the public may register for remote or in-person Public 

Comment to address the Council. Please register in advance in order to 

be recognized by the Chair. Details on how to register for Public 

Comment are listed below:

Remote Public Comment - Register online to speak during the Public 

Comment period at the meeting at 

https://www.seattle.gov/council/committees/public-comment. Online 

registration to speak will begin one hour before the meeting start time, 

and registration will end at the conclusion of the Public Comment period 

during the meeting. 

In-Person Public Comment - Register to speak on the public comment 

sign-up sheet located inside Council Chambers at least 15 minutes prior 

to the meeting start time. Registration will end at the conclusion of the 

Public Comment period during the meeting. 

Please submit written comments no later than four business hours prior 

to the start of the meeting to ensure that they are distributed to 

Councilmembers prior to the meeting. Comments may be submitted at 

Council@seattle.gov or at Seattle City Hall, Attn: Council Public 

Comment, 600 4th Ave., Floor 2, Seattle, WA 98104. Business hours 

are considered 8 a.m. - 5 p.m. Comments received after that time will be 

distributed after the meeting to Councilmembers and included as part of 

the public record.

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 2 
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September 8, 2026Transportation, Waterfront, and 

Seattle Center Committee

Agenda

Please Note: Times listed are estimated

A.  Call To Order

B.  Approval of the Agenda

C.  Public Comment

Members of the public may address items on the agenda and 

matters within the purview of the committee. Please register in 

advance to be recognized by the Chair.

D.  Items of Business

Seattle SAFER (Safe Accountable Flexible Equitable Responsive) 

Streets Act

1.

Supporting

Documents: Draft ORD - Traffic Safety

Draft ORD - Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities

Draft ORD - FAS Side Guard Contract Recommendations (Truck 

Sideguards)

Presentation

Briefing and Discussion

Presenters: Amanda Allen and Ann Gorman, Council Central Staff

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 3 
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September 8, 2026Transportation, Waterfront, and 

Seattle Center Committee

Agenda

AN ORDINANCE granting Swedish Health Services permission to 

continue maintaining and operating an existing pedestrian 

skybridge over and across 16th Avenue, north of East Jefferson 

Street; repealing Section 2 and Section 8 of Ordinance 124099; 

and providing for the acceptance of the permit and conditions.

CB 1212632.

Supporting

Documents: Summary and Fiscal Note

Summary Att A - Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Area Map

Summary Att B - Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Photos

Summary Att C - Annual Fee Assessment Summary

Briefing, Discussion, and Possible Vote 

Presenter:  To Be Determined

E.  Adjournment

Click here for accessibility information and to request accommodations. Page 4 
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Screen Reader Users: Make sure settings include reading strikethrough and underline font attributes. 

The City of Seattle 

Ordinance   

Council Bill   

 
..title 
An ordinance relating to traffic safety; applying traffic safety best practices such as a 

Vision Zero Plan, guiding principles or successor policies in exercising traffic 

administration authority; establishing study, reporting, and prioritization 

standards; and aligning rulemaking and project delivery with proven safety 

countermeasures; renumbering Sections 11.14.714 and 11.14.715 of the Seattle 

Municipal Code as Sections 11.14.720 and 11.14.725; renumbering Section 
 

11.14.714 of the Seattle Municipal Code as Section 11.14.720 and further 
 

amending the section; renumbering Section 11.14.715 of the Seattle Municipal 
 

Code as Section 11.14.725; adding a new Section 11.14.716 to the Seattle 
 

Municipal Code; and amending Sections 11.16.120, 11.16.180, 11.16.200, 
 

11.16.220, 11.16.340, and 15.70.040 of the Seattle Municipal Code. 
 

..body 
Recitals: 

 
The Council is considering CB XXXXXX, CB XXXXXX, and CB XXXXXX, collectively 

called the SAFER (Safe Accountable Flexible Equitable Responsive) Streets 

bills, with the goal of increasing the safety, health, and equitable mobility of those 

who use Seattle roadways for walking, rolling, biking, using a micromobility 

6



LEG Traffic Safety ORD 
Amanda Allen and Ann Gorman 
D7cb 

2 
Template last revised April 2, 2026 

 

 

device, using a wheelchair or other mobility device, riding a motorcycle or 

moped, or accessing transit. Therefore, 

Be it ordained by The City of Seattle as follows: 
 

Section 1. The City finds and declares: 
 

A. A Vision Zero Plan is an effective strategy for significantly reducing traffic 

fatalities and severe injuries while increasing safety, health, and equitable mobility. 

B. A Vision Zero Plan is both proactive and responsive, emphasizing 

infrastructure and policies that minimize the risk of severe traffic injuries or fatalities, 

education, and engineering solutions. 

C. The Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) committed to Vision Zero in 

2015 and set the goal of ending traffic deaths and serious injuries on city streets by 

2030. 

D. As a framework for its implementation of a Vision Zero Plan, SDOT has 

adopted a Safe System Approach which is centered on multiple, redundant layers of 

protection to help prevent crashes and to reduce severity when crashes do occur. 

E. SDOT’s periodically updated Vision Zero Action Plan, which describes the 

ways in which the department is working towards the City’s 2030 goal, incorporates 

both Vision Zero principles and the Safe System Approach. 

F. In 2016, there were 25 fatalities on Seattle city streets, including six 

pedestrians and four bicyclists. In addition, there were 55 serious injury crashes 

involving pedestrians and 21 involving bicyclists. These numbers are a subset of the 

total 11,603 crashes on Seattle streets that were reported to the Seattle Police 

Department. 
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G. In 2024, the last year for which SDOT’s Annual Traffic Report is available, 

there were 31 fatalities on Seattle city streets, including ten pedestrians and one 

bicyclist. In addition, there were 69 serious injury crashes involving pedestrians and 45 

involving bicyclists. There were 5,252 crashes where police were dispatched to the 

scene. 

H. Ordinance 127432, passed by the Council in May 2026, established a critical 

framework for shared streets on designated non-arterial streets and alleys, including 

reduced vehicle speeds and enhanced protections for pedestrians, bicyclists, and 

micromobility users, representing an important legislative step toward safer streets for 

vulnerable travelers. 

I. Vulnerable travelers are more likely to face greater risk of harm when they are 

in traffic accidents while using the Transportation network. 

J. The City is not on pace to achieve its goal of ending traffic deaths and serious 

injuries on city streets by 2030. 

K. Following an April 2026 Council request, the City Auditor’s Office placed a 

performance audit of Seattle’s Vision Zero program in its audit queue and workplan but 

has advised that a final report is not anticipated until Spring 2027. 

L. Each life lost or constrained due to crashes represents not only loss and grief 

for affected loved ones but an individual’s unrealized potential. 
 

M. SDOT strengthened its Vision Zero work in May 2026 by adopting a 

Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy, 
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N. It is appropriate that SDOT examine its current policies and practices and 

determine whether there are opportunities to take new preventive actions in line with the 

City’s Vision Zero Plan. 

O. In addition to prevention, the provision of safe, healthy, and equitable mobility 

on all Seattle city streets requires both appropriate crash response and crash data 

analysis that supports mitigation of identified hazards. 

P. It is appropriate that SDOT continue to periodically examine its current policies 

and practices and determine whether there are opportunities to take new actions, 

related to crash response and crash data analysis, in line with the City’s Vision Zero 

goal. 

Q. Effective and consistent traffic enforcement is an important component of a 

comprehensive traffic safety strategy, and targeted manual and automated enforcement 

should prioritize high-risk behaviors and locations identified through crash data, safety 

investment in locations that have been disproportionately impacted by severe crashes, 

such as the City’s High Injury Network (or successor program), and other safety and 

equity considerations. 

R. SDOT seeks to improve the safety of the City’s transportation network by 

learning from the best practices of other jurisdictions and research entities such as the 

National Association of City Transportation Officials, the Transportation Research 

Board, and others. 

S. SDOT values its partnership with counterparts within King County and the 

State of Washington, which ensures the coordination of efforts to make highways, paths 

and trails safe for all users. 
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T. The City Council values proactive relationships with county and state 

transportation partners to guide construction of new and ongoing projects. 

U. SDOT is required to seek design approval from the Washington State 

Department of Transportation (WSDOT) related to certain elements of designated state 

highways that operate as city streets and all onramps to and offramps from city streets 

that connect to highways that WSDOT owns. 

V. When WSDOT does not provide design feedback in a timely manner, SDOT’s 
 

ability to increase safety, health, and equitable mobility may be compromised. 
 

W. The Seattle Municipal Code authorizes the Transportation Director and the 

City Traffic Engineer to undertake studies, develop designs, and inform the construction 

of the City’s transportation network, elements of which include signals, signs, crosswalk 

markings, traffic flow, and speeds. 

X. SDOT’s post-collision actions are intended to protect the traveling public. 
 

Y. Sidewalks are essential infrastructure for protecting vulnerable road users, 

providing safe, accessible, and predictable space for people walking, rolling, and using 

mobility devices, and gaps in the sidewalk network disproportionately increase exposure 

to high-risk traffic conditions and limit equitable mobility across Seattle. 

Z. Approximately 26 percent of Seattle streets lack sidewalks, with substantial 

unmet sidewalk needs reflected in current Council Districts 1, 2, and 5. 

AA. Rapidly completing a connected, citywide sidewalk network, including by 

working with urgency to strengthen the City’s investments to close the 26 percent 

missing sidewalk gap in Seatle, is a critical component of improving public safety and 

traffic safety in Seattle, reducing injuries and fatalities for vulnerable travelers, and 

10



LEG Traffic Safety ORD 
Amanda Allen and Ann Gorman 
D7cb 

6 
Template last revised April 2, 2026 

 

 

better positioning the City to fulfill its commitment to prioritize safe, equitable, healthy, 

and accessible travel for all residents, workers, and visitors. 

BB. The construction of traffic safety projects requires skilled, reliable, and 

safety-conscious workers whose critical expertise ensures that critical infrastructure 

such as crossings, sidewalks, signals, and roadway safety treatments are built to the 

highest professional standards. 

CC. The use of union labor supports these standards by providing a well-trained 

workforce with strong safety practices, fair wages, and stable working conditions, 

helping to ensure that traffic safety projects are delivered efficiently, durably, and in a 

manner that advances the City’s commitment to public safety and equitable economic 

opportunity. 

Section 2. It is the intent of the City Council that the Seattle Department of 

Transportation’s (SDOT’s) Vision Zero Action Plan 2024 Update (Vision Zero Action 

Plan), or its successor document, is adopted as the City’s guide to advance 

transportation safety goals. The Seattle Department of Transportation shall review and 

update a Vision Zero Plan, or successor traffic safety plan, no later than three years 

after the adoption of the most recent update of such plan. 

