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AN ORDINANCE requiring the removal of graffiti in order -
o protect the public health, safety and welfare,
declaring that property may become a nuisance owing
to the failure of responsible parties to remove - :
- graffiti after having been requested to do so by the
City, establishing a process for voluntary or
involuntary clean-up of graffiti and the recovery
of public clean-up expenses, creating civil remedies
and adding a new chapter to Title 10 of the Seattle
Municipal Code.
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AN ORDINANCE requiring the removal of graffiti in order to
protect the public health, safety and welfare, declaring
that property may become a nuisance owing to the failure of
responsible parties to remove graffiti after having been
requested to do so by the City, establishing a process for
voluntary or involuntary clean-up of graffiti and the
recovery of public clean-up expenses, creating civil
remedies, and adding a new chapter to Title 10 of the
Seattle Municipal Code.

WHEREAS, graffiti is criminal vandalism defacing public and
private property without permission of the owner, costing
citizens, businesses and the City millions of dollars
-annually to repair; and

WHEREAS, graffiti can be a powerful visual symbol of disorder
which erodes public safety, reduces the attractive physical
qualities of neighborhoods, and can contribute to a downward
spiral of blight and decay, lessening property values,
business viability and ultimately tax revenues; and

WHEREAS, reducing graffiti requires a comprehensive strategy that
includes increased efforts to apprehend and hold accountable
those responsible for such vandalism, the prompt removal of
graffiti as soon as reasonably possible, and the
encouragement of artistic expression only on appropriate
spaces obtained with the permission of public and private
property owners; and

WHEREAS, there is substantial evidence that the prompt removal of
graffiti is an effective prevention strategy which
discourages its return while the failure to promptly remove
graffiti increases the likelihood that more graffiti will
occur on the same site and on other nearby property; and

WHEREAS, the City and many property owners commit resources and
energy to diligently removing graffiti and the City supports
the efforts of hundreds of community, business and school
volunteers who work each week to remove graffiti in their
neighborhoods and business districts; and
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WHEREAS, these combined public and private efforts to reduce
graffiti are undermined by those few property owners who
fail to cooperate in cleaning graffiti from their property
despite requests from their neighbors and the City; and

WHEREAS, the failure to maintain one’s property by removing
graffiti to a reasonable degree and within a reasonable

period of time constitutes a public nuisance for the reasons
set forth above; and

WHEREAS, many other jurisdictions across the United States,
including Portland, Phoenix, San Diego, San Francisco and
Los Angeles County, have adopted graffiti nuisance
ordinances and have found them to be a useful tool in
reducing graffiti, Now Therefore;

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

S8ection 1: A new chapter, Chapter 10.07, to be entitled
“"Graffiti Nuisance Code" is added to the Seattle Municipal Code

as follows:
10.07.010 Definitions.

A. "Abate" means to remove the graffiti by such means, in

such a manner and to such an extent as the Director or the
Hearing Examiner reasonably determines is necessary to remove the
graffiti from public view.

B. "Director" means the Director‘of the Seattle
Engineering Department’s Solid Waste Utility or his or her
designee.

C. "Graffiti" means unauthorized markings, visible from
premises open to the public, that have been placed upon any

property through the use of paint, ink, chalk, dye or any other
substance capable of marking property.

2
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D. "Graffiti nuisance property" means property upon which
graffiti has not been abated after the abatement date established
pursuant to subsection 10.07.030B.

E. "Hearing Examiner" means The City of Seattle Hearing
Examiner and the office thereof established pursuant to Seattie
Municipal Code, Chapter 3.02.

F. "Owner" means any entity or entities having a legal or
equitable interest in real or personal property including but not
limited to the interest of a tenant or lessee.

G. "Premises open to the public" means all public spaces,
including but not limited to streets, alleyé, sidewalks, parks,
and public open space, as well as private property on to which
the public is regularly invited or permitted to enter for any
purpose.

H. "Property" means any real or personal property and that

which is affixed, incidental or appurtenant to real property,

including but not limited to any structure, fence, wall, sign, or
any separate part thereof, whether permanent or not.

I. "Responsible party" means an owner, or an entity or
person acting as an agent for an owner by agreement, who has
authority over the property or is responsible for the property’s
maintenance or management. Irrespective of any arrangeﬁent to
the contrary with any other party, each owner shall always be a
responsible party for the purposes of this chapter. There may be
more than one responsible party for a particular property.

3.
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J. "Unauthorized" means without the consent of a
responsible party.

10.07.020 Violation of chapter.

A, Any property located in the City of Seattle that
becomes a graffiti nuisance property is in violation of this
chapter and is subject to its remedies.

B. Every responsible party who permits a property to
become a graffiti nuisance property is in violation of this
chapter and subject to its remedies.

10.07.030 Notice.

When the Director has reason to believe that a property

within the City may be a potehtial graffiti nuisance property,

the Director shall:

A. Identify a responsible party and send that party an

informational letter describing the nature and location of the

-graffiti and requesting that the graffiti be removed promptly.

The letter shall explain the problems caused by the continued
presence of graffiti and the need for its prompt removal,
describe the resources available to aid in graffiti removal, and
give notice that failure to remove graffiti is a violation of
City law that may lead to legal action to remove the graffiti at
the exﬁense of the responsible party and may subject the

responsible party to civil penalties.
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B. If the graffiti is not promptly removed after the
information letter has been sent, the Director shall notify the
responsible party in writing, by certified mail, that the
property has been identified as a potential graffiti nuisance
property. The notice shall contain the following information:

1. The street address or description of the property
reasonably sufficient for identification of the property;

2. A concise description of the conditions leading
the Director to believe that the property may be a graffiti

nuisance property;

3. A description of what must be done to abaﬁe the
graffiti;

4. A statement that the graffiti must be abated
within ten (10) calendar days after receipt of the letter, and a
statement that if the graffiti is not abated within that time the
‘property will be a graffiti nuisance property subject to
abatement in accﬁrdance with section 10.07.070, and the
responsible party will be subject to monetary penalties and costs
in accordance with sections 10.07.050, 10.07.060 and 10.07.070.

c. The notice referred to in subsection B of this seétion

shall be mailed by certified mail to the responsible party at
that party’s last known address. The notice shall alsc be posted
at the property. As an alternative to mailing the notice, the

Director may cause a copy of the notice to be personally served

5.
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on the responsible party in the manner authorized by statute for
personal service.

D. If, after proper notification has been given and
the specified time period has elapsed, the graffiti has not been

abated, the Director shall serve a notice of civil violation and

hearing on the responsible party directing that party to appear
before the City’s Hearing Examiner.

E. Once a responsible party has been notified pursuant to
subsections A and B of this section that a specified property is
a potential graffiti nuisance, the Director may thereafter issue
a notice of civil violation and hearing for that'property
pursuant to section 10.07.040 without further notice.

