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ORDINANCE l 9\ a q a O

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Mercer Corridor Project; removing a restriction in the 2009-

: 2010 Adopted Budget that limits the Seattle Department of Transportation’s spending on
the Mercer Corridor Project; removing a restriction in the 2009-2010 Adopted Budget
that limits Seattle City Light’s spending on the Mercer Corridor Relocations project; and
removing a restriction in the 2008 Adopted Budget that limits Seattle City Light’s
spending on the Mercer Corridor Relocations project.

WHEREAS, it is in the City's best interest to fund and continue implementation of the Mercer
Corridor Project and the Spokane St. Viaduct at this time, prior to initiation of the
Alaskan Way Viaduct (AWYV) replacement project, because these projects will help
lessen the negative impact of the AWV replacement project during construction; and

WHEREAS, previous versions of the Mercer Corridor Project and the Spokane St. Viaduct
finance plans included an unsecured funding gap anticipated from state and federal
sources and private participation; and

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted Ordinance 122686 in May 2008 with the intent of
considering future appropriation authority for the Mercer Corridor Project in the context
of whether substantial progress is made toward closing the funding gap in both projects;
and

WHEREAS, the City's 2009-2010 Adopted Budget includes an appropriation of $82,450,000 for
the Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT) Mercer Corridor Project with a proviso
limiting spending to $30,000,000 until authorized by a future ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City's 2009-2010 Adopted Budget includes an appropriation of $7,108,000 for
the Seattle City Light (SCL) Mercer Corridor Relocations project with a proviso
restricting spending until authorized by a future ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City's 2008 Adopted Budget included an appropriation of $11,534,000 for the
SCL Mercer Corridor Relocations project with a proviso limiting spending on
transmission line undergrounding to $500,000 until authorized by a future ordinance; and

WHEREAS, SCL has demonstrated that it has secured contributions from those customers
requesting transmission line undergrounding; and

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 1
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WHEREAS, SDOT has provided the Council with a revised financing plan for the Mercer
Corridor project in accordance with Council's 2009-2010 Adopted Budget Statement of
Legislative Intent (SLI 71-2-A-1) as documented in Clerk File 309811; and

WHEREAS, the revised financing plan identifies proceeds from the future disposition of
potential surplus property and right-of-ways as a possible source of revenue to close the
existing funding gap for the project; and

WHEREAS, it is the Council's understanding that to the extent interim financing may be
necessary to fully fund the Mercer Corridor project, that the amount of debt and interest
owed should be repaid through the disposition of potential surplus property and right-of-
way as identified in SDOT's response to Council SLI 71-2-A-1 from the 2009-2010
Adopted Budget documented in Clerk File 309811; and

WHEREAS, significant progress has been made towards closing the funding gap and the City
Council has had the opportunity to evaluate the revised finance plans and environmental
documentation; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The restrictions imposéd by the following 2009-2010 Budget Provisos are

removed and are no longer restrictions for any purpose.

Department | Green Sheet Proviso Description Budget
Control Level

Transportation #71-1-C-3 | “No more than $30,000,000 Major Projects
appropriated for 2009 for the Seattle
Department of Transportation (SDOT)’s
Major Projects Budget Control Level
may be spent for the Mercer Corridor
project (Mercer), Project ID: TC365500,
until authorized by future ordinance.
Additionally, none of the money
appropriated in 2009 may be spent for
Mercer construction until authorized by
future ordinance. Council anticipates
that such authority will not be granted
until SDOT has provided the
information outlined in Section 4 of

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 2
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Ordinance 122686 and until City
Council has had the opportunity to
evaluate (1) a revised financing plan and
final environmental documentation for
the Mercer Corridor project, Project ID
TC365500; and (2) a revised financing
plan for the Spokane St. Viaduct project,
Project ID TC364800.”

City Light

#13-2-A-1

“None of the appropriations in 2009 for
the City Light Department may be spent
on the Mercer Corridor Relocations
project, Project ID 8376, until
authorized by future ordinance. The
Council anticipates that such authority
will not be granted until City Light
demonstrates that it has secured
contributions from those customers
requesting undergrounding.”