Section 3. It is the intent of the City Council that the Seattle Department of 

Transportation’s Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy dated May 18, 2026, and 

attached to this ordinance as Attachment A, which strengthens its Vision Zero Plan, is 

recognized as an initial guide and baseline policy governing post-fatal crash site 

response, with the goal of creating a more efficient and transparent process for promptly 

reviewing fatal crashes and identifying and potentially implementing onsite safety 
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improvements in a more rapid and streamlined manner. By its terms, the Seattle 

Department of Transportation’s Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy dated May 

18, 2026, expressly states that the goal is for SDOT to (a) complete this initial post- 

fatality crash site review within two to four weeks of receiving the Police Traffic Collision 

Report (PTCR) from the Seattle Police Department, and (b) complete any associated 

remediation or maintenance activities within 90 days thereafter. 

Section 4. Post-fatal crash response options 
 

A. No later than June 15, 2027, the Seattle Department of Transportation shall 

submit to the City Council a written report describing at least three progressively more 

stringent options for improving the Department's existing response following a qualifying 

fatal crash occurring on a City street for which SDOT has primary operational 

responsibility, as described in Section 3 of this ordinance. Each option shall (i) improve 

upon the existing administrative post-fatality crash response standards established in 

SDOT's May 18, 2026 Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy, and (ii) identify 

anticipated costs, staffing requirements, operational or City-process changes, additional 

resources necessary for implementation, and any recommended legislative, budgetary, 

or administrative changes required to support prompt implementation if the City decides 

it wants to implement any of these options, including by the City taking formal action to 

a) initiate implementation of any of the options in the case of the Executive, or b) 

request implementation of any of the options in the case of the Council. 

B. At least one option described in subsection 4.A of this ordinance shall 

specifically evaluate a model under which SDOT completes an initial site review within 

72 hours after receiving notice of a qualifying fatal crash, including consideration of 
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feasible interim or temporary safety treatments and development of a plan for the 

prompt implementation of treatments that SDOT determines, in the exercise of 

professional engineering judgment, are warranted and appropriate. That option shall 

also evaluate a substantially shorter timeframe for completing associated remediation or 

maintenance activities at the fatal crash site location than the current timeframe of 90 

days after SDOT completes its initial review of the site location before SDOT completes 

remediation or maintenance activities as set forth in Section 3 of this ordinance, and as 

further described in Seattle Department of Transportation’s Programmatic Fatal Crash 

Response Policy dated May 18, 2026. 

C. The option described in subsection 4.B of this ordinance shall include analysis 

of the potential completion of remediation or maintenance activities within 14 days 

following the initial site review, except where the Department determines and 

documents in writing that physical conditions, procurement or utility constraints, 

emergency circumstances, or other objective and documented factors make completion 

within that period impracticable. 

Section 5. SDOT is required to obtain written feedback from the Washington 

State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) on its designs for on-ramps and off-

ramps to roads that WSDOT maintains. The City requests that WSDOT return on-ramp 

and off-ramp design feedback to SDOT within a reasonable amount of time, but in no 

case more than 180 days. 

Section 6. A new Section 11.14.716 is added to the Seattle Municipal Code as 

follows: 

11.14.716 Vision Zero Plan 
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“Vision Zero Plan” means a policy developed by Seattle Department of Transportation 

that is adaptive and informed by data on Seattle’s traffic safety outcomes and is focused 

on making progress towards zero lives lost and people seriously injured on City streets 

due to crashes. “Vision Zero Plan” may include traffic safety plans that reflect evolving 

best practices and evaluations of the City’s transportation network, even if such plans 

are not publicly referred to as a “Vision Zero Plan”. 

Section 7. Section 11.14.714 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 

Ordinance 127432, is renumbered 11.14.720 and modified a as follows: 

((11.14.714)) 11.14.720 Vulnerable traveler user of a public way 
 

"Vulnerable traveler of a public way" includes people who are traveling by walking, 
 

rolling, biking, using micromobility devices, using wheelchairs or other mobility devices, 
 

riding motorcycles or mopeds, or accessing transit."Vulnerable user of a public way" 
 

means a pedestrian, a person riding an animal, or a person operating or riding any of 
 

the following on a public way: a farm tractor or implement of husbandry, without an 
 

enclosed shell, a bicycle, an electric-assisted bicycle, an electric personal assistive 
 

mobility device, a moped, a motor-driven cycle, a motorized foot scooter, or a 
 

motorcycle. 

Section 8. Section 11.14.715 of the Seattle Municipal Code, enacted by 

Ordinance 108200, is renumbered 11.14.725 as follows: 

((11.14.715)) 11.14.725 Way open to the public 
 

"Way open to the public" means any road, alley, lane, parking area, path, or any place, 

private or otherwise, adapted to and fitted for travel, that is in common use by the public 

with the consent, expressed or implied, of the owner or owners, and further shall mean 
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public playgrounds, schoolgrounds, recreation grounds, parks, parkways, park drives, 

park paths and wharves, station grounds, and rights-of-way open to the use of the 

public. 

Section 9. A new Section 11.14.716 is added to the Seattle Municipal Code as 
 

follows: 
 

11.14.716 Vulnerable traveler 
 

"Vulnerable traveler" means a person on a public way who is traveling by walking, 
 

rolling, biking, using a micromobility device, using a wheelchair or other mobility device, 
 

riding a motorcycle or moped, or accessing transit. 
 
 
 

Section 910. Section 11.16.120 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 
 

Ordinance 126756, is amended as follows: 
 

11.16.120 Director of Transportation – Authority 
 

The Director of Transportation is authorized: 
 

A. ((To increase the maximum speed allowed upon arterial streets)) To set 
 

posted maximum speed limits on arterial streets consistent with current best practices 
 

informed by traffic safety goals set out in a Vision Zero Plan and as allowable under 

state law; 

B. To declare a minimum speed limit, which shall be effective when appropriate 

signs giving notice thereof are erected and when it is determined that slow speeds on 

any part of an arterial street unreasonably impede the normal movement of traffic, with 

the goal of enhancing users’ safety; 
 

* * * 
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G. To promulgate rules and regulations for the RPZ program; ((and)) 
 

H.  To prioritize a Vision Zero Plan and advance safety goals when planning, 
 

deploying, and maintaining transportation infrastructure and when developing 
 

transportation policies; 
 

I.  To ensure capital project reviews are informed by safety needs identified in a 
 

Vision Zero Plan when changes to the configuration or operations of an intersection are 
 

proposed and when geography and budget allow; 
 

J.  To consider, as appropriate, the prioritization of capital and programmatic 
 

safety investment in locations that have been disproportionately impacted by severe 
 

crashes such as locations identified in the Seattle Department of Transportation’s High 
 

Injury Network (or successor program) and that the City’s Racial and Social Equity 
 

Index (or successor program or methodology) identifies for high equity priority; 
 

K.  To incorporate, as appropriate, traffic safety best practices consistent with a 
 

Vision Zero Plan and other Seattle Department of Transportation’s rules, manuals, 
 

standards, and policies, such as, and not limited to, the right of way improvements 
 

manual, engineering standards documents, and Director’s Rules, as appropriate; and 
 

((H.)) L. To prepare and recommend for adoption by the City Council a schedule 

of fees applicable to the reviewing and administering permits and issuing violations for 

vehicle and curb space uses. 

Section 1011. Section 11.16.180 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 
 

Ordinance 118409, is amended as follows: 
 

11.16.180 Traffic Engineer—Authority—Studies((.)) 
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It shall be the function of the Traffic Engineer under the supervision of the Director of 

Transportation to: 

A. Research and identify safety countermeasures, as informed by a Vision Zero 
 

Plan that is consistent with current traffic safety best practices, and adopt them into City 
 

standards, policies, or guidance; 
 

((A.)) B. Conduct studies of traffic and transportation impacts including but not 
 

limited to noise pollution, air pollution, and community disruption; 
 

((B.)) C. Conduct studies ((of traffic, traffic collisions, congestion and other)) and 
 

provide annual reporting regarding traffic and traffic crashes that account for the needs 
 

of vulnerable travelers of city streets and paths and aspects of traffic crashes such as 
 

their severity level, their typology, suspected or confirmed impairment data of those 
 

involved crashes, traffic citations issued by the Seattle Police Department, and 
 

conditions affecting the safe and convenient use of the ((street and alleys)) City’s 
 

transportation network; 
 

((C.)) D. Collect facts regarding the effect and operation of regulations controlling 
 

the City’s transportation network, including path, trail, street, or alley traffic, accounting 
 

for the needs of vulnerable travelers of the public way; 

((D.)) E. Study the means for the facilitation of traffic along existing routes while 

prioritizing the equitable mobility and safety of vulnerable travelers along city streets, 
 

alleys and paths; 
 

((E.)) F. Make traffic surveys; 
 

((F.)) G. Prepare traffic((-flow)) volume maps; 
 

((G.)) H. Conduct studies of the utilization of street or alley curb space; and 
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((H.)) I. Conduct such other similar studies relating to traffic safety, traffic, and 
 

transportation as may be requested by the Director of Transportation. 
 

Section 1112. Section 11.16.200 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 
 

Ordinance 118409, is amended as follows: 
 

11.16.200 Traffic Engineer — Authority — Records 
 

It is the function of the Traffic Engineer under the supervision of the Director of 

Transportation to: 

A. Keep records of: 
 

((A.)) 1. Traffic ((collisions)) crashes; 
 

((B.)) 2. Traffic volume; 
 

((C.)) 3. Traffic-control devices, such as and not limited to, leading 
 

pedestrian intervals, no-turn-on-red restrictions, enhanced crossings, speed 
 

management devices, protected bicycle facilities, protected micromobility facilities, and 
 

intersection sightline enhancements, and their installation and operation; 
 

((D.)) 4. Street curb space utilization((.)) ; and 
 

B.  Make public, via accessible reports, charts, maps, dashboards, and other 
 

records and performance data, as appropriate, the records kept pursuant to subsection 

11.16.200.A, such that the availability of this information may inform users of the City’s 

transportation network about locations that have been disproportionately impacted by 
 

severe crashes, safety incidents, network vulnerabilities, and help provide an enhanced 
 

understanding of infrastructure investments, employed traffic safety countermeasures, 
 

and potential opportunities for improvements, subject to (1) the applicable privacy and 
 

security laws, and (2) additional rules, processes, and procedures developed by the 
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Director of Transportation that meet or exceed the requirements set forth in this 
 

ordinance. 
 

Section 1213. Section 11.16.220 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 
 

Ordinance 118409, is amended as follows: 
 

11.16.220 Traffic Engineer—Authority—Annual report((.)) 
 

The Traffic Engineer shall prepare an annual traffic and transportation report containing 

information on traffic conditions with particular reference to the progress made towards 

traffic safety goals outlined in a Vision Zero Plan along with identifying potential 
 

impediments to achieving success with suggested mitigation strategies to better position 
 

the City to more effectively and efficiently, address, and overcome potential 
 

impediments to achieving success, the number of traffic ((collisions)) crashes, the 
 

number of persons killed and injured, and other traffic crash data and traffic trends 
 

throughout the City with context provided as to the per capita incidence of serious 
 

injuries and fatalities as it relates to population, traffic volumes, vehicle miles traveled, 
 

and other appropriate performance metrics. This report may include additional data 
 

within the purview of the Traffic Engineer. This report shall be submitted to the Director 
 

of Transportation who shall file copies with the Mayor, the City Council, and the Chief of 

Police. 

Section 1314. Section 11.16.340 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 
 

Ordinance 119510, is amended as follows: 
 

11.16.340 Traffic Engineer—Authority—Traffic control devices((.)) 
 

The Traffic Engineer is authorized under the supervision of the Director of 

Transportation to: 
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A. Design and prepare the specifications for the operation of all traffic-control 

devices specifically mentioned in this ((subtitle.)) Subtitle I; 

B. Determine and designate the points of stop, and shall order the placement of a 

stop sign on each and every street intersecting the arterial street system unless traffic at 

any such intersection is controlled at all times by traffic signals, or unless the 

intersecting street is a ((one (1))) one-way street designated for travel away from the 

arterial street, provided, that when the findings of a traffic engineering study show that 

the condition of an intersection is such that vehicles may safely enter the arterial street 

without stopping, the Traffic Engineer may order the placement of a ((“))yield((“)) sign; 

C. Determine intersections ((which)) that require control by ((“))stop((“)) or 
 

((“))yield((“)) signs and order placement of same; 
 

D. Determine and order the marking of crosswalks at intersections or at such 

other places where the Traffic Engineer deems it appropriate for the identification of the 

crossing location, with the purpose of enhancing the visibility of the vulnerable travlers 

in those crosswalks; 
 

E.  Determine and order sightline upgrades at intersections by prohibiting parking 
 

or visual obstructions within an appropriate distance from intersections, crosswalks, and 

other traffic control devices; 

((E.)) F. Determine and order the closure of certain crosswalks to pedestrians; 
 

((F.)) G. Determine and order the marking of traffic lanes upon the roadway of 
 

any street or alley; 
 

((G.)) H. Determine and order the designation of a ((two (2))) two-way left-turn 
 

lane on a roadway (RCW 46.61.290(3)(a)); 
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((H.)) I. Determine and order the placement of curbs, buttons, paint lines, or other 
 

devices to form islands or barriers upon the roadway to channel and control traffic; 

((I.)) J. Order the placement of signs at all arterial street entrances to the City 

indicating that the speed limit on arterial streets is ((thirty (30))) 25 miles per hour and 
 

the placement of signs along all arterial streets upon which the maximum speed limit 

has been increased above ((thirty (30))) 25 miles per hour (RCW 46.61.415(3)); 

((J.)) K. Determine and order the designation of no-passing zones; 
 

L.  Determine and order the placement and implementation of traffic-safety 
 

countermeasures such as leading pedestrian intervals, no-turn-on-red restrictions, 
 

enhanced crossings, intersection sightline upgrades, and speed management devices; 
 

((K.)) M. Determine and order the placement of traffic-control devices indicating 
 

the course to be traveled by turning vehicles, which course to be traveled may conform 

to or be other than as prescribed by this ((subtitle)) Subtitle I (RCW 46.61.290(4)); 

((L.)) N. Test new or proposed traffic-control devices under actual conditions of 
 

traffic (((SB 3211, Section 47(23)))); 
 

((M.)) O. Order the placement at the ends of designated streets, alleys, bridges 
 

or elevated structures, signs setting forth specified maximum load limits allowed on 

such streets, alleys, bridges or elevated structures, or notice of closure as conditions 

warrant; 
 

((N.)) P. Determine and order the placement of official traffic-control devices 
 

when and as required under this ((subtitle)) Subtitle I to make effective the provisions of 
 

this ((subtitle)) Subtitle I, and order the placement of such additional official traffic- 
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control devices as may be deemed appropriate to regulate, warn, or guide traffic under 

this ((subtitle (SB 3211, Section 47(1)))) Subtitle I; 

((O.)) Q. Determine the placement of official traffic-control devices as may be 
 

deemed necessary to regulate, warn, or guide traffic for construction, detours, 

emergencies, and special conditions (((SB 3211, Section 47(2)))); ((and)) 

R. Incorporate, as appropriate, traffic safety best practices informed by a Vision 
 

Zero Plan in the placement and configuration of traffic-control devices; 
 

S. Consider the installation of appropriate facilities and traffic-calming measures 
 

consistent with traffic safety best practices informed by a Vision Zero Plan; 
 

T. Consider, as appropriate, the prioritization of traffic-control devices and traffic- 
 

safety countermeasure investment in priority locations that have been disproportionately 
 

impacted by severe crashes, such as the City’s High Injury Network (or successor 
 

program) that the City’s Racial and Social Equity Index (or successor program or 
 

methodology) identifies for high equity priority; and 
 

((P.)) U. Determine the streets where the use of compression brakes shall be 
 

prohibited, devise signs prohibiting their use, and place the signs at the appropriate 

locations. To be eligible for designation, a street shall have a grade five (((5))) percent 

or less for a distance of ((one thousand ())1,000(())) feet. 

Section 1415. Section 15.70.040 of the Seattle Municipal Code, enacted by 
 

Ordinance 126984, is amended as follows: 
 

15.70.040 Requirements for Seattle Department of Transportation projects 
 

* * * 
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F.  Whenever the Seattle Department of Transportation constructs a major paving 
 

project as defined in Section 15.80.010 along arterials, the Department may add 
 

intersection sightline upgrades as a part of that project, unless the Director of 
 

Transportation determines that the characteristics of the physical features or usage of a 
 

street, or financial constraints prevent additional intersection sightline upgrades. 
 

G.  The City Traffic Engineer will review the design of capital improvement 
 

projects that materially change the configuration or operation of the public way to 
 

identify applicable traffic safety needs and appropriate safety treatments informed by a 
 

Vision Zero Plan. The project may incorporate safety treatments identified through that 
 

review when the City Traffic Engineer determines, in the exercise of professional 
 

engineering judgment, that they are appropriate and reasonably feasible. 
 

Section 1516. Within one year of the effective date of this ordinance, the City 
 

Traffic Engineer shall update: (i) the Traffic Control Manual for In-street Work; and (ii) 

all relevant SDOT policies to implement this ordinance. 

Section 1617. Minimum standards. The requirements established by this 
 

ordinance are minimum requirements and do not prohibit the Seattle Department of 

Transportation from adopting or implementing more proactive, more responsive, or 

otherwise stronger traffic safety policies, practices, standards, or actions consistent with 

applicable law. 

Section 1718. The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be separate and 
 

severable. The invalidity of any clause, sentence, paragraph, subdivision, section, or 

portion of this ordinance, or the invalidity of its application to any person or 
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circumstance, does not affect the validity of the remainder of this ordinance or the 

validity of its application to other persons or circumstances. 

Attachments: 
 

Attachment A – Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy 
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This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 
 

1.04.020 and 1.04.070. 
 

Passed by the City Council and signed in open session in authentication of its 

passage on  . 

 

 

 
President  of the City Council 

 

 
 on  . 

 
 
 

 

 
Katie B. Wilson, Mayor 

 

 
Attested on  . 

 
 

 

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk 

 
Seal 
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SDOT Policy Memorandum 

To: Venu Nemani, P.E., Chief Transportation Safety Officer/City Traffic Engineer 

From: David Burgesser, Vision Zero Planning Lead 

Date: May 18, 2026 

Subject: Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Policy 
 

Background and Purpose 

The Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) uses a multi-pronged approach to enhance street 
safety by investing in locations with recurring crash patterns and proactively implementing safety 
measures citywide. Reviewing locations with a recent recorded fatal crash provides another opportunity 
to evaluate and enhance safety. The purpose of this policy is to formalize a multiphase process to 
programmatically review, and where appropriate, develop spot design changes. 

Objective 

The objective of the programmatic fatal crash review and response process is to identify and, where 
appropriate, implement spot design changes at fatal crash locations. This is achieved by: 

1. Developing a formal procedure for documenting site conditions and traffic control at locations 
with recorded fatal crashes. 

2. Formalizing a process for identifying and remediating near-term maintenance and repair needs. 
3. Establishing a regular cadence for reviewing fatal crash locations and constructing spot design 

changes, where appropriate. 

Programmatic Fatal Crash Response Process 

The response to fatal  two phases based on the expected 
timelines to review crash details, identify and address maintenance issues, and where appropriate, 
develop and construct spot changes. 

1. The first phase of the response will apply to any crash that resulted in one or more lives being 
lost and does not meet the below exemption criteria: 

 Involved a medical emergency, 
 Involved deliberate intent, 
 Involved a police pursuit, 
 Occurred outside of SDOT-managed rights-of-way (e.g., limited access highways, private 

property, etc.), 
 Recorded a delayed fatality 30 days or more after the crash.1 

 
2. The second phase of the response will programmatically review every six months the crashes 

captured in phase 1 which involve a vulnerable traveler (people walking, rolling, biking, using 
micromobility devices, or riding motorcycles or mopeds). 

 

1 These exemption criteria are based on the reporting guidelines established in the Washington State Department of 
 and the ANSI Manual on Classification of Motor Traffic Vehicle Crashes (ANSI D.16-2017). 
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Process Overview 
 

 
Phase 1: Fatal Crash Rapid Response 

Following the occurrence of a fatal crash that does not meet the exemption criteria above, SDOT staff 
will conduct an initial review. This will consist of documenting existing site conditions and traffic control 
and understanding contributing circumstances. This review is completed after the Seattle Police 
Department (SPD) transmits the police traffic collision report (PTCR) to SDOT. 

 
Additionally, as part of the initial review, SDOT staff will complete the applicable fatal crash review form 
(see Attachment A) and identify any applicable maintenance and/or repair items that have not already 
been addressed by first responders or SDOT personnel. The draft form will be reviewed and finalized by 
the City Traffic Engineer and Chief Safety Officer. The goal is to complete this initial review within two to 
four weeks of receiving the PTCR and complete remediation or maintenance activities within 90 days 
thereafter. The timing of maintenance/remediation activities will be prioritized for implementation 
within constraints such as weather conditions, etc. 

 

Phase 2: Semi-Annual Programmatic Review of Fatal Crashes Involving 
Vulnerable Road Users 

SDOT staff will conduct a semi-annual programmatic review of fatal crashes involving vulnerable 
travelers. This programmatic review process will involve: 

1. Assembling a list of fatal crash locations from the previous six months involving vulnerable 
travelers. 

2. Compiling and reviewing the five-year crash history of each identified location. This also includes 
reviewing the outcomes from the Phase 1 fatal crash review. 

3. Collecting additional traffic, programmatic, or operational data, as needed, including previous 
studies conducted at the fatal crash location. 

4. Evaluating collected data, identifying potential safety measures, incorporating input from 
subject matter experts on feasibility and constructability, and documenting potential spot 
changes as appropriate. These may range from low-cost projects involving signs, markings, and 
signal upgrades to minor geometric changes. 
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The list of potential spot design changes will be used to inform Vision Zero program investments, as well 
as the department  maintenance, repair, and project delivery work plans, where appropriate, with 
leadership from the Vision Zero team. Shorter-term and smaller projects will be delivered by City crews, 
while larger projects will require more extensive planning, design, and contractor delivery. The goal is to 
conduct the Phase 2 review every six months (typically in March and September of each year) and 
complete any planned work within 24 months after the review, subject to available funding. 

Disclaimer 

While this process is intended to provide a programmatic framework for  
review locations that have recorded fatal crashes, it is not expected that every location will warrant 
design changes or have an engineering improvement advanced through this process. This process is also 
not intended to determine the underlying causes of a fatal crash. SDOT intends to utilize this process to 
programmatically evaluate fatal crash locations and apply best engineering judgment to determine 
whether changes are warranted and appropriate. 

Approvals 

 
Matt Beaulieu, P.E., Transportation Operations Date 
Review & Operations Manager 

 

 
Venu Nemani, P.E., Transportation Operations Date 
Chief Transportation Safety Officer/City Traffic Engineer 
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Attachment A. Fatal Crash Form Template 
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The City of Seattle 

 

Ordinance   

Council Bill   

 
..title 
An ordinance relating to traffic management and public safety; clarifying the authority 

of the City Traffic Engineer; and amending Sections 11.16.240 and 11.16.360 of 

the Seattle Municipal Code. 

..body 
Recitals: 

The Council is considering CB XXXXXX, CB XXXXXX, and CB XXXXXX, collectively 

called the SAFER (Safe Accountable Flexible Equitable Responsive) Streets 

bills, with the goal of increasing the safety, health, and equitable mobility of those 

who use Seattle roadways for walking, rolling, biking, using a micromobility 

device, using a wheelchair or other mobility device, riding a motorcycle or 

moped, or accessing transit. Therefore, 

Be it ordained by The City of Seattle as follows: 
 

Section 1. The City finds and declares: 
 

A. A Vision Zero Plan is a strategy for significantly reducing traffic fatalities and 

severe injuries while increasing safe, healthy, and equitable mobility. 

B. A Vision Zero Plan is both proactive and responsive, emphasizing 

infrastructure and policies that minimize the risk of severe injuries or fatalities. 

30



LEG Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities ORD 
Calvin Chow and Ann Gorman 
D4d 

2 
Template last revised April 2, 2026 

 

 

C. The 2023 Vision Zero Top-to-Bottom Review, commissioned by the Director of 

the Seattle Department of Transportation, identified as a Momentum Building Action the 

elevation of the City Traffic Engineer position to a new Chief Safety Officer Role. Since 

that time, the City Traffic Engineer has served concurrently as the Chief Transportation 

Safety Officer. 

Section 2. Section 11.16.240 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 

Ordinance 126509, is amended as follows: 

11.16.240 Director of Transportation – Authority – Review and Recommend 
 
It shall be the function of the Traffic Engineer under the supervision of the Director of 

Transportation to: 

* * * 
 

H. Review and make recommendations concerning all applications for 

commercial driveways regarding facilitation of traffic with respect to the size, number, 

and location of such commercial driveways((.)) ; and 

I. Review and provide recommendations to enhance the safety of roadways and 
 
transportation infrastructure. 
 

Section 2. Section 11.16.360 of the Seattle Municipal Code, last amended by 

Ordinance 118409, is amended as follows: 

11.16.360 Traffic Engineer – Authority – General 
 
It shall be the function of the Traffic Engineer, under the supervision of the Director of 

Transportation, to: 
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A. Oversee any efforts by the Seattle Department of Transportation to assess 
 
and improve roadway safety, including the City’s traffic safety programs, which may 
 
include a Vision Zero Plan; 
 

((A.)) B. Issue permits in accordance with the provisions of this ((subtitle)) 
 
Subtitle I; 
 

((B.)) C. Determine and make recommendations concerning arterial street and 
 
business district street lighting needs and in connection therewith determine design 

criteria necessary for traffic safety; 

D. Direct and expedite, as appropriate, safety improvements on streets with a 
 
history of high rates of traffic-related serious injuries and fatalities. In carrying out this 
 
responsibility, and subject to the supervision of the Director of Transportation, 
 
applicable law, appropriations, and applicable engineering standards, the Traffic 
 
Engineer may initiate, direct the evaluation of, and approve temporary, pilot, quick-build, 
 
low-cost, operational, or other safety treatments within the Department’s authority when 
 
the Traffic Engineer determines, in the exercise of professional engineering judgment, 
 
that such safety treatments are appropriate to reduce the likelihood or severity of traffic- 
 
related serious injuries or fatalities; and 

((C.)) E. Perform other such duties as may be appropriate for facilitating traffic 

and transportation. 
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This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 
 
1.04.020 and 1.04.070. 
 

Passed by the City Council and signed in open session in authentication of its 

passage on  . 

 

 

 
President  of the City Council 

 

 
 on  . 
 
 
 

 

 
Katie B. Wilson, Mayor 

 

 
Attested on  . 
 
 

 

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk 

 
Seal 
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The City of Seattle 

 

Ordinance   

Council Bill   

 
..title 
An ordinance relating to City contracts; requesting the development of new 

recommended requirements for truck lateral protective devices that would be 

applicable to City contractors; requesting consideration of recommendations for 

complementary safety equipment; and describing specific dimensions for all 

requested recommended requirements. 

..body 
Recitals: 

 
The Council is considering CB XXXXXX, CB XXXXXX, and CB XXXXXX, collectively 

called the SAFER (Safe Accountable Flexible Equitable Responsive) Streets 

bills, with the goal of increasing the safety, health, and equitable mobility of those 

who use Seattle roadways for walking, rolling, biking, using a micromobility 

device, using a wheelchair or other mobility device, riding a motorcycle or 

moped, or accessing transit. Therefore, 

Be it ordained by The City of Seattle as follows: 
 

Section 1. The City finds and declares: 
 

A. A Vision Zero Plan is a strategy for significantly reducing traffic fatalities and 

severe injuries while increasing safe, healthy, and equitable mobility. 
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B. A Vision Zero Plan is both proactive and responsive, emphasizing 

infrastructure and policies that minimize the risk of severe injuries or fatalities. 

C. Truck lateral protective devices, commonly known as truck side guards or 

underride guards, are vehicle-based safety devices designed to keep pedestrians, 

bicyclists, and motorcyclists from being run over by a large truck’s rear wheels in a side-

impact collision. 

D. Nationally, bicyclist fatalities due to a traffic accident have risen over 50 

percent in the past decade, and although about one percent of all trips are bicycling 

trips, bicyclists make up almost three percent of traffic fatalities, and most such fatalities 

involve motor vehicles. 

E. While large trucks comprise four percent of registered vehicles, a recent study 

found that they were involved in approximately eight percent of pedestrian fatalities and 

11 percent of bicyclist fatalities. Another study found that 32 percent of bicyclist and 

pedestrian fatalities from impacts with large trucks occurred after an initial impact with 

the side of the truck. 

F. Truck lateral protective devices have been required by many jurisdictions 

internationally, beginning in 1979 in Japan, and studies have found that they reduce the 

fatality rate for bicyclist and pedestrian impacts with large trucks. After the United 

Kingdom mandated the use of these devices, this fatality rate decreased for bicyclists 

by 61 percent and for pedestrians by 20 percent. 

G. There is no requirement, either at the federal or at the Washington State level, 

relating to the use of truck lateral protective devices. 
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H. A pilot program in Boston studying the use of truck lateral protective devices 

found a reduction in pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities due to side impact with a large 

truck, and in 2014 the Boston City Council passed an ordinance specifying the use of 

these devices, including both technical and regulatory specifications. 

I. Since that time, other United States cities seeking to reduce the risk of injury to 

non-motorists who are involved in collisions with large trucks have developed their own 

mandates concerning these devices, generally based on the collaborative effort of 

various city departments and stakeholders, local advocacy groups, and community 

stakeholders. 

J. Other cities and city departments have voluntarily adopted standards for the 

use of truck lateral protection devices. For example, the Seattle Department of 

Transportation requires that the devices are installed on the large trucks it owns. 

K. The City Council recognizes the Boston ordinance, now codified in Chapter 4-

8 of the Boston Municipal Code, as a model for comparator cities seeking to develop 

requirements relating to the use of truck lateral protective devices, in particular by 

extending such requirements to City contractors. 

Section 2. The City Council requests that the Department of Finance and 

Administrative Services (FAS), in collaboration with the Seattle Department of 

Transportation (SDOT) and any other City departments, develop recommended new 

safety requirements and related specifications, applicable to all City contractors, sub-

contractors, vendors, and sub-vendors, for the use by large trucks of truck lateral 

protective devices. In developing the recommended requirements, FAS should also 
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consider making recommendations related to complementary safety equipment, such as 

convex mirrors, cross-over mirrors, and safety decals. 

FAS, in collaboration with SDOT and any other City departments, should conduct 

an engagement process that includes the Seattle Freight Advisory Board, the Seattle 

Bicycle Advisory Board, and other affected stakeholders as appropriate to inform the 

development of recommended requirements and specifications that are technically 

feasible, workable in Seattle, and likely to be effective. The recommended requirements 

should model Boston Municipal Code Chapter 4-8 to the extent practicable and should 

address, at a minimum, the following: 

A. The types of trucks, and the gross or unladen vehicle weight of each type of 

truck, as applicable, to which the requirements apply; 

B. Design, strength, dimension, composition, technical, fit, installation, and 

maintenance specifications for truck lateral protective devices and, as applicable, any 

other related safety equipment that is the subject of similar new requirements. Such 

equipment may include alternatives to truck lateral protective devices, such as 

toolboxes, that are designed to fulfill a particular function and additionally meet all 

requirements for truck lateral protective devices; 

C. Maximum vehicle width, for each type of truck to which the policy applies, 

inclusive of installed truck lateral protective devices and any other related safety 

equipment; 

D. For vehicles meeting lateral-protection standards by design, the ability of 

those vehicles’ owners to submit documentation thereof and obtain waivers from 
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relevant installation, maintenance, and inspection requirements that are specific to truck 

lateral protective devices; 

E. Regular inspections of each contractor and subcontractor vehicle with installed 

truck lateral protective devices; 

F. The enforcement framework, including penalties for non-compliance, of any 

new regulations; and 

G. The effective date of the new regulations in new or renegotiated City 

contracts. 

Section 3. No later than May 1, 2027, FAS, in collaboration with SDOT and any 

other City departments, should submit to the Council recommendations for 

requirements governing truck lateral protective devices and complementary safety 

equipment for City contractors, subcontractors, vendors, and subvendors. The 

recommendations should address the elements identified in Section 2 of this ordinance, 

identify proposed legislative concepts with sample suggested legislative language or 

other actions necessary for implementation, and consider the work contemplated 

pursuant to Executive Order 2026-05. The Council intends to consider these 

recommended requirements in developing future legislation establishing new 

requirements applicable to City contractors, subcontractors, vendors, and subvendors. 

Nothing in this ordinance grants additional authority to adopt or impose the 

contemplated requirements without subsequent Council action, nor does it limit the 

authority that otherwise exists under applicable law. 

Attachment: 
 

Attachment A – Boston Municipal Code Chapter 4-8 
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This ordinance shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Sections 
 

1.04.020 and 1.04.070. 
 

Passed by the City Council and signed in open session in authentication of its 

passage on  . 

 

 

 
President  of the City Council 

 

 
 on  . 

 
 
 

 

 
Katie B. Wilson, Mayor 

 

 
Attested on  . 

 
 

 

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk 

 
Seal 
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4-8 REQUIRING CITY VENDORS TO SAFEGUARD UNPROTECTED ROAD USERS. 

4-8.1  Purpose. 

Vehicles covered by this Section shall be so constructed and/or equipped as to offer effective 

protection to unprotected road users against the risk of falling under the sides of the vehicle and 

being caught under the wheels. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.1; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.2  Definitions. 

For the purpose of this Section, the following definitions shall apply unless the context clearly 

indicates or requires a different meaning. 

APPROVAL OF A VEHICLE. The approval of a complete vehicle type with regard to its lateral 

protection. 

CITY. The City of Boston. 

CONTRACT. The contract between a vendor and a Department resulting from a request for 

proposals or an invitation for bids issued by the city to do any work or to make any purchase. 

DEPARTMENT(S). Those City Departments, Authorities, Agencies, Commissions and any 

other instrumentality acting on behalf of another (“Awarding Authorities”) under the supervision 

of the Mayor or persons appointed by him or her. 

GROSS WEIGHT. The sum of the weights transmitted to the road surface by all the wheels of 

the vehicle. 

LARGE VEHICLE. A motor vehicle with a gross weight exceeding 10,000 pounds; or a trailer 

with an unladen mass exceeding 10,000 pounds; or a semi-trailer with a gross weight exceeding 

26,000 pounds. 

LATERAL PROTECTIVE DEVICE. An apparatus installed on large vehicles between the front 

and rear wheels to help prevent injuries to unprotected road users, particularly from falling 

underneath the vehicle. 

MAYOR. The Mayor or persons designated by him or her. 

OTHERWISE QUALIFIED. Any vendor that meets all other criteria for the award of a contract. 

UNLADEN MASS. The weight of the vehicle in running order, unoccupied and unloaded, but 

complete with fuel, coolant, lubricant, tools and spare wheel, if supplied by the vehicle 

manufacturer as standard equipment. 

UNPROTECTED ROAD USERS. Pedestrians, cyclists or motorcyclists using the road in such 

a way that they are liable to fall under the sides of the vehicle and to be caught under the 

wheels. 

VENDOR. Any firm, vendor, contractor or supplier of goods and/or services to the city, and 

any of its subcontractors. 
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(CBC 1985 4-8.2; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.3  Requirements for Large Vehicles. 

When any Officer or Board in charge of a Department or other awarding Agency of the city 

issues requests for proposals or invitations for bids to do any work or make any purchase, said 

Officer or Board shall contract with a responsible and eligible vendor that has also installed, or 

that demonstrates that it will install, side under-ride guards, convex mirrors and appropriate 

warning signage on all large vehicles it uses or will use within the city in connection with the 

contract in preference of otherwise qualified vendors. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.3; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.4  Policy Implementation. 

Every large vehicle or a conventional cab configuration in which more than half of the engine 

length is forward of the foremost point of the windshield base and the steering wheel hub is in 

the forward quarter of the vehicle length used by a vendor in connection with a contract shall be 

equipped with convex mirrors, cross-over mirrors, decals and side under-ride guards affixed to 

the sides of such vehicles in a manner consistent this Section and with rules and regulations 

further promulgated by the Boston Transportation Department, the Boston Police Department 

and the Inspectional Service Department. As future technical innovations to improve safety for 

vulnerable road users become available, the city will make efforts to test and update these 

requirements. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.4; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.5 Technical Specifications for the Equipment of Lateral Protective Devices, Convex 

Mirrors and Convex Cross-over Mirrors and Safety Decals. 

(A) Lateral protective devices. Large vehicles must be constructed or equipped in such a way 

as to offer, throughout their length, effective protection to unprotected road users against the risk 

of falling under the side of the vehicle and being caught under the wheels. This requirement will 

be considered satisfied either: 

(1) If the vehicle is equipped with a special lateral protective device (side under-ride guard) 

in accordance with the requirements of division (B) below; 

(2) If the vehicle is so designed and/or equipped at the side that, by virtue of its shape and 

characteristics, its component parts can be incorporated and/or regarded as replacing the lateral 

protective device. Components whose combined function satisfies the requirements set out in 

division (B) below are considered to form a lateral protective device. 

(B) Technical specifications. The lateral protective device can use horizontal rails or a 

continuous flat surface that meets the following dimensional requirements. 

(1) The lower edge of the lateral protective device shall at no point be more than 21½ 

inches above the ground. 
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(2) The upper edge of the lateral protective device shall not be more than 14 inches below 

that part of the structure of the vehicle, cut or contracted by a vertical plane tangential to the 

outer surface of the tires, excluding any bulging close to the ground. 

(3) Not more than 12 inches to the rear of the vertical plane perpendicular to the 

longitudinal plane of the vehicle and tangential to the outer surface of the tire on the wheel 

immediately forward of the guard. 

(4) The rearward edge of the lateral protective device shall not be more than 12 inches 

forward of the vertical plane perpendicular to the longitudinal plane of the vehicle and tangential 

to the outer surface of the tire on the wheel immediately to the rear. 

(5) The lateral protective device shall not increase the overall width of the large vehicle and 

the main part of its outer surface shall not be more than 5 inches inboard from the outermost 

plane (maximum width) of the vehicle. 

(6) Every lateral protective device shall be essentially rigid and securely mounted. They 

shall not be liable to loosening due to vibration in normal use of the vehicle. The lateral 

protective device shall be considered suitable if it is capable of withstanding a force of 440 

pounds applied perpendicularly to any part of its surface by the center of a ram, the face of 

which is circular and not more than 8½ inches in diameter, and during such application. 

(7) No part of the side under-ride guard shall be deflected by more than 6 inches. 

(8) No part of the side under-ride guard which is less than 10 inches from its rearmost part 

shall be deflected by more than 1¼ inches. 

(C) Convex mirrors. Large vehicles must be equipped with convex mirrors to enable the 

operator of the large vehicle to see all points on an imaginary horizontal line which: 

(1) Is 3 feet above the road; and 

(2) Is 1 foot directly forward from the midpoint upon the longitudinal axis of the front of such 

large vehicle; and extends the full width of such large vehicle 

(D) Cross-over mirrors. Large vehicles must be equipped with convex cross-over mirror on 

the front of the vehicle to enable the operator of the large vehicle with a conventional cab 

configuration in which at least more than half of the engine length is forward of the foremost 

point of the windshield base and the steering wheel hub is in the forward quarter of the vehicle 

length to allow the driver to see: 

(1) Any person or object at least 3 feet tall passing in front of the vehicle; and 

(2) The area from the front bumper to where direct vision is possible. 

(E) Safety decals. Large vehicles must be equipped with a minimum of three safety decals 

on the rear and sides that warn pedestrians and cyclists of blind spots. 

(1) Decals should be safety yellow in color. 
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(2) Decals should include language or images warning of the blind spot locations on the 

vehicle. 

(3) Decals should be placed, when possible, on or near the lateral protection devices. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.5; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.6  Compliance and Enforcement. 

(A) Non-compliance with the provisions of this Section by a vendor shall be grounds for: 

(1) A fine of $100 for the first offense on a contract, escalating to $150 for the second 

offense and $200 for the third offense; and 

(2) Termination of the contract. 

(B) This Section shall be enforced by the Inspectional Services Department’s Weights and 

Measures Division and the Boston Police Department. The Boston Police Department and the 

Inspectional Services Department shall determine non-compliance with the provisions of this 

Section and any applicable regulations and may make recommendations, if any, to the 

contracting Department. 

(C) The Inspectional Services Department shall issue, for a vendor’s large vehicles, a 

compliance certification through a vehicle inspection of convex mirrors, lateral protective 

devices and decals prior to the date vendor begins work on a contract. A fee to cover the costs 

associated with inspection will be determined by the Commissioner of the Inspectional Services 

Department and passed on to the vendor. 

(D) Vehicle compliance will be certified with a sticker denoting the year of inspection. 

Inspections must be updated biennially. 

(E) Vendors may file for a waiver as stipulated in Subsection 4-8.7. Waiver applications must 

be made in writing at the time of contract bid to the Commissioner of Inspectional Services, the 

Department requesting services and the Commissioner of Transportation. Waiver applications 

filed after contract bids will not be considered. 

(F) Inspectional Services Department shall issue an annual report to be filed with the Mayor 

and the City Clerk and transmitted by the Clerk to the Boston City Council on the actions 

undertaken by the Inspectional Services Department on enforcement of this Section no later 

than May 31 of each year. The annual written report shall include, but not be limited to, the 

following items for the 12-month period prior to the report’s due date: 

(1) Any financial costs to the city associated with this Section; 

(2) The number of vehicles this Section applied to; 

(3) The number of vehicle exemptions, if any; 

(4) The total number of inspections performed by inspectors and any subsequent violations 

of this Section; and 
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(5) Evaluation of safety performance on equipped vehicles from Boston EMS and BPD 

reports of incidents. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.6; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.7  Waiver. 

(A) If a vendor or Department determines that extenuating circumstances exist which prevent 

the vendor from complying with this Section, then such vendor or Department may request an 

exemption from compliance to the city with its provisions. Waivers are issued at the sole 

discretion of the city. 

(B) This Section does not apply to: 

(1) A motor vehicle which has a maximum speed not exceeding 15 mph; 

(2) An agricultural trailer; 

(3) A fire engine; 

(4) An emergency medical vehicle; 

(5) A vehicle which is being driven or towed to a place where by previous arrangement a 

side under-ride guard is to be fitted so that it complies with this Section; 

(6) Vehicles used solely for the purpose of snow removal; 

(7) Street sweeper vehicles; and 

(8) City of Boston Fleet Vehicles purchased before July 1, 2014. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.7; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.8 Conformity with Existing Commonwealth and Federal Law. 

This Section shall be implemented in conformity with commonwealth and federal law. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.8; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.9  Severability. 

The provisions of this Section are severable and if any provision, or portion thereof, should be 

held to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, such 

unconstitutionality or invalidity shall not affect the remaining provisions, which shall remain in full 

force and effect. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.9; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 

4-8.10  Effective Date. 

(A) This Section shall take effect 180 days after passage and shall apply to all new contracts 

awarded and to all renewal terms of existing contracts executed after that date. 
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(B) City of Boston fleet vehicles purchased after July 1, 2014 that are large vehicles as 

defined herein will be required to comply with the provisions of this Section. 

(C) The Inspectional Services Department, Boston Police Department and the Transportation 

Department shall issue rules and regulations to implement the provisions of this Section within 

90 days of the date it takes effect. 

(CBC 1985 4-8.10; Ord. 2014 c. 14) 
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Overview of Prospective Legislative Package (1/2):

Seattle SAFER (Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Equitable, 
Responsive) Streets bills

1. Traffic Safety ORD

2. Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities ORD

3. Contracting Side Guards Recommendations ORD

1
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Overview of Prospective Legislative Package (2/2):

• At August 20, 2026 meeting of the Transportation, Waterfront, and Seattle Center 
Committee:

o  The Traffic Safety ORD and Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities ORD were 
attached as informational items to the agenda and discussed. 

o The Contracting Sideguards Recommendations ORD was discussed at a conceptual 
level. 

• All three bills are attached to the September 8 committee agenda as informational 
items, and will be on the September 15 Introduction and Referral Calendar.

• Today’s presentation will focus on changes made to the the Traffic Safety ORD and 
Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities ORD since the discussion on August 20, and 
details on the Contracting Sideguards Recommendations ORD now that it is fully 
developed. 

2
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Traffic Safety ORD

3

Legislation would amend various Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) provisions 
concerning traffic safety:

• Recognizes the importance of a Vision Zero Plan as an adaptive policy to 
guide and advance roadway safety goals.

• Incorporates a Vision Zero Plan into SDOT's transportation network planning, 
operations, and maintenance bodies of work.

• Adds references to specific safety countermeasures, such as leading 
pedestrian intervals, intersection sightline enhancements, and no-turn-on-
red restrictions.

• Requests that the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) 
return feedback on SDOT's onramp and offramp design within 180 days. 
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Traffic Safety ORD

4

Additions to the proposed ordinance include:

• Whenever SDOT constructs major paving projects:

o Intersection sightline upgrades are called out for specific 
consideration for incorporation; and

o The City Traffic Engineer is called to review project design 
to identify appropriate safety treatments.

• Incorporates additional data elements in annual reporting to 
provide context of per capita incidence of  serious injuries and 
fatalities and requests other data elements.
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Traffic Safety ORD

5

Additions to the proposed ordinance include:

• Expresses the Council’s intent that SDOT’s Programmatic Fatal Crash 
Response policy is recognized as a baseline policy.

• Requests SDOT submit a written report describing at least three 
progressively more stringent options for improving their response 
following a qualifying fatal crash:
• Report due June 15, 2027

• At least one option evaluates a model for SDOT to complete an 
initial site review within 72-hours after notice of a fatal crash and 
site remediation within 14 days following the review
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Traffic Safety ORD

6

Policy considerations:

• SDOT may need additional capacity to meet the required 
annual reporting, fatal crash policy options and new 
studies.
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Traffic Safety Position Responsibilities ORD

7

Bill would amend the SMC to clarify the authority of the City Traffic 
Engineer with respect to traffic safety:

• Adds to position's purview “review and provide recommendations 
to enhance the safety of roadways and transportation 
infrastructure.”

• Codifies position’s oversight of City traffic safety programs.

• Codifies position’s direction of and ability to expedite safety 
improvements on streets with a history of high rates of traffic-
related serious injuries and fatalities.
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Traffic Safety ORD

8

Policy consideration:

• In giving the City Traffic Engineer broad safety oversight, 
the bill could impact a future SDOT director’s potential 
intent to create an executive-level safety officer role (e.g., 
Chief Safety Officer)
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Contracting Side Guards Recommendations ORD

9

This bill requests that FAS develop recommended requirements for the use of 
truck lateral protective devices (“truck side guards”) by all City contractors, sub-
contractors, vendors, and sub-vendors.

• FAS may also consider recommendations for the use of complementary safety 
devices, such as safety decals and certain mirrors

• An engagement process with industry and advocate participation should 
inform the development of recommendations

• Recommendations should model 
Boston Municipal Code 4-8

• Recommendations are requested by May 1, 2027
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Contracting Side Guards Recommendations ORD

10

The bill includes a minimum framework for the requested 
recommendations about truck side guards, including:

• The types and dimensions of vehicles to which they should apply

• Design, strength, dimension, composition, technical, fit, 
installation, and maintenance specifications

• How and by whom inspections of these vehicles should be 
performed

• Enforcement of any new regulations arising from the 
recommendations
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Contracting Side Guards Recommendations ORD

11

Policy considerations:

• FAS may require additional resources to develop the 
requested recommendations

• FAS may not have capacity to perform/oversee the 
requested body of work by May 1, 2027
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Next Steps for SAFER Streets Bills

• 9/8/2026 -  Discussion of three bills as informational items

• 9/9/2026 - Amendments due to Central Staff by close of business 

• 9/15/2026 - Three pieces of legislation will be on the Introduction 
& Referral Calendar

• 9/17/2026 - Discussion and anticipated vote

12
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Questions?
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CITY OF SEATTLE

ORDINANCE __________________

COUNCIL BILL __________________

AN ORDINANCE granting Swedish Health Services permission to continue maintaining and operating an
existing pedestrian skybridge over and across 16th Avenue, north of East Jefferson Street; repealing
Section 2 and Section 8 of Ordinance 124099; and providing for the acceptance of the permit and
conditions.

WHEREAS, by Ordinance 124099, The City of Seattle granted permission to Swedish Health Services to

construct, maintain, and operate a pedestrian skybridge over and across 16th Avenue, north of East

Jefferson Street; and

WHEREAS, since the adoption of Ordinance 124099, The City of Seattle has established a practice for the

length of permit to one 15-year term, renewable for one successive 15-year term; and

WHEREAS, reflective of this change Swedish Health Services submitted an application to the Director of

Transportation to renew the permission granted by Ordinance 124099 for a 15-year term; and

WHEREAS, the permission authorized by Ordinance 124099 was due for renewal on September 27, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the pedestrian skybridge provides an above-grade connection for patients, staff, physicians, and

visitors between the Swedish Cherry Hill Hospital and a parking garage, and the skybridge also

provides a connection for sensitive hospital equipment between the facilities; and

WHEREAS, the obligations of Ordinance 124099 remain in effect after the ordinance term expires until the

encroachment is removed, or Swedish Health Services is relieved of the obligations by the Seattle

Department of Transportation Director, or the Seattle City Council passes a new ordinance to renew the

permission granted; and
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WHEREAS, Swedish Health Services has satisfied all the terms of the original authorizing ordinance, and the

Director of Transportation recommends that the term permit be renewed for 15 years subject to the

terms identified in this ordinance; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Permission. Subject to the terms and conditions of this ordinance, The City of Seattle

(“City”) grants permission (also referred to in this ordinance as a permit) to Swedish Health Services, and its

successors and assigns as approved by the Director of the Seattle Department of Transportation (“Director”)

according to Section 14 of this ordinance (the party named above and each such approved successor and assign

are referred to as “Permittee”), to continue maintaining and operating an existing pedestrian skybridge over and

across 16th Avenue north of East Jefferson Street. The pedestrian skybridge is adjacent in whole or in part to

the properties legally described as:

Revised Parcel B of City of Seattle Lot Boundary Adjustment No. 3003656, recorded under Recording
No. 20061101900006, in King County, Washington.

Section 2. Term. The permission granted to the Permittee is for a renewed term of 15 years starting on

the effective date of this ordinance, and ending at 11:59 p.m. on last day of the fifteenth year. This is the final

term authorized in Ordinance 124099, subject to the right of the City to require the removal of the pedestrian

skybridge or to revise by ordinance any of the terms and conditions of the permission granted by this ordinance.

The Permittee shall submit any application for a new permission no later than one year prior to the expiration of

this ordinance. Any application for a new permit for the existing skybridge is subject to the procedures detailed

in SDOT Director’s Rule 02-2021 or any successor Director’s Rules.

Section 3. Protection of utilities. The permission granted is subject to the Permittee bearing the

expense of any protection, support, or relocation of existing utilities deemed necessary by the owners of the

utilities, and the Permittee being responsible for any damage to the utilities due to the construction, repair,

reconstruction, maintenance, operation, or removal of the pedestrian skybridge and for any consequential

SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL Printed on 9/1/2026Page 2 of 13

powered by Legistar™ 61

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: CB 121263, Version: 1

damages that may result from any damage to utilities or interruption in service caused by any of the foregoing.

Section 4. Removal for public use or for cause. The permission granted is subject to use of the street

right-of-way or other public place (collectively, “public place”) by the City and the public for travel, utility

purposes, and other public uses or benefits. The City expressly reserves the right to deny renewal, or terminate

the permission at any time prior to expiration of the initial term or any renewal term, and require the Permittee

to remove the pedestrian skybridge, or any part thereof or installation on the public place, at the Permittee’s

sole cost and expense if:

A. The City Council determines by ordinance that the space occupied by the pedestrian skybridge is

necessary for any public use or benefit or that the pedestrian skybridge interferes with any public use or benefit;

or

B. The Director determines that use of the pedestrian skybridge has been abandoned; or

C. The Director determines that any term or condition of this ordinance has been violated, and the

violation has not been corrected by the Permittee by the compliance date after a written request by the City to

correct the violation (unless a notice to correct is not required due to an immediate threat to the health or safety

of the public).

A City Council determination that the space is needed for, or the pedestrian skybridge interferes with, a

public use or benefit is conclusive and final without any right of the Permittee to resort to the courts to

adjudicate the matter.

Section 5. Permittee’s obligation to remove and restore. If the permission granted is not renewed at

the expiration of a term, or if the permission expires without an application for a new permission being granted,

or if the City terminates the permission, then within 90 days after the expiration or termination of the

permission, or prior to any earlier date stated in an ordinance or order requiring removal of the pedestrian

skybridge, the Permittee shall, at its own expense, remove the pedestrian skybridge and all of the Permittee’s

equipment and property from the public place and replace and restore all portions of the public place that may
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have been disturbed for any part of the pedestrian skybridge in as good condition for public use as existed prior

to construction of the pedestrian skybridge and in at least as good condition in all respects as the abutting

portions of the public place as required by Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) right-of-way

restoration standards.

Failure to remove the pedestrian skybridge as required by this section is a violation of Chapter 15.90 of

the Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) or successor provision; however, applicability of Chapter 15.90 does not

eliminate any remedies available to the City under this ordinance or any other authority. If the Permittee does

not timely fulfill its obligations under this section, the City may in its sole discretion remove the pedestrian

skybridge and restore the public place at the Permittee’s expense and collect such expense in any manner

provided by law.

Upon the Permittee’s completion of removal and restoration in accordance with this section, or upon the

City’s completion of the removal and restoration and the Permittee’s payment to the City for the City’s removal

and restoration costs, the Director shall then issue a certification that the Permittee has fulfilled its removal and

restoration obligations under this ordinance. Upon prior notice to the Permittee and entry of written findings

that it is in the public interest, the Director may, in the Director’s sole discretion, conditionally or absolutely

excuse the Permittee from compliance with all or any of the Permittee’s obligations under this section.

Section 6. Repair or reconstruction. The pedestrian skybridge shall remain the exclusive responsibility

of the Permittee and the Permittee shall maintain the pedestrian skybridge in good and safe condition for the

protection of the public. The Permittee shall not reconstruct or repair the pedestrian skybridge except in strict

accordance with plans and specifications approved by the Director. The Director may, in the Director’s

judgment, order the pedestrian skybridge reconstructed or repaired at the Permittee’s cost and expense: because

of the deterioration of the pedestrian skybridge; because of the installation, construction, reconstruction,

maintenance, operation, or repair of any municipally-owned public utilities; or for any other cause.

Section 7. Failure to correct unsafe condition. After written notice to the Permittee and failure of the
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Permittee to correct an unsafe condition within the time stated in the notice, the Director may order the

pedestrian skybridge be removed at the Permittee’s expense if the Director deems that the pedestrian skybridge

creates a risk of injury to the public. If there is an immediate threat to the health or safety of the public, a notice

to correct is not required.

Section 8. Continuing obligations. Notwithstanding termination or expiration of the permission

granted, or removal of the pedestrian skybridge, the Permittee shall remain bound by all of its obligations

under this ordinance until the Director has issued a certification that the Permittee has fulfilled its removal and

restoration obligations under Section 5 of this ordinance, or the Seattle City Council passes a new ordinance to

renew the permission granted and/or establish a new term. Notwithstanding the issuance of that certification,

the Permittee shall continue to be bound by the obligations in Section 9 of this ordinance and shall remain

liable for any unpaid fees assessed under Section 15 and Section 17 of this ordinance.

Section 9. Release, hold harmless, indemnification, and duty to defend. The Permittee, by accepting

the terms of this ordinance, releases the City, its officials, officers, employees, and agents from any and all

claims, actions, suits, liability, loss, costs, expense, attorneys’ fees, or damages of every kind and description

arising out of or by reason of the pedestrian skybridge or this ordinance, including but not limited to claims

resulting from injury, damage, or loss to the Permittee or the Permittee’s property.

The Permittee agrees to at all times defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City, its officials, officers,

employees, and agents from and against all claims, actions, suits, liability, loss, costs, expense, attorneys’ fees,

or damages of every kind and description, excepting only damages that may result from the sole negligence of

the City, that may accrue to, be asserted by, or be suffered by any person or property including, without

limitation, damage, death, or injury to members of the public or to the Permittee’s officers, agents, employees,

contractors, invitees, tenants, tenants’ invitees, licensees, or successors and assigns, arising out of or by reason

of:

A. The existence, condition, construction, reconstruction, modification, maintenance, operation, use, or
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removal of the pedestrian skybridge, or any portion thereof, or the use, occupation, or restoration of the public

place or any portion thereof by the Permittee or any other person or entity;

B. Anything that has been done or may at any time be done by the Permittee by reason of this

ordinance; or

C. The Permittee failing or refusing to strictly comply with every provision of this ordinance; or arising

out of or by reason of the pedestrian skybridge or this ordinance in any other way.

If any suit, action, or claim of the nature described above is filed, instituted, or begun against the City,

the Permittee shall upon notice from the City defend the City, with counsel acceptable to the City, at the sole

cost and expense of the Permittee, and if a judgment is rendered against the City in any suit or action, the

Permittee shall fully satisfy the judgment within 90 days after the action or suit has been finally determined, if

determined adversely to the City. If it is determined by a court of competent jurisdiction that Revised Code of

Washington (RCW) 4.24.115 applies to this ordinance, then in the event claims or damages are caused by or

result from the concurrent negligence of the City, its agents, contractors, or employees, and the Permittee, its

agents, contractors, or employees, this indemnity provision shall be valid and enforceable only to the extent of

the negligence of the Permittee or the Permittee’s agents, contractors, or employees.

Section 10. Insurance. For as long as the Permittee exercises any permission granted by this ordinance

and until the Director has issued a certification that the Permittee has fulfilled its removal and restoration

obligations under Section 5 of this ordinance, the Permittee shall obtain and maintain in full force and effect, at

its own expense, insurance and/or self-insurance that protects the Permittee and the City from claims and risks

of loss from perils that can be insured against under commercial general liability (CGL) insurance policies in

conjunction with:

A. Construction, reconstruction, modification, operation, maintenance, use, existence, or removal of the

pedestrian skybridge, or any portion thereof, as well as restoration of any disturbed areas of the public place in

connection with removal of the pedestrian skybridge;
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B. The Permittee’s activity upon or the use or occupation of the public place described in Section 1 of

this ordinance; and

C. Claims and risks in connection with activities performed by the Permittee by virtue of the permission

granted by this ordinance.

Minimum insurance requirements are CGL insurance written on an occurrence form at least as broad as

the Insurance Services Office (ISO) CG 00 01. The City requires insurance coverage to be placed with an

insurer admitted and licensed to conduct business in Washington State or with a surplus lines carrier pursuant to

chapter 48.15 RCW. If coverage is placed with any other insurer or is partially or wholly self-insured, such

insurer(s) or self-insurance is subject to approval by the City’s Risk Manager.

Minimum limits of liability shall be $5,000,000 per Occurrence; $10,000,000 General Aggregate;

$5,000,000 Products/Completed Operations Aggregate, including Premises Operations; Personal/Advertising

Injury; Contractual Liability. Coverage shall include the “City of Seattle, its officers, officials, employees and

agents” as additional insureds for primary and non-contributory limits of liability subject to a Separation of

Insureds clause.

Within 60 days after the effective date of this ordinance, the Permittee shall provide to the City, or cause

to be provided, certification of insurance coverage including an actual copy of the blanket or designated

additional insured policy provision per the ISO CG 20 12 endorsement or equivalent. The insurance coverage

certification shall be delivered or sent to the Director or to SDOT at an address as the Director may specify in

writing from time to time. The Permittee shall provide a certified complete copy of the insurance policy to the

City promptly upon request.

If the Permittee is self-insured, a letter of certification from the Corporate Risk Manager may be

submitted in lieu of the insurance coverage certification required by this ordinance, if approved in writing by

the City’s Risk Manager. The letter of certification must provide all information required by the City’s Risk

Manager and document, to the satisfaction of the City’s Risk Manager, that self-insurance equivalent to the
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insurance requirements of this ordinance is in force. After a self-insurance certification is approved, the City

may from time to time subsequently require updated or additional information. The approved self-insured

Permittee must provide 30 days’ prior notice of any cancellation or material adverse financial condition of its

self-insurance program. The City may at any time revoke approval of self-insurance and require the Permittee

to obtain and maintain insurance as specified in this ordinance.

In the event that the Permittee assigns or transfers the permission granted by this ordinance, the

Permittee shall maintain in effect the insurance required under this section until the Director has approved the

assignment or transfer pursuant to Section 14 of this ordinance.

Section 11. Contractor insurance. The Permittee shall contractually require that any and all of its

contractors performing work on any premises contemplated by this permit name the “City of Seattle, its

officers, officials, employees and agents” as additional insureds for primary and non-contributory limits of

liability on all CGL, Automobile and Pollution liability insurance and/or self-insurance. The Permittee shall

also include in all contract documents with its contractors a third-party beneficiary provision extending to the

City construction indemnities and warranties granted to the Permittee.

Section 12. Performance bond. Within 60 days after the effective date of this ordinance, the Permittee

shall deliver to the Director for filing with the City Clerk a sufficient bond executed by a surety company

authorized and qualified to do business in the State of Washington, in the amount of $123,000 and conditioned

with a requirement that the Permittee shall comply with every provision of this ordinance and with every order

the Director issues under this ordinance. The Permittee shall ensure that the bond remains in effect until the

Director has issued a certification that the Permittee has fulfilled its removal and restoration obligations under

Section 5 of this ordinance. An irrevocable letter of credit approved by the Director in consultation with the

City Attorney’s Office may be substituted for the bond. In the event that the Permittee assigns or transfers the

permission granted by this ordinance, the Permittee shall maintain in effect the bond or letter of credit required

under this section until the Director has approved the assignment or transfer pursuant to Section 14 of this
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ordinance.

Section 13. Adjustment of insurance and bond requirements. The Director may adjust minimum

liability insurance levels and surety bond requirements during the term of this permission. If the Director

determines that an adjustment is necessary to fully protect the interests of the City, the Director shall notify the

Permittee of the new requirements in writing. The Permittee shall, within 60 days of the date of the notice,

provide proof of the adjusted insurance and surety bond levels to the Director.

Section 14. Consent for and conditions of assignment or transfer. When the Property is transferred,

the permission granted by this ordinance shall be assignable and transferable by operation of law pursuant to

Section 20 of this ordinance. Continued occupation of the right-of-way constitutes the Permittee’s acceptance

of the terms of this ordinance, and the new owner shall be conferred with the rights and obligations of the

Permittee by this ordinance. Other than a transfer to a new owner of the Property, the Permittee shall not

transfer, assign, mortgage, pledge or encumber the same without the Director’s consent, which the Director

shall not unreasonably refuse. The Director may approve assignment or transfer of the permission granted by

this ordinance to a successor entity only if the successor or assignee has provided, at the time of the assignment

or transfer, the bond and certification of insurance coverage required under this ordinance; and has paid any

fees due under Section 15 and Section 17 of this ordinance. Upon the Director’s approval of an assignment or

transfer, the rights and obligations conferred on the Permittee by this ordinance shall be conferred on the

successors and assigns. Any person or entity seeking approval for an assignment or transfer of the permission

granted by this ordinance shall provide the Director with a description of the current and anticipated use of the

pedestrian skybridge.

Section 15. Inspection fees. The Permittee shall, as provided by SMC Chapter 15.76 or successor

provision, pay the City the amounts charged by the City to inspect the pedestrian skybridge during construction,

reconstruction, repair, annual safety inspections, and at other times deemed necessary by the City. An

inspection or approval of the pedestrian skybridge by the City shall not be construed as a representation,
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warranty, or assurance to the Permittee or any other person as to the safety, soundness, or condition of the

pedestrian skybridge. Any failure by the City to require correction of any defect or condition shall not in any

way limit the responsibility or liability of the Permittee. The Permittee shall pay the City the amounts charged

by the City to review the inspection reports required by Section 16 of this ordinance.

Section 16. Inspection reports. The Permittee shall submit to the Director, or to SDOT at an address

specified by the Director, an inspection report that:

A. Describes the physical dimensions and condition of all load-bearing elements;

B. Describes any damages or possible repairs to any element of the pedestrian skybridge;

C. Prioritizes all repairs and establishes a timeframe for making repairs; and

D. Is stamped by a professional structural engineer licensed in the State of Washington.

A report meeting the foregoing requirements shall be submitted within 60 days after the effective date of

this ordinance; subsequent reports shall be submitted every two years, provided that, in the event of a natural

disaster or other event that may have damaged the pedestrian skybridge, the Director may require that

additional reports be submitted by a date established by the Director. The Permittee has the duty of inspecting

and maintaining the pedestrian skybridge. The responsibility to submit structural inspection reports periodically

or as required by the Director does not waive or alter any of the Permittee’s other obligations under this

ordinance. The receipt of any reports by the Director shall not create any duties on the part of the Director. Any

failure by the Director to require a report, or to require action after receipt of any report, shall not waive or limit

the obligations of the Permittee. The Permittee shall pay the City the amounts charged by the City to review the

inspection reports submitted by the Permittee.

Section 17. Annual fee. Beginning on the effective date of this ordinance the Permittee shall pay an

Issuance Fee, and annually thereafter, the Permittee shall promptly pay to the City, upon statements or invoices

issued by the Director, an Annual Renewal Fee, and an Annual Use and Occupation fee of $8,928.56, or as

adjusted annually thereafter, for the privileges granted by this ordinance.
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Adjustments to the Annual Use and Occupation Fee shall be made in accordance with a term permit fee

schedule adopted by the City Council and may be made every year. In the absence of a schedule, the Director

may only increase or decrease the previous year's fee to reflect any inflationary changes so as to charge the fee

in constant dollar terms. This adjustment will be calculated by adjusting the previous year’s fee by the

percentage change between the two most recent year-end values available for the Consumer Price Index for the

Seattle-Tacoma-Bellevue Area, All Urban Consumers, All Products, Not Seasonally Adjusted. Permittee shall

pay any other applicable fees, including fees for reviewing applications to renew the permit after expiration of

the first term. All payments shall be made to the City Finance Director for credit to the Transportation Fund.

Section 18. Compliance with other laws. The Permittee shall construct, maintain, and operate the

pedestrian skybridge in compliance with all applicable federal, state, County, and City laws and regulations.

Without limitation, in all matters pertaining to the pedestrian skybridge, the Permittee shall comply with the

City’s laws prohibiting discrimination in employment and contracting including Seattle’s Fair Employment

Practices Ordinance, Chapter 14.04, and Fair Contracting Practices code, Chapter 14.10 (or successor

provisions).

Section 19. Acceptance of terms and conditions. The Permittee shall provide evidence of insurance

coverage required by Section 10 of this ordinance, the bond as required by Section 12 of this ordinance, and the

covenant agreement required by Section 20 of this ordinance within 60 days after the effective date of this

ordinance. Continued occupation of the right-of-way constitutes the Permittee’s acceptance of the terms of this

ordinance.

Section 20. Obligations run with the Property. The obligations and conditions imposed on the

Permittee by and through this ordinance are covenants that run with the land and bind subsequent owners of the

property adjacent to the pedestrian skybridge and legally described in Section 1 of this ordinance (the

“Property”), regardless of whether the Director has approved assignment or transfer of the permission granted

herein to such subsequent owner(s). At the request of the Director, the Permittee shall provide to the Director a
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current title report showing the identity of all owner(s) of the Property and all encumbrances on the Property.

The Permittee shall, within 60 days of the effective date of this ordinance, and prior to conveying any interest in

the Property, deliver to the Director upon a form to be supplied by the Director, a covenant agreement imposing

the obligations and conditions set forth in this ordinance, signed and acknowledged by the Permittee and any

other owner(s) of the Property and recorded with the King County Recorder’s Office. The Director shall file the

recorded covenant agreement with the City Clerk. The covenant agreement shall reference this ordinance by its

ordinance number. At the request of the Director, Permittee shall cause encumbrances on the Property to be

subordinated to the covenant agreement.

Section 21. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be separate and severable.

The invalidity of any clause, sentence, paragraph, subdivision, section, or portion of this ordinance, or the

invalidity of its application to any person or circumstance, does not affect the validity of the remainder of this

ordinance or the validity of its application to other persons or circumstances.

Section 22. Repeal of Section 2 and Section 8 of Ordinance 124099. Section 2 and Section 8 of

Ordinance 124099 are repealed.

Section 23. Section titles. Section titles are for convenient reference only and do not modify or limit the

text of a section.

Section 24. 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 _________________________, 2026, and signed by

me in open session in authentication of its passage this ________ day of _________________________, 2026.

____________________________________
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President ____________ of the City Council

Approved / returned unsigned / vetoed this ______ day of _______________, 2026.

____________________________________

Katie B. Wilson, Mayor

Filed by me this ________ day of _________________________, 2026.

____________________________________

Scheereen Dedman, City Clerk

(Seal)
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SUMMARY and FISCAL NOTE 

Department: Dept. Contact: CBO Contact: 

Seattle Department of 

Transportation 

Amy Gray Christie Parker 

 

1. BILL SUMMARY 

 

Legislation Title: 

AN ORDINANCE granting Swedish Health Services permission to continue maintaining and 

operating an existing pedestrian skybridge over and across 16th Avenue, north of East Jefferson 

Street; repealing Section 2 and Section 8 of Ordinance 124099; and providing for the acceptance 

of the permit and conditions. 

 

Summary and Background of the Legislation: 

This legislation allows Swedish Health Services to continue maintaining and operating an 

existing pedestrian skybridge.  This legislation renews the permit for 15 years. 

 

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. 

     

      

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. 

Annual Fee: 

$8,928.56 

TBD TBD TBD TBD 

      

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

     

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

Transportation Fund 

(13000) 

SDOT Annual Fee $8,928.56 TBD 

TOTAL $8,928.56 TBD 

 

Revenue/Reimbursement Notes: 

The 2025 fee is based on the 2025 land values assessed by King County. 

 

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.  

N/A 

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

If the legislation is not enacted by City Council, the City of Seattle will not receive the 2025 

annual fee of $8,928.56, and future annual fees. 

 

4. OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

a. Please describe how this legislation may affect any departments besides the originating 

department. 

N/A 

b. Does this legislation affect a piece of property? If yes, please attach a map and explain 

any impacts on the property. Please attach any Environmental Impact Statements, 

Determinations of Non-Significance, or other reports generated for this property.  

Yes, the Swedish Health Services property legally described in Section 1 of the Council Bill. 
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c. 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 is a renewal of an existing term permit and is not expected to have an impact on 

vulnerable or historically disadvantaged communities. 

 

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 

 

d. 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 is a renewal of an existing term permit and is unlikely to increase or decrease 

carbon emissions in a material way. 

 

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 is renewal of an existing term permit and will not increase or decrease Seattle’s 

ability to adapt to climate change in a material way. 

 

e. 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 

 

5. CHECKLIST 

 

 Is a public hearing required? 

 

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

Times required? 

 

 If this legislation changes spending and/or revenues for a fund, have you reviewed 

the relevant fund policies and determined that this legislation complies?  
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 Does this legislation create a non-utility CIP project that involves a shared financial 

commitment with a non-City partner agency or organization?  

 

6. ATTACHMENTS 

 

Summary Attachments: 

Summary Attachment A – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Area Map 

Summary Attachment B – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Photos 

Summary Attachment C – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Annual Fee Assessment Summary 
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Summary Att A – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Area Map 

V1 

 

 

Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Area Map 

 

 
 

 

 

 
Map is for informational purposes only and is not intended to modify or supplement the legal description(s) in the Ordinance. 
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Summary Att B – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Photos 

V1 

 

 

 

 

Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Photos 
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Summary Att B – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Photos 

V1 
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Summary Att C – Swedish Cherry Hill Skybridge Annual Fee Assessment Summary 
V1a 

 

 

 

 

STREET USE ANNUAL FEE ASSESSMENT 
 

Date:  2/13/2025 

 
 
 
 
I. Property Description: 

An existing pedestrian skybridge over and across 16th Avenue, north of East Jefferson Street.  
The skybridge provides a pedestrian connection between Swedish Cherry Hill hospital and 
parking garage.  The skybridge total area is 858 square feet. 
 
Applicant: 
Swedish Health Services 
  
Abutting Parcels, Property Size, Assessed Value: 
 

2025 
 
Parcel 7942600331; Lot size:  167,318 
Tax year 2025 Appraised Land Value $46,012,400 ($275/sq ft) 
 
Parcel 7942600800; Lot size:  69,120 
Tax year 2025 Appraised Land Value $6,566,400 ($95/sq ft) 
 
 

II. Annual Fee Assessment:  

The 2025 permit fee is calculated as follows:   
  

($185/SF) X (858 SF) X (75%) X (7.5%) = $8,928.56 where 75% is the degree of alienation 

for semi-public skybridge and 7.5% is the annual rate of return.   
 
 
Fee methodology authorized under Ordinance 123485, as amended by Ordinances 123585, 
123907, and 124532. 
 

 

 

Summary: 
Land Value:  $185/SF 

2025 Permit Fee:  

$8,928.56 
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