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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to the regulation of floating homes and floating home moorages,
amending SMC 7.20.080 concerning the criteria to be considered by the Hearing
Examiner when reviewing rent increases, amending SMC 7.20.130 to require that

floating home tenants be informed in advance of moorage sales and amending SMC
7.20.150 to change the penalties for noncompliance.

NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 7.20.080 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was last amended

by Ordinance 120794, is amended as follo ws:

SMC 7.20.080 Moorage fee increases -- Hearing.

A. A moorage owner seeking a moorage fee increase shall give the floating home

owners affected thereby a written notice, at least thirty (30) days before the increase will go into

effect, stating the amount of the increase, financial computations demonstrating the need for the

increase, and the effective date of the increase. If the proposed moorage fee increase is to be

based, in whole or in part, on a cost basis established by a sale, lease or other transaction

concerning the moorage property or facilities, then the notice shall include identification of the

parties to the transaction, all material terms of the transaction and an eLcplanation as to whether

and how the transaction resulted in a genuine change in control of the property or facilities so as

to justif y the use of a new
...

cost basis..

B If at least one-half (1/2) of the floating home moorage site lessees in a floating

home moorage, excluding the moorage owner and those who have an ownership interest in the

moorage, who are subject to a moorage fee increase in the same percentage amount (plus or

minus one percentage point (1%) believe that the demanded fee increase is unreasonable, they
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may collectively file a petition for review with the Hearing Examiner, The petition shall be in

the form of a sworn statement which shall: (1) be signed by each petitioning moorage site lessee;

(2) list separately the name and floating home address of each such moorage site lessee; and (3)

include a statement of the intention of each moorage site lessee to contest the proposed moorage

fee increase. In determining whether at least half of those affected have petitioned only one

signature per moorage site will be counted. The petition shall be filed within fifteen (15) days of

receipt of written notification of the moorage fee increase. The person or persons filing a

petition for review shall pay a filing fee of Twenty-five Dollars ($25.00) per petitioner, with a

maximum fee of Seventy-five Dollars ($75.00), to the City Director of Executive

Administration, which fee shall be refunded if no hearing is required. The Hearing Examiner

may consolidate the petitions contesting moorage fee increases at the same moorage.

C. The Hearing Examiner's review shall to the extent possible be based upon written

memoranda, sworn statements, and affidavits submitted by the parties. The moorage owner

shall, as soon after the filing of the petition as practicable, file with the Hearing Examiner and

serve upon the petitioning floating home moorage site lessees or their representative, a

memorandum and any necessary affidavits or sworn statements in support of the proposed

increase. The floating home moorage site lessees shall submit a responsive memorandum and

affidavits within fifteen (15) days of receipt of the moorage owners' submission. The Hearing.,

Examiner shall review the memoranda, affidavits, and sworn statements and advise the parties in

writing of- (1) the legal and factual issues to be resolved; (2) the time and place for the hearing;

and (3) the length of time that each party will have to present his or her case. In connection with

such review the Hearing Examiner may require any party to the proceedings to provide any

i
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information needed to determine whether the demanded moorage fee increase is reasonable.

Either party's failure to provide information requested by the Hearing Examiner may, at the

Hearing Examiner's discretion, result in a finding or findings against the party refusing to

provide the information as regards facts that could be proved or disproved by the requested

infori-nation.

1. The Hearing Examiner shall find whether that portion of the proposed moorage

fee increase which is in excess of that permitted in Section 7.20.090, or an increase in a lesser

amount, or no increase in excess of that permitted in Section 7.20.090, is necessary to assure a

fair and reasonable return to the moorage owner and shall order such increase as is found

necessary to assure a fair and reasonable return. In making the determination, the Hearing

I

Examiner, in addition to any other factors deemed relevant, shall consider the following factors:

Oa the purchase or lease price of the moorage and the terms of any transaction relied Lipon to

establish the cost basis for the moorage; (h ((4-))) increases or decreases since the last moorage

fee increase in the expenses of operation and maintenance of the floating home moorage;

provided, that such expenses are for services, repairs, property maintenance, or any other

expenses which are reasonable and necessary for the continued operation of a floating home

moorage; (g ((2))) the reasonable costs of capital improvements since the last moorage fee

increase to the floating home moorage property which benefit the floating home owners

occupying moorage sites at the floating home moorage; (d ((-3))) increases or decreases since the

last moorage fee increase in necessary or desirable services furnished by the floating home

moorage owner or operator where such increased or decreased services affect the person or

persons initiating the fact-finding proceedings; (q ((4))) substantial deterioration since the last

3
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replacement and maintenance of the floating home moorage property and improvements; (f ((-5)))

comparability with moorage fees charges for other floating home moorage sites in the City; and

(g ((6))) a reasonable return on leased land.

2. Whenever the sale or lease price of a moorage or the terms of gny transaction concerning the

moorage are cited as a factor in demonstrating that a rent increase or any part thereof is

necessary to assure a fair and reasonable return to the owner, the Examiner will allow sufficient

time for discovery as qppropriate under qpplicable Hearing Examiner Rules. The Hearing

Examiner mqy rely on this factor as LiMporting a rent increase or any part thereof only if the

moorage owner demonstrates at hearing that the sale or other transaction relied LIPon. resulted in a

genuine change in control of the moorage sufficient to justify a new cost basis for the moorage.

E. No contested moorage fee increase shall take effect until approved by the Hearing

Examiner's written decision; provided that the moorage owner or operator may recover

retroactively from the date of the notice of the increase, with interest at the prevailing rate for

United States Treasury bills on the date of the decision, such increases as are found reasonable

by the Hearing Examiner. It shall be unlawful for a moorage owner or operator to demand,

,charge, or collect any moorage fee in excess of the amount approved by the Hearing Examiner

for a period of one (1) year from the effective date of any permitted fee increase, unless the

moorage owner can show either that extraordinary damage to the moorage occurring after the

decision has necessitated cost increases which make it impossible to realize a reasonable return

without a fee increase, or that the floating home owner has rented the floating home to another at

4
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a profit; provided, that moorage owners may increase fees in the amount of any increases in state

lease or City license fees whenever such increases are incurred, and may increase fees for the

purpose of recovering the costs of capital improvements authorized by Section 7.20.090

whenever such improvements are required. Any fee increase necessitated by extraordinary

damage shall be subject to Hearing Examiner review whenever such review is requested by at

least one-half (1/2) of the floating home moorage site lessees affected, any other provision in this

chapter to the contrary notwithstanding.

Section 2. Section 7.20.130 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was enacted by

Ordinance 11526, is amended as follows:

SMC 7.20.130 Notices.

A. It is unlawful to sell, lease or rent a floating home or moorage facility without

advising the prospective purchaser, lessee, or renter, in writing of the existence of this chapter,

and it is unlawful to fail to provide the owner or operator of a floating home moorage with

written notice of a proposed change in occupancy, sale, or rental of a floating home located at the

moorage at least fifteen (15) days in advance of the proposed change in occupancy.

B. It is unlawfal for a moorage owner to fail to notify each floating home moorage

site lessee at that moorage that the moorage is being offered for sale. This notification shall be in

writing and. shall be, provided at least ninety (90) days but not more than one year prior to the

date the moorage owner takes any action to offer the moorage for sale. Actions triggering the

notice requirement of this subsection include, but are not limited to, entering intg-q-listing

agreement with respect to the moorage or advertising the moorage for sale in any public forum.

5
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change in ownership of the moorage, notice to each floating home moorage site lessee of the

change of ownership and address and telgphone number of the new moorage owner,

Section 3. Section 7.20.150 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was last amended by

Ordinance 115 3 90, is amended as follows:

SNIC 7.20.150 Violation - Penalty=-Additional Remedies

A. Civil Penalty. Any person who violates or fails to comply with any of the

provisions of this chgpter is subject to a civil penalty in the amount of One Hundred Dollars

($100) per da for each violation or failure to coMply. Each dgy a person violates or fails to

coMply with any of the provisions of this chgpter mqy be considered a sgparate violation for

which a penalty may be iMosed.

B. Alternative Criminal Penalty. Any person who violates or fails to coLnply with

~Lny of the provisions of this chqpter is guilty of a misdemeanor subject to the provisions of

Chgpters 12A.02 and 12A.04, except that absolute liability shall be imposed for such a violation

or failure to coLnply, and none of the mental states described in Section 12A.04.030 need be

proved. Each day a person violates or fails to coMply with any of the provisions of this chapter

mqy be considered a sgparate violation. The City Attorney may prosecute such violation or

failure to coMply criminally as an alternative to the civil penally provided by this section.

C. Additional remedies. Commission of any of the acts made unlawful by the

provisions of Sections 7,20.040, 7.20.050, 7.20.060, 7.20.070, 7.20.080, 7.20.090, 7.20100,

7.20.110, 7.20.115 or 7.20.130, or the intentional misrepresentation of any material fact in any

statement required by this chapter, ((shal4)) entitles persons injured thereby to recover actual

6
I
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damages and reasonable attorney's fees incurred as a result of the violation or misrepresentation;

shall be available as a ground for injunctive relief, and shall be available as a defense in actions

concerning the right to possession, where appropriate#; and shall eenstitute a violati.a.-

to the pr-ovisions of Chapter- 12A.01 and Chaptef 12A.02 of the Seattle C.-i-iiial Code, and-any

per-son eeiwieted thereof may be ptmished by a eivil ffine -_-i -1-Afe-ituf e fiet to exeeed Five

Hundr-ed Dollars ($500). Eaeh week's violation shall eenstitute a separate effense.))

Section 4. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be separate

and severable. The invalidity of any clause, sentence, paragraph, sub-division, section or portion

of this ordinance, or the invalidity of the application thereof to any person or circumstance shall

not affect the validity of the remainder of this ordinance, or the validity of its application to other

persons or circumstances.

7
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Section 5. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and

after its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10)

days after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by a majority vote of all the members of the City Council the -AD2~ day of

20 e, Ii
,

and signed by me in open session in authentication of its passage this

3~~ day of
~nc~te5

20 i!~ 4.

8
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Legislative Rebecca Herzfeld/615-1674 Not Applicable

Legislation Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to the regulation of floating homes and floating home moorages,

amending SMC 7.20.080 concerning the criteria to be considered by the Hearing Examiner when

reviewing rent increases and amending SMC 7.20.130 to require that floating home tenants be

informed in advance of moorage sales and amending 7.20.150 to change the penalties for

noncompliance.

~
Summary of the Le~~islation:

his bill would require that floating home owners be given advance notice that their

floating home moorage facility is being offered for sale. In addition, if a transaction is

used to establish a new cost basis which justifies a moorage fee increase, notice of the fee

increase must include the terms of the transaction and explain how it justifies the use of a

new cost basis. If the rent increase is subject to a Hearing Examiner petition, the Hearing

Examiner shall also review and consider the terms of any transaction relied upon to

establish the cost basis for the moorage. The penalty section for Chapter 7.20 is also

updated by this ordinance to include the potential for civil penalties as well as the current

criminal ones, and to provide for recovery of reasonable attorney's fees.

Background: (Include brief description of the purpose and context oflegislation and

include record ofprevious legislation andfunding history, if applicable):

In 200 1, the State Supreme Court made a decision that invalidated the City's 'requirement

that floating home owners be given the right of first refusal if their moorage is offered for

sale. In light of this decision, the intent of this bill is to maintain the balance of interests

between floating home owners and their moorage owning landlords by providing

advanced notice of actions that may affect moorage rental rates, and ensuring that

moorage fee increases are justified by actual increases in the cost basis of the moorage.

* Please check one of the following:

This lemislation does not have aU rinancial implications. (Stop here and delete

the remainder of this document prior to saving andprinting.)

This legislation has financial implications. (Please complete all relevant

sections thatfollow.)

1



RRH
NewfflOrdinance Ver Ldoc

April 19,2004

V#1

ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to the regulation of floating homes and floating home moorages,

amending SMC 7.20.080 concerning the criteria to be considered by the Hearing

Examiner when reviewing rent increases, amending SMC 7.20.130 to require that

floating home tenants be informed in advance of moorage sales and amending SMC
7.20.150 to change the penalties for noncompliance.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

effect, stating the amount of the increase, financialcomputations demonstrating the need for the

increase, and the effective date of the increase~ If the proposed moorage fee increase is to be

based, in whole or in part, on a cost basis established by a sale, lease or other transaction

Section 1. Section 7.20.080 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was last amended

by Ordinance 120794, is amended as follows:

SMC 7.20.080 Moorage fee increases -- Hearing.

A. A moorage owner seeking a moorage fee iticrease shall give the floating home

owners affected thereby a written notice, at least thirty (3 0) days before the increase will go into

~~on~,eniin-tbe moorage propegy or facilities, then the notice shall include identification of the

minus one percentage point (1%) believe that the demanded fee increase is unreasonable, they

arties to the transaction, all material terms of the transaction and an explanation as to whether
-1

and how the transaction resulted in a enuine change in control of the propegy or facilities so as

to justify the use of a new cost basis.

B. If at least one-half (1/2) of the floating home moorage site lessees in a floating

home moorage, excluding the moorage owner and those who have an ownership interest in the

moorage, who are subject to a moorage fee increase in the same percentage amount (plus or

I
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may collectively file a petition for review with the Hearing Examiner. The petition shall be in

the form of a sworn statement which shall: (1) be signed by each petitioning moorage site lessee;

(2) list separately the name and floating home address of each such moorage site lessee; and (3)

include a statement of the intention of each moorage site lessee to '6ontest the proposed moorage

fee increase. In determining whether at least half of those affected have petitioned only one

signature per moorage site will be counted. The petition,shall be filed within fifteen (15) days of

receipt of written notification of the moorage fee increase. The person or persons filing a

petition for review shall pay a filing fee of Twen'ty-five Dollars ($25.00) per petitioner, with a

maximum fee of Seventy-five Dollars .075,00), to the City Director of Executive

Administration, which fee shall be refunded if no hearing is required. The Hearing Examiner

may consolidate the petitions contestijig moorage fee increases at the same moorage.

C. The Hearing Examiner's review shall to the extent possible be based upon written

memoranda, sworn statements, and affidavits submitted by the parties. The moorage owner

shall, as soon after the filing of the petition as practicable, file with the Hearing Examiner and

serve upon the petitiow" hg floating home moorage site lessees or their representative, a

memorandum and any' necessary affidavits or sworn statements in support of the proposed

increase. The floating home moorage site lessees shall submit a responsive memorandum and

affidavits within fifteen (15) days of receipt of the moorage owners' submission. The Hearing

Examiner shall review the memoranda, affidavits, and sworn statements and advise the parties in

writing of:jl) the legal and factual issues to be resolved; (2) the time and place for the hearing;

and
(3)-l"the length of time that each party will have to present his or her case. In connection with

such review the Hearing Examiner may require any party to the proceedings to provide any

2
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information needed to determine whether the demanded moorage fee increase is reasonable.

Either party's failure to provide information requested by the Hearing Examiner may, at the

Hearing Examiner's discretion, result in a finding or findings against t'.

~'

party refusing to

provide the information as regards facts that could be proved or disproved by the requested

information.

D. 1. The Hearing Examiner shall find whether that portion of the proposed moorage

fee increase which is in excess of that permitted in Secti on 7,20.090, or an increase in a lesser

amount, or no increase in excess of that permitted in Section 7.20.090, is necessary to assure a

fair and reasonable return to the moorage owner and shall order such increase as is found

necessary to assure a fair and reasonable return. In making the determination, the Hearing

Examiner, in addition to any other factors deemed relevant, shall consider the following factors:

La) the purchase or lease price of the moorage and the terms of qny transaction relied jMon to

establish the cost basis for the moorage; (h ((4-))) increases or decreases since the last moorage

fee increase in the expenses of operation and maintenance of the floating home moorage;

provided, that such expenses are for services, repairs, property maintenance, or any other

expenses which are reasonable and necessary for the continued operation of a floating home

moorage; (q ((-2))) -the reasonable costs of capital improvements since the last moorage fee

increase to the.,.floating home moorage property which benefit the floating home owners

occupying moorage sites at the floating home moorage; ((3))) increases or decreases since the

last moorage fee increase in necessary or desirable services furnished by the floating home

I

moorage-'owner or operator where such increased or decreased services affect the person or

person§~mitiating the fact-finding proceedings; (g ((4))) substantial deterioration since the last

3
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moorage fee increase in the facilities provided for the occupants of moorage sit5~-~ at such floating

home moorage due to failure of the moorage owner or operator to perfo ordinary repairs,

replacement and maintenance of the floating home moorage property mid improvements; (f ((-5)))

comparability with moorage fees charges for other floating homelmoorage sites in the City; and

I

(g ((6))) a reasonable return on leased land.

2. Whenever the sale or lease price of a moorage or the terms of M transaction concerning the

moorage are cited as a factor in demonstrating that a rent increase or any part thereof is

p.eces.sary to assure a fair and reasonable return to'the owner, the Examiner will allow sufficient
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time for discovery as qppropriate under applicable Hearing Examiner Rules. The Hearing

Examirer mqy rely on this factor as supporting a rent increase or gny -part thereof only if the

moorage owner demonstrates at hearin~ that the sale or other transaction relied Uon resulted in a

genuine change in control of the moorage sufficient to justify a new cost basis for the moorMe.

E. No contested moorage fee increase shall take effect until approved by the Hearing

Examiner's written decision'; provided that the moorage owner or operator may recover

retroactively from the daie of the notice of the increase, with interest at the prevailing rate for

United States Treasury bills on the date of the decision, such increases as are found reasonable

by the Hearing Examiner. It shall be unlawful for a moorage owner or operator to demand,

charge, or collect any moorage fee in excess of the amount approved by the Hearing Examiner

for a period -of one (1) year from the effective date of any permitted fee increase, unless the

moorage owner can show either that extraordinary damage to the moorage occurring after the

decision has necessitated cost increases which make it impossible to realize a reasonable return

without a fee increase, or that the floating home owner has rented the floating home to another at

23
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damage shall be subject to Hearing Examiner review whenever,such review is requested by at

least one-half (1/2) of the floating home moorage site lessees affected, any other provision in this

chapter to the contrary notwithstanding.

Section 2. Section 7.20.130 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was enacted by

Ordinance 11526, is amended as follows:

SMC 7.20.130 Notices.

A. It is unlawful to sell, lease or rent a floating home or moorage facility without

advising the prospective purchaser, lessee, or renter, in writing of the existence of this chapter,

and it is unlawful to fail to provide the owner or operator of a floating home moorage with

written notice of a proposed change in occupancy, sale, or rental of a floating home located at the

moorage at least fifteen (15) days in advance of the proposed change in occupancy.

B. It is unlaN~Tul for a moora,-,e owner to fail to notify each floating home moora&amp;e

site lessee at that moorag~hatjhe moorage is being offered for sale. This notification shall be in

writing and shall be pro-vided at least ninely (90) dgys but not more than one year prior to the

date the moorage owner takes any action to offer the moorage for sale. Actions triggering_Lhe

qpji~~~~irernent of this subsection include, but are not limited to, entering into a listing

agreement with respect to the moorage or advertising the moorage for sale in q_ny public forum.

5
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change in ownership of the moorage, notice..to each floating home moorage site lessee of the

change of.ownership and address and telephone number of the new.rnoorage owner.

Section 3. Section 7.20.150 of the Seattle Municipal Code, which was last amended by

Ordinance 115 3 90, is amended as follows:

SNIC 7.20.150 Violation Penaltv-Additional Remedies

A. Civil Penally. Any person who-violates or fails to coMply with M of the

provisions of this chgpter is subject to a civil penalty in the amount of One Hundred Dollars

($100) per dqy for each violation or failure to comply. Each dgy a person violates or fails to

y of the provisions of this chgpter mgy be considered a separate violation for
coMply with ~~n

y mqy be iMposed.which a penLIt

B. Alternative Criminat Penally. AU person who violates or fails to comply with

M of the Provisions of this chqpter is ggifty of a misdemeanor subject to the provisions of

Chqpters 12A.02 and 12A.04,' except that absolute liabilily shall be imposed for such a violation

or failure to comply, and,bone of the mental states described in Section 12A.04.030 need be

proved. Each dqy aperson violates or fails to coMply with any of the provisions of this ch~~Pter

mqy be considered a~' separate violation. The Cily Attorney mqy prosecute such violation or

failure to comply criminally as an alternative to the civil pen~flty provided by this section.

C. Additional remedies. Commission of any of the acts made unlawful by the

provisions, of Sections 7,20.040, 7.20.050, 7.20.060, 7.20.070, 7.20.080, 7.20.090, 7.20.100,

7.20.1 W, 7.20.115 or 7.20.130, or the intentional misrepresentation of any material fact in any

i i

statement required by this chapter, ((sha-fl)) entitles persons injured thereby to recover actual

23
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damages and reasonable attorney's fees incurred as a result of the violation or misrepresentation;

shall be available as a ground for injunctive relief, and shall be available as a defense in actions

concerning the right to possession, where appropriate#; and sha4l eenstjulte A violation subj e e t

to the provisions of Chapter- 12A.01 and Chapter- 12A.02 of the Sea#16 Criminal Cede, and a"

5

6 Hundred Dollars ($500). Eaeh week's violation sha4l eensfil

Section 4. Severability. The provisions of this ordinance are declared to be separate

and severable. The invalidity of any clause, sentence, paragraph, sub-division, section or portion
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of this ordinance, or the invalidity of the application thereof to any person or circumstance shall

not affect the validity of the remainder of this ordinance, or the validity of its application to other

persons or circumstances.

Section 5. This ordinance shall takeleffect and be in force thirty (30) days from and

after its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10)

days after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by a majority vote of all the members of the City Council the day of

20-, and signed by me in open session in authentication of its passage this

_d of ~20

President of the City Council

Approved by me this day of 20

Mayor
23
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Filed by me this_ day of
9 20_

City Clerk

(SEAL)

I
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY
--ss.

172340 No. ORDINANCE IN FULL
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

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 12'h 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: 121468 ORD IN FULL

was published on

5/20/2004

Notary p6blie for the State of Washington,

residing in Seattle

Affida-6't 041- Publication
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

172325

CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

No. ORDINANCE TITLE ONLY

Affida-vit of Publication

-s rb~;te is ar.,1'athorized representative of The Daily Journal of'ne undersigned, on oat~-

ce, a daily cl,'WS'lj~1~-,C], 1." Legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now

~1111'~ fi"A'~' be~r- for wore ~ix Pr"'or to ffic i-Wtc of publication hereinafter referred to, published in

la-.1011'auif~ coiM., dlul-)"I~'!y L's 1; ~-:"Jiy M1111.'s-,-;',pe-r
in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now

and A!, ")C sa,;,d lime was priiaed in,13-1 Oficc at the aforesaid place of publication ofthis

Tht, --'Dailly Journal of Commerce t'!"e day of June, 19411, approved as a legal

newsc,ape-, by Surcrior Court of King Coun-!A..

Tfi,e qofice in the exact was published in regular issues of The Daily

Joui-m~, of Commei~-v,, which v,-as regr. ia:-1-,,' to i:s subscribers during the below stated period.

The artnexed notice, a

CT: 12 1-1 -58-464-,a;

was pub I ~,',4ed on

5/2-11/21004

I

A.
N'

-

i If -'i-dav~t-of puih I
i tioll

Siii,sciibed and sworntob
ore~~eon

--- -----------

Nolmrv public for tile S'iA"c 3f

rz, s ~i n g i-,i S c at
-

~ e

ashington,