Customer
Services &
Energy
Delivery - CIP

Section 2. The restrictions imposed by the following 2008 Budget Proviso are removed

and are no longer restrictions for any purpose.

than $500,000 of the money
appropriated for 2008 for Seattle City
Light’s Customer Service and Energy
Delivery - CIP BCL may be spent to pay
for undergrounding transmission lines as
described in the Mercer Corridor
Relocations, Project ID 8376, CIP
project until the chair of the Council’s
Energy and Technology Committee, or
successor committee with responsibility
for Seattle City Light, has filed with the

Department | Green Sheet Proviso Description Budget
Control Level
City Light #7-1-B-2 “In addition to the restrictions imposed Customer
in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting Services &
the 2008 budget and elsewhere, no more Energy

Delivery - CIP

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007
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City Clerk his or her certification that
the Mayor has demonstrated that the
City has secured at least $4.6 million in
non-City funds for this project. This
proviso does not restrict spending by the
affected BCL for overhead-to-overhead
relocation of the transmission lines.”

Section 3: SDOT shall brief the Council on a bi-monthly basis on progress on the

financial plan, project design and implementation of the Mercer Corridor Project.

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 4
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Section 4. 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 the City Council the 273 day of e b omv , 2009, and
- o

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

25 dayof Ye bros =N , 20009,

Filed by me this / L day of f Fy R

L

i

T e
{
/

. o 4\ / §
\ Jedird. (o \\{ A
City/Clérk A A
W

e

(Seal)
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@h» City of Seattle

Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor

Office of the Mayor

January 27, 2009

Honorable Richard Conlin
President

Seattle City Council

City Hall, 2™ Floor

Dear Council President Conlin:

1 am pleased to transmit the attached proposed Council Bill that lifts budget provisos placed on funding for
the Mercer Corridor Project. Approval of this Bill will allow the Seattle Department of Transportation
(SDOT) and Seattle City Light (SCL) to acquire right-of-way and move forward with construction of the
Mercer Corridor Project.

On January 15, 2009, SDOT submitted to the City Council an updated Major Projects Funding Plan that
shows the City of Seattle currently has nearly 80 percent of the $369 million needed for the two projects.
The remaining funds, as agreed to as part of the Alaskan Way Viaduct replacement decision, would come
from economic recovery funding allocated to the state by the federal government. The revised funding plan
includes at least $45.4 million from private sector contributions for the Mercer Corridor Project, does not
affect other Bridging the Gap deliverables, and does not require any new taxes.

The funding plan responded to the City Council’s Statement of Legislative Intent (SLI) and Proviso which
required a revised financing plan for both the Mercer Corridor Project and Spokane Street Viaduct Project.
The SLI also called for final environmental documents to be provided to the Council. The final
Environmental Assessment (EA) document, signed by the appropriate agencies, was provided to
Councilmembers on December 29, 2008, and was formally released for public review on December 30,
2008. A public hearing and Open House supporting the EA’s release was held on Tuesday, January 13,
2009. A public briefing on the funding plan was held on Friday, January 13, 2009 before the Council’s
Transportation Committee.

Moving forward now to fix the Mercer Corridor and improve the Spokane Street Viaduct will create
approximately 1,300 direct construction jobs and numerous additional jobs in related sectors. By starting
these projects now, we also ensure we are able to maintain access to industrial, office, and retail jobs during
the Alaskan Way Viaduct/Seawall construction and that project costs do not increase because of inflation.
Thank you for your consideration of this legislation. Should you have questions, please contact Dorinda
Costa at 615-07635.

