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INITIATIVE 80 -- SAVE. SEATTLE CREEKS

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Seetion One: Title and Subject.

A. This measure shall be titled the "Save Seattie Creeks Initiative."”

B. For Constitutiona! purposes, the subject of this Initiative is "urban ereeks.”

Section Two: Findings.

Citizens of Seattle hereby find that-
A, This Initiative will protect our urban environment and help recover threatened salmon within our City.

B in every corner of Seattle, creek systems connect our neighborhoods with the natural environment. Creek systems
should be a top priority for our environmental stewardship because they provide salmon and wildlife habitat and
open space.

C. The degradation of creeks in our City has reduced their flood-carrying capacity, resulting in severe damage to
downstream properties and to critical fish and wildlife habitat, threatening the extinction of salmon within Seattle
creeks.

n. ‘This flooding impact is especially severe when creek segments are directed into underground pipes rather than

through natural, open channels. In most circumstances, the pipes also create fish-passage barriers, which are illegal
and must be removed under State law.

E. Removing a creek from an underground pipe and redirecting it into a natural, open channel abates the ongoing harm
by restoring the ereek's flood-carrying capacity, water quality benefits, and fish and wildlife habitat. A creek's
historic channel contains soils uniquely suited for flood-control, and a creek should be redirected into its historic
channel if available.

F. This Initiative requires private property owaers to restore creeks only when carrying out major creckside
development, This is required to abate ongoing impacts and to mitigate the direet, indirect, and cumulative impacts
of major creekside development, which include increased impervious surfaces, pollution, lighting, noise, trampling,
pollution and shading.

G. ‘This Initiative will reduce ongeing flooding and property damage caused by creek degradation. It will also resto: ¢
fish and wildlife habitat and remove fish-passage barriers. Thus, this Initiative is necessary to protect the pnblic
health, safety and welfare and is authorized under Article 11, Section 11 of the Washington Constitution, as well as
through specific authority under RCW 35.21.090 and elsewhere in State Law.

Section Three: The City shall adont a Long-Term Creek Restoration Plan.

ion Three: The City shall 42

Al Within six months after passage of this Initiative, the City shall prepare a draft Long-Term Creek Restoration Plan,
including the contents set forth in Section 8(1) of this Initiative. The City shall involve the pubtic and interested
organizations in creating the draft plan and shall ider public ¢ ts and any existing watershed plans. The
City shall hold public meetings and solicit comments from the public and interested organizations on the draft plan
and shal! adopt a final plan within twelve months after passage of this Initiative.

B. ‘The goal of the Long-Term Creek Restoration Plan shall be to adopt objectives and timelines for restoring Seattle
creeks and carryiig out the policies and directives of this Initiative.

C. The City shall restore Seattle's Creeks in accordance with the Long-Term Creek Restoration Plan.

hen building a major creekside development,

Section Four: Developers shall be required to assist in creek restoration w

F ,LED urban envivonmient
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Al

Apricants proposing a major creckside development shall hereafter be required to restore the ereek running on or
adjacent to the development site, satisfying the requirements of Seetion Six of this Initiative. This requirement shall be
stated as a condition on any development approval issued to the project. The City shall decide whether such
restoration will be carried out by the applicant under the City's supervision or through a City effort funded by the
applicant, and shall support the project consistent with subsection C of this section.

Each applicant for a major development on creekside property shall submit a creek restoration plan as part of its
application for development approval. That plan must include a City approved engineering plan for conducting the
restoration required by iais chapter concurrent with the development, and the bases for any exemptions requested
under Section 6(B). Any public notice issued regarding the major development shall elicit comments on the
restoration plan and its consistency with this Initiative.

Seattle Public Utilities shall coordinate the restoration efforts required by this section and the City shall contribute to
such projects to the extent necessary to aveid a constituticnal taking of private property and as deemed appropriate to
create incentives for restoration. At a minimum, the City shall ensure that development potential on the site is not
tost due to the restoration project and shall grant open space credit. The City may also purchase the creek corridor
and/or provide loan financing, grants, or other valuzbie benefit such as density bonuses to suppert the restoration
project to the extent deemed appropriate and allowed by law. The City and the developer should agree upon
ownership and maintenance responsibilitics for the restored creek, and wherever possible the rustored creek should be
transferred to public ownership.

Section Five: The City shall ensure that creeks are restored concurrently with major creekside development,

dection Kive. ke A oy S S e —

A,

In the event that the City should fail to enforece section Four of this Initiative, for whatever reason, the City shall carry
out creek restoration as defined in Section Six concurrently with any major creekside dev loj t. In ac lishing
this, the City shall utilize all of its authority, including that under RCW 35.21.090 and SMC 21.16.180. The City shall
in such event prepare and solicit comments on the creek restoration pian as set forth in Section 4(B).

A creck that is directed through a pipe or that contains a fish passage barrier satisfies the definition of a natural
watercourse \hat is "rBstructed, broken, inoperative, inadequate" and "liable to cause damage to public or private
property” pursuant to SMC 21.16.180. To the extent allowed by that law, the City shall require a property owner to
daylight such ereck and/or remove such barrier(s) during a major creekside development, or after giving required
notice shall carry out the same and bill the costs to the property ewner.

Section Six: Restoration during major creckside development.

A.

B.

For the purposes of Section Fouwr and Five of this Initiative, restoration required during major creekside development
shall include:

1. Planting native vegetation and removing invasive species;

2. Within the creek buffers, establishing wetland area, floodable wetland benches, or other means to slow the
rate of water, unless topography or other existing structures make such restoration impracticai.

3. Removal of fish passage barriers, if such barriers exist on or adjacent to the development site; and

4, Daylighting the ereek on the development site, if the creek presently flows through a pipe or culvert section 50
feet or longer, exclusive of right-of-way crossings, that is either
(a) on the development site; or
(b) under a street or “ight of way adjacent to the site, if the creck's channel was on the development site

at any time prior to being moved to its present location.

The creek shall be daylighted for the entire length in which it runs on or adjacent to the development site,
except that daylighting is not required where it is necessary that the creck cross a right of way or an existing
structure that is fo remain as part of the development.

‘The City or a private party may obtain an exemption from the requirements of subsection A(3) or A(4) of this section
by proving either (1) that the creek segment in guestion, if restored as required under this section, would have
insuffticient surface area and/or flow to provide rearing or refugia habitat for juvenile salmonids, assuming removal of
do.vnstream manmade fish passage barriers; or (2) that so much of the creek downstream is in pipes that the
segment in question will as a practical matter never become accessible to salmonids.

Any party wishing to apply for an excmption must submit with the creck restoration plan a written opinion from the
Washingten Department of Fish and Wildlife certifying that this exemption standard is met, based upon best
available science, and pay the costs for such opinion. In the event such Department is unavailable to conduct such
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analysis, the City may designate another non-City ageney with sufficient expertise. Public comment shall be solicited
on the exemption request. The granting of such exemption shall be initially appealable to the City Hearing Examiner,
and thereafter to Supericr Court. In such appeal, the parties supporting tiie exemption shall bear the burden of
proving that the standards for granting an exemption are met based upon clear and convincing evidence.

Section Seven: Adoption of creek restoration policies.
Hereafter, the :ollowing shall be policies of the City:

A, Creeks and their buffers shall be restored as a means fo reduce flood damage to downstream property and to fish and
wildlife habitat and to promote salmon recovery.

B. In the few instances where creeks are being directed through underground pipes, the creek shall be redirected into a
natural, open channel, except where it crosses a public right-of-way.

. The opportunity to restore and daylight a creek on private property comes very infrequently, usually only during a
major creekside development. Seattle shall hereafter take advantage of these rare opportunities by ensuring that
creeks are restored and daylighted during major creekside development.

D. The City shall protect the apportunity to restore Seattle creeks by prohibiting any future development over creeks or
their buffers.

E. \Where a creek was previously removed from its historic corridor and diverted into a pipe at a location where it
cannot be restored (e.g., a location now covered by a building or read) or into a stormwater or sewage system, the
City shall protect the opportunity to restore the creek by prohibiting any future development over the creek's historic
corridor or, if requested by the parcel owner, an alternative corridor on that same parcel.

F. The City should increase floodable wetland benches (floodways) in Seattle Creeks to reduce downstream flooding
impacts and enhance habitat.

G. The City shall remove fish passage barriers from Seattle Creeks.

H. The City shall provide for the education of property owners on maintaining creek and riparian function.

Section Eight: Development shall not be allowed_to preclude future creek restoration.

Under this Initiative, creek restoration is a long-term strategy, except where required to be coneurrent with major
development. To preserve the potential to restore all Seattle erecks in the future, the City shall grant no development
approval that is inconsistent with the Policy stated in Section 7(D) or (E) of this Initiative.

Section Nine: Public costs for this Initiative are ca ed at five dollars per household per vear.

Al The intent of this Initiative is to accelerate the restoration of creeks within our City. This accelerated restoration
effort shall supplement existing ereck restoration r:rograms of the City, which shall be maintained at least at their
current levels.

B. The City shall create a Creek Restoration Account t) fund the costs of this Initiative. Within six months after the
effective date of this Initiative, the City shall romplcte a study of new revenuc sources available te fund the Creek

Restoration Account. Within three months afiz the study's completion, the City shall adopt the funding mechanisms
it tinds most appropriate.

C. The additional cost to be incurred by the public shall not be greater than five dollars ($5.00) per household per year.
Property owners, businesses and institutions shall also be required to assist in funding the Creek Restoration Account,
and such contribution shall also be reasonably limited. This new revenue source and the funds in the Account may be
used to finance bonds for creek restoration project to the extent deemed appropriate and allowed by law.

Section Ten: Definitions.

AL e e ———

For the purpose of this chapter, the following definitions will apply:

A. "Adjacent” means a creek or its buffers are beneath a right of way abutting the parcel,

B. " Buffer" for a creek means the buffer required under loeal or state law. For a creek that is underground or being
daylighted, buffers shall be a minimum of 50 feet wide on each side of the creek, except that buffer averaging is
allowed.

C. A "creek" for the purposes of this Initiative means any : tream or watercourse that flows year-round and/or

potentially supports or historically supported salmonids. including but not limited to: Longfellow, Pipers, Taylo,
Ravenna, Madrona Park, Frink Park, Mt. Baker Park, Mapes, Hamm, Puget Ridge, Victory, Littles, Seola Be?jlr_:,
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Fauntleroy, Schmitz Park, Discovery Park, Kiwanis Ravine (Wolfe), Mahteen, W ashington Park, Venema, Willow,
Mohlendorph, DeadHorse/Mill, Maple Leaf and Little Brook Creeks, and Thorntou Creek's main stem, north branch,
and south branch at least through the North Seattle Cemmunity College site, and all other tributaries of such creeks.
This definition applies equally to portions of a creek that have been placed in a pipe or culvert, or that have been
relocated, straightened, channelized, or otherise altered, and applies regardless of whether the watercourse is
regulated by the City's Critical Areas Ordinance or Shorelines Master Progrant.

"Daylighting" refers to restoring a creek segment that was previously directed into a pipe or drainage or sewer system
by redirecting it into a natural, open channel.

"Development' means development or redevelopment.

"Development Approval” means any permit, Master Use Permit, or other approvel required as a condition of
changing the use of the property or constructing any structure on the property.

A "fish passage barvier" is (a) any culvert failing to meet the standards under WAC 226-110-073(3) or (b) any other
impedinent to fish passage. This determination shall assume the removal of downstream manmade fish pussage
barriers.

"Floodable wetland beneh" or "floodway" is a strip of wetland bordering a creek channel whicit is designed to
inundate during high stream flows to provide shelter to fish and decrease downstream flooding.

"Long-Terin Creek Restoration Plan" means a plan that, at a minimum, has the following componeints:

1. The City's objectives for creek restoration, including at a minimum the policies set forth in Section Seven of
this Initiative.

2. A plan, timeline, and identification of funding source for accelerating the City's creck restoration programs
and implementing the policies set forth in Section Seven of this Initiative.

3. A plan and 18-month timeline during which the City shali evaluate strategies and adopt regulations to further
reduce stormwater pollution and impacts to creek ecosystems. Strategies to be evalnated shall include
requirements of low-impact development, pervious pavement, increased buffer widths, wetland restoration,
increased use of infiltration, and restrictions on pesticide and fertilizer on parcels draining to creeks.

4, A plan and 18-month timeline during which the City shall update Seattle's existing creek protection
regulations, including its critical areas regulations and shoreline master program.

5. A plan and 18-month timeline during which the City shall phase out the use of pesticides and herbicides and
fungicides on City-o.wned land within 200 feet of creeks.

6. A plan and 20-year timeline for daylighting Seattle creeks on parks and other public property.

7. A plan, regulatory framework and long-term timeline for daylighting Seattle creeks on private property.

8. A plan and timeline for conducting education and eutreach to creckside property owners concerning creek

and riparian function and best management practices.

9. A plan and timeline for speeific and proactive loint planning and information exchange with other political
jurisdictions sharing responsibilities for creeks that flow entirely or partly within Seaitle.

Where an existing City Program or document satisfies one or mor - of ihese requirements, such program or document
may be incorporated into the Plan by reference.

"Major Creekside Development" means a project that satisfies each of the following criteria:

A. A commercial, mulii-family residential, mixed-use, or light or heavy industrial development, subdivision or
short plat that exceeds the SEPA exemption thresholds set forth in SMC 25.05.800A and B (minor new
construction) and 25.05.800C (repair, remodeling and maintenance);

B. Propoesed on parcel(s) having a combined area of over one-half acre; and

C. At least one such parcel or right of way contains a creek or its buffer or is adjacent to a creek or its buifer.

Section Eleven: Construction.

oection LICYCil. A o

This initiative is to be liberally construed to advance its purpose of restoring Seattle's creeks and ensuring that creeks are

restored and daylighted concurrently with major creekside development and ultimately for their entire lengths. This
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Initiative shall be codified as a new chapter in the Seattle Municipal Code and shall not be interpreted to amend or in any way
limit any existing laws protecting Seattle's environment, including but not limited to the City's Critical Areas Ordinance or
Shorelines Master Prograny.

Section Twelve: State Environmental Policies Act.

Within six months after passage of this Initiative, the City shall prepare 2 supplemental environmental impact statement for
the Seattle Comprehensive Plan which specifically addresses the impact of ongoing development and City of Seattle activities
on Seattle erecks. It shall evaluate the impact of increased impervious surfaces, lighting, noise, trampling, pollutants,
stormwater runoff, and shading, and shall serve as a basis for requiring mitigation of creek impacts.

Section Thirteen: Declaration of emergency and vesting,

A The Citizens of Seattle declare that this Initiative responds to an emergency posed by ongoing flooding, property
damage and environmental impacts of degraded and piped creeks. This emergency requires abatement of these
ongoing impacts. Thus, the restoration requirements imposed by this Initiative canne: be defeated by vested rights.

B. Notwithstanding any court construction of Subsection A oi this section, the following ve: :ing rule is enacted by this
Initiative. Applications for a major creekside development, as defined in this Initiative, stall vest upon submission ofa

tully complete building application, which shall be construed strictiy, and shall at 2 minirsam satisfy the requirements
of RCW 19.27.095 and Section 106 of the Seattle Building Code and shall also include 2 creek restoration plan as
required by this Initiative, a stormwater management plan, and a plan for complying with the federal Clean Water
Act, the federal Endangered Species Act, and all other applicable environmental laws, This subsection applies
notwithstanding the previous issuance of a Master Use Permit, General Development Plan, or site plan approval. Any
provisions of the Seattle Municipal Code that are inconsistent with this section are deemed repealed or modified so as

to be in accordance with this section.

Geetion Fourteen: Severability.

Section Fourfeen: SCVETAUITLY.

The provisions of this erdinance are declared to be separate and severable. The Citizens of Seattle declare that they support
each of the provisions of this Initiative independently, and their support for this Initiative would not be diminished if one or
more of its provisions were to be held invalid. Thas, if any one or morc of the provisions of this Initiative is declared to be
contrary to Iaw, then snch provision or provisiess shall be null and void and severed from the rest of this ordinance, and ail
other provisions of this Initiative shall remain vaiid and enforceable.

Section Fifteen. Compliance.

The mandates of this Initiative create non-discretionary duties for the City and its agencies, and any Seattle resident or
organization shall have standing to seek enforcement of this Initiative by mandamus or other action. If the City of Seattle is
found to be in violation of the mandates of this Initiative or to have issued any development approval or exemption that is
inconsistent with the Initiative, the party pbringing the action to enforce the Initiative shall be entitled to recover only the
reasonable costs and attorneys’ fees incurred in maintaining such action.
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City of Seattle
Legislative Department

Office of the City Clerk
Judith E. Pippin
City Clerk

December 2, 2002

HAND DELIVERED
Ms. Julie Ann Kempf
Superintendent of Elections
Division of Records and Elections
King County Department of Administration
500 Fourth Avenue, Room 553
Seattle, WA 98104

RE: Seattle Initiative No. 80 - Additional Petitions; Batch 3
Dear Ms. Kempf:
Accompanying this letter are approximately 315 petition pages from the proponents of Seattle Initiative No. 80. The
pages have been numbered by the petitioner page 2,484 through page 2,798. This initiative concerns restoring Seattle's
crecks through permitting conditions, mandates, and other measures.
The petitions were filed with this office Monday, December 2, 2002 at 11:45 a.m. The petition representatives estimate
the pages contain approximately 2,600 signatures. Should the original submission of petition pages, forwarded to you
November 7. 2002, and then Batch 2, forwarded to you on November 19, both contain an insufficient number of valid

signatures ‘gistered Seattle voters to qualify proposed Initiative 80 for the ballot, these additional signatures should
then be ven.ed as valid signatures of Seattle voters.

Please call me at 684-8361 if you have any questions or if we can be of assistance in this matter.

RECORDS 2 E! FATIONS

RE..civizl BY: W_'W_‘____

City Clerk

Ce: Mayor Greg Nickels
City Councilmembers
City Attorney Tom Carr
Terry Thomas, Director Zthics and Elections Commission
Knoll Lowney, Yes for Seattie

Toom 104, Municipal Building. Seattle. Washington 98104-1892
(206) 684-8344 FAN: (205) 386-9025 TDD: 12061 233-0023
Accommodations for people with disahbilities provided upon request. An equal employment opportanity - affirmative action cmployer

“Print=d on Recyeled Paper
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City of Seattle
Legislative Department

Office of the City Clerk
Judith E. Pippin
City Clerk N

November 19, 2002

g o e

HAND DELIVERED :
Ms. Julie Ann Kempf -
Superintendent of Elections

Division of Records and Elections

King County Department of Administration

500 Fourth Avenue, Room 553

Seattle, WA 98104

3D1LON

RE: Seattle Initiative No. 80 - Additional Petitions

Dear Ms. Kempf:

Accompanying this letter are approximately 336 petition pages frem the proponents of Seattle Initiative No. 80. The
pages have been numbered by the petitioner page 2,147 through page 2,483. This initiative concerns restoring Seattle's
crecks through permitting conditions, mandates, and other measures.

The petitions were filed with this office Monday, November 18, 2002 at 5:24 p.m. The petition representatives estimate
the pages contain approximately 2,300 signatures. Should the original submission of petition pages, forwarded to you
November 7, 2002, contain an insufficient number of valid signatures of registered Seattle voters to qualify proposed
Initiative 80 for the ballot, these additional signatures should then be verified as valid signatures of Seattle voters.

Please call me at 684-8361 if you have any questions or if we can be of assistance in this matter.

Very truly X
T

Judith B/ Pippin/
City Clerk
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Ce: Mayor Greg Nickels
City Councilmembers
City Attorney Tom Carr
Terry Thomas, Director Ethics and Elections Commission
Knoll Lowney, Yes for Seattle

RECORDS & ELECTIONS
DIVISION

REGEIVED BY: Ziubed Linttncs

Room 104. Musnicipal Building. Seattle. Washington 98104-1202
(206) 684-8341  FAX: (200) 386-9025 TDD: (2061 233-0425 A t

Secommodations o peaple with disabifities provided upon request. Arn cunal employment opportaniny - affivmative acron smploien
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City of Seattle
Legislative Department

Oftice of the City Clerk
Judith E. Pippin
City Clerk

November 19, 2002

HAND DELIVERED
Ms. Julie Ann Kempf
Superintendent of Elections
Division of Records and Elections y
King County Department of Adminisiration Lf:“\,,»
500 Fourth Avenue, Room 553 7
Seattle, WA 98104 0 ‘}v’

RE: Seatile Initiative No. 80 - A@i{iogal Petitions

Dear Ms. Kempf:

Accompanying this letter are approximately 336 petition pag from the proponents of Seattle Initiative No. 80. The
pages have been numbered by the petitioner page 2,147 thydugh'page 2,483. This initiative concerns restoring Seattie's
crecks through permitting conditions, mandates, and &h@r measures.

The petitions were filed with this office Monday, November 18, 2002 at 5:24 p.m. The petition representatives estimate
the pages contain approximately 2,300 signatures. Should the original submission of petition pages, forwarded to you
November 7, 2002, contain an insufficient number of valid signatures of registered Seattle voters to qualify proposed
Tnitiative 80 for the ballot, these additional signatures should then be verified as valid signatures of Seattle voters.

Because the deadline for introduction of a qualified ballot measure to City Council is dependent upon the date which that
final qualifying signature was filed with this office, it is important that verification of the first submitted batch of
signatures be completed prior to the second and/or subsequently submitted batches of signatures.

Pleac= call me at 684-8361 if you have any questions or if we can be of assistance in this matter.

Very.truly yours,
i

on S
. A1 Al F o 3
Feditd] 2 l—f) L REGORDS & ELEGTIONS
Judish E. Pippin SRR e
ity Clerk RS
- RECEIVED BY: ﬁ (Lo
Ce: Mayor Greg Nickels
City Councilmenibers
City Attorney Tom Carr

Terry Thomas, Director Ethics and Elections Commission
Knoll Lownéy, Yes for Seattle

Room 104, Municipal Building, Seattie. Washington OR1(4.1802

(206; 654-5344  FAN: (206) 356-9025 TDD: (206) 233-0023

An equal

employment opportminy - affirmative action cmployer.

Accommaodations for people with disabilities provided upon reguest.

Print=d on Reeyeled Paper'

E2ILON.
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City of Seatle
Legislative Department

Office of the City Clerk
Judith E. Pippin
City Clerk

July 25, 2002 HAND DELIVERED g

Julie Anne Kempt, Superintendent of Elections
Records and Elections Division o
Department of Information and Administrative Services

King County Administration Building, Room 553 B
500 Fourth Avenue —
Seattle, WA 98104 o

RE: Proposed Seattle Initiative No. 80

Dear Ms. Kempf:

This is fo inform you that a proposed initiative, Initiative No. 80 (Clerk File 305276) has been filed with the Seattle City Clerk. ’I”Ee
initiative concerns restoring Seattle's creeks through permitting conditions, mandates, and other measures. The proposed initiative
was filed on July 11, 2002, at 2:34 p.m.

The City’s Law Department, pursuant to Article IV, Section 1 of the City Charter, Seattle Municipal Code Section 2.08, and RCW
29.27.060, has approved the following ballot title:

Tnitiative Measure Number 80 concerns restoring Seattle’s creeks through permitting conditions, mandates, and other measures.

This measure would require developers of “major creekside development” fo daylight waterways, remove fish barriers, and take
other restoration measures. It provides exemptions and incentives. Development is prohibited over creeks, creek “buffers,” and
“historic corridors” if piped creeks cannot be restored at their location. The measure changes the vesting rule and is retroactive
in some circumstances. City mandates include: adopting a plan; maintaining current restoration efforts; and restoring creeks and

funding creck restoration on public and private properties.

Should this measure be enacted into law?

The initiative’s proponents have been informed that they must submit 17,228 valid signatures to this office by Tuesday, January 14,
2003, for subsequent submittal to your office for verification.

If you have any questions or if you need additional information, please do not hesitate to call me at 684-8361.

: RECORDS & ELECTIONS
. 1AS10
City Clerk REwizivED BY: A. 7&&4{{

ce: Steve Gross, Interim Director, Seattle Office of Ethics and Elections

Bob Roegner, Manager, King Records and Election Division R
Room 104, Municipal Building, Seattle, Washington 98104-1892

(206) 684-8344  FAN: (206) 386-9025 TDD: (206) 233-0025

Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.  An equal employinent appurtunity - affirmative action employer.

“Printed o Recyeled Paper”
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City of Seattle
Legislative Department

Of¥ice of the City Clerk

Judith E. Pippin

City Clerk

July 18,2002 CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Knoil Lowney

Yes! For Seattle

300 Lenora Street, PMB No. 247
Seattle, WA 98121

RE: PROPOSED INITIATIVE NO. 80
Dear Mr. Lowney:

1 have approved proposed Initiative No. 80 as to form, as shown on the attached copy. The ballot title for ths petition has been
prepared fo read as follows:

Initiative Measure Number 80 concerns restoring Seattle's creeks through permitting conditions, mandates, and
other measures.

This measure would require developers of “major creekside development” to daylight waterways, remove fish
barriers, and take other rectoration measures. It provides exemptions and incentives. Development is prohibited
over creeks, creek “buffers,” and “historic corridors” if piped creeks cannot be restoreil at their location. The
measure changes the vesting rule and is retroactive in some circumstances. City mandates include: adopting a
plan; maintaining current restoration efforts; and restoring creeks and funding creek restoration on public and

private preperties.

Should this measure be enacted into law?

The initiative process is defined in Article IV Section 1 of the City Charter, Seattle Municipal Code Section 2.08, and
Washington State Code (RCW) 29.27.050. You have received ¢ s of these reference materials; if you need additional copies,
please let me know.

The signed petitions for Initiative 80 must be filed with the City Clerk no later than 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, January 14, 2003. If at
least 17,228 signatures on petitions for Initiative SC have been filed on or before that date, they will then be transmitied to King
County Elections Department for signatare verification. A total of at least 17,228 valid Seattle resident registered voter
signatures will be required to validate the initiative before transmittal to the City Council.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have questions. I can be reached at 684-8361.

(h E. Pippin
r Clerk

Attacraent
Ce: Mayor Gregory J. Nickels
City Councilmembers
Steve Gross, Interim Executive Director, Ethics and Elections Coruaission
P.oom 104, Municipal Building, Seattie, Washington 95104-158$2
(206) 684-83+4 FAN: (206) 386-9025 TDD: (206) 233-0025
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon reguest.  An equal employment opportunity + affirmative action employver.
“Printed on Recycied Paper”
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tiative

[1¢1)

Official Ballot Title:
€City of Sealtle Initiative Measure Number 80 conc .
restoring Seattle’s creeks thiough permiling conditions,
mandates, and other medsures. This:measure would
da dey

Vet cres

require developers of “major creeksi ! i to
daylight walerways, remave fish barriers, ard take ather
T tion me: . It provid ptions and

] s is prohibited over creeks, creek

Restores creeks throughout Seattle incentiy :
“byffors” and “histeric corridars’ if piped cresks

. canniot be restared at their location. The! measire changss
the vesting rv's and is retroattive In sorme circumstaices.
~ ity d include: adopting e plan; i

Reduces pollution of our salmon habitat

Requires major developers to protect the environment

" iny creek sestorotion oi public ond private properiies.

Inifiative pefition for submission to the Seotfe City Coundil {see reverse for complete text of initiative):

"To the oy Cauncll of The City o Ssatde: We,the undenignd aning curret rstoraton Toros and restoring creeks and funding
regitrcd sotes of he ity of Seanle, Stz of Wiskingeom, pro-  reck restorion on poblic and prvaie propenies” a ful. true sad
poscand L ; Yoo oy ofwhich s inchuded herei, and we geition the Coun-
25 Initiaive Mcasure €89, ensitled, *Iniriative Mezsurz Number 80 cil to enact said nizasure as an osdinancs and, if nor enzcted forty-
e esoring Seatdés crecks through permining conditions, five (45) days from the dime of woipe hercof by the Ciey Councl,
mandates, and otbier piezsures. This measuee ‘would require dovedop-  then to e submiteed ro the qualificd electors of The City of Sende
o cecheide deselopraent” to dafight watersays, remave for approval ot sezclon st + egulat ehection of at a special
{ish barricrs, and wake odher restoration measuees. T provides cxemp- electinn in accordance with Asticle IV, Section 1 of the Ciry Char-
gions and incentivs, Devedopment s prohibited over encks, auck rand F hi t i Thav:p fly signed
“uffess,>and “hisworiccorridon” fpiped creck ¥ Jar thisp | am  registered voter of The Cityof Scxele, Sue of
sheirlocation- the vesting rudeand i G P ingtam, and sy residence addres is comectly sated.

SEATTLE VOTERS ONLY. Please use the address where you are registered to vote. v:,""r;
"oors

i
street eddress {no P.O, boxes} city zip code phone / email &

signoture print nome
. 555-8080
Sl Pon Sal Mon 80 Agua Way, Apt. C seatle | GB02 | s pgyestorseattie.org ‘ﬂ
Seatle
Seaitle

Seatils

Seatile

o ]

sutrént restoration efforts; and réstoring cracks dnd fand-
¥ 5.9

this pefifion to: Yes For Seatle / 300 Lenora St. 7 PMB No. 247 / Seatfle, WA 98121 www.YesForSeatile.org

Please return

paid for by Yes For Seattle - Sove Seoifle Creeks,  Grophic design by Sighi@Sense design: www. sighetidsense.com
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& chocks pagable fo° Yes For 3

e pe 1 @k 5 of

___1can also help with:
. catedting signoures of events, shonmog
centgrs, 3 offer public places

— office wark
___ raisirg morey

__ lozol coordinanng

e g

—_ reephonng

__daaeny

_ erdonserent fom sy gios

Yes For Seaitle - Save Seattle Creeks
300 lenora Street

PMB No. 247

Seatlle, WA 8121

e

ahove night Fold soge 1 ho'
el aght, wi
o1 signotures will be i
infofByesionenthe.crg. THANKS!

EVERY

Self-mailer instructions DO NOT CUT THIS PEMRON. Cormg! on,  Sig 1

- e oo, Then Tald i hol, fop o botom, agan. Thenfold n o, please sign your name ond prode o teleghe - numbe here:
matling A ess on e ouside Tope closed an open edge. Reun e ealiie petiion,
It yeu need more pefitions, conacd us of {206} 9568050, or

SIGNATURE COUNTS] Please return every

tre rannoddress sect

i b in addifion to completng

the nome & reumn oddress seciion above,

phone

petition,

emoil

even if it has only one name.
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(@l Seattle City Attorney
Thomas A. Carr
July 18,2002

Judith Pippin

Seattle City Clerk

First Floor, Municipal Building
600 Fourth Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104

Re: Proposed Ballot Title for Initiative Measure No. 88 (Clerk's File No. 305276)
Via e-mail and hand-delivered
Dear Ms. Pippin:

In response to your memorandum of July 11, 2002, regarding proposed Initiative
Measure 80, Clerk's File 305276, this office has established the following ballot title:

Initiative Measure Number 80 concerns restoring Seattle's creeks through
permitting conditions, mandates, and other measuges.

This measure would require developers of “major creekside development”
to daylight waterways, remove fish barriers, and take other restoration
measures. It provides exemptions and incentives. Development is
prohibited over creeks, creek “buffers,” and “historic vurridors” if piped
crecks cannot be restored at their location. The measure changes the
vesting rule and is retroactive in some circumstances.  City mandates
include: adopting a plan; maintaining current restoration efforts; and
restoring creeks and funding creek restoration on public and private
properties.

Should this measure be enacted into law?

HTI0 ALD

26 € ¥d 81 W WL

CIVIL DIVISION
600 FOURTH AVENUE, 10TH FLOOR, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104-1877
(206) 684-8200 FAX (206) 634-8284  TTY (206} 233-7206
an equal employment opportunity employer
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Judith Pippin
July 18,2002
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact me at 615-1960.

Very truly yours,

THOMAS A. CARR
Seattle City Attorney

Maureen Madion
Assistant City Attorney
Municipal Law Section

cc:  Steve Gross, Interim Executive Director, Ethics and Elections
Commission
Dwight Dively, Director of Finance
Venerria Knox, Human Services Department
Susan Brown, Office of City Clerk

initiative 80 letter to judith pippin 71801.doc
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Legislative Depéxrtment
Office of City Clerk

Memorandum

Date: July 11, 2002

To: The Honorable Thomas Carr
City Attorney

- From: Judith E. Pippin, City cm&&m@ (o ek CdSiede

Subject: Proposed Initiative Petition — Initiative No. 80

1 am forwarding with this memo Clerk File No. 305276, which contains Initiative 80, a proposed
initiative petition concerning urban creeks.

The proposed initiative was filed with the City Clerk’s Office on July 11, 2002 at 2:34 p.m., and is
submitted pursuant to Article IV, Section 1B of the City Charter, and Seattle Municipal Code 2.08.
The initiative is sponsored by Yes For Seattle ("Save Our Crecks").

The title of the Clerk File is:

"Ynitiative Measure No. 80, concerning protection and restoration of urban creeks."
The file is transmitted to you for preparation of a ballot title.
Ce: Mayor Gregory J. Nickels

City Councilmembers
Carol Van Noy, Executive Director, Ethics and Elections Commission

Dwight Dively, Director of Finance

Room 104, Municipal Building, Seattle, Washington 98104-1892

(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 3869025 TTY: (206) 233-0025 0N
email: clerk@ci.seattle.wa.us AQ’,//

Accommodations for people with disabilities pro~ fed upon request. An equal opportunity-affirmative action employer

AN
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FILED

CITY OF SEATTLE
aifle

-]
direct
nrban environment

democracy

iransportation choices

honsing & conmunily sereices

solutions

206} 9168050 irfe@yoslusealiv.ory wavve.yestorseoliCHN

CITY CLERK

July 11, 2002

Scott Kline
City of Seattle Clerk

Mr. Kline:

300 Lenora Stee! PMB No. 247 Seable, WA 98121

This letter of transmittal is to inform you that “Yes for Seattie” is submitting

the text of ballot initiative proposal #80. As we discussed, we will submit the final

petition within five business days. We apologize for the inconvenience of multiple

submissions.

if you have questions regarding this information, please contact me at

206-860-2056. Address and phone for Yes for Seattle is 300 Lenrora Street,

PMB No. 247, Seattle WA 98121, (206) 956-8050.

Sincerely,

Yes for Seattle,

Knefl D. ney

s
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