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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR - CITY OF SEATTLE

J.D. Braman, Mayor
May 5, 1967

Mr. Robert B, Pitts, Regional Administrator
Department of Housing and Urban Development
450 Golden Gate Avenue

Box 36003

San Francisco, California 94102

Dear Mr. Pitts:

Enclosed is Seattle's Workable Program for Community Improvement for the
year 1967.

This document represents, we believe, evidence of a very energetic program to
conquer the problems of blight and decay in the city of Seattle, I think you will
note, when comparing this workable program with our previous ones, that we
have increased our efforts in a number of existing programs and have undertaken
some completely new ones,

One of the new programs with which we are very Intrigued is the Model Neighbor-
hoods in Demonstration Cities Program, which was authorized by Congress last
fall. We have recently submitted an application to participate in this program
and are most hopeful about our chances. We think that the Model Cities program
offers some real advantages in doing something about social and economic decay,
as well as the physical problems of our city. We are &i;  7lanning to submit to
your office in the very near future an application for a i ii.inliy assisted Local
Code Enforcement Program for Seattle's Leschi Neighiciiuod,

We have attempted to answer the many questions which the program format poses
in ag underatandable a way as possible, We realize, however, in a matter so
complex that many questions and perhaps areas of omission will arise, We stand
ready to supply you with whatever additional information you may require,

Thank you for the fine cooperation of your department on this and the many other
very valuable programs with which you have assisted us.

Sincerely yours,

(s

J. D. BRAMAN
Mayor
JDB:al
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Office of the Regional Administrator
REGION Vi

Honorable J. D. Braman
Mayor of the City of Seattle
City MHall

Seattle, Washington 98111

Dear Mayor Braman;

We are pleased to inform you that the Department of Housing and

Urban Development has recertified the Workable Program for Commu- ;}3
nity Imptovesent for the City of Seattle. As indicated on the 3
enclosed Determination and Certification form, this new approval i
is effective until September 1, 1968, {5:}?

T

We are also sending you a certificate, suitable for framing and
public display, which has been issued evidencing the recercifica-
tion of your Program.

The Federal aids administered by this Department will continue to
be available as specific requiremcnts are met to carry forward
your plans for community improvement. We wish you every success
in your Program and are glad to be working with you toward the
fulfillment of your objoctives.

Sinc EIE].‘_." YOours,

. i f (‘""(1

r‘..{ 'r{- i-u—-u..r\ E.ld‘i:. R ——t

Acting Regional Administrator

Enclosures (2)
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HUD. 10725
+ DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (1-67)

DETERMINATION AND CERTIFICATION OF A WORKABLE PROGRAM _
FOR COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT |

Localiiy Spattle, Washinzton

The undersigned has reviewed the program submitied by the above locality under date of May 5, 1967
and has determined that it constitules o Workable Propram for Community Improvement, as that term is used in _
Section 101 (c) of the Housing Acl of 1949, f2

Accordingly, il is hereby certified that Federal assistance of the types specified in such Section 101 (c) may be

made available in the locality in accordance with and subject to applicable laws and other requirements. '_"‘:
This Determination and Certification shall expire on _September 1, 1968 ;. Expiration Date being one ia-
yenr from the first day of the month following the date of this Determination and Certification) except that for the .-
following purposes Lhey shall esntinue to be elfective on and afler such Expiration Date: )

1. Title 1 Uiban Renewal Aid. To provide Federal assistance under Title I of the Housing Act of 1949 for any
urban rencwal project in n the locality with respect to which a loan and grant controct is executed prior to the
Expiration Date;

2. Low-Rent Public Housing Aid. To provide Federal assistance under the United States Housing Act of 1937 if_:_-
for any low-rent public housing being underlaken by the locality with respect to which a contract for annual
contributicns or capital grant is exccuted prior to the Expiration Date;

3. Sectlion 220 Morgopge and Home Improvement Loan Insurance, To provide morfgage and home improvement loan
insurance under Section 220 of the National Housing Act with respect lo property in the locality situated in:

(a) the arez of any urhan renewal project for which « lvan and prant contracl is executed prior 1o the Expira-

tion Da‘e, or '4

() any urban rencwal area not involving Fedesal aid under Title 1 of the Housing Act of 1949 respecting which, v{.

prior to Lhe Expiration Date, the Scerelary of Housing and Urhan Development has certified to the Federal ;"'

Housing Commissioner thal he has approved the wban rencwal plan for the area, thal sech plan conforms ;-,:ii-.

to the general plan for the locality as a whole, and that there exist the necessary authority and financial :“

capacity to assure the completion of such utban renewal plan. =

i

4. Seclion 221(d)(3) Morgage Insurance. To provide morgage insurance under Section 221 (d}(3) of the National E,f;t

Housing Ac. with respect to propedy In the locality for which a pre-application analysis has been made by the e

_ Federal Housing Administration and it has sgreed in writing to accept a formal application with requisite fees {:;“-f
prior to the Expiration Date. :;'a:

l A conformed copy of this signed oripinal, duly authenticated by aflixing thercon the official seal of the Depart- ‘5:
= ment of Housing and Urban Development, shall be transmitted to the locality. ;:‘1
e Thrzeiol 1

AUG 8 1867 e

Dated: i £

A zsiptant Secretury fur Renruwal sad Nousmg Avsfsiance “‘

' (SEAL) :

The foregoing is a true, correct, and conformed copy of the original document, which has been duly signed and
made a part of the records of the Department of Housing ond Urban Development.

L}

- -

y n ;
ey e

Atiesting Officer

—

214808 FHA-Wazh., D. C.
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A REVIEW OF PROGRESS
UNDER THE

WORKABLE PROGRAM

FOR COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT

for the elimination and prevention
of silums and blight In

Seattle, Washington

city and siale

submitted to the Department of Housing and
Urban Development on

Mavy 5. 1967

dats

U e signature of the chief exzcutive

—J, D, Braman, Mavor

name and title

Form HUD~1082 [12!5’.55) Form opproved by the Bureou of the Budget No. 63-R984.2
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR — CITY OF SEATTLE

4. D. Braman, Mayor
May 24, 1967

The City Council
City of Seattle

Honorable Memhers:

Enclosed is A Review of Progress Under the Program for Community
Improvement for the year 1967. The review represents, I believe,
evidence of a very energetic program to conguer the problems of
blight and decay in our city.

JThe program does not propose any significant new programas, but it does
extend the degree of our commitment to the elimination of blight and
decay by whatever means practicable.

The City's Workable Program for 1965-1966 has now expired, and this
program will replace it, which requires a review and a recertification
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development,

The favorable action of your Honorable Body, adopting this workable
program by resolution will be most appreciated. Enclosed for your
information is a copy of Resolution 20387, which adopted the last Work-
able Program.

If you have any questions or desire further information on this very
important request, please let me know.

Sincerely,

J. D. BRAMAN
Mayor

JDB:os
Enclosures: 2
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This form is designed to elicit from the community the information needed lo determine whether
it has n Workable Program meeling the requirements of Section 101{c) of the Housing Act of 1019,
as amended, The Program Guides, and related wrillen material, should be used in preparing the
form. These give the specific requirements that must be met to qualify for Program recertification
as well as policy puidance, All questions on the form must be answered or adequate explanations
given. Additional pages should be attached where needed Lo permit a full presentation of the local
Program. Submit an orginal and three copies to the Regional Office, Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

CITY OR TOWN COUNTY STATE

King | Washington

e ———— - ———— e — ek — - » — e m——

Seattle
FORM OF GOVERNMENT
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]
. T

Mayor - Council
PRINCIPAL SOURCES OF ENPLOYMENT  Total Employment 492,500

Total manufacturing * 140, 300 Trans, Comm,, Utilities 29,700
Mining, Forestry, Fishing 1,400 Trades &k Services 112, 500
s Conastyuction ™ =i 1753000 = s Government E s 69, 200
POPULATION. 1950 CENSUS _!m?ua.mm 1969 cruf:ui_ & ‘___J_fpﬂuyﬂs_:j_cmn:w:vrw.arE I3
a6 7891 et [ o 5708 TR 4 el | e wilae SR i WG
Hoysing-1960 Census
Total No. of Housing Units St uier A B LR b it e
Total No. Substandard and Deficienl Unils AT A S A QT T
—Dilapidated Unils e L e R e
—Delevioraling Units Si=ia P Ry e R
—Spuntd Unils lacking some or all
plumbing facililies == 14,715

DATE OF AcTian
__6/19/67

By such approval, the governing body confirms its obligation to use its autherity and local public and
private resources in an effeclive plan of action to eliminate and prevent slums and blight and to submit
an annual Reporl of Progress fo the Department of Housing and Urban Development,

vime and title of the officinl{=) responsible for preparing this submission .mll for umt{lll! tling lhu
]:rlu rim,

THIS PROGRAM SUBMISSION WAS APPROVED BY THE GOVERNING B0DY OF THE COMMUNITY ON

—— et = = e - —a —_— - - —

JooD.; Brama.n. Mayur

The Iuiln“mf: prug!.lmvz of the Dep*utmunl n!' Hnuung and T_ lL-.m l}uelupmeni are htmg ul.ihzr.-d in
the community:®

See pages 4 through 6

B — - I AR e =y PRI SRR R ettt e e e T A i

The community plans Lo ulilize the fuIIcmmg ]wurrl.mu ul’ the Un;nrtment'*

See page T

S list an I'n.'.[u' imae g,
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A RESOLUTION adopting "A Review of Progress Under the Workable
Program for Commumnity Improvement” (1967) for Urban Renewal
and authorizing an application to the Federal Government
for recertification in such connection.

WHEREAS, certification by the Federal Govermment of the city's
"Workable Program" for Urban Renewal has expired, necessitating
a new and current certification; Now, Therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE:

B

That that report entitled "A Review of Progress Under the
Workable Program for Commmity Improvement" prepared for 1967 under
the direction of and submitted to the City Council by the Mayor and
contained in C. F. 258179 is hereby adopted, and the Mayor is hereby
authorized to transmit executed copies thereof, together with such
copies of this resolution and other materials as may be required, to
the proper agency of the Federal Govermment for recertification by
and continued financial assistance for Urban Renmewal from the

Federal Government.

PASSED the City Council the _/ 2 day of June , 1967
and signed by me in open session in authentication of its passage
this /9§ day of hme | 1967.

[
President g Touw of the City Council

Filed by me this _ /9 day of Jume , 1967.

ATTEST: (ZLfﬁgiszégrtAhﬂ—-“.“'h’

City Comptrulier and City Clerk

BY: <7
Deputy




DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
(Programs for which a Workable Program is a Prerequisite are indicated by *)

The City of Seattle is presently using the following:

MORTGAGE INSURANCE

FHA Home and Rental Housing Mortgage Insurance (Regular Programs):

To help families undertake home ownership and to facilitate the production
of rental accommeodations.

FHA Home Mortgage Insurance for Servicemen and Veterans: To finance
proposed or existing one-family homes for servicemen and their

families and veterans who have not received loans under the Veterans
Administration home loan program,

FEA Homes for Displaced, and Low and Moderate Income, Families
(Section 221): To finance low-cost homes for people of low and moderate
incomes and those displaced through governmei®al action.

"~ *FHA Rental Housing for Low and Moderate Income Famiilies (Regular
Section 221 (d) (3) at market, or below market, interest rates): To
assist private industry in providing rental and cooperative housing

for low and moderate-income families and those displaced by govern-
mental action.

FHA Property Improvement Loan Financing (Title I): Insurance of
property improvement leans,

FHA Mortgage Insurance for Nursing Homes: To provide financing for
rew or rehabilitated structures for nursing homes.

FHA Mortgage Insurance for Land Development for residential and related
uses including facilities for public or commeon use.

Federal National Mortgage Association secondary market operations and
Special Assistance programs which support special purpose programs.

PUBLIC HOUSING

* Loans to local honusing authorities to help finance construction, rehabilita-
tion, or the acquisition of existing dwellings for low-rent use, aad annual
contributions to permit operation of such units at low rents.




I I :
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|

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Advances for Public Works Planning: Interest-free advances to assist
Planning for individual Public works, including water and sewer systems,
school buildings, recreational Projects, public buildings, etc.

Public Facility Loans: Loans for the construction of such needed public
facilities as sewer and water systems.

Grants for Basic Sewer and Water Facilities: Grants to finance part of
the cost of basic water and sewer facilities,

URBAN RENEWAL

* Urban renewal project loans and grants for planning, clearing or re-
habilitating slum or blighted areas.

¥ Low interest loans, and in some hardship cases direct grants, tc assist
in the rehabilitation of pProperties in urban renewal areas,

* Grants for the undertakii; of code enforcement Projects, including
certain public improvements in the neighborhoods invelved,

* Grants for the demolition of dilapidateﬂ, unsafe structures.

* Community Renewal Program grants for developing a renewal Program
for an entire comrnunity,

HOUSING FOR SENIOR CITIZENS AND THE HANDICAPPED

Programs designed to provide good housing for elderly and handicapped

Persons of low- and moderate-income, suitable te their needs and at -
pPrices they can afford,

COLLEGE HOUSING

Direct loans at low interest rates to help colleges and hospitals in
construction of college residence halls, faculty and married student
housing, housing for student nurses and interns, etc,

MASS TRANSPORTATION

Urban mass transportation grants to help localities wr.wvide and improve
urban mass transportation facilities and equipmesi, and to encourage
Planning of areawide systems.




OPEN SPACE LAND AND URBAN BIAUTIFICATION AND
IMPROVEMENT

Grants to assist communities in acquiring and developing land for open
space uses and in carrying out urban beautification programs.

PLANNING

Urban planning grants to assist in developing comprehensive plans, in-
cluding mass iransportation planning, for communities under 50, 000
population, communities designated under the Area Redevelopment
Act as redevelopment areas, and for metropeclitan areas, regions
and states.

RELOCATION

Various aids to assist in the relocation of families, individuals, businesses,
and non-profit organizations displaced by urban renewal, urban mass
transportation, open space, community facilities, and public housing
programs.

DEMONSTRATIONS

Demonstration grants for the development and testing of new and improved
renewal techniques and methods,

Grants to assist in developing and demonstrating new and improved means
of providing housing for low-income persons and families, B

Grants for research, development and demonstration projects in all phases
of mass transportation. 1

FHA mortgage insurance on a special risk basis to encourage the use of
advanced technology in planning, construction, and neighborhood design
as a means of lowering costs and producing better housing.



The City of Seattle and various public agencies in the Seatltle community

have plans to use the following programs in the near future:

FHA Section 220 for Housing Construction and Rehabilitation of Urban
Renewal Project areas which will be included in our general urban

renewal effort as progress is made to the point where such activity
will be useful.

FHA Insurance of Rehabilitation Loans of $10, 000 and up to 20-years in

maturity which will be used in conjunction with general neighborhood
improvement efforts.

Rent supplement programs, administered by FHA and used in connection
with the FHA 221 D (2), 202, and 23] programs.

Grants for Neighbarhood Facilities which will be used during the coming

year in the conversion of a former Fire Station to a Neighborhood
Community Center.

General Neighborhood Renewal Planning Advances for areas of such
size that renewal may be initiated during a period of up to ten years,

FHA Mortgage Insurance for Housing for the elderly, which has been

used in the past and will be used again when additional projects are
initiated.

21
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DECLARATION OF I'OLICY FOR THE WORKABLE PROGRAM
FOR COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT

In reviewing progress under its Program for Community Improvement, a locality is taking stock—
evalualing its accomplishments and deciding on new goals for the coming years, This is an im portant process
—publicize it as a means of building community understanding and support for community improvement
objectives. Prepare a Declaration of Policy statement to be issued by the chief exceutive officer and
Eoverning body to the people of the community. The statemnent should identify and summarize (1) signifi-
cant achievements during the past year; (2) changes or revisions in the community's overall objectives,
and (3) major goals which are set for attainment during the coming year, j

DECLARATION OF POLICY

A. Definition:

The Seattle Workable Program for Community Improvement is
Prepared annually as a statement of the City's accomplishments and
goals which contribute to and guide the improvement of the city's
environment, The Workable Program is prepared under the direction
of the Mayor and is adopted by the City Council. It is required by
the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development as
a pre-requisite for eligibility for monetary assistance in the various
urban renewal housing and financing programs now under way and
proposed for the future, It serves as a way of uniting city, com-
munity, federal, and other local governmental agency efforts in a
comprehensive program for the improvement of our environment.

B. General Statement of Goals

Seven elements of the Workable Program in Seattle are organized

and integrated to meet the demands of the changing urban environ-- >
ment. They can be consolidated into a program of action which will
achieve the following broad interrelated goals;

The Citizen Perspective

Increasing the opportunities for citizen participation in all
facets of the problem-solving and the decision-making
efforts which are an integral part of the Workable Program,

| co

(Insert additional sheet or sheets for poliey statement if Necessary)
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The Government Ferspective

Involving the political and administrative institutions, civic
organizations, and agencies of every level of government in the
Workable Program effort, and increasing their awarensss of the
Problems of blight and decay, thereby increasing opportunities
for contribution on their part to the solutions of these problems.

The Program Perspective

Contributing to the effective solutions of these probiems by
integrating citizenry and gcvernment in positive programs which

(2) utilize those exis Hng means of attack on slums,

(b)  extend these pPrograms more effectively throughout the
community, and %

(e} dformulate new Programs to meet these needs,

Progress in 1966:

The three perspectives of these br cad goals may be seen in the progress
of specific projects in the Seattle area during the year 1966, The City's
program efforts, utilizing the seven eléments of the Workable Program,

have moved forward with Tespect to eventual accomplishment of these
goals:

The University-Addition Northlake Project, a Section 112 Urban Renewal
Project for University of Washington expansion purposes, while contro.
versial and subjected to litization and resultant slowdowns in its progress,
has moved in the direction of resolving legal problems and accomplishing
renewal objectives, Real estate acquisition has moved forward during
1966 with the acquisition of twenty-eight out of a proposed total of sixty- :
nine parcels of land. The relocation pProgram also showed progress with
the relocation of four individuals and five businesses from this area to
other areas. There were, additionally, ten buildings demolished in 1966;
although there were no site improvements made during this time period,
Plans for land sales were delayed while smaller parcels of land were
prepared for condemnation to assemble lar ger and more manageable
parcels which the University of Washington plans to acquire in 1967. A
minimum of engineering design was initiated during this time period, and
it will be extended over the next several years for relocation of streets
and redesign of public works in the area,




An additional area of concern is the Ploneer Square area of Seattle.
This too is an area of historical significance, with many buildings of
historical value, and with an overall flavor of the Gold Rush days of

100 years ago. An intercsted group of citizens (the Urban Corporation)
contributed $50, 000 to finance a feasibility study which was completed
and submitted to the City in 1966, This study is being used as the basis
for a plan of redevelopment. An application for Survey and Planning
Funds is being prepared by Urban Renewal, Citizen participation is
extensive here in the form of the Pioneer Square Association, Central
Association, the Municipal Art Commission, the American Institute of
Architects (who have advised on structural development), and groups of
property owners—all of whom are working with Urban Renewal and the
Mayor's Office to develop a comprehensive approach to the revitalization
of the area.

Through a jointNeighborhood - Seattle Planning Commission effort, a
comprehensive neighborhood plan for the Leschi Neighborhood was

recently completed. The neighborhood is anxious to prevent any further

spread of blight in the area and has asked that a Comprehensive Federally
Assisted Code Enforcement project be instituted in their neighborhood.
Preliminary studies on an application are now complete, and we expect

to be asking for Federal assistance shortly.

Activity has also been generated in several other communities which were
identified during the community renewal studies as likely to benefit from
Workable Program element application, Included here is the Wallingford
District, which is presently engaged in a seli-study effort, through the
invelvermnent of the Bureau of Community Development from the University
of Washington. This self-study will attempt to define the problems of the
area and'to establish goals for improvement in the social, economic and
physical realms. Extensive community participation has been the basis
for the development of governmental programs, and the Division of Urban
Renewal is beginning to work with these people to develop an inventory

of possible City contributions.

Ancther area is the Haller Lake area, which has engaged in self-study and
seli-improvement programs and has also been in contact with the Bureau
of Community Development of the University of Washington. This activity
will also serve as the basis for some City participation in the future.

Comrnittments for 1967:

Efforts for 1967 will proceed in the same general pattern as they have in
the past, The University Addition-Northlake Project will continue with
the proposed acquisition of another thirty parcels of land; the relocation

11




of thirty-five individuals, thirty families, and thirty businesses, the
demolition of another fourty-four buildings, and site improvements
which will cost $8, 000, The proposed sales of land, which were
mentioned in part C., will take the form of two major parcels which the
University hopes to Zcquire,

The South Seattle Redevelopment Project will include the acquisition of
sixty-six parcels of land; the relocation of four individuals, eleven
families, and another thirty-four businesscs; the demolition of one -
hundred buildings; site improvements which will cost $650,000; and the
sale of four parcels of land which will be utilized in the general redevelop-
ment effort, Citizen participation in the South Seattle area will see a
shift in the composition of the SPARC Committee to a broadened com-
mittee which will include membership from the Seattle Charber of
Commerce, the Central Business District, Seattle Area Industrial
Council, and other organizations representing interests which will benefit
land-holders in the area. The success of the citizens' participation effort
in the past will be used as a springboard for the provision of expert
information to those small businessmen and individuals who will be re-
located to provide them with information and organizational support
during the changeover period of relocation,

The Yesler-Atlantic Project will see the completion of the project plan
and the submission of part I of the Loan and Grant Contract by the lst of
July, 1967. This will be followed by a general public hearing which will
build upon the information gathered from the extensive program of
public meetings conducted thus far. The project will enter the execution
phase near the end of the year, and it is believed that by the end of this
period the groundwork will be laid for significant physical improvement
of the area.

The Pike Plaza Survey and Plannin g Project will be developed through a
program based on structural survey, ior which a2 contract will be let; a
relocation survey, which will be designed to help all of the present
businesses find new locations for operation during and after the develop-
ment of the area; and a market analysis and land use study of the area,
In addition, Planning will-be initiated and will be based, in part, on the
information and opinions advanced by the different civic organizations
which have an interest in this area.

Pioneer Square will become a survey and planning area of Urban Renewal
with the submittal of a Survey and Planning Application Grant. The
survey and planning process will be initiated and based on the continuing
active participation of the citizen groups whose activity has already been
noted in Section C, :

el
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The Leschi Neishborhoed will Sce progress based on continued citizen
Participation which will more accurately develop citizen-sought goals
for the area. As noted, a Federally assisted code enforcement project
in the neighborhood should begin soon,

The efforts which have already been scen in the Wallingford and Haller

ake areas will serve as a basis for more extensive city program
involvement. In addition to these arcas, the Greenwood and Green Lake
areas of Seattle are negotiating with the Bureau of Community Develop-
ment of the University of Was hington for the development of self-study
programs. It is anticipated that these programs will be initiated during
1967. The Mount Baker area of Seattle, which is within the area
affected by the Interstate 90 project -- Third Lake Washington Bridge
ramps and connections -- has also begun negotiations with the Bureau of
Community Development of the University of Washington.

The Citizens Service Bureau of the City of Scattle and the Community
Services Section of the Urban Renewal Division have begun a program of
block meetings and home visitations in the area to improve the level of
¢itizen participation in the design of alterations in the neighborhoaod,

A program of major significance is the Model Neighborhoods in Demon-
stration Cities, which was authorized by the Congress in the fall of 1966,
The City recently completed an application for participation in this
program. Two copies are enclosed with the supplemental information,
We believe this effort has more promise of significant achievement in
securing the goal of the Workable Program than any other tool available.
The Model Neighborhood, preposed by the City, encompasses most of
Seattle's Central area and a significant portion of Seattle's worst social
and physically blighted area. If our application for planning is approved,
our next Workable Program will Posc some new and exciting solations

to solving our problem of blight and decay. In any case, there was a
general agreement of the approxiriately 200 citizens who were involved,
that the preparation of the application offered a tremendous benefit by
bringing together the citizen, administrator, social worker and educator
in a joint program of attack on social and physical blight and decay.

Other goals for the next year include continued acceleration of our

Housing Code Enforcement Program and completion of the Community
Renewal Program,

13
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CODES AND CRDINANCES

ORJECTIVE: The ndnph'mr af, and complinnee wit I, adequale alavwdnrds of frealth, sanitalion, and
sufety wider o compreliensive system of codes and erdinances wchich sct the_minimum conditions under
which dwellings may lawfully be eccupicd.

A.  Complele column 1 for eodes already in effect al the lime of the communily®s lasl submission; col-
umn 2 for codes pul into elecl since that time; column 3 for codes nol now in elfecl, When model
codes are ar will be used, also complete column 4. In addition (o the basic cedes listed, show any
other codes the communily has or needs.

1 2 3 4
EODES MADE
KIND OF CODE l:%?&&ﬁl}[’- E,ﬁﬁzc{ﬂ c%ﬂﬂ[_}? HPT EODEL CODES THAT ARE OR WILL BE ADDPTED
IN EFFECT UBRISSION EFFECT

DATE DATE oATErOR TITLE OF MODEL CODE YEAR
ADOPTED ADDPTED ADCETION PUELISHED
BUILDING G.10-56%% i Uniform Building Code | 1964
PLUMBING | 7. 9-63% e ﬂat!l_&__w._E.Dd._Uniinrm\; 1962
ELECTFICAL 10-21-64 N.F.P. A, -Nat'lElect. code 1965
£ NOUBING B 4= A0 - DO oI Uniform Housing Code | 1964

- PREVENTION | ]1-19-59%%% i CALLA, Fire Prevention |
HHES et st [l Code 1965

Air Pollution_ | 2-9-61_ | il — — —[_

B.

Has the communily, as shown above, mel the goals lfor the adoption of codes set forth In its last
submission? Yes X No [ If “No” is checked. indicate fully whal progress was made and
why goals vwere notl mel, including stalemenl of any problems encounlered in Lhe adoplion of any
of the above codes.

* Amended October 6, 1966; Copies enclosed.

** Bee the attached list of recent changes to the Building Code.

**¥* Amended copies attached.

IT not shown in previous submissions, name the group(s) or commillee(s) designated to assure a
continuing review of codes; indicate what loeal oflicials and communily groups are represented

and how Lthey will function, Deseribe the past year’s work of 1he groups or commillees established
for continuing codes review.

See page 15
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In general, the advisory boards responsible for recommending
code amendments are composed of the Code Research Director,
the administrative officials of the city directly conceried with
enforcement of the codes, persons represcntative of industry
irom both labor and management, and persons representative
of the general public. In 1966, meetings were held by the
various advisory boards, and amendments to existing codes
were adopted as follows:

Meetings Amendments

Building Code Advisory Board 49 10
Plumbing Advisory Committee 3 0 i
Electrical Code Review Board 15 0
Housing Advisory Board 17 0

Fire Prevention Code Advisory i..-;
Board 4 3 :

Joint Air Pollution Advisory P
Board 3 0 b




BUILDING CODE ADVISORY BOARD

Summazry - 19466

AMENDMENTS TO THE BUILDING CODE:

_Azpruvcd as Ordinances:

Section 312 (h) Expiration of Building Permits,

Allowing issuance, under certain conditions, of non~renewable
permits which expire within a period less than a year,

Submitted by Building Department ' Approved November 10, 1966

Section 2601-2647 Chapter 26, Concrete,

Revision of entire Chapter 26 on concrete, adopting the A, C.I,
Standard on Building Code Requirements for Reinforced Concrete
(ACI 318-63) ' : ; :

. Submitted by Structural Ingir;iers Approved November 10, 1966
on Concrete ; :
Section 5213 (c) Gauges on Boilers.

New subsection requiring certain gauges on all boilers, e

Section 5215 (a) Automatic Boilers.

; Requiring certain gauges, as applicable, on automatic boilexrs and ol
amending Notes to Table 52-A on controls and limit devicesa to i
clarify certain requirements,

i
s

Submitted 'E}r Boiler Code Approved November 10, 1964
Comunittee

e

Sections 5220 - 5227, Monitoring system for automatic boilers.

L b I
g el

New sections added, detailing requirements for monitoring systems
for automatic boilers,

16




|

3
-3
4

LA A &

Sections 5708 - 5708B, Plastic areas of ]ighf.ing__ﬁ_xtures.

Amending Section 5708 on Plastic light diffusing systems in
ceilings and adding new subsection 5708-B, increasing allowable
Plastic area of lighting fixtures from 10% to 259,

Adopted by the Board - In Preparation for Ordinance:
=nobrEc Uy tie Board - In EY =t e S BTG B o

Section 2301, Fire Retardan: Framing in Type III Buildings,

Allowing use of fire retardant wood in wall assemblies of Type III
buildings, '

Submitted by: National Forest Products Association

Section 5005 Air for Combustion and Ventilation.

Amending Section 5005 to clarify requirements on combustion air
and ventilation for all fuel burning equipment, segregating sach
by capacity, adopting NFPA Standards 31 and NFPA 54 for cil
and gas burning equipmen: respectively.

Submitted by: Gas Piping Committee
Boiler Code Comunittee

Sections 5401 - 5459, Chapter 54, Gas Pipi:lg_and' Appliances.

Revision of entire Chapter 54 on Gas Piping and Appliances,
adopting provisions of USA Standard 2 21.30, 1964 Edition, on
the Installation of (as Piping and Appliances, updating Code to
conform with ASA, and revising contd nuity, clarifying adminis-
.trative provisions. :

Submitted by: Committee on Gas Piping and Appliances

Iterns adopted above approved in public hearing before Public Safety
Committee, now in Preparation for submittal to Couneil as ordinance,

Secticn 2612 Earthquake Resistive Requirements,

Approved by the Board, amending lateral force requirements,
building design and construction. :

Submitted by: Structural Engineers Assn,, to be submitted to
- Council as proposed ordinance,

17
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Endorsement of Board;
%

Specinl ordinance relating to Fire Department requiring automatic
sprinklers in certain existing nursing homes and schools, compliance
to be effected by December 31, 1970, and 1971, respectively.

Submitted by: Committee on Automatic Sprinklers Approved as

Ordinance
July 7, 1966
Amending Fire Code

OTHER BUILDING CODE OR RELATED ITEMS UNDER CONTINUING REVIEW.

Mechanical Code -~ Air Ducts and Warm Air Furnaces, Chapter 51.

Review of Chapter 51, Air Ducts and Warm Air Furnaces, with pro-
vision for allowing of new duct material, modifying requirements on
range hoods to conform with NFPA Standards,

A B B n 8 8 8 |

Under review by Committee on Warm Aixr Furnaces,

Same committee is to recommend amendment to Chapter 50, Heating
Systemns, Chapter 53, Gil Burners, to complete total revisitn of all
chapters on mechanical equipment which began with revised Chapter 52

on Boilers, and recently completed revision of Chapter 54 on Gas Piping
and Appliances,

Building Code Advisory Board - Electrical Review Board -
Housing Advisory Board - Floating Homes Committee

Sign Code, Chapter 46, Section 4601 - 4618

Proposing revisien separate from or inclusive in the Building Code to
establish a more comprehensive sign code modeled after the Uniform
Sign Code, relating to three basic types of signs: electrical, commer-
cial and outdoor billboards, te modify permit and fee requirements.

Under study by Sipn Code Committee.

Elevator Code - Chapter 3.76

Proposing revision and updating of Ordinance 84905 on Ele vators,
Escalators and Durmbwaiters, to conform to state laws on safety regu-
lation for same and to enlarge scope of requirements.

Under study by Elevator Code Committee.

18
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FElectrical Code
=  — _ — ]

Amending Seattle Code to adopt changes in the 1965 National
Electrical Code (NFPA 70). Several important as well as minor
editorial changes among the several hundred amendments,

Under review by Electrical Code Review Board,

Housing Code

Amending certain administrative and enforcement provisions of the

Housing Code, proposing enlarpgement of the Housing Advisory Board

and modifying procedures of hearing thereunder to expedite code
enforcement procedure.

Under review and p:op;nsa.l by Housing Advisory Board.

Houseboat Ordinance
e e

Proposing repeal of existing ordinances relating to Houseboats and to
draft 2 comprehensive ordinance correlating all requirements for use
and occupancy of same as dwellings with particular emphasis on

necessary plumbing, sewage collection and sewer connection require-
ments,

st
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Schedule for the periodic review and up-daling of codes:

copt EryEneo
KIND OF CODE |  sumMission | SEHEPULED oATE
| HE COMPLETED
ES HNOQ
BUILDING * b's 7 * Includes boilers and
eluMame | x| o elevators.
ELECTRICA X [ % *% The City's code is
HOUSIHE % - % under continual
S B — raﬁcw'
PREVEN furf.-r. X i
Air Pollution| X e

Has the community met the zoals for code review sel forth in its last submission? Yes 51 No |
If “No™ is checlied, indicafe [ully whal progress was made and why such goals were nol mel,

Complete the following for each code alrea dy adopted or 1o he adopted during the next 12 months:

; | numpsmor | wnumasm ar
DEPARTMENT OR OFFICIAL INSPECIORS | INSPECTORS
S Dt At:r-?!'rlfr:?‘lgé';\!'laﬁiiﬂ'ig EEORCENENT TEAE EROIDEED FOR
BT — | Building Department SRR ] =2 T e
7P® | Seattle King County Health Department | b alligsle
SR EAHICAL Building Department 15 ] SaE
"% | Building Department =l ) 50 | s 2 e )
FIRE %
PREVENTION Fire Department i Ak L d W
|
Air Pollution | Seattle King County Health Department J__3 Rvd {9 A
g = |

# This is the number of expert inspectors whose sole duty is inspection,
In addition, the men of the Fire Department Combat Division rerform
inspections of non-residential structures, by voluntary admittunce of
residiénces,

Code administration, (Answer either 2, or h. plus )

a. If not show in previous submissions, describe plans Tor a comprehensive program lor code
compliance, including time schedule for pulting such plans into effect.

The city has adopted a systematic city-wide housing code compliance
Program which is detailed on the following pages 21 to

20
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HORTH

SCALE
]
o1 3 31 & 5 &

THOUSANDBS @F FEET

SEATTLE

PERCENT OF
SUBSTANDARD
HOUSING UNITS
LBY CENSUS TRACT)

NON-PROGRAM AREAS 381 NON-PROGRAM AREAS (CELD. & LR PROJECTS)
NON PROGRAM AREAS [157]10 EZ17 progRAM AREAS

SYSTEMATIC HOUSING CODE
COMPLIANCE PROGRAM AREAS

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM




LIGEND

0-10 21-30 } LA ‘ NON-PROGRAM AREAS i

HOUSING UNITS
BY CENSUS TRACT

CJn-z0 7] 31-over

! MON-PROGRAM AREAS (C.B.D. B U.R. PROJECTS)
NON PROGRAM AREAS [ 5 170 20 PROGRAM AREAS

NORTH SYSTEMATIC HOUSING CODE

scanl

e COMPLIANCE PROGRAM AREAS

B 1213 a4
Teoutancs OF FRLT

SEATTLE DEVELOPMENT

PROGRAM




Section A
HquEEnFﬁnnﬂ

SYSTEMATIC HOUSING CODE COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

EXHIBIT B

of Seattle July 1967
{Hame of Cosmunity) {Date)
"To assure a decent home 4n a suitable 1iving environment for evc=y family"®
Section B Section C

ToTal nusbed fiember of Dwelling Units that do not comply

Housing Code Commliance Schedule

or area of dwelling with the housing code. Wimber of dwelling units fo be
neme or units Tompliance to De effected throughs brought into compliance each year.
number Total[ Trban Renewal [OCher govern- Fousing Code
{1} (2} | “projects (3) |ment action (4) | compliance (5) || 1967] 1968 1969 | 1970 | 1971 | 1972 | 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | 1976
1 (NOTE: This |is combined with Area §)
283 Areas not génerally adaptable for Gode Enforcement Hrogram.
4 The cEntralEBusine.s District and Urban Renewal Projects.
8 9825 1977 1877 4001 1177 400
& 12941 1245 245 650 595
14 8053 1294 1294 400 | 600 294
17 11921 1803 1803 500 | 1200 103
18 6284 456 456 200 156
16 16833 3927 Jug? 16000 | 1300 | 1027
15 131563 1209 1209 500 309

Totals

&

o
i
£
1
|
=




SYSTEMATIC MOUSING CODE COMPLIAHCE PROGRAM

of

Seattle

(Mame of Community)

EXHIBIT B

July 1967

(Date)

"To assure & decent home in a suitable living environment for every family"

Section A Section B Section C
Neighborhood | [fotal number Number of Dwelling Units that do not comply || e
ar arca of dwelling with the housing code. Number of dwelling units to Le
name or units ConRpITance to be EffEﬂtEE hrough: brought into compliance each year
number Total ["Urban Renewal | Other govern- | Housing code
{1} {2) Projects ment action (4) | compliance (5) || 1967{1968 | 1969 [ 1970 | 1871 | 1972 | 1973 |1974 | 1975 | 1978
g 8774 982 982 665 | 317
- B1B3 1028 1088 200 | ees
10 6719 BE6 B66 866
i1 8328 ag 38 381
7 9934 183 183 183
19 4917 631 631 n 300
20 5411 1011 1011 500 511
21 15808 976 976 500 476
13 4810 261 261 261
12 8583 436 436 436
Totals = 18726 4001827 | 1895 | 2100 | 2153 | 2200 | 2201 [2071 | 1895 | 1934
Huaber of housing code inspectors scheduled each year » 23| 32 1z 3z 32 32 32 32 3z iz

Mote: Read the instructions on the back of this page before fi1ling in this form.

* Total staff including supervisory and personnel
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HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD

_____ SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

S . S B e B o o

MAYOR

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

HOUSING AND ABATEMENT SUPERVISOR

ABATEMENT COMMITTEE

AND RESEARCH

NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSIS

CLERICAL

1 Housing Inspector I

2 Clerk Typist II

r

COMPLAINTS & HOTELS

CITY WIDE PLANNED SYSTEMATIC HOUSING
CODE COMPLIANCE ON AREA BASIS

BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITION

1 Housing Inspector II
3 Housing Inspector I

Present
July, 1967
TOTAL 17

1 Housing Inspector II
6 Housing Inspector I

1 Building Abatement Coordinator
1 Housing Inspector I

ANNUAL BUDGET  $181,583




MAYOR
P e SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS
i
; ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS
]
%ﬁ HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD HOUSING AND ABATEMENT SUPERVISOR ABATEMENT COMMITTEE
i
o
¥ <.:°¢“i-
3 ] }
z NEIGHBORIOOD ANALYSIS
3 AND RESEARCH CLERICAL
. 1 Housing Inspector I 1 " 1 Clerk III
5 é 3 Clerk Typist II
[ | |
' CITY WIDE PLANNED SYSTEMATIC HOUSING
COMPLAINTS & HOTELS CODE COMPLIAMCE OM AREA BASIS BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITION
1 Housing Inspector II 1 Housing Inspector II 1 Building Abatement Coordinator
3 Housing Inspecter I 10 Housing Inspector I 1 Housing Inspector I

August 1, 1967

Add 6
TOTAL 23 ANNUAL BUDGET  $245,000

.
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____________________ SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

MAYOR

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD

DIRECTOR, HOUSING AND ABATEMENT

ABATEMENT COMMITTEE

COMMUNITY SERVI

CES ADVISOR

|—l

SECRETARY

1 Secretary I

NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSIS
AND RESEARCH

1 Housing Inspector I £

1 Analyst, Neighborhood Planning

CLERICAL

1 Clerk III
3 Clerk Typist II

COMPLAINTS & HOTELS

CITY WIDE PLANNED SYSTEMATIC HOUSING

CODE COMPLIAMNCE ON AREA BASIS

BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITION

1 Housing Inspector II
2 Housing Inspector I

O 0 O A

i B

January 1, 1968

T

Add 6

T0TAL 29

P Tt e e

1 Housing Inspector III
1 Housing Inspector II
13 Housing Inspector I

1 Housing Inspector II
1 Housing Inspector [

ANNUAL BUDGET  $330,000
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___________________ SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD

DIRECTOR, HOUSING AND ABATEMENT

ABATEMENT COMMITTEE

L-——I

SECRETARY

1 Secretary I

l

NEIGHBORHOODD ANALYSIS
AND RESEARCH

FACE DEMOLITION

GRANT CLERICAL

1 Analyst, Neighborhood
Planning
1 Housing Inspector I

1 Project Manager 1 Housing Ins
1 Advisor, Comm. Services
1 Housing Inspector II

4 Housing Inspector I

1 Clerk IV

1 Clerk Steno II

pector 11 1 Clerk IV
1 Clerk Steno II
2 Clerk Typist 11

|

COMPLAINTS & HOTELS

CITY WIDE PLANNED SYSTEMATIC HOUSING
CODE COMPLIANCE ON AREA BASIS

BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITION

1 Housing Inspector II 1 Housing Inspector III

1 Housing Inspector I

" ALTERNATIVE FOR JANUARY 1,

2 Housing Inspector II
13 Housing Inspector I

1968

FOR FACE AND DEMOLITION GRANT

ADD 15

TOTAL 38

1 Housing Inspector II
1 Housing Inspector I

ANNUAL BUDGET 5513,000
LESS 2/3 FACE 120,000
$393,000




MAYOR

e e SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS
E _
I
: ASSISTANT SUFERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS
i
HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD DIRECTOR, HOUSING AND ABATEMENT ABATEMENT COMMITTEE
COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISOR 1 SECRETARY
1 Secretary I
I I
NEICHBORHOOD ANALYSIS
AND RESEARCH CLERICAL
1 Analyst, Neighborhood Planning 1 Clerk IV
1 Housing Inspector I 1 Clerk Steno II
2 Clark Typist II
i |

CITY WIDE PLANMED SYSTEWATIC HOUSING

COMPLAINTS & HOTELS CODE COMPLIANCE ON AREA BASIS BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITION

1 Housing Inspector II 1 Housing Inspector III

2 Housing inspector I 2 Housing Inspector II
15 Housing Inspector I

July 1, 1968
Add 3
TOTAL 32

1 Housing Inspector II
1 Housing Inspector I

ANNUAL BUDGET  $370,000
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HOUSING ADVISORY BOARD

— e  — ———

————————— S

ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDEWT OF BUILDINGS

M Tur

UPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS

DIRECTOR, HOUSING AND ABATEMENT ABATEMENT COMMITTEE

‘—I

SECRETARY

1 Secretary I

NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSIS

AND RESE&HCH FACE DEMOLITION GRANT CLERICAL
1 Analyst, Neighborhood 1 Project Manager 1 Housing Inspector II 1 Clerk IV
Planning 1 Advisor, Comm. Services 1 Clerk Steno II
1 Rousing Inspector I 1 Housing Inspector II 2 Clerk Typist II
4 Housing Inspector I
1 Clerk 1V
1 Clerk Steno II
! |
: CITY WIDE PLANNED SYSTEMATIC HOUSING
COMPLAINTS & HOTELS CODE COMPLIANCE ON AREA BASIS - BUILDING ABATEMENT & DEMOLITIONM
1 Housing Inspecior II 1 Housing Inspector III 1 Housing Inspe
! ctor II
1 Housing Inspector I 2 Housing Inspector II 1 Hnusing Insgeatur I

ALTERNATIVE FOR JULY 1, 1968
FOR FACE AND DEMOLITION GRANT

ADD 9

TOTAL 38

13 Housing Inspector I

ANNUAL BUDGET 5513,000
LESS 2/3 FACE 120,000

$393,000
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. Descrilic any changes sinee the last submaission in the plans for a comprehensive program for
cotle complinnee.

There have been two changes in our program for this year. The first is i
the creation of the systematic city-wide housing code compliance program, o
The second, which we are unable to fully assess at the present, was the

creation by the Washington State Legislature of a three-county Puget Sound Air
Pollution Contreol District. The district will be in the process, during this
program period, of erganizing to take over the conirel of this important
function in King, Piercec, and Snohomish Counties,

e. Indicale plans for improving the comprehensive program [or code compliance, including the
time schedule Tor pulling such plansg inlo elfect.

We are continuing to review our Heusing Code Enforcement Program in
order to improve our ability to keep pace with and carry out a program of
bringing into compliance with the minimum code all housing in the city. The
addition of a ncighborhood planning analyst to the ‘staff is intended to improve
our capability in this area. We further plan to add a federally-assisted
program during this period.

El. (NOTE: (1) If any data provided below are for less than 12 months, give the beginning and
ending dates of the peviod aclually covercd,

{2) IT this same information is available in @ diferent form of reporling by the com-
munity, it may he so reported in lieu of 11.)

For each of the following codes already in effect complete the table o show inspection nelivily

during the past 12 months, : (Data is for period 1/1/66 - 12/21/66)
‘ Air | aynowms | eoveine |eecipicad | wousing | rine
U o] ik <Ot 5008 OBt e S bl eoon i
NUMBER OF PERMITS ISSULD UNDER CODE -- 110,294 HE2s 769 10,813 74 ‘_,- | 8,414
NUNBER OF INSPECTIONS NADE! 1,019 f41 261 | 9,100 ]35 353 [14 ?26 lez 740
e s b e A bkt L St
MR SEYOLATON TaTlers Ve | 192 113, 43041111, 8257 1:2,18504 290%% 11, 572¢
p p o & CATIE |
sussen os voutionnoricsssansneol o | 3,260 | 1,780 [ 2,017 | 128%4 11,526
NUMBER OF STOP ORDERS I55UED -- I 730 74 | 71 } 0 | 36
: it .".”"m '”.'13'.'_"':'.’_’_"";_”{’5 eI o 459 I s |zz 163 N
FCwunt dtppeciions o The Sedlowine lasi= ene nspedction s vhe vi=it by ong ||1 I-Hh tu Gl SETLRLAL e o propeeily,

* 48, 797 individual itecms to be corrected,

%% Figures do not include 23 informal Housing Code Compliance notices and
245 Abatement Committee notices on residential and mixed use buildings.
Of these, in the latter group, 187 buildings with 304 housing units were
demclished during the year.

1. Are inspections for complizance with the Housing Code made on the hasis of complaints only.
Yes 0] No ['. planned arvea house to house inspections. Yes [7 No 1., or hoth, Yes X
No 7
30




2, Deseribe any chunges made sinee the last submission in the basis, methods or techniques for g
securing Housing Code compliance. ;
We arc reviewing a contemplated change to the Housing Code Advisory 2
BDarﬂ. !

No major changes have been made in the basic methods and “echniques
for securing compliance,

3. Supply the following information in connection with the administralion and enforcement of
the Housing Code. (Nofe: I this ssme information is available in a diferent form of reporting
by the communily, it may be so reported in liew of L3

1
Numier of umber of
slroctures | dwelling units ¥

a. Inspecled during past 12 months 8,088 j 12,748
: ! . _|
b (1Y Found in noncomplianee with housing code during |
past-12 months il Bl fnai 4,052
(") Noncomplinnee earryover from prior inspections G - g Pk Y i
|
{3) Total reguiring complinnce aclion Li{l) plus b{2) 1,144 = 4,395
!
|
. (1) Brousht into complinnee during past 12 months Saee T i e 250 Y
(2) Razed or oltherwise¢ eliminated duiics past 12 '
months S pARe 1 43
(1) Tolal complinnce actions completed e(1) nlus 2(2) e L L) I _ 3,644
(1) Remaininz in noncompliance al end of past 12 |
months (3 minus ¢(2) 2l 1,"5_'2 — | il B 155
|
d. Estimaled number to be brought inte complinnee during '
the coming vear 800 ntl 000 S
% Number of housing units,

31
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4. Complete the Eollowing table Lo show the record of appeals filed during the past 12 months
as a resull of noncompliznce actions laken under the Heusing Code. (NMofe: I the data :
citlled for Below do nol apply Lo the appeals procedure in your community, indicate the actions i
{aken under your allevnalive procedure.)

i
|
R S E e (R

Number filed with Appeals Donrd Kok T

Number resolved by Appeals Board et T0 E

Number ltled wilh loca! governing body 5 1) i 1

Number resolved by governing hody il 0 ! ':

Number Lled with courls a o i

Number resolved by the courls s, Uiz : r
; E;
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COMPREHENSIVE COMMUNITY PLAN @

ORECTIVE: The s 1'4";”}”-”'!.'.[, np;].'-‘-t'."f o mdeption, and i'u:_uh'n'n..fn.'ff-;n aof a coNpre hensive
greneial pl:r.-u Jor the conmoni?; ez a wwhole,

R
o T

A, A planning Commission or Agency was cztahlizhed January 1925
B. Fill in the following:

Comprehencive Community Plans, U'rograms and Repulatory Mensures
. KOT

APPROVED. || APPROVED

f 1 2 : 5 A

AT B ! ! TARGET DATE

0 ) U RK UNDER
APFROVAL . e e AN eI
ITEY | : . : b e

-:—_ -r;. -'.-"-' -JK -.'.'._.
|
TR

PO COMPLES
TION OF MEVIEW

T T e e T R TR e M P £ig

1" ¥D. YR Mo, | YR ¥ES ND | YES "r:cr ! Mo, ‘ F_\'n
LAND USEFLAN ' I.Tunc rl‘]ﬁﬁ X | I' X (R 1' 6 ’1953
| 1715 THOROUGHTARS PLAN :.Tm‘l.l'..‘- :1955 b4 Un;]er cu?ntir_iﬁﬁtus rc-vic-
COMMUNITY FACILITIES PLAN | 1 June 1965 X . 1 ; X ; .
ZORING ORDIKANCE ' Jan, 1963  x Under ceontinugus revies
;  supowvision F:z.c*.u.-n:nns ..]'uly :1957 X _.x _ :
i! PURLIC ISPROVEENTS FROGRAN | _ Jan, 1965 | X X Jan, 1966

C. Lisl any additional plans or planning slodies: indicate whether in preparation or completed.
1 ] ] i

1. Preliminary Parks and Recreation Plan with the first revision is now completed :
Final plan with additional revisions is expected to be completed in September,

1967,

2. Leschi Neighborheod Plan completed in December, 1964,

3. Comprehensive Community Plan has been completed and approved by the
City Council and the Mayor during 1965,

4, The residential portion of the Land Use Plan is being revised to provide a
multi-family high rise zone.

Tr.  Has the comtunily, as shown above, mel the goals Tor the adoplion or approval of the flems sel
forth in i1= last sulmission? Yes X No [0 I *No™ ds checkied, Jndicule Telly what progress
wits made and why such gonls were nol mel.

33
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1965

1966

Zoning Ordinance Compliance

a. DLy what department or oflicinl is the zoning ovdinance adminisiered? .
Supermt(.mlcnt of Buildings interprets and enforces. Planning Com- }
__mission recommends on rewoning petitions and conditional use applications,

. By owhal depnrtment or lboard are variances from the ordinance considered?

Board of Adjustment, || s dem St e O l'.

e. Dy whal depariment or board are appeals from administrative decisions considered? :
City Council. : SULETE R SNy, _ £l S

. &

i

d. Furnish the following datn for 1965 & 1966: (Nole: A privted annual report con- j-
tnining Lhe information may be submitied in lieu of the dala below), "f
No, Filled H'Nu. Granted 1]

M I 3

s e S ey : L e SN _1_955_19_6&F__.1365_ _1966 ¥
a':_' T ZONING RECLASSIFICATION | -r

§ __r'l-_ﬂr L_ S FOR ZONIKG RECLASSIFICATION =y 81} i[d}__‘iﬁ,___ﬂ-'} 49 i
BT IR D b Ror T o e Ko z.?.s_'-'__Z?ﬁ._isnm .
[Ji APFEALS F h""-'.l'l.l'.ﬂ‘l..r TRATIVE DECISION ON ZONING % ]

— s = — i {ma — — e e £
:.t- AP rinu. 'rc. cm,.ﬂs FROM ACTIONS u- DER (1), (2] on (3 'ﬁiﬁmﬂ (2) 0 g
iRy e E L e e = ot i :
(o ~ e lr.ﬂl'ull i M= 5 c ¥ A

_1...- I.'Etf-lur- !',-!':I"‘E'T-.I RCE WITH 0 i..,pDFIl...p"-- f [c] 1 : u. e 2l i

‘)

% Appeals to City Councﬂ from Bnﬂrd of Adjustrnunt. |

(a) Number either denied or upheld. {d) 8 were partial grants.
(b) 8 were partial grants, (e} Decision still pending,
{c) 15 were partial grants,

Suhdivision Reguliation Compliance

fn. By wha! department or hoard are the Subidivision Regulations administered?

Enginecring Department,

b. Yurnish the following dala for 1965, 1966:

SN By el Mo Py e T ] B - | MO FILED _NO. AFPROVED FiD. c:s:{rr._;ujz_a KO WITHDRAWN
A LT ! St It I RS S e il 1 e

| B dnm bl Lot B el Podes b g U kN ==t ot 0
(Preliminary plats 3 2 0 1

{ Final plats 1 1 0 i 0
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H:

Is the community participaling in a regional, county, or melropolitan aren planning program?
Yes B No []

Il “Yes" is cheched, identify the progeam and the participating agencies, IT “No® is checked, indi-
citle whal steps are being taken, or could be taken, (o participale in such a program,

Pugel Sound Regional Planning Council and the Puget Sound Governmental Confer-
ence. The Council, composed of representatives of 46 planning agencies, coordi-
nates general planning for a four-county area.

Regional Transportation Study for a four-county area,
The City participates through the Regional Planning Directors' Committee.

Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle plans and executes dispcsal of sewage for
metropolitan area. Functions may be extended to other areas such as mass
transportation. The City has representation on the Metro Council,

Doe= the Planning Commission reccive technieal help in its planning activities:

1. On a consulling basis? Yes [ No i

2, From resident stafl employed Lo serve Lhe Commizsion? Yes &K No []

IT “Yes" is ehieeked for either ilem, indicate specifically the Kind of technical help provided at
this time, ineluding the number and types of technical employees.

Resident staff serving the Planning Commission:
1 Administrative
Research

15 Planning technicians
4 Zoning ordinance administrators
23

Deseribie briefly plans (1) to provide sr (2) (o increase the present level of technical help, including
the time schedule for putting such plans into effecl.
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Deserilie how the locatl overnmen! and other local public agencies are using the plans developed
by the planning azeney and the {echnical assisinnee of the plannlng ageney and ils =(afl te azure
orderly growlh and develepment.

The physical development programs of all City departinents are guided by the
plans and technical advice of the Planning Commission and its staff. All plans
for construction or extension of arterial streets, parks, libraries, fire stations
and other municipal facilities are reviewed by the Planning Commission before
they can be i ' Wded in the Capital Improvement Program to ensure conformance
with the Comprehensive Plan, During 1965, the Planning Commission reviewed
140 cuoital improvement projects. None were found to be in conflict with the
Comiprehensive Plan, During 1966, because of financial problems, all capital
improvement projects were set back one year.

The Commission has a close relationship with the County Planning Commission.

The City Planning Commission reviews County plats and rezoning applications
when they are geographically near the city.

County Plats County Rezoning
Reviewed - applications
1964 24 61
1965 23 9]
1966 16 950

The Planning Commission provides statistics for other City departments to
assist them in planning their operations, such as the 1964 report on population
forecasts to 1986 by census tract for Seattle,

Plans for urban renewal are developed in close cooneration with the Planning

staff and are submitted to the Planning Commission for review. The Director
of Planning serves on the Community Renewal Program Steering Committee.
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NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSES

ODJECTIVE: A comnnenityicide stiudy to determiie what areas are blighted or in danger of becoming
Wighted and 1he identification of the watwre, imbensity, avd covscs of Wlight, and a pregram for sceing
thal cach nicghlorhood is made wp of deceant hontes in a auitalle Tiving envivoitmend,

Name the department or oflicial body responsible [or making neighborhoeod analyses,
_City Planning Commission

Indicale the slatus of each ilem of the Neiphlorhood Analyzes by completing either eolumn 1 or
columns 2 and 3 with respect (o o complele analysis of all neighborhoods in the communily.

1 i 2 l 3
- o TERGET DATE YOR
DATE THIS ITEM PERCINT | 15 )
nEw WAS COMPLETED | COMFLETED | e L HE
i s = - e — — .;. = F_ A L =i |-__. e — e
¥ - - e 5 A 0 |
DELINEATON OF NEISHBORHOOD AREAS AND BOUNDARIES Mayl 1962 100% | :
INFORMATION ON MOUSING CONDITIONS INCLUDING 'LOCA- ’
TION AND EXTENT OF ELIGHT OR FOTENTIAL SLIGHT 1966 100%: I -
A 1STIC ANILIES AFFECTED EY PCOR HOUSING : | |
CHARACTERISTICS OF FANILIES AFFECTED BY FCOR HOUSH | 1966 | 100% 'L
e I" i s L -

INFORYATION ON CONTMTIONS 13 SONOESIDENTIAL AET
e LU 1.,1r'hn||=.a..uu.11+.m§ BLIG nrcdmrz-.n.rm l 1966 { 1009% |
BLIGHT J ] |
ADEGUACY OF COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SCRVICES, BOTH ‘
iy iy e ] ] 45% | 1967

]
CAUSES OF BLIGHT | 1966 ; 100% l} -

- - — - - - - -

. | !
INEXTIFICATION OF STEPS NEEDED TO ELIMINATE PRESENT | -
BLIGHT AND PREVENT #UTURE BLIC | 1966 1 1005 | -
sl e o = o | e 1l rbestmes bat el e el i

Describe the progress made during the last year in developing the information needed to delineate
arens and identify the nature, intensity and eavses of hlight in cach.

1. The Community Renewal Program has been undergoing modifications and
will be completed and published in April of 1908 under the title of Seattle
Development Program, Existing city-wide blight information is being
supplemented by a continuous re-examination of individual planning areas
as preparation for treatment action.

2. The Leschi Neighborhood Plan was completed by the City Planning
Commission. This has involved a number of meetings of the Planning
Commission staff and the residents of Leschi Neighborhood. A report
describing the conclusions of the planning work on this neighborhood
was published in March, 1965. Follow-up mectings on implementation
of the plan are being carried out.
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D.  Whal use has the comimunily made sinee the last submission of the datn assembled through the
neighborhond analyses (o develop and carey outl systematic programs for the elimination and pre- B
venlion of slums< and blight in any oeighborhood? i

Three renewal projects are in execution or in the planning state. The

University Addition-Northlake went into exccution in 1964, The Yesler-
Atlantic project will not be in execution in 1966, but more likely during
1967. Delay has been caused by the necessity of carrying out an intensive :
educational program for the project residents and the need to update project
data prior to the public hearing. The South Scattle Redevelopment Project

started execution in 1966, and is expected to be completed by 1969. Survey ;
and planning work on the Pike Plaza project has started and is expected to t
continue through 1967 and 1968.

Funds have been budgeted toa emploey Community Service Advisors to work
with residents of deteriorating neighborhoods, pointed out by the C,R.P.,
on self-study programs leading to neighborhood improvement, .

E. Whal plans does the communily have for the further use of such data in developing systemalic
programs< Tor the elimination and prevention of slums and blight in each neighborhood?

The data derived from the original Community Renewal Program studies
have been used to develop a 10-year urban renewal program which will be
coordinated with the City's Capital Improvement Program and the Compre-
hensive Plan, The basic unit of analysis will be Scattle Development
Program planning areas based on the neighborhoods as defined in the
Comprehensive Plan,

4 Selected planning arecas with a high blight index will be studied initially
by the seli-study procedure, to determine the degree and type of remedial
action that is needed. A priority list of projects has been developed; and
recommendations for renewal action include private sclf-help programs,
City-aided projects and federally-aided projects. The C, R, P. data have
been organized in such a way that they will be useful in the continuing
Seattle Development Program,
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ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATION

OBJECTIVE: To identify and establish the administrative responsibility and
capacity for carrying out overall Workable Program for Commurity Improve-
ment activities,

A. Coordination. Describe changes since the last submission in the way in
which the community's overall Workable Program is being coordinated.

There have been several important changes in the administrative organi-
zation of the Workable Program since the date of the Jast submission. In
the past, the Workable Program has been under the administrative direction
of the Director of Urban Renewal who heads up the Urban Renewal Division
of the Exccutive Department of the City of Scattle. The direction of the
Workable Program has now been moved from the Urban Rencewal Division
to the Office of the Mayor. This move was made in order to supplement
the work done in the past by the Urban Rencwal Director, with the addition
of a broader and more comprechensive perspective. Most of the previous
administrative mechanisms, which would include advisory bodics and meet-
ing schedules, are still being utilized to the extent that coordination of
information is required among the operating departments. The weekly
department head meetings with the Mayor are used as primary communi-
cation sessions,

The Official Urban Renewal Advisory Board (OURAB) continues to meect
monthly and to discuss current status and trends of urban rencewal projects
with the Director of Urban Renewal. This board contributes to the ¢ erall
coordination of the Workable Program through the Urban Renewal office.

In addition to this advisory board, there is now a Workable Program
Coordinating Committce which consists of the Director of Urban Renewal,
the Superintendent of Buildings, the Director of the City of Scattle Housing
Code Enlorcement Prog m, the Fire Marshal, the Direcclor of Environ-
mental Sanitation, the Executive Director of SPARC, and the Public Affairs
Coordinator from the Mayor's Office, who acts as chairman.

Two other developinents can be included in the changes in the Administrative
Organization pattern with respect te Vorkable Program, The first of these
is the reconstitution of the Seattle Urban Renewal Enterpriscs (SURE) as
the Seattle Planning and Redevelopment Council (SPARC). As is explained
in detail in the Citizens Participation section of this report, SPARC has
been reorganized to extend and maintain an effective information net vork
with citizen groups and organizations which are intercsted in planning and
redevelopment in the City. The second development, also explained in
detail in the Citizens Participation section of this report, was the creation
of Foreward Thrust as an organization wiich would work with the Ci® - on
the creation of capital improvements and help promote a bond fund campaign
to finance them. Information derived from the activity of these two oergani-
zations has been and will continue to be a useful input to the development
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of the Workable Progr:m. These shifts in the administrative network,
which are primarily internal in nature, have been made for purposes of
increasing the information available in the planning and implementation
stages and increasing the comprehensive scope of the Workable Frogram
in line with newly formulated program policies,

Describe brieflly progress made during the past year in strengthening any
weak spots--insufficient staff, inelfective procedures--in the community's
administrative organization for carrying oit the Program.

As has been noted in Section A, the internal shifts in the administrative
organization were designed to improve the overall approach of the Workable
Program. The shift from Urban Renewal to the Mayor's Office was
intended to improve the administrative coordination ameng the varicus

City departments, all of which report to the Mayor, and with the clected
officials of the City of Seattle, The change of SURE to SPARC and the
utilization of Foreward Thrust in an advisory capacity are intended to
increase the involvement of citizens in this program. At the present time,
these changes have contributed to the development of 2 more comprehen-
sive approach to the Workable Program.

Bascd on an analysis of the community's present adm: sistrative organiza-
tion and means for Program coordination, what can ani will be done to
improv it during the ensuing year?

In the coming year, additional improvements are contemplated in the form
of reorganization of the Community Renewal Program to include an effective
basis of programmed action which will incorporate individual efforts of the
various operating departments in an attempt to achieve newly identified and
defined goals for the city. Commensurate with this development is the
present effort by the City, at the direction of the Mayor's Office, to im-
prove its Capital Improvement Program so that it will have a better system
of assigning priorities to projects which are a part of the Workable Program
and other Federal programs. The integration of the Capital Improvement
Program, the CRP, and the Workable Program, as well as the coorination
of thesc with other Federal programs now in effect in the City of Scattle,
should contribute to a better end product,
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FINANCING S

ORJECTIVE: The reecognition of nead by the contnrnityaind thie developient of the means for meel-
ing the costs of earrying ool an cffcetive program for the climination and prevention of sliume and ;
Giligsht,

Complete the following talile, IM accounts and Ludgels arenol sel up on this basis, reasonahly ac-
curiale estimntes may be used. Estimale expendituryS this year on a full 12-moenth basis through
the end of the community’s fiscal year,

S
: " | AMOUKT EXPENDED OR BUDSETED | coiace or runDS
LAST | HEXT AR
ACTIVITY FISCALYEAR | FISCALYEAR | ‘FeAT N
enpinc 08 | proms 67 | g1t
: e ate s b el ] KraR = I S = — - e
|
CODE CONPLIANCE ¥ 2,225,000 2,953,000 Fees and General

: bl L s Auitls i Fand s

! 67, D[IUl 76, I'Jﬂﬂl General Fund

DEVELOPRELT DR REVISION OF COVERIHENSIVE PLAN

.

FONINS n::-::r.:ztmn;:-ﬁ | 68, ﬂl}ﬂ: 75, ﬂﬂ[]'l General Fund
s_unm-n:.:;.-. -:.'?:.'.11-._.1-.-'..'.*_*-‘..;‘.IST;:-H!U.'-' : - -z[m: - z;;}-'— “G::nc.ra.l ;?‘und
=il ] Tt s DT U R T Eil LR e et
NEIGHEOAMOO0D ANALYSES : 75, EEID: 19, EIJD: General Fund
CAPITAL IMFROVERENTS ;53, 643, 000 l 50, 550, ﬂﬂﬂ; Various Sources

List any contributions or grani= of money or services within the past year {o the community, by
private sourees or other publilic sources, for the Kinds of aclivily indicaled in AL above,

P T
ACTIVITY : CONTRIBUTED BY ANSUR OB SRIAAIED

- i — = = =" — S

Describe any significant changes since the last submission in the communily’s ability or willingness
to give finaneit] support Lo netivities in any of the calegories identified in Paragraph A, 10 the
amount actunlly expended last yvenr for any ealegory was substantially less than that estimated
in the last submi=sion, indicate the reason thereflor., There has been a general upgrading

of all program effort and salaries of personnel,

1966 1967
*¥ Building Department 500, 000 750, 000
Fire Department 1,705,000 1,875,000
Health Department 200, 000 328,000
t 2,225,000 2,953, 000
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1IN Driells indicate new goals established for the coming: yvear Tor fnancial supporl 1o the aclivities
identified in paragrvaph A on the greceding page.

j

—

i

None

Does the communily have s eapital improvements budgel or .-.iT-.'LiT:tr_pluf:rmn for linnneing e
future proyision of scheduled pullie works improvements such as public buildings, streels and
lighting, =ewer extension and treatment, waler extension and purification, urlan renewal pro-
Jeots cle? Yes X No :

IT “Yes™ is cheched, what s the latest fiscal year covered by this program? 1967
If “No™ is checked. what Is the target datle for completing such a progrim or budget? .
. Beginning with whal fiseal year?. : , o AR v

Did the community meel ils eapilal improvements roals during the past year? Yes ¥ No [
If “No” i= checked give explanation.

The City accomplished substantially the
program proposed.

What are the significant enpital improvement goals for next vear?

A major capital improvement bond issue is being planned for next yecar.
Included will be funds for substantial parks and beautification improvements;
most of the city's storm drain separation necds; considerable underground
wiring and improved street lighting; and an accelerated street construction
and improvement program. The amount of the issue is undetermined at this
time, Besides the planning of this bond issue, other goals of the CIP are to
develop an improved priority system and to include neighborhood improve-
ment programs and the beautification program in the Capital Improvement
Program,
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HOUSING FOR DISPLACED FAMILIES

ORIECTIVE: A eomninnityy progran to relocate fomilice displioced Ty govccramental action va deeonl
sefe, and sasitery howsing aeithin their imeans, Goreraidoital aclioy fncludes rr--h ciforcemend, &lim

clearanee, winl e eonglruetion of higheeys and otfier polilie works,

A L What Agency has heen oflicially designnted to determine needs and (o develop plans Lo rieel
Lhe relocalion housing needs of Families displaced &< a resull of

Urhan Renewal Projects Uxrban Renewal Division

Other Governmental Action Urban Renewal Division

2. What Aveney lins heen officially desiganted {o provide relocetion assislance [or families dis-
placed as o resultl of:

Urban Henewal 'rojoets Urban Renewal Division
Other Governmental Aelion Urban Renewal Divigion

3. Whatl Apency is responsible fur coordinating or contralizing planning, relocttion assistance and
action townrd meking standard housineg available Tor displaced Tamilies?

Urban Renewal Division
H. 1. Outline in the following (able the number of familie= actually displaced by various Avpes of

eovernmenial aetion during the preceding yvear, ending October 31, 1966 .
Memith gl Yonr
TYPE OF GOVERNMENTAL ACTION NUNBER OF FAMILIES INSPLACED
TOTAL WHITE RONWHITE

URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTS!

pRoJECT narne University Addition-Neorthlake 31 =27 4
Urban Renewal Project
pRoJecy naue  South Seattle Redevelopment 37 29 8

Project
PROJECT NAME :

FROJECT NAME

HIGHWAY. CONSTRUCTION . 14 14 (1]
CODE ENFORCEMENT ARSI : 573% 400 173
City Engincering Dept. 5 5 0

arwere City Public Works  City Park Dept, 0 0 0
Schools . 85 85 0
{Famlhes & Indlwdua]a} 745 560 185

1 cjects, 1) mMent Caused byt o sforcement, hiphway and nther pallic con.
.-‘4“|. l-!r ;L n.l.ll ull

Rouaing pesoul e trie fulle wviatlalile B

* ﬁpprnmmdtcly 'ilﬂ‘“':-v.-crn uﬁwzdua]r dasphced {rom ”sI-ud rc-ar.]” hnta]-; prior to
the implementation of the city-wide relocation program. No large scale displace-
ment from "skid road" hotels is conternplated in the next two years.
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2, Indieate whether these fanilies have been satisfactorily rehoused, deseribing any problems or

-

difliculiie= encountered in their relocalion.

See example historizal pattern pages 46, 47 and 48,

Qulline in the tables Lelow the litest eommunity plan for the reloeation of Tamilics Lo be displaced
- IJ '

by governmenial action in the next twoe years, ending. _January 196
Motk ol Yorar
1. Relocation Housing Needs
TYPE OF GOVERNMENTAL ACTION KUMPER OF FAMILIES DISPLACED!
TDTAL WHITE NONWHITE
URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTSL - = =i i _
PROJECT NAME — Univcrsit.)]' Addition-Northlake 4], 41 ; 0
Urban Renewal Projeet
prosect nave . Tesler-Atlantic Neighborhood B3 21 62
Improvement Project
pRoJECT NavE —-South Seatlle \ AN, 11 o i SR AR
Redevelopment Project
PROJECT NAKE — — : hu\e pe MR A T ¥ fom nE =
HiGHWAY consTRucTion .—State Highway .~ 51 7%= 81 436
coat enrorcerent — (Including Federally assisted 50 3% =518
code enforcement program)
orher: . City Public Works - City Eng. Dept. i e | Pl e 0
City Park Dept. 8 8 0
t8chpol gt SRR el s S e 153 130 .23
B63 321 R g2

1o7Al (Individuals & Families)

¥ Apai=ted nnd povecassisiod |.|'r\-i| clx. |1:.—~;-.I:1|-|-n-.4 nt eaused k
siruction in & project aren should he counted as prajeet di

& dentify by namie of projeel or type of activity. Include (oo
housing or other public purposes and by the removil of ove

3 The racial breakdewn may be eliminated for any corimunity
fnusing ressurees, pulilie and private, are fully available to all familics without regard to race,

¥ code enforcement, hifglway and other public eon-
splavemient

wilies displaced iy the acquisition of land for public

come Faiilies Trom ]’.Illll!lt' hotesing, el

in which it 2 o substantiated foct that ali

* 25% of the number estimated to be displaced during the 4-year execution
of phase of the project, beginning in 1968.
#% Third Lake Washington Bridge approaches,
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To the best of our knowledge, all of the familics and individuals
displaced have been satisfactorily rehoused.

Early in 1966, the department heads of all agencies connected with
the City government were notified by the Mayor that relocation services
were available to them through the Urban Renewal Division. Only a

limited number of referrals were received as a result of the Mayor's
action.

In September 1966, the Urban Renewal Division held a series of
meetings with the department heads and a representative from Seattle
School District No. 1. Problems of cach agency were reviewed, and the
services available through the Urban Renewal Division were cutlined in
detail. It appeared that the principal reason for the limited number of
referrals was that the agencies involved merely passed on the information
to displaceces that services were available through the Urban Renewal
Division, but ne follow-up action was taken. At the meetings, referral
forms and information statemoents were given to each department head;
one employee for cach deparitment was designated as the relocation
liaison agent; and department heads agreed to notify the Urban Renewal
Division when displacement action was contemplated. The department
heads also agreed that referral forms would be completed and sent to the
Urban Renewal Division for each family and individual displaced. Each
{family and individual would also be given an information statement
{attached) and would be contacted by the Urban Renewal Division to deter-
mine what relocation services, if any, they required.

This procedure has resulied in a substantial increase in the
number of referrals and improved communication between the displacing
departments and the Urban Renewal Division.

In the last quarter of 1966, a total of 13 requests for city-wide
relocation were received from city depariments. Thesec requests
included 8 families with a total of 27 children and one family in which the
husband was blind. The five requests for assistance to individuals
included 3 elderly individuals. Practically every case required a sub-
stantial amount of individual attention, and all were relocated satisfactorily
in standard housing. A chronological report on the rchousing of a
typical family is enclosed.
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Building Department Abatement
805 Columbia Street (Upstairs)

PETERS, Roy family - 8 persons
117166 Interviewed. Relocation Record card entered.

Referred to City Housing & County Housing.
11/9/66 Delivered bulletin board notice to Indian Center.

11/17/66 At 805 Columbia: Peters applied Seattle Housing; will take
some Lime to place due to size of family and need for furniture,

Roy Pecters attends Edison afternoons. We shall take him to King County
Housing, Park Lane Homes.

11/21/66 Arranged appointment for interview at Park Lane Homes
(King County) for Wednesday, 11/23/66, 9:00 a. m.

11/21/66 Visited Peters; will go; to be ready 8:30.

11/21/66  Visited 400 - 10th Avenue Apt. house. Have 2-bd room,
only $66. 50 including garbage, furniture, except bedding. Tenant pays
utilities, gas light.

11/22/66 Visited Peters: received letter to contact High Point,

11/23/66 Took Mrs. Roy Peters and Rebecca Charles to Park Lane Homes
(County), 9900 - 8th §. W. for 9:00 a. m, interview appointment.

No furniture there.

Went to High Point (City - 3 bd, room apt. to be ready December 5th,
furnished. Can lransfer to 4 bd. rm. later. Rent to be determined within
their budget. Leasing Mgr., High Point, Mrs. Nadine Jones, WE 2-5546,
Apt. #831, 6558 Sylvan Way.

11/29/66 Mrs, Jones, High Point leasing mgr., phones us to notify
Peters apt. will be ready Dec. 2nd, Rent $58. 00 + $8. 00 furniture = $66. 00
per month, Require to move in Dec, 2: $30.00 deposit. $65.07 pro-rata
rent, $7.73 furniture = $94, 80, $510. 00 of deposit returned if get own
furniture. Bring Peters to High Point near 11:00 a. m, Friday, Dec. 2nd
to pay rent and pick up key.

11/30/66 At Peters': Conveyed information on apt, availability and sought
to take them to High Point to get the apt. Fri. a.m. But Peters lack the
cash to take the apt; have only $20,00. She had phoned Mrs. Jones at

High Point,
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11/30/66 Called caseworker Mr, Wright, Public Assistance, PA 5-6200. :
Peters received $63. 00 cvery week from employment office, plus maybe LR
$40 per mo. from Public Assistance, Mr., Wright recommends divide the

$94. 80 to move in by 4; pay cach week completing rent and deposit payment
in one month. He is under the impression that the couple will pay it,

11/30/66 Called Mrs. Nadine Jones, leasing mgr. High Point, WE 2-5546.
They wantl rent all at once; can sometimes split it in two, payable in one
week, Peters received cheek on the 5th. Surplus foed from welfare can
help, They can't take all his money; must have bus fare and food.

Mrs. Jones checked with Mr, Edwards, who has final word; said they can't
do it: there isn't enough cash for January rent, food, bus farc.

11/30/66 Called Mr. Spencer Wright again: Mrs. Peters had called him.
One extra help will come on the Znd or 3rd in overpaid Public Assistance
check of $54.00. They must cash it. He thinks he can work out something
to get the Peters in,

He will call Mrs. Jones in the morning about 9:15; she is to call me then.
Charles family landlord is uncooperative about filling out City Housing form;
has held up their application. One possibility, probably not necessary to
use, is Isabell Charles' income,

12/1/66 Called Mrs. Jones, High Point; she said Mr. Wright, Public
Assistance, will issue voucher, mail it to office at High Point. Peters will
necd $30 for deposit. Appointment made to take Peters to High Point any
time after 10:00 a. m. Friday to get key,

12/1/66 At Peters: Told her I shall take them to High Point tomoerrow
9:30 to get key; will need $30. 00, They don't have $30. 00 now--only $20, 00,
She is to call Mr. Wright, caseworker, and call me in the morning if it is
worked out.

12/2/66 Mr. Wright: " Voucher for $64. 80 to be received by High Point
today. He plans $30. 00 balance should be paid by Peters on Monday,
leaving plenty of cash for living cxpenses.

This is a change from the last arrangement he made with High Point's
Mr. Edwards yesterday.

I took Mrs. Peters and some of her furnishings to High Point to sign up for
the apartment and get the key. Mr. Edwards must know whether Public
Assistance will guarantee rent payment this month: he hasn't credit history
of Peters. Mr. Wright was out. Mrs. Peters remained at High Point for
final determination, Mr. Edwards was to return her to town., I returned her
furnishings to 805 Columbia,

12/5/66 1 phoned High Point. Peters moved in Apt. #831, 6558 Sylvan Way.
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2. Estimete of Reloeation Housing Needs and Resources!

ITGULET%"."E‘I'STI.'-.'ATF-\ TO BE AVAILAPLE

ESTIMATED DISPLACERENT DISPLACED FAMILIES?

R R e e ot -”!!Jﬁ_lifllg?;?-._F i PRIVATE g PUEL-FI;- 5
INCOME: 10 B e e e oo e 1L Dt s Al L [l 1101 S
GROUPS = DORLACED e e REMI AL [ sALES e D S SN DERICTT )
—— |t R | were | 0 | wonre | 300 | ware iRt | winre | g%
Low | 0= 5:5E5 | 63| 310 6820 3410 3579 1789| 2086| 2086 - -
MIDDLEC 5,556 - 7,500 | 212 | 202 201681008410738 5369! - A - -
WOHC 7501 -over )| 46| 30| 7460 3730 3580 1790| - i - i
R e e R R O[S S DR T A6 0 T e e e
ik | 321 ] 542 [344481722417897 8948 _2086| 2086, - -

! The racial breakdown may be eFminated for any community in which it is & substantiated fact that ali housing

resources, public and privite, nre fully aveilable to all familics withoot repard Lo race,
< Imzert within the parcntheses the ieome ramres fe defined by the lecality Tor cach of Lhese Frotn,
3 Ineclude only standnnl htisinge

hich diaplaced Familics may reasanibiy be expicted o abtain in computition with

other fawilies and at repts and so0los prives within their means, as determined. b income-to-rent or Incomi-to-snles
L

price ratios applieable in Lhe cotitunnity. Include alse public housing under Stote- and loeally-siided programa.

2. Ability 1o Pay Standurds

Stete all rent-ineome and price-inceme ratios used to compule C2 above.
A ratio of $1.00 of rent for every $5, 00 of income was used to

determine rental housing available to each income group. Sales housing

availability for each ircome group was calculated on a basis of 2-1/2
timee annual income, Rental figures were then adjusted to allow for
utilities,

. Relocation Housing Itesourees

—

What are the maii sources of the housing which Lhe communily expects lo be available 1o meel
reloeation needs, as estimated in C2 above, i.e, whether through vacancies and turnover in exist-
ing supply, new const ruetion, rehabilitation of existing supply, cte? Indieale approximafe pro-

portions of each source

3 There are 226, 000 Private Housing Units in Seattle. 56, 5% are

owner occupied, and 43, 5% are renter occupied. 87, 6% of all units
are classified as sound. There is a 20% annual turnover in private

rental units, and a 25% annual turnover in public housing units,

Approximately 1% of all private homes are vacant. Rental availability
fipures are based on a Z-year displacement period with 20% turnover
per year. Sales availability figures are bascd on an 8% annual turn-

over rate. 50% of all vacant units are assurred to be available to

non-whites (based on relocation experience).

There are 3, 131 Seattle Public Housing Units within the City and
1,042 King County Public Housing Units in ths immediate vicinity.

Turnover averages 25% per year,
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‘The main sources of relocation housing are expected to be vacancies

and turnover in the existing supply plus 1000 units of new Public Housing
and approximately 400 units of 221 (d) 3, of which a substantial portion
will be under the Rent Supplement program. Multi-family private housing
vacancy rates vary from about 6. 4% in buildings built before 1917, to

1. 6% in apartments built after 1945, while turnover rates average about
20%.

In Public Houging, there are no vacancies; but the turnover rate of about
25% provides sufficient flexibility to allow placement of eligible families
displaced by public action within a maximum of one month from date of
application,

As would be expected, the most difficult categories to place are the
elderly, the handicapped, and large families with low incomes. The
Seattle Housing Authority is nearing completion on 300 units of housing
for the elderly. Onec hundred fifty units for the handicapped will be com-
pleted in about 18 months, The Authority also has a Grant Reservation
and Preliminary Loan for 1000 units of additional Public Housing and is
now in the planning process for these units, It is anticipated that
approximately 200 units will be located in the Yesler- Atlantic project
area and will probably be built under the "Turnkey" program, to allow for
early occupancy.

Private rental construction is proc ceding at a rate more than double a
year ago, and a number of 221d(3) projects are under way. Two projects
have been approved in the Central Community, and two additional
properties under the Rent Supplement program will probably be located
in the Yesler-Atlantic Project Area.

Figures on vacancy rates, etc. are from the 1966 Real Estate Research
Report compiled by the Seattle Real Estate Rescarch Committeo with the
assistance of the University of Washington and the FHA, It should be
noted that the "housing slump'' in otler parts of the country is not
apparent in the Seattle area, Permits for rnulti-family units in Seattle
and unincorporated arcas of King County through August of 1966 were up
79.7% over the first 8 months of 1965. This wanld indicate that new
construction is more than keeping pace with the in-migration of new
families to the area.
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Hasa hnusing referral scrvice beei estnblished?

Yes [ No. [

If the answer js “No™ whil means will he used Lo bring lorethar managers and owners of pro-
pertiesibeine ofered forsale'or e aband fnmilics needing relocalion housing?

The Urban Renewal Division has ¢stablished a formal city-wide housing
referral service for all agencies connected with City government and Secattle
Public School District Mo, 1. The State Highway Department also operates
a separate housing referral service, and liaison belween the City and the
State Referral Agencics has improved in the course of the last year. The
lwo are now coordinating their relocation planning and attempting to develop
a joint inventory of relocation resources.

Two other major governmental bodies in the region, whose construction
activities displace familics, are the Port of Seattle and the Municipality of
Metropolitan Seattle {Metro).: At the present time, there is no provision for
coordination of their programs with the programs of the City and State
agencies, Discussions are presently underway to develop a pattern of
coordination, so that relocation services may be keyed to all major publie
works efforts. s

What specifie:actions have heen Laken or ave proposed hvithoese responsible for seeine that addi-
tienal housing is provided Lo moeet nny relocation: deficit that may be shown in the Jast cofumn of
the preceding inble, suel ne securing the active participation of loeal builders and lenders (o
build or rehabilitale housing For families of moderate or low ineome, including units for the
elderly, minority proup snd large families; to use the specinl Federnl financing aids, whors
needed;: to make sites available at rensonable prices; nnd to climinnfe diseriminalory practices

that Hmil the housinge opporivnilios of minarily Tamilics?

No relocation deficit is anticipated for the next two years., Howewver, cfforts to
provide improved housing for the clderly, handicapped, lower-income families and
minprities are continuing, The following are some of the more significant contri-
butions to solving housing problems:

1.

Construction by the Housing Authority of a 300-unit, high-rise development for
the elderly,

Plans for a 150-unit development for the handicapped to be completed by the
Housing Authority in about 18 months.

Planning for 1, 000 additional Housing Authority units, primarily for the clderly.
(Grant Reservation and Preliminary Loan approved. )

Successful operation of the Urban League's rental housing service, and receipt
of a $250, 000 Ford Foundation grant to expand the service and include sales
housing.

Rapid acceleration of private apartment construction within the City,
Successful operation of a city-wide housing referral service by the Urban
ERenewal Division.

Continuation of the Human Rights Commission's efforts to achieve better
housing and employment opportunities fox minorities,

Four 221 (d)3 projccts in various stages of planning and development (Two are
Rent Supplement). Total capacity about 400 units,

"Operation 100%!, a city-wide survey conducted by the Urban League in
cooperation with the Urban Renewal Division to determine the actual number

of units in various price ranges available to Megroes,
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sfanding and eupporl necessary fo aceomplish cominintity poals.

Name and title of the officin]l responsible for assuring cilizen parlicipalion in all Workable Pro-
gram nclivitiess

e e e D s Braman,  Mayor

Give the dales on which cilizens advisory commitler meclings have been hold during the past vear.
The responses to items B through G of this report refer to the activities of the
official citizens' advisory committee to the City on urban redevelopment during
the period from April 1965 through December 1966, The last Workable Program
report covered the period between January 1964 and April 1965, The next report
will be on & calendar year basis, the same as the other sections of the Workable
Program,

Schedule of Meetings:
Board of Trustees - The Board of Trustees met monthly on the seccond
Tuecsday of cach month with the exception of one month (August) during the summer.
Execcutlive Council: The Executive Council met monthly on the first Thursday
of cach month.
Special meetings - The Board of Trustees held one special meeting on
July 15th to act formally on the recommendations for the proposed change of name,
Official committecs: Approximately 40 meetings were held throughout the year.

List any changes in {he membership of the citizeng advisory eommittee sinee the Izt submission
and, for any new members, show their business, professional, civie, and other afliliations. Identily
those new members who represent the prineipal minovity proups and ovganizations. (1f not <how ;1
in previous submissions, st 2] members and their aflilintions).

Luther Carr - Salesman

Edwin Emerick, Jr. - Attorney

Mrs. M. Chandler Redman - Homemaker

Rev. Minco Katagiri - Clergyman

Paul Seibert - Vice-President, Investment Exchange Corp.
James Heron - President, Northwest American

Erncst L. Anderson - President Durell Products, Inc.

Bailey, R, H. - Retired

Beupre, Robert S. - President, Scatile First National
Benaroya, Jack A, - Realtor

Black, Edward A, - President, Black Enterpriscs

Burfitt, Robert B, - President, Construction Co.

Carlson, Edward E., President, Western International Hotels
Checkley, David M. - Director, John Graham & Co.

Cordon, Clarence 11. - Realtor

Davis, Newell P. - busincssman - Rainier Businessmen's Club
Duff, Alex - Attorncy
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Enderlein - Consulting Struct ral Engineer

Evans, Elizabeth Wright - Public Relations

Faris, Mrs. Robert E, L, - T ousewife

Flohy, Carlos - President, Mo tal Fabricators

Freed, Aaron - Architect

Guy, G. A, - Druggist

Isaacson, Robert W. - Presid mt Isaacson Steel

Jenner, L. M. - Executive N. P. Railway

Jones, Rex D, - Ex-Director, Seattle Opportunities Industrialization Center
Kelton, RobertJ. - Executive

Kreager, H. DeWayne - Industrial Consultant

Lodine, W. M. - Architect

Marple, Elliott - Owner, Business Service

Millington, William A. - Executive

Morse, John M. - Architect

Murphy, Larry - Representing the Rainier Businessmen's Club
Nellist, W. C. - Vice-President U. S, Plywood Corp.

Neves, Paul L, - President Nebor Supply Co.

Rabel, I. B. - President, Star Machinery Co.

Rottler, John C. - Northwest Instrument Co.

Ryan, James M. - President, University Property, Inc.
Simons, Langdon 8. - President, Laird, Norton Co.

Stack, Harold E., - President, otack Steel and Supply Company
Weaver, Donald K., Jr. - President, Crescent Manufacturing Co.
Westberp, AlfredJ. - Attorney

List the speeific notivities underlaken by the citizens advisory committee doring the past year ijn-
cluding studies, wurll pregrams,

During 1966, this committec called Seatile Urban Rencwal Enterprise, SURE
(later in September 1966, renamed Scattle Planning and Redevelopment Council,
SPARC) resolved a number of major problems crucial to continued activity,

1. A major rcorganization took place to better streamline and coordinate
various aclivities,

2. SURE obtained financial assistance from the City.

3, Staff assistance was provided by the City.

4., The organization's basis of operation has broadened to include other
activities of redevclopment than urban renewal; hence, the change in
the name of the organization,

As noted in last year's report, Part E, SURE reorganized according to the
attached chart. Each group was composed of committees, according to common
activities, who were to be assisted and guided in their inter-relationship by a
coordinator, two of which were vice presidents, and an advisor who was a

past president. x
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Fublicity: This committee was very active during the veporting
year. The committece has attempted to inform and educate the
public in matters of urban renewal and in the activities of SPARC,

During the year a public relations firm (Communications North-
west, Inc.) was placed under contract to assist SPARC in planning
and conducting the public information program. The results of this
committee's actions became apparent almost immediately.

A pgreat number of favorable news releases came forth. Two tele-
vision programs were filmed; one covering the structural survey
being condueted in a project area, and one other showing some of
the resulis of this survey and explaining the next step in the urban
rencwal process,

Membership: The Membership Committee met four times, A mem-
bership campaign was planned to increase the size of the member-
ship and to attempt to make the membership more representative of
the community.

The Mavyor of Scattle gave SPARC his full cooperation in this member-
ship drive and signed the letters of invitation to the meeting. Invita-
tions were sent to 283 persons, and 217 atiended the meeting held on
December 14, 1966, Forty-one new paid-up members were added.
Their names arc listed under item C, page 52,

Yesler-Atlantic Project Committee: The most significant accomplish-
ment of this committee during the reporting period was the progress
made in gaining the understanding and support of the residents of this
area.

At the request of the Mayor this Committee made a survey of the area
to determine the true feeling of the residents regarding the proposed
urban renewal. project. It soon became apparent that there was a
large amount of misinformation in the areca, and in many instances a
lack of information. This Committee began a program to provide the
residenis with the necessary information. A serics of open mectings
were held utilizing the personnel from both SPARC and the Urban
Renewal Division. Through these mectings, and through a series

of meetings with individuals, ownecrs, tenanis, and local business
leaders, a new communily organization was formed, This organization,
the Central Scattle Advisory group was formed in December 1965 at
the request of the Mayor to "establish goals and policies to reflect the
necds and desires of the members of the organization, various groups,
organizations and-individuals within the community". Total member-
ship of the group is 75.




Organizations represented on the committec are: Central Arca
Community Council; Central Community Club; Council for Advance-
ment of Haoman Welfare; Filipine Community Center; Jackson Street
Community Council; Japanese-American Citizen League; Leschi Im-
provement Council; Yeslor Atlantic Businesemen's Association; and
Yesler-Atlantic Citizens Conference, Inc.

In March 1966 the group requested completion of detailed planning
for Yesler-Atlantic,

9. The Pike Plaza Project Committee: This Commitice was reorganized
to include citizens from outside SPARC in order to include persons
and orpganizations with a special interest in the project area. The
Commiitee has worked very closely with the Urbkan Renewal Division
and will continue to do so.

One of the prime purposes of the Committee was to work with the
Urban Renewal Division on plans and goals for this project area.
This Committee has recently met weekly {o review scopes of service
of the various consulting contracts for this project,

10, Pioneer Square Advisory Committce: This Committee was formed at
the request of the Mayer to study a proposal made by a group of
private citizens for an urban renewal project in the Pioncer Square
area. A complete copy of the roport of the Committee and its :
recommendations is attached,

11. South Scattle Project Committee: This Committes sponsored a semi-
nar for the owners of businesses in this project arca just after
the project went into execution. The purpose of the seminar was
to inform them of what help was available to them on relocation,
obtaining loans, expanding their property, and any other problems.
The attendance exceeded expectations, and the follow-up reports
indicate this workshop was well received.

Duaring the latier part of 1965 the City Council appropriated funds for the
Division of Urban Renewal to assist SURE with staff needs, and to start a
public relations program. $15,000 was also made available for 1966. As a
result SURE and the Division of Urban Renewal developed and implemented a
public information program,

In March 1966 the Division of Urban Renewal employed an Assistant Director
for Community Services who spent betwecen 50 to B0 percent of his time on
SURE activities curing the remainder of the year. Aside from serving as
the Exceutive Director of SURE he did considerable worl with cummunil}*
organizations, developing an avareness of the need for redevelopment and
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an understanding of the redevelopment process. In October 1966 a Public
Information Advisor was cimployed to help the Assistant Director for Com-
munily Services.

With thz advent of the 1964 and 1965 Housing Acts the City undertook addi-
tional activities involving Federal aid, including a city-wide urban beauti-
fication program, the purchase of land under the upen space program, and an
intensive program of providing aid to the poverly stricken, The construc-
tion of community facilities under the neighborhood facility program and
concentrated code enforcement programs were also being considered. These
aclivities along with urban renewal pointed to overall redevelopment pro-
gram involvement by SURE, The newly named organization SPARC has been
working with the Central Association of Seattle, Forward Thrust (mentioned
later in this report), the Couneil of Planning Affiliates, and many other
organizations of similar interest to make Seattle proper and its surrounding
area a better place in which to live.

Lisl the specific program aelleities of the cllizeas aavisory commililice Lo he cnderinken dlu:u,: 1:1|L-
coming vear Including problemns for disepssion and resolution, schedule of meelings, coordinniion

with executive departmentsand governing body, ete.

SPARC's program activities for 1967 will follow the same pattern established

in 1966 and shown in D above by table of organization, group function, and
committee name. The traumatic re-organization, financing, and staff problems
precluded optimum ceammitiee functioning for I‘BBD, which negated significant
program change during 1967.

Mectings for 1967 will consist of an Executive Council meeting on the first
Thursday of each month and a meeting of the Board of Trustees on the second
Tuesday of each month with the cxception of August. Committee meeclings will
be held at irregular intervals, which meetings will depend upon the level of
activities with which that committee is involved.

List subeommitiees of the cilizens advisory commiliee, 'L-.Ith names of members of 1..1:]1, exlahlished
to work on special problems such as cqual opportunity for housing, neighborhood partivipation, codeo
compliance, relucalion housine, puhlic nI'......";.f.:nH hlp.l. Limprovemen! prosrim, ele

Scveral of the committecs show only the name of the chairman. In all in-
stances this person is a member of the Board of Trustees of SPARC, The
organization has attempted to involve other agencies and organizations on
most of the committees, One reason is to enalille SPARC to promote brpopader
citizen participation in the urban renewal activities and to be certain that

all areas of interest are included in the commilttee.

1. CRP: Dr., Warren Seyiried, Chairman; Phillip Jacobson, Edwin
Emerick, Jr., Lawrence Klaus
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9.
10,

11,

12,

13,

14,

l'ﬁl
17.
18,

19.

Legislative: Richard Hagan, Chairman

Capital Improvements: Fred Bassetli, Chairman

Economic Opportunity Act Program: Wharten Funk, Chairman, Jesge
Epstein, Constitution and By-Laws -

Code: C. M. McCune, Sr., Chairman
BAB: Eric Berkeley, Chairman
City Budget: John L. Wright, Chairman

Publicity: Leo Eilertsen, Chairman; Rev. Mineo Katagiri,
J. Arthur Pringle

Membership: Archie Katz, Chairman; James Heron, Leo Eilertsen

Neighborhood Relations: Rev, Mineo Katagiri, Chairman

University Addition-Northlake Urban Renewal Project: J. Arthur Pringle,
Chairman

South Seattle Redevelopmen! Project: James Douglas, Chairman

Yesler- Atlantic Neighborhood Improvement Project: Luther Carr,
Chairman

Pike Plaza Redevelopment Project: Donald Voorhees, Chairman;
Mrs, W. R, Tayler, Edwin Emerick, Ir., Fhillip Jacobson

Pioncer Square Redevelopment Project: Paul Seibert, Chairman:
Rev, Minec Katagiri

Mortgage and Finance: Edward West, Jr., Chairman

Relocation: Archie Iverson, Chairman

Rchabilitation: Carl Norden, Chairman

Redevelopment: Wi, Bain, Sr., Chairman
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Indicate steps taken to provide stafl pasistanece (o {his commitive by the appointment of 2 permaneant
secretary. or otherwise, Lo develop and presenl factual information as a lasis for discussion, pre-
pare agenda and netices of mectings for menhers, prepare and {ype minulez of meelings and
necessary reporis to chiel execulive, ole.

As Incdicated in D above, the City appropriated funds for the last paxt of 1965
and all of 1966 to provide staff services to SPARCG,

Yoan e Sp e P L
12 nilvisory commitiee o

. List any changes in the mentbership of the sulicormaiiice 'of the cilize
special commitice on minorily. group hossing since (he Tast submission and, for any new nieme
biers, show thelr business, professianaly civid nod ather aflilindjons, Identily those new members

win represent Lhe principal milnority zooaps and orgnnizations, (Inot shown in previous gale

ik
i il
¥ T ) & t- & | ]
D, F.-; ...l:

Friths menthers pod their all 1.:..t"- L E
SPARC continued to encourage membership by minority group reprecsenta-
tives, and maintain close contact on minority group problems, particularly
housing. SPARC still depends upon the City Human Righis Commission to

deal directly with such problems,

In the last report mention was made of the work: of tho Fair Ifousing Listing
Service which was instrumental in finding sales housing for mineritics,
Following the death of the Secretary in.the fall of 1965 the service was
inactivated. As noted in the section on housing for displaced persons, the
Urban League added this service to its rental housing program in 1966.

ey specinl commitivs on minorly group lione

2 How will recommendnbions of the sutheosmiiles

i Lie cominunicated (o and aeled uponihiy the citizens pdvizory commiitee?

As previously reported, the Executive Secretary of the Human Rights Comn-
mission would propose action by the Eoard of SPARC which would then take

acfion.

Dezcrilia briefly citizenparticipidtion programs: carrield onl or plannead. i
{o be directly nifceted by clearvance, systemntic coile eomnlianes, conservitnaon, ele

nzighborboods or arens

As mentioned in D above, SPARC has a commitiee for each urban renewal pro-
ject area, The Yesler-Atlantic committee has been extremely effective during
this period, A seminar held by the South Seattle Project committee was a high-

light of their activity.

ithe exfent af

: e i

Siminarize siznifSennt happenings that have faken placesince the lasl submission’in
Swmmarize signincnn ; ; : BLELL cut.gl
ellizen supporl and participation fa the communily improvement efforl including significant aclivi-
sl : et 2 HE o
{iea ol hsiness, pro tanal and eivie groups and of the press, radio and television. Indicate new

gozls for the conding

Trics
| Bkt
yeoor

The significant happenings that have taken place since the last submission include
those related to SPARC, noted in D of this scction; and a new orpanization,
Forward Thrust. The GCouncil of FPlanning Affiliates, whose purpose and accom-
plishments for 1966 are shown in an attachment, has been previcusly reported on.
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Subcommittee structure:

Legal
Transporiation
QOpen Space
Membership
Public Informaltion
Program
Listeners Bureau

Publications: Newsletter every other week.
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wwiw  The City of Seattle--Legislative Department

MR. PRESIDENT: Date Repocted
and Adopted

Your Committeson  PLANNING .DECA_ 1861

to which was referred the within Workable Progrem for Community Improvement,
City of Seattle, 1967-1968,
would respectfully report that we have considered the same and respectfully recommend that

THE SAME BE PLACED ON FILE,

WCH: j= File No. 25963 Committes

11-29-67