. AN
Sincerely, P <\

Mz yor of Sgattle e

cc: Honorable Members of the Scaitle-City Cotneil

600 Fourth Avenué, 7% Floor, P.O. Box 94749, Seattle, WA 98124-4749
Tel: (206) 684-4000, TDD: (206) 615-0476 Fax: (206) 684-5360, Email: mayors.office@seattle.gov

An equal employment opportunity, affirmative action employer. Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upoﬁ« 1'e§igest.
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FISCAL NOTE FOR CAPITAL PROJECTS ONLY
Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone:
[ Transportation | Dorinda Costa/ 615-0765 | Stephen Barham/ 733-9084 |
. Legislation Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Mercer Corridor Project; removing a restriction in the 2009-
2010 Adopted Budget that limits the Seattle Department of Transportation’s spending on
the Mercer Corridor Project; removing a restriction in the 2009-2010 Adopted Budget
that limits Seattle City Light’s spending on the Mercer Corridor Relocations project; and
removing a restriction in the 2008 Adopted Budget that limits Seattle City Light’s
spending on the Mercer Corridor Relocations project.

Summary and background of the Legislation:

This legislation removes one proviso on the Department of Transportation’s 2009 appropriations,
one proviso on Seattle City Light’s 2009 appropriations, and one proviso on Seattle City Light’s
2008 appropriations.

SDOT’s Proviso:
Project Name: Project L.D. Project Location: Start Date: End Date
| Mercer Corridor TC365500 Mercer St/Fairview | 1Q 1999 4Q 2012
Project Ave N/Dexter Ave
N

Previous versions of the Mercer Corridor Project and the Spokane St. Viaduct finance plans
included an unsecured funding gap anticipated from state and federal sources and private
participation. In May, 2008, the City Council adopted Ordinance 122686 with the intent of
considering future appropriation authority for the Mercer Corridor Project in the context of
whether substantial progress is made toward closing the funding gap. The 2009-2010 Adopted
budget includes the following Proviso:

“No more than $30,000,000 appropriated for 2009 for the Seattle Department of
Transportation (SDOT)’s Major Projects Budget Control Level may be spent for the
Mercer Corridor project (Mercer), Project ID: TC365500, until authorized by future
ordinance. Additionally, none of the money appropriated in 2009 may be spent for
Mercer construction until authorized by future ordinance. Council anticipates that such
authority will not be granted until SDOT has provided the information outlined in Section
4 of Ordinance 122686 and until City Council has had the opportunity to evaluate (1) a
revised financing plan and final environmental documentation for the Mercer Corridor
project, Project ID TC365500; and (2) a revised financing plan for the Spokane St.
Viaduct project, Project ID TC364800.”
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Significant progress has been made towards closing the funding gap. The
Department of Transportation has provided revised finance plans and
environmental documentation to the City Council that demonstrates substantial
progress and complies with the information outlined in Section 4 of Ordinance
122686. The final Environmental Assessment (EA) document, signed by the
appropriate agencies, was provided to Councilmembers on December 29, 2008 and
was formally released for public review on December 30, 2008. A public hearing
and Open House supporting the EA release was held on Tuesday, January 13, 2009.
A public briefing on the funding plan was held on Friday, January 23, 2009, before
the Council’s Transportation Committee.

Seattle City Light’s Provisos:

Project Name: Project 1.D. Project Location: Start Date: End Date
Mercer Corridor 8376 Mercer Street & I - 1Q 2007 4Q 2012
| Relocations 5/Dexter Ave N

During the 2008 budget discussion of the relocation of City Light’s transmission facilities along
the Mercer Corridor, the Council determined that the utility should not be responsible for the
portion of the incremental cost to underground the facilities resulting from customer requests for
undergrounding. The Adopted Budget included the following Proviso:

“In addition to the restrictions imposed in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting the
2008 budget and elsewhere, no more than $500,000 of the money appropriated for 2008
for Seattle City Light’s Customer Service and Energy Delivery - CIP BCL may be spent
to pay for undergrounding transmission lines as described in the Mercer Corridor
Relocations, Project ID 8376, CIP project until the chair of the Council’s Energy and
Technology Committee, or successor committee with responsibility for Seattle City Light,
has filed with the City Clerk his or her certification that the Mayor has demonstrated that
the City has secured at least $4.6 million in non-City funds for this project. This proviso
does not restrict spending by the affected BCL for overhead-to-overhead relocation of the
transmission lines.”

Until lifted, that proviso remains in force for the 2008 appropriation as it carries forward;
however, it has no effect on the new 2009 appropriation for the project. Thus, to preserve the
policy direction, City Council approved the following proviso in the 2009-2010 Adopted Budget:

“None of the appropriations in 2009 for the City Light Department may be spent on the
Mercer Corridor Relocations project, Project ID 8376, until authorized by future
ordinance. The Council anticipates that such authority will not be granted until City
Light demonstrates that it has secured contributions from those customers requesting
undergrounding.”
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City Light has demonstrated that it has secured contributions from those customers requesting
undergrounding of the transmission lines. This funding is identified and included in the revised
finance plan and environmental documentation for SDOT’s Mercer Corridor Project that
complies with the information outlined in Section 4 of Ordinance 122686.

e Please check any of the following that apply:
This legislation creates, funds, or anticipates a new CIP Project. (Please note whether

the current CIP is being amended through this ordinance, or provide the Ordinance or Council
Bill number of the separate legislation that has amended/is amending the CIP.)

X  This legislation has financial implications. (Please complete all relevant sections that
follow.)

Note: This legislation removes provisos but does not modify the appropriations or spending
plan in the 2009-2010 Adopted Budget or 2009-2014 Adopted CIP.

e What is the financial cost of not implementing the legislation: If the legislation is not
implemented, construction on the Mercer Corridor Project cannot begin in mid-2009 as planned.
Design is almost complete and pending activities, including utility relocation, are on the critical
path. Delays to the acquisition and construction schedule will result in increased project costs
that are difficult to measure.

e What are the possible alternatives to the legislation that could achieve the same or
similar objectives: None. ‘

e Is the legislation subject to public hearing requirements: No.

e Other Issues (including long-term implications of the legislation): None.

Please list attachments to the fiscal note below:

Attachment 1: 2009-2010 Budget City Council Green Sheet 71-1-C-3.
Attachment 2: 2009-2010 Budget City Council Green Sheet 13-2-A-1.
Attachment 3: 2008 Budget City Council Green Sheet 7-1-B-2
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Attachment 1
2009 - 2010 City Council Budget Action (Green Sheet)
Approved

Tab Action | Option | Version

71 1 C .3

Budget Action Title: Amend SDOT's CIP to revise the description for the Mercer Corridor project, Project
TC365500, and impose a proviso on 2009 funding.

Councilmembers: Burgess; Conlin; Drago
Staff Analyst: Dan Eder
Council Bill or Resolution:
Budget Committee Vote:
Date Result B SC | RC | JD JG6 | BH | NL | RM | TR
11/17/2008 Pass 8- 1 Y Y Y Y )4 Y N Y Y

Summary of Dollar Effect

See the following pages for detailed technical information

009 ) e)

General Subfund

General Subfund Revenues $0 $0
General Subfund Expenditure $0 $0

Net Balance Effect $0 $0

ther Fiind Ré’veh’ues

Other Funds Expenditures

Net Balance Effect
Total All F unds
Total ledget Balance Effect

Description of proposed budget action:

This action would revise the description for the Seattle Department of Transportation’s (SDOT’s)
Mercer Corridor Capital Improvement Program (CIP) project, Project ID TC365500, and impose a
proviso on 2009 appropriations to SDOT’s Major Projects BCL for this project.

This green sheet would impose a proviso as follows:

“No more than $30,000,000 appropriated for 2009 for the Seattle Department of
Transportation (SDOT)’s Major Projects Budget Control Level may be spent for the Mercer
Corridor project (Mercer), Project ID: TC365500, until authorized by future ordinance.
Additionally, none of the money appropriated in 2009 may be spent for Mercer construction
until authorized by future ordinance. Council anticipates that such authority will not be
granted until SDOT has provided the information outlined in Section 4 of Ordinance 122686
and until City Council has had the opportunity to evaluate (1) a revised financing plan and

* CIP Amendment, Has Proviso




Tab Action  Option | Version

71 I C 3

final environmental documentation for the Mercer Corridor project, Project ID TC365500; and
(2) arevised financing plan for the Spokane St. Viaduct project, Project ID TC364800.”