10.07.040 Notice of civil violation and hearing.

A. The notice of civil violation and hearing shall include

the following:
<1e.. . The name and address of the respohsible party;
2. The street address or description sufficient for

identification of the property which constitutes the graffiti

nuisance property;
3. A statement that the property is a graffiti

nuisance property and a description of the graffiti constituting

the graffiti nuisance;

4. A statement describing what must be done to abate

the graffiti;

-6
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5. A statement that the costé and expenses of
abatement incurred by the City pursuant to sections 10.07.070 and
monetary penalties as specified in section 10.07.050 and
10.07.060 may be assessed against the responsible party;

6. The date, time and location of a hearing before
the Hearing Examiner at which the responsible party shall have
the opportunity to contest the existence of the graffiti, to
contest his or her responsibility for the graffiti nuisance
property, and to raise any other defenses to liability or
considerations by way of mitigation; and

7. A statement that the hearing will be canceled
and no monetary penalty will be assessed if the Director

approves the completed abatement at least forty-eight (48) hqurs

prior to the scheduled commencement of the hearing.

B. Notwithstanding Seattle Municipal Code subsection
3.02.090A, the date set for the hearing before the Hearing
Examniner shall be no sooner than ten (10) and no later than
thirty (30) calendar days from the date the notice of civil
violation and hearing is issued.

C. The Director shall serve the notice of civil violation
and hearing in the manner described in subsection 10.07.030C of
this chapter. If an address for mailed service cannot, after due
diligence, be ascertained and the person to whom the notice is
issued cannot, after due diligence, be personally served within

King County, notice shall be served by posting a copy of the

-
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notice conspicuously at the graffiti nuisance property. Proof of
service shall be made by a written declaration under penalty of
perjury executed by the person effecting the service, declaring
the time and date of servicé, the manner by which the service was
made, and, if by posting, the facts showing that due diligence
was used in attempting to serve the person personally or by mail.
10.07.050 Hearing before the Hearing Examiner.

A. The Hearing Examinef shall conduct a hearing on the
civil violation pursuant to the rules of procedure of the Hearing
Examiner for the conduct of hearings. The Director and the
person to whom the notice of civil violation and hearing was
issued are parties to the hearing and each may call witnesses.

B. The Director shall have the burden to prove by a
preponderance cf the evidence that the property contains
graffiti, that the person issued the notice is a responsible
party, that the required abatement is reasonable, and that the
required abatement has not been completed prior to the date
established in the notice issued pursuant to subsection
10.07.030B.

cC. If the Hearing Examiner finds that the property
contains graffiti, that the person issued the notice is a
responsible party, but that the abatement required by the
Director is not reasonable, then the Examiner shall modify the

abatement so that it is reasonable.

8-
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D. The Hearing Examiner shall issue to the responsible
party a decision and order containing the following information:

1. The decision and order regarding the alleged
graffiti nuisance property, including findings of fact and
conclusions in support of the decision and order;

2. Any required abatement action and the date by
which the abatement must be completed;

3. Any monetary penalties assessed based on
subsection F of this section which shall be due ten (10) calendar
days after the date of the decision and order;

4. A description of the additional civil penalties
which will automatically accrue pursuant to subsection I of this

section if the responsible party fails to abate the graffiti

nuisance property by the date establiéhed in the decision and
order;

5. . The date after which the City may abate the
graffiti nuisance property pursuant to section 10.07.070 if the
required abatement is not completed; and |

6. Notice that judicial review of the decision and
order may be sought pursuant to subsection K of this section.

E. Monetary penalties assessed by the Hearing Examiner
shall accrue in the amount up to one hundred dollars ($100) per
day beginning on the correction date set by the Director or on a
subsequent date set by the Hearing Examiner, provided that the
maximum monetary penalty shall be five thousand dollars ($5,000).

9
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In the alternative, the Hearing Examiner may choose to assess no

monetary penalties.
F. In determining the monetary penalty assessment, the
Hearing Examiner shall consider the following factors:

1. Whether the responsible party cooperated with

efforts to abate the graffiti nuisance property;

2. Whether the responsible party failed to appear at

the hearing;
3. . Whether the responsible party made substantial
progress in abating the graffiti nuisance property; and
4. Any other relevant factors.

G. The Hearing Examiner shall mail a copy of the decision
and order to the person to whom the notice of civil violation and
hearing was issued and to the Director within ten (10) working
days of the close of the hearing record. If an address for

+mailing cannot after due diligence be ascertained, a dopy of
the decision and order shall be posted conspicuously at the
property.

H. If the person to whom the notice of civil violation and

hearing was issued fails to appear at the scheduled hearing, the
Hearing Examiner shall, upon submittal of sufficient evidence by
the Director, enter a decision and order finding that the
property is a graffiti nuisance property, the person to whom the
notice was issued is a responsible party, the required abatement
is reasonable, and the required abatement action had not been

-10-
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completed prior to the date established in the notice; and
assessing the appropriate monetary penalty and costs.

I. If the responsible party fails to abate the nuisance as
ordered by the Hearing Examiner, monetary penalties in addition
to any monetary penalties already assessed by the Hearing
Examiner shall automatically accrue in the amount of one hundred
dollars ($100) per day until the abatement is complete and shall

be due immediately upon accrual.

J. The City will carry out the Hearing Examiner’s decision
and order and recover all monetary penalties and costs.

K. Any review of the decision and order of the Hearing
Examiner must be by land use petition filed within twenty one
(21) days of issuance of the decision and order as provided in
Chapter 347 of the Laws of 1995,

10.07.060 Monetary penalty.

--A. . Payment of a monetary penalty pursuant to this chapter
does not relieve the responsible'party of the duty to abate the
graffiti nuisance.

B. The monetary penalty constitutes a personal obligation
of the responsible party to whom the notice of civil violation
and hearing is issued.

C. Any monetary penalty imposed pursuant to this chapter
shall accrue interest from the date payment is due at the maximum

rate authorized by law for interest on civil judgments, and there

~11-
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shall be added to such penalty the reasonable attorneys’ fees and
costs incurred in collecting it.
10.07.070 Abatement by the City.

A. The Director may abate a graffiti nuisance property
when a decision and order has been issued by the Hearing Examiner
pursuant to section 10.07.050 of this chapter and any required
abatement is not complete by the date specified in the decision
and order.

B. The Director may call upon other City departments and
other agencies and resources for assistance in abating a graffiti‘
nuisance property.

C. Using any lawful means, the Director may enter upon the
graffiti nuisance property and abate the graffiti. The Director
may seek such judicial process as is deemed necessary to carry
out the abatement.

D. . The.costs of correcting the violation shall be billed
to the responsible party and shall be due and payable to the City
within ten (10) calendar days. Costs include both the value of
the use of City staff and equipment and payments made to third
parties, including but nbt limited to:

1. Personnel costs, both direct and indirect,

including attorneys’ fees and costs and administrative overhead;

2. Costs incurred in documenting the violation;
3. Hauling, storage and disposal expenses;

~12-
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1 4. Actual expenses and costs of the City in preparing

2 notices, specifications and contracts, and in

3 accomplishing or contracting and inspecting the

4 work; and

5 5. The costs of any required printing and mailing.

6

7 10.07.080 Enforcement.

8 Notwithstanding the provisions of Seattle Municipal Code

9 section 3.33.020, actions necessary for effective enforcement of

10 this chapter may be brought in Superior Court.

11 10.07.090 Severability.

12 The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be

13 separate and severable. If any clause, sentence, paragraph,

subdivision, section, subsection or portion of this ordinance, or

15 the application thereof to any person or circumstance, is held to
~be invalid, it shall not affect the validity of the remainder of

17 this ordinance, or the validity of its application to other

18 persons or circumstances.

19

20 Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force

21 thirty (30) days from and after its approval by the Mayor, but if

22 not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after

23

24

25

26 13-
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presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Seattle

Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

rae

Passed by the City Council the g day of

4

1996, and signed by me in open se351on in authentication of its

passage this EEE day of

/./ cay o

Approved by me thi

Filed by me this ﬂv

My Clerkf o

(Seal)
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Honorable Jim Street o Shveat
President it h&{%'@i
Seattle City Council

Re: Graffiti Public Nuisance Ordinance
Dear Council President Street:

I am forwarding to you for the Council’s consideration a
proposed ordinance that would encourage and ultimately require
property owners to remove graffiti within a reasonable time. The
defacement of public and private property is costing citizens,
businesses, and the government millions of dollars annually to
repair. Beyond the damage and the aesthetic blight, graffiti is a
powerful visual symbol of disorder which erodes public safety. Its
message is one of disrespect for the rlghts of others and disdain
for the community. The longer it remains visible, the more it
suggests that a neighborhood is powerless to respond to such anti-
social behavior, and this ominous inference is not lost upon either
the law~abiding or the law-breaking. Unless graffiti is promptly
removed it is likely to spread. The cumulative impact — especially
in commercial districts where it is most common — can contribute to
a downward spiral of blight that lessens property values, business
viability, and tax revenue. Conversely, prompt removal has been
proven to be an effective prevention strategy that discourages
graffiti.

The majority of property owners and managers understand the
importance of removing graffiti and they act responsibly.
Unfortunately some do not, even after efforts by neighbors and the
City to educate and encourage. For example, in a recent pilot
project aimed at longstanding graffltl, 25% of property owners
failed to respond despite receiving two letters from the City
explaining why graffiti matters and providing a guide to graffiti
removal resources. For these owners the proposed ordinance adds a
necessary inducement to do the right thing, to become part of the
solution rather than part of the problem. It is patterned after
similar laws adopted across the country, including San Diego, San
Francisco, Phoenix, Portland and Los Angeles County.

I believe this new tool will be particularly helpful as part
of a comprehensive anti~graffiti strategy that combines:

° Increased efforts to catch, convict, and hold accountable
those responsible for such vandalism;

CIVIL DIVISION
An equal employment opportunity - affirmative action employer ‘
600 FOURTH AVENUE, 10TH FLOOR, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104-1877
(206} 684-8200  TDID (206) 233-7206 - FAX (206) 684-2284
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° Public education about the importance of prompt graffiti
removal as an effective prevention strategy;

° Expanded efforts to clean graffiti from public property,
including greater cooperation with other governmental
agencies and utilities;

e Support for community volunteers who help paint out
graffiti in their neighborhoods; and

° Appropriate alternatives for those vandals whose

motivation is Yartistic" to engage in constructive,
lawful activity.

Real progress is being made on several fronts. Under the
leadership of the Solid Waste Utility, prompt graffiti removal from
public property has increased, a public education campaign is
underway, community paint-out efforts are actively promoted and
supported, and "Street Smart Art" provides expanded opportunities
to legally display artistic talents with the permission of property
owners. In many neighborhoods residents and businesses have joined
together to help remove graffiti on a regular basis. The Police
and Law Departments have formed an anti-graffiti task force focused
on new strategies to bring more vandals to justice. The Downtown
Seattle Association has established a reward program for
information 1leading to the arrest and conviction of graffiti
vandals. Xing County Prosecutor Norm Maleng has agreed to review
cases involving substantial damage and to file felony charges where
appropriate. With support from the City, the State Department of
Corrections has established the "Tag Team", putting offenders and
prisoners to work on graffiti removal, so that those who damage the
community help undo the damage.

Together with these efforts, a graffiti nuisance ordinance can
help us stem the tide that has already overtaken many other large
cities and prevent this vandalism from reaching unmanageable
dimensions in Seattle. I look forward to the Council’s
consideration of the attached proposal.

Sincerely,

P2 ;‘ / g,

Mark H. Sidran
Seattle City Attorney

cc: Seattle City Councilmembers:
Mayor Norm Rice
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE requiring the removal of graffiti in order to
protect the public health, safety and welfare, dec#aring
that property may become a nuisance owing to thzﬁ ailure of
responsible parties to remove graffiti after hg¥ing been
requested to do so by the City, establishing#& process for
voluntary or inveoluntary clean-up of graffi 4 and the
recovery of public clean-up expenses, cr ing civil
remedies, and adding a new chapter to Ti#le 10 of the
Seattle Municipal Code.

WHEREAS, graffltl is criminal vandalism
prlvate property without permlss;_“
citizens, businesses and the Cit,
annually to repair; and

facing public and
ofi of the owner, costing
‘millions of dollars

WHEREAS, graffiti can be a power visual symbol of disorder
which erodes public safety# reduces the attractive physical
qualities of neighborhoodg, and can contribute to a downward
spiral of blight and deg#ly, lessening property values,
business viability an ltimately tax revenues; and

WHEREAS, reducing graffitd requires a comprehensive strategy that
includes increased @#fforts to apprehend and hold accountable
those responsiblegfor such vandalism, the prompt removal of
graffiti as soongas reasonably possible, and the
encouragement of artistic expression only on appropriate
spaces obtaing#i with the permission of public and private
propexrty own ; and

substantial evidence that the prompt removal of
an effective prevention strategy which
ges its return while the failure to promptly remove
" increases the likelihood that more graffiti will
the same site and on other nearby property; and

WHEREAS, there
graffltl

WHEREAS, e City and many property owners commit resources and
engfgy to diligently removing graffiti and the City supports
t efforts of hundreds of community, business and school
plunteers who work each week to remove graffiti in their
eighborhoods and business districts; and
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WHEREAS, these combined public and private efforts to reduce
graffiti are undermined by those few property owners who
fail to cooperate in cleaning graffiti from their property
despite requests from their neighbors and the City; and

WHEREAS, the failure to maintain one’s property by removing
graffiti to a reasonable degree and within a reasonable
period of time constitutes a public nuisance for the reasons
set forth above; and &

"States,
rancisco and
uisance

eful tool in

WHEREAS, many other jurisdictions across the Unit
including Portland, Phoenix, San Diego, Sa
Los Angeles County, have adopted graffiti
ordinances and have found them to be a
reducing graffiti, Now Therefore;
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS #OLLOWS:
Section 1: A new chapter, Chapter .07, toc be entitled
"Graffiti Nuisance Code" is addedfto the Seattle Municipal Code
as follows:
10.07.010 Definitions. ¢
A. "Abate" means tg¢ remove the graffiti by such means, in
such a manner and to s;fﬁ an extent as the Director or the
Hearing Examiner rea inably determines is necessary to remove the
graffiti from publgfc view.
B. "Direfﬁ%r" means the Director of the Seattle

fartment’s Solid Waste Utility or his or her

means unauthorized markings, visible from
public, that have been placed upon any
use of paint, ink, chalk, dye or any other
subétance capable of marking property.

2.
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D. "Graffiti nuisance property" means property upon which

- graffiti has not been abated after the abatement date established

pursuant to subsection 10.07.030B.

E. "Hearing Examiner" means The City of Seattle Hearing
Examiner and the office thereof established pursuant to Seattle
Municipal Code, Chapter 3.02.

F. "Owner" means any entity or entities ha

?.

the public is regularly inviteﬁjbr permitted to enter for any
purpose.
H. "Property® meagﬁggny real or personal property and that

which is affixed, inciﬁﬁ;tal or appurtenant to real property,

22

any separate par fthereof, whether permanent or not.

' . .
I. "Responsible party" means an owner, or an entity or

fiore than one responsible party for a particular property.

3-
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J. "Unauthorized" means without the consent of a
responsible party. |
10.07.020 Violation of chapter.

A. Any property located in the City of Seattle that
becomes a graffiti nuisance property is in violation of this
chapter and is subject to its remedies.

B. Every responsible party who permits a property to
become a graffiti nuisance property is in Viongfon of this

chapter and subject to its remedies.

10.07.030 Notice.

When the Director has reasongfo believe that a property

within the City may be a potepfial graffiti nuisance property,
the Director shall:

A. Identify a r onsible party and send that party an
informational lettepfdescribing the nature and location of the

graffiti and req;‘éting that the graffiti be removed promptly.

ffbtice that failure to remove graffiti is a violation of

Cigf'law that may lead to legal action to remove the graffiti at
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B. If the graffiti is not promptly removed after the
information letter has been sent, the Director shall notify the
responsible party in writing, by certified mail, that the

property has been identified as a potential graffiti nuisance

property. The notice shall contain the foll%gl g information:

il

i. The street address or descyiption of the property

reasonably sufficient for identificatj®n of the property;

2. A concise descriptigh of the conditions leading

the Director to believe that the¢ property may be a graffiti

nuisance property;
3. A descriptf'n of what must be done to abate the
graffiti; ' g
4. A st;xzment that the graffiti must be abated
within ten (10) c§i;ndar days after receipt of the letter, and a
statement that y% the graffiti is not abated within that time the

property w111§%e a graffiti nuisance property subject to
abatement 1n accordance with section 10.07.070 and the
x’

respon51§;e party will be subject to monetary penalties and costs

in accofdance with sections 10.07.050, 10.07.060 and 10.07.070.
/

£

gﬂ The notice referred to in subsection B of this section

F
.

shgﬁi be mailed by certified mail to the responsible party at

£ .
tyat party’s last known address. The notice shall also be posted

‘at the property. As an alternative to mailing the notice, the

Director may cause a copy of the notice to be personally served

5.
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on the responsible party in the manner authorized by statute for
personal service. |

D. If, after proper notification has been given and
the specified time period has elapsed, the graffiti has not been
abated, the Director shall serve a notice of civil viclation and

hearing on the responsible party directing that party to appear

before the City’s Hearing Examiner. r
.
10.07.040 Notice of civil v1olatlonﬁ%§ﬂmhear1ng.

A, The notice of civil v1olat10nfand hearing shall include

the following: ' ﬁﬁﬁm
&

1. The name and adgféss of the responsible party;

2. The street raress or description sufficient for

identification of the pﬁégérty which constitutes the graffiti
nuisance property; | 4
3. A.gfitement that the property is a graffiti
nuisance prope;;; and a description of the graffiti constituting
the.graffitiﬁﬁgisance;
4 A statement describing what must be done to abate
the graffiti;
5. A statement that the costs and expenses of
abatgment incurred by the City pursuant to sections 10.07.070 and
fetary penalties as specified in section 10.07.050 and

10.07.060 may be assessed against the responsible party;
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6. The date, time and location of a hearing before
the Hearing Examiner at which the responsible party shall have
the opportunity to contest the existence of the graffiti, to

contest his or her responsibility for the graffiti nuisance

#

property, and to raise any other defenses to liabil# & or

considerations by way of mitigation; and
7. A statement that the heari

E
i

if the Director

ill be canceled

and no monetary penalty will be assess

approves the completed abatement atg least forty—eight (48) hours

& ,
of the hearing.

prior to the scheduled commencem

B. Notwithstanding Seagfle Municipal Code subsection

3.02.090A, the date set forithe hearing before the Hearing

Examiner shall be no so r than ten (10) and no later than

thirty (30) calendar 5;ys from the date the notice of civil

' v
violation and hearipc

is issued.
C. The Dirg
and hearing in ;?e manner described in subsection 10.07.030C of
this chapter.*gif.an address for mailed service cannot, after due
diligence, ascertained and the person to whom the notice is
issued canglot, after due diligence, be personally served within
King Cou;fy, notice shall be served by posting a copy of the
notice cznspicuously at the graffiti nuisance property. Proof of
service shall be made by a written declaration under penalty of
perjury executed by the person effecting the service, declaring

the time and date of service, the manner by which the service was

-
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made, and, if by posting, the facts showing that due diligence
was used in attempting to serve the person personally or by mail.
10.07.050 Hearing before the Hearing Examiner.

A. The Hearing Examiner shall conduct a hearing on the
civil violation pursuant to thé rules of procedur f§mthe Hearing
Examiner for the conduct of hearings. The Dirg#tor and the
person to whom the notice of civil violatig® and hearing was
issued are parties to the hearing and ,‘ﬁ may call witnesses.

B. The Director shall have the’ burden to prove by a
preponderance of the evidence ¢ “ the property contains
graffiti, that the person is the notice is a responsible
party, that the required aldtement is reasonable, and that the
required abatement has nbt been completed prior to the date
established in the nof j issued pursuant to subsection
10.07.030B.

c. If the ixaminer finds that the property contains
graffiti, that #lie person issued the notice is a responsible

party, but that the abatement required by the Director is not

'reasonable( then the Examiner shall modify the abatement so that

1. The decision and order regarding the alleged
graffiti nuisance property, including findings of fact and
conclusions in support of the decision and order;

8-
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2. Any required abatement action and the date by
which the abatement must be completed;

3. Any monetary penalties assessed based on

subsection F of this section which shall be dmv%ten (10) calendar

4.

the Director at the hearing as WelLééS the costs of conducting
the hearing; ﬁﬁﬁ

5. A descrlptlonﬂgf the additional civil penalties
which will automatically Qg%rue pursuant to subsection I of this

#
section if the responsikbde

e party fails to abate the graffiti
nuisance property bypgﬁ; date established in the decision and
order; ﬁg
6. Tgﬁ‘date after which the City may abate the
graffiti nuisaqéi property pursuant to section 10.07.070 if the

required abatément is not completed; and

Notice that judicial review of the decision and

order maygbe sought pursuant to subsection K of this section.

sub‘ quent date set by the Hearing Examiner, provided that the

nmaximum monetary penalty shall be five thousand dollars ($5,000).
In the alternative, the Hearing Examiner may choose to assess no
monetary penalties.

-9-
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F. In determining the monetary penalty assessment, the
Hearing Examiner shall consider the following factors:
1. Whether the responsible party cooperated with
efforts to abate the graffiti nuisance property;
2. Whether the responsible party fq%ﬁ@ﬁ to appear at
the hearing; 4

3.

progress in abating the graffiti nulﬁgﬁce property; and
4. Any other relevant &ctors.
G. The Hearing Examiner g

r 4
and order to the person to %?Sm the notice of civil violation and

all mail a copy of the decision

hearing was issued and toﬁﬁhe Director within ten (10) working

”.ﬁ

days of the close of tng hearlng record. If an address for

mailing cannot aftergﬁue diligence be ascertained, a copy of

the decision and ggwer shall be posted conspicuously at the

. y
property. gﬁ
H. Iif ??% person to whom the notice of civil violation and

hearing was %gsued fails to appear at the scheduled hearing, the
p:
Hearing Exiéaner shall, upon submittal of sufficient evidence by
#

the Dlrecggr, enter a decision and order finding that the

propertyfas a graffiti nuisance property, the person to whom the

g‘ed prior to the date established in the notice; and
assessing the appropriate monetary penalty and costs.

-10-
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I. If the responsible party fails to abate the nuisance as
ordered by the Hearing Examiner, monetary penalties in addition
to any monetary penalties already assessed by the Hearing

Examiner shall automatically accrue in the amount qgﬂawgwhundred

dollars ($100) per day until the abatement is cg#iplete and shall
be due immediately upon accrual.

J. The City will carry out the Hgéring Examiner’s decision

and order and recover all monetary pghalties and costs.

K. Any review of the decigi#on and order of the Hearing
Examiner must be by land use peétition filed within twenty one

{21) days of issuance of th# decision and order as provided in

A. a monetary penalty pursuant to this chapter

and he ing is issued.
Any monetary penalty imposed pursuant to this chapter
shagdl accrue interest from the date payment is due at the maximum

rate authorized by law for interest on civil judgments, and there

-11-
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shall be added to such penalty the reasonable attorneys’ fees and
costs incurred in collecting it.
10.07.070 Abatement by the City.

A, The Director may abate a graffiti nuisance property

e
when a decision and order has been issued by the Hea#gﬁgﬁ%kamlner

pursuant to section 10.07.050 of this chapter and ,jf'required

abatement is not complete by the date specifi;gﬁﬂh‘the decision
and order. ﬁfﬁ
B. The Director may call upon ot%@@ City departments and

other agencies and resources for aSSLQ%ance in abating a graffiti

nuisance property. e

C. Using any lawful mea 1[ the Director may enter upon the

graffiti nuisance property aptl abate the graffiti. The Director
r

may seek such judicial pr'iéss as is deemed necessary to carry

out the abatement. ,g,

D. The costs of correcting the violation shall be billed

to the responsible;iarty and shall be due and payable to the City
within ten (10)ﬁfélendar days. Costs include both the value of
the use of Ci{ﬁﬁstaff and equipment and payments made to third
parties, inﬁfhding but not limited to:

Personnel costs, both direct and indirect,

‘includi;f attorneys’ fees and costs and administrative overhead;

2. Costs incurred in documenting the violation;
3. Hauling, storage and disposal expenses;

4. Actual expenses and costs of the City in preparing

a2z
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notices, specifications and contracts, and in
accomplishing or contracting and inspecting the
work; and
5. The costs of any required printing and mailing.
10.07.080 Enforcement.

Notwithstanding the provisions of Seaftle Municipal Code

ffective enforcement of

section 3.33.020, actions necessary for

10.07.090 Severability.

The provisions of this oy

i
i

separate and severable. If _dény clause, sentence, paragraph,

the application thereqf’

be invalid, it shalgﬁnot affect the validity of the remainder of

this ordinance, of" the validity of its application to other

4
persons or cirgiimstances.

Section z.ggihis ordinance shall take effect and be in force
&

5{) days from and after its approval by the Mayor, but if

thirty (

not apgfoved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after
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presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Seattle

Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the day of

1995, and signed by me in open session in authe ation of its

passage this day of

, 1995,

; 1995.

City Clerk

-14-
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SEATTLE CITY ATTORNEY
MARK H. SIDRAN

September 27, 1995 '
RECEIVED

| SEP 2 § 1995
Honorable Jim Street .
President Jim Street
Seattle City Council

Re: Graffiti Public Nuisance Ordinance
Dear Council President Street:

I am forwarding to you for the Council’s consideration a
proposed ordinance that would encourage and ultimately require
property owners to remove graffiti within a reasonable time. The
defacement of public and private property is costing citizens,
businesses, and the government millions of dollars annually to
repair. Beyond the damage and the aesthetic blight, graffiti is a
powerful visual symbol of disorder which erodes public safety. Its
message is one of disrespect for the rights of others and disdain
for the community. The longer it remains visible, the more it
suggests that a neighborhood is powerless to respond to such anti-
social behavior, and this ominous inference is not lost upon either
the law-abiding or the law-breaking. Unless graffiti is promptly
removed it is likely to Spread. The cumulative impact — especially
in commercial districts where it is most common — can contribute to
a downward spiral of blight that lessens pProperty values, business
viability, and tax revenue. Conversely, prompt removal has been

pProven to be an effective prevention strategy that discourages
graffiti. '

The majority of property owners and hmanagers understand the
importance of removing graffiti andg they act responsibly.
Unfortunately some do not, even after efforts by neighbors and the
City to educate and encourage. For example, in a recent pilot
prgject aimed at longstanding graffiti, 25% of property owners

removal resources. For these owners the proposed ordinance adds a
necessary inducement to do the right thing, to become part of the
solution rather than part of the problem. It is patterned after
similar laws adopted across the country, including San Diego, San
Francisce, Phoenix, Portland and Los Angeles County.

I believe this new tool will be particularly helpful as part
of a comprehensive anti-graffiti strategy that combines: '

° Increased efforts to catch, convict, and hold accountable
those responsible for such vandalism;

CIVIL DIVISION
An equal employment opportunity - affirmative action employer ]
600 FOURTH AVENUE, 10TH FLOOR, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104-1877
(206) 684-8200 ' TDD (206) 233-7206 - FAX (206) 684-8284
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° Public education about the importance of prompt graffiti
removal as an effective prevention strategy;

° Expanded efforts to clean graffiti from public property,
including greater cooperation with other governmental
agencies and utilities;

° Support for community volunteers who help paint out
graffiti in their neighborhoods; and

° Appropriate alternatives for those vandals whose
motivation is “artistic" to engage in constructive,
lawful activity. :

Real progress is being made on several fronts. Under the

leadership of the Solid Waste Utility, prompt graffiti removal from
public property has increased, a public education campaign is
underway, community paint-out efforts are actively promoted and
supported, and "Street Smart Art" provides expanded opportunities
to legally display artistic talents with the permission of property
owners. In many neighborhoods residents and businesses have joined
together to help remove graffiti on a regular basis. The Police
and Law Departments have formed an anti-graffiti task force focused
on new strategies to bring more vandals to Jjustice. The Downtown
Seattle Association has established a reward program for
information leading to the arrest and conviction of graffiti
vandals. King County Prosecutor Norm Maleng has agreed to review
cases involving substantial damage and to file felony charges where
appropriate. With support from the City, the State Department of
Corrections has established the "Tag Team", putting offenders and
prisoners to work on graffiti removal, so that those who damage the
community help undo the damage.

Together with these efforts, a graffiti nuisance ordinance can
help us stem the tide that has already overtaken many other large
cities and prevent this wvandalism from reaching unmanageable
dimensions in Seattle. I look forward to the Council’s
- consideration of the attached proposal. :

Slncerely,

M,@/M

Mark H. Sidran
‘Seattle City Attorney

cc: Seattle City Councilmembers
Mayor Norm Rice
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE reguiring the removai of graffiti in order to
protect the public health, »safety and welfare, declaring
that property may beconme a nuisance owing to the failure of
responsible parties to remove graffiti after having been
requested to do so by the City, establishing a process for
voluntary or 1nvoluntaxy clean-up of graffiti and the
recovery of public clean—up expenses, creating civil
remedies, and adding /a new chapter to Title 10 of the
Seattle Municipal Co&e. :

WHEREAS, graffltl is cramlnal vandalism defacing public and
private property ylthout permission of the owner, costing
citizens, buSLnesses and the City millions of dollars
annually to repalr, and

WHEREAS, graffiti can be a powerful visual symbol of disorder
Whlch erodes,@ubllc safety, reduces the attractive physical
qualities of/ nelghborhoods and can contribute to a downward
spiral of bf&gbt and decay, lessening property values,
business vﬁablllty and ultimately tax revenues; and

WHEREAS, reduc;ng graffiti requires a comprehensive strategy that
1ncludes ‘increased efforts to apprehend and hold accountable
those respon51ble for such vandalism, the prompt removal of
grafflti as soon as reasonably poss1ble, and the
encouragement of artistic expressmon only on appropriate
spaceg obtained with the permission of public and private
property owners, and

WHEREAS,;there is substantial ev1dence that the promptﬁxemoval of
graffltl is an effective prevention strategy whic
dlécourages its return while the failure to promptly remove
graffiti increases the likelihood that more graffiti will
oécur on the same site and on other nearby property; and

WHEREAS the City and nany property owners commit resources and
ienergy to diligently removing graffiti and the City supports
the efforts of hundreds of community, business and school
. volunteers who work each week to remove graffiti in their
neighborhoods and business districts; and
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WHEREAS, these combined public and private e fcrts to reduce
graffltl are undermined by those few p operty owners who
fail to cooperate in cleaning grafflt; from their property
despite requests from their neighborg and the City; and

i

WHEREAS, the failure to maintain one’s géoperty by removing
graffltl to a reascnable degree and within a reasonable
periocd of time constitutes a public nuisance for the reasons
set forth above; and 4

'/

WHEREAS, many other jurisdictions aa&ess the United States,
1nclud1ng Portliand, Phoenix, San Diego, San Francisco and
Losg Angeles Countyp have adopted graffiti nuisance
ordinances and have found thﬁm to be a useful tool in
reducing graffiti, Now Therafore,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF %EATTLE AS FOLLOWS:
i

,;';'

Section 1i: A new chapter, @hapter 10.07, to be entitled

®Graffiti Nuisance Code® LS added to the Sesattle Municipal Code

"j
&

as follows: 7

i

16.87.081¢ Deflnltlans@
A, ¥Abate® meaﬁs to remove the graffiti by such means, in
such & manner and tG such an extent as the Director or the
v

Hearing Examiner reasonably determines is necessary to remove the

graffiti from pubilc view.

B. “Dlreq&or“ means the Director of the Seattle

Engineering Degartment’s Splid Waste Utility or his or her
¢
designee. g
4};’
C. “g&affltl" means unauthorized markings, visible from

premises oﬁen to the public, that have been placed upon any

‘grcperty\ﬁhrough the use of paint, ink, chalk, dye or any other

sunstaniﬁ capable of marking'property.

2
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D. "Graffiti nulsance property" means progerty upon which

- graffiti has not been abated after the abatemenf date established

pursuant to subsection 10.07.030B.

; of Seattle Hearing

E. YHearing Examiner" means The Cit
Examiner and the office thereof establigﬁed ﬁursuant to Seattle

Municipal Code, Chapter 3.02.

F. "Owner" means any entity er entities having a legal or
equitable 1nterest in real or pers;nal property including but not
limited to the interest of a tenant or lessee.

G. "Premises open to tge public" means all public spaces,
including but not limited tgrstreets, alleys, sidewalks, parks,
and public open space, aséﬁell as private property on to which

rd

the public is regularly ihvited or permitted to enter for any:

purpose.

H. "Property" means any real or personal property and that
which is affixed, 1nc1dental or appurtenant to real property,
including but not ilmlted to any structure, fence, wall, 51gn, or
any separate partvthereof whether permanent or not.

I. "Respbnelble party" means an owner, or an entity or
person actlngxas an agent for an owner by agreement who has
authority ogér the property or is responsible for the prd?erty s
malntenancé’or management. Irrespective of any arrangement to
the contrg;y with any other party, each owner shall always be a
responsgéle party for the purposes of this chapter. There may be

more thian one responsible party for a particular property.

3-
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£
Jo *Unauthorized®” means without the ccnsen%/gf a
responsible party. %/
18.07.8260 vioclation of chapter. V4

/
A. Any property located in the City/%ﬁ Seattle that

A
w/ ’
becomes a graffiti nuisance property is igfv1clatlon of this

Vs

chapter and is subject to its remedies. /

ﬁ
B. Every resgcns;ble party whoApermlts a property to

kecome a graffiti nuisance prgpertyﬁis in v101at1@n of this
chapter and subject to its remedleé

ﬁ
106.07.03¢ Notice. 4

i
&

When the Director has re@ﬁcn to believe that a property
within the City may be a po%éntial graffiti nuisance property,

the Director shall: j

A, Identify a res§6n51ble party and send that party an

informational letter deﬁcrlblng the nature and location of the

..-

graffiti and requestlﬁ@ that the graffiti be removed promptly.
The letter shall expialn the problems caused by the continued
prasence cf graf*l&l and the need for its prompt removal,

/

describs the resaurces available to aid in graffiti removal, and

give notice tnggrfallure to remove graffiti is a violation of

City law tﬁa}fmay lead to legal action to remove the graffiti at
the expensg{of the responsible party and may subject the

responsible party to civil penalties.
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B. If the graffiti is not promptly removed’after the
/
1nformat10n letter has been sent, the Dlrectov'shall notlfy the

responsible party in writing, by certlfled/ﬁall that the

//

property has been identified as a potential graffltl nuisance

property. The notice shall contain thé following 1nformat10n-
. / &
1. The street address qr description of the property
e
reasonably sufflclent for 1dent1ficatlon of the property;
4;‘7

2. A concise descgiptlon of the conditions leading

the Director to believe that’the property may be a graffiti
e . )
nuisance property; 4

.y

3. A descr;ﬁtlon of what must be done to abate the

//
graffiti; ;;

4, A statement that the graffiti must be abated
//

within ten (10) qalendar days after receipt of the letter, and a.

-statement that x@ the graffiti is not abated w1th1n that time the

property w1llﬁbe a graffiti nuisance property subject to

/lg. )
abatement i;f%ccordance with section 10.07.070, and the

responsibl%%party will be'subject to monetary penalties and costs

i

in accorda

ce with sections 10.07.050, 10.07.060 and 10.87.070.

" The notice referred to in subsection B of this éection
shall mailed by certified mail to the responsible pafty at
that party’s last known address. The notice shall also be posted
at the property. As an alternative to mailing the notice, the

Director may cause a copy ©of the notice to be personally served
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/
on the responsible party in the manner.authorizedﬁﬁ; statute for
; v
personal service. ﬁ/
D. If, after proper notification has bﬁén given and

the specified txme pericd has elapsed, the gzaffltl has not been
abated, the Director shall serve a notice @f civil vielation and

/
hearing on the responsible party dlrectlyg that party to appear

before the City’s Hearing Examiner. 7

Fa

; .
10.07.040 Notice of civil viclation and hearing.
.
A The notice of civil viclgﬁi@n and hearing shall include
the following: 4

#
ra
£

1. The name and ad@fess of the responsible party;

2. The street addfess or description sufficient for

£

identification of the prcp%fty which constitutes the graffiti

nuisance property; ‘f

Y

3. A statement that the property is a graffiti
nuisance property and a description of the graffiti constituting
the graffiti nulsance,

4, A s atemant describing what must be done to abate

‘/

the graffiti;
£ : .
5. g‘A statement that the costs and expenses of

£
A

abatement ig%urreé by the City pursuant to sections 10.07.070 and

menetaryﬁ,énalties as specified in section 10.07.050 and
10.07.060 may be assessed against the responsible party;

wf‘. '.

&

4

-6
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4
6. The date, time and location of a /eﬁrlng before

" the Hearlng Examiner at which the responsible peéiy shall have

the opportunity to contest the existence of tﬁe graffiti, to

4
contest his or her responsibility for the %faffltl nuisance

Je
&
&

property, and to raise any other defenses’

to liability or

considerations by way of mitigation; qﬁ%

/J

7. A statement that thelhearlng will be canceled

and no monetary penalty will be assessed if the Director

"\

approves the completed abatemenﬁ
é}’
prior to the scheduled commencement of the hearing.

at least forty—elght (48) hours

B. Notwithstanding Seattle Municipal Code subsection

,Cé

3.02.090A, the date set for the hearing before the Hearing

Examiner shall be no sooner than ten (10} and no later than

/

thirty (30} calendar %ays from the date the notice of civil

violation and hearlng is issued.

C. The Dlre@tor shall serve the notlce of c1v1l violation

/1‘

and hearing in the manner described in subsection 10.07.030C of

this chapter. Aﬁf an address for mailed service cannot, after due
f

dlllgence, b?,ascertalned and the person to whom the notice is

issued cang?%, after due diligence, be personally served within

servigh shall be made by a written declaration under penalty of

perjury executed by the person effecting the service, declaring
the time and date of service, the manner by which the service was

-
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made, and, if by postlng, the facts showing that due @illgence
was used in attempting to serve the person persanalky or by mail.
10.07.0580 Hearing before the Hearing Examln%gi

A, The Hearing Examiner shall conduct aﬁfﬁ

earing on the
Vd .
E

civil violation pursuant to the rules of prc@édure of the Hearing

Examinery for the conduct of hearings. The%Dlrector and the

person to whom the n@tlce of civil v10Laﬁ1@n and hearing was

issued are parties to the hearing and each may call witnesses.
B. The Director shall have t@é burden to prove by a

praeponderance of the evidence thag/the property contains

graffiti, that the person issuegrthe notice is a responsible
party, that the reguired abate%ént is reasonable, and that the
regquired abatement has n@typeen completed prior to the date

established in the n@t;ceflssued pursuant to subsection

10.07.0308.

rd
2

C. If the Exa@gner finds that the property contains

#
4

graffiti, that theséersmn issued the notice is a responsible

ﬂ

party, Qut that tne abatement required by the Director is not

‘reascnable, th&n the Examiner shall wmodify the abatement so that

it is reasonable.
D, j/é%e Hearing Examiner shall issue to the responsibls
party gf&ecision and order containing the following information:f
. The decision and order regarding the alleged
Qég;&t* nuisance property, including findings of fact and

conclusions in support of the decision and order;

8
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2. Any required abatement action andf“

which the abatement must be completed:

3. Any monetary penalties assessed based on
subsection F of this section whlch shall be due ten (10) calendar

days after the date of the decision and order;

4. Any costs assessed based on evidence submitted by

the Director at the hearing as well’as the costs of conducting

the hearing;
5. A description of the additional civil penalties

which will automatically accr

e pursuant to subsection I of this
section if the responsible jparty fails to abate the graffiti

nuisance property by the date established in the decision and

order;
6. after which the City may abate the
graffiti nuisance pmbperty pursuant to section 10.07.070 if the

required abatementfls not completed; and

,.~)

7. N@tlce that judicial review of the dec151on and
order may be saught pursuant to subsection K of this sectlon
E. Mogﬁtary penalties assessed by the Hearing Examiner
shall accr%ﬁgin the amount up to one hundred dollars ($100) per
day beglnnlng on the correction date set by the Director or on a
subseque t date set by the Hearing Exanminer, prov1ded that the
maximum monetary penalty shall be five thousand dollars ($5,000).

In the alternative, the Hearing Examiner may choose to assess no

monetary penalties.
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. In determining the monetary penalty assegﬁ%ent, the

Hearing Examiner shall consider the following fa;%@rs:

/

1. Whether the responsible party c@operated with
efforts to abate the graffiti nuisance praperty,

2. Whether the respon31b1e pagty failed to appear at

the hearing; _ _ wf

3. Whether the responsiblé’party made substantial
progress in abating the graffiti nu;éance property; and

4. Any other relevantféactors.

7

G. The Hearing Examlnerjghall mail a copy of the decision
and order to the person to wh@ﬁ the notice of civil vzola*lon and
hearing was issued and to thé Director within ten (10) working

days of the close of thejﬁéarlng record. If an address for
/

mailing cannot after dg@ diligence be ascertained, a copy of
S , ,
the decision and Qrd?é shall be posted conspicucusly at the

#
, Vi
property. ff

/.«

H. Iif the/person to whom the notice of civil vioclation and
hearing was 153&@& fails to appear at the scheduled hearing, the
/
Hearing Examiner shall, upon submittal of sufficient evidence by

s';

the Dir&cﬁﬁ%, enter a decision and order finding that the
propertyfés a graffiti nuisance property, the person to whonm the
nmtic‘/was issued is a responsible party, the reguired abatement
is feasonable, and the required abatement action had not been
ompleted prior te the date established in the notice; and

assessing the appropriate monetary penalty and costs.

-10-
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. . ra o,
I. If the responsible party fails to abatgfthe nuisance as
&
ordered by the Hearing Examiner, monetary pengifles in addition

to any monetary penalties already assessed b§ the Hearing
Examiner shall automatically accrue in thé amount of one hundred
dollars ($100) per day until the abatsyent is complete and shall

be due immediately upon accrual. f;i

J. The City will carry outﬁghe Hearing Examiner’s decision

and order and recover all monetgéy penalties and costs.

K. Any review of the decision and order of the Hearing

4

Examiner must be by land usgﬁpetitioh filed within twenty one

(21) days of issuance of the decision and order as provided in

Chapter 347 of the Lawsgéf 1895.
10.07.060 Monetangﬂpenalty.

A. Payment of/s monetary penalty pursuant to this chapter
does not relieve EK; respon51ble party of the duty to abate the
graffiti nulsancéf

B. The ?bnetary penalty constitutes a personal obligation

Vs
5

of the responslble party to whom the notice of civil violation

and hearln%fls issued.
C. gfhny monetary penalty imposed pursuant to this chapter

shall i?érue interest from the date payment is due at the maximum

rate authorized by law for interest on civil judgments, and there

~1i-
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&

&

4ﬁ
shall be added to such penalty the reasonable at%?fneys’ fees and
costs incurred in collecting it. %y
7
10.07.978 Abatement by the City. v

y
A, The Director may abate a graffitﬁénuisance property
P
when a decision and order has been 1ssued by the Hearving Examiner

hapter and any reguired

pursuant to section 10.07.050 of this

abatement is not complete by the date specified in the decision
and order.
B. The Director may callgﬁpon other City departments and
‘:‘f‘ .
Ed

other agencies and resources for assistance in abating a graffit

nuisance property.

C. Using any lawfqg means, the Director may enter upon the

&

graffiti nuisance propefty and abate the graffiti. The Director

may seek such 3ud101a1 process as is deemed necessary to carry
/

&

out the abatement. #

D. The vosts of correcting the Vlolatlon shall be billed
to the respoms;ble party and shall be due and payable to the City
within ten (1@‘ calendar days. Costs include both the value of

the use Qf Clty staff and equipment and paymeﬂts made to third

Vi
partlesbglnclualng but not limited to:

7 . s
i 1. Personnel costs, both direct and indirect,

&

 incgduding attorneys’ fees and costs and administrative overhead;

4

&ﬁﬁ; 2. Costs incurred in documenting the viclation;

3. Hauling, storage and disposal expenses;
4. Actual expenses and costs of the City in preparing

-12-
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notices, specifications and co%ffacts, and in
accomplishing or contracting And inspecting the
work; and
5. The costs of any requiriﬁgprinting and mailing.
10.07.080 Enforcement.

Noththstandlng the prov1ﬁfons of Seattle Municipal Code

section 3.33.020, actions nece éary for effective enforcement of

this chapter may be brought Superior Court.
10.07.090 Severability!

’5‘?’« .
The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be

&
&

separate and severable If any clause, sentence, paragraph,

‘subdivision, section, ;jsubsection or portion of this ordinance, or

the application there'f to any person or circumstance, is held to
be invalid, it sha?i not affect the validity of the remainder of
thls ordinance, qﬁ the Valldlty of its application to other

1
persons or c1rcwhstances.

/

Section 2. ?%is ordinance shall take effect and be in force
thirty (SOyf;ays from and after its approval by the Mayor, but if

not api;ﬁggd and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after
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presentation, it shall

Municipal Code Section

Passed by the City Council the »ﬁ day of

1285, and signed by me

passage this day

Approved by me this %éy of

Filed by me this

7

take effect as provid%ﬁvby Seattle

1&04e020c /f/’!

)

7

i

in open seSSLOnﬁln authentication of its

1995.

of .f?;y I3

Presidentﬁof the City Council

, 1998,
Mayor
day of s 1985,

£
&

ﬁécity Clerk

4

/
¢

(Seal) /

-14-
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67113 88,
City of Seattle.City Clerk

No.  oRDINANCE 51

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an
authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce, a
daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general
circulation and it is now and has.been for more than six months
prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle,
King County, Washington, and it is now and during all of said time
was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of
publication of this newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce
was on the 12th day of June, 1941, approved as a legal newspaper
by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular
issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was regularly
distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The
annexed notice, a

CT:ORD 118082

was published on

DES2E/96

The amount of the fee charged for the foreggging publication is

the sum of § , which am é /iij/q{n paid in full.
{ AL R

SuPséribed a§g\ worn tg before me on
Q4,267 96 ; ?
. ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&#;“

oy '
< & Notary Public for the Staé;)1 Washington,
R - residing in Sé€

Affidavit of Publication