This green sheet would also revise SDOT’s 2009-2014 CIP by amending the description for the
Mercer Corridor project, Project ID TC365500, as follows:

% ok ok

“The 2009 Prepese—d—Adopted Budget 1ncludes a p10V1so lestnctmg spendmg on this pro1ect

BACKGROUND

Spokane and Mercer are not fully funded. Both projects are potentially in competition with one
another for securing funding, including but not limited to state grants, federal grants, and bonding. As
a result, this green sheet places a proviso on Mercer that is subject to the Executive’s submittal of
revised financing plans for both projects.

Ordinance 122686, passed by City Council in May 2008, states that future appropriations authority for
the Mercer Corridor CIP project will not be granted until the Council evaluates the Executive’s
progress towards closing the funding gap for the project. This budget proviso is intended to allow
some spending on the project; the Executive has indicated that information will be submitted to the
City Council for review during the 1% quarter of 2009.

This action is intended to allow the Executive to spend up to $30M of 2009 appropriations for the
Mercer Corridor CIP project, allowing the project to continue on schedule for design, environmental
documentation, property negotiations, and some property acquisition.

There has been discussion on the national level about a possible “Infrastructure Stimulus Package.”
The City is working on a project list that will likely include the Mercer Corridor CIP project, in the
event that such a package is approved. Allowing up to $30M in spending in 2009 is intended to keep
the project on schedule and to show a local commitment to moving the project forward.

20f2



Attachment 2
2009 - 2010 City Council Budget Action (Green Sheet)
Approved

Tab Action | Option | Version

13 2 A 1

Budget Action Title: City Light - Impose a proviso on appropriations in 2009 for the Mercer Corridor
Relocations project until City Light demonstrates that it has secured contributions from customers requesting
undergrounding of facilities.

Councilmembers: Conlin; Godden; Harrell
Staff Analyst: Tony Kilduff

Council Bill or Resolution:

Budget Committee Vote:

Date Result TB SC | RC JD JG | BH | NL | RM | TR

11/12/2008 | Pass 8- 1-Absent Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y -

Summary of Dollar Effect

; See the followmg ages for detaﬂed techmcal mformatlon

’ General Subfund

General Subfund Revenues $0 $0
General Subfund Expenditure $0 $0
Net Balance Effect
k Othek’r Fund Revenues ’k”"k $O — $0
Other Funds Expenditures $0 $0
Net Balance Effect 50 $0
Total All Funds . ‘ . ' .

Total Budget Balance Efiect | 5080

Description of proposed budget action:

This green sheet imposes the following proviso on appropriations in 2009 for the Mercer Corridor
Relocations project, Project ID 8376, until City Light demonstrates that it has secured contributions
from those customers requesting undergrounding of the transmission lines:

"None of the appropriations in 2009 for the City Light Department may be spent on the Mercer
Corridor Relocations project, Project ID 8376, until authorized by future ordinance. The Council
anticipates that such authority will not be granted until City Light demonstrates that it has secured
contributions from those customers requesting undergrounding."”

Background

* Has Proviso




Tab

Action

Option

Version

13

2

4

I

During the 2008 budget discussion of the relocation of City Light’s transmission facilities along the
Mercer corridor, the Council determined that the utility should not be responsible for the portion of
the incremental cost to underground the facilities resulting from customer requests for
undergrounding. As a consequence, it imposed a proviso on the 2008 appropriations until City Light
demonstrated that it has secured contributions from those customers. That proviso remains in force
for the 2008 appropriation as it carries forward; however, it has no effect on the new 2009
appropriation for the project. Thus, if the Council wishes to preserve its policy direction, it will need
to impose a new proviso on the 2009 appropriation.

20f2




Attachment 3
2008 City Council Budget Action (Green Sheet)
Approved

Tab Action | Option | Version

7 1 B 2

Budget Action Title: SCL - Impose a proviso on expenditures for undergrounding transmission lines on
Mercer until City Light secures at least $4.6 million in non-City money for the project.

Councilmember(s): Della; Godden; Licata
Staff Analyst: Kilduff
Council Bill or Resolution:
Budget Committee Vote:
Date Result SC | RC | DD JD JG NL | RM | TR PS

11/07/2007 | Pass 7- 2-Absent Y Y Y Y Y Y Y - -

Summary of Dollar Effect

See the following pages for detailed technical information

General Subfund Revenues

General Subfund Expenditure $0

Net Balance Effect $0

Othéf Fu n,d,,,Revenues,_ ... - $O
Other Funds Expenditures $0
Net Balance Effect : $0

Total Budg’ét'Balzin'ce“Fwa'fect $0

Description of proposed budget action:
This Green Sheet would impose the following Proviso:

“Tn addition to the restrictions imposed in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting the 2008 budget and
elsewhere, no more than $500,000 of the money appropriated for 2008 for Seattle City Light’s
Customer Service and Energy Delivery - CIP BCL may be spent to pay for undergrounding
transmission lines as described in the Mercer Corridor Relocations, Project ID 8376, CIP project until
the chair of the Council’s Energy and Technology Committee, or successor committee with
responsibility for Seattle City Light, has filed with the City Clerk his or her certification that the

* Has Proviso



Tab Action | Option_| Versio

7 I B 2

Mayor has demonstrated that the City has secured at least $4.6 million in non-City funds for this
project. This proviso does not restrict spending by the affected BCL for overhead-to-overhead
relocation of the transmission lines.”

Background

City Light received requests from customers to underground the transmission lines along the Mercer
Corridor as part of the SDOT reconstruction work planned there. The Mayor’s budget include $6.2
million for this:

e $1.2 million is a contribution secured from one of the customers;

¢ $1.6 million to be paid by City Light to complete the undergrounding in front of a
portion of City-owned property; and,

e $3.4 million as yet unsecured.

This budget action would require the Executive to secure the $4.6 million from customers. Total
external funding needed:

$1.2 million (secured) + $3.4 million (unsecured) = $4.6 million.

20f3
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Mercer Corridor Project; removingg restriction in the 2009-
2010 Adopted Budget that limits the Seattle Department of #ransportation’s spending on
the Mercer Corridor Project; removing a restriction in the£009-2010 Adopted Budget
that limits Seattle City Light’s spending on the Mercer @orridor Relocations project; and
removing a restriction in the 2008 Adopted Budget thgt limits Seattle City Light’s
spending on the Mercer Corridor Relocations proje

WHEREAS, it is in the City's best interest to fund and
Corridor Project and the Spokane St. Viaduct agthis time, prior to initiation of the
Alaskan Way Viaduct (AWV) replacement pigfject, because these projects will help
lessen the negative impact of the AWV replgCement project during construction; and

inue implementation of the Mercer

WHEREAS, previous versions of the Mercer idor Project and the Spokane St. Viaduct
finance plans included an unsecured fyfiding gap anticipated from state and federal
sources and private participation; an

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted
considering future appropriati
of whether substantial prog
and

nance 122686 in May 2008 with the intent of
{ authority for the Mercer Corridor Project in the context
is made toward closing the funding gap in both projects;

WHEREAS, the City's 2009-2040 Adopted Budget includes an appropriation of $82,450,000 for
the Seattle Departmeng/of Transportation (SDOT) Mercer Corridor Project with a proviso
limiting spending to£30,000,000 until authorized by a future ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City's 2#09-2010 Adopted Budget includes an appropriation of $7,108,000 for
{ight (SCL) Mercer Corridor Relocations project with a proviso

ing until authorized by a future ordinance; and

Fity's 2008 Adopted Budget included an appropriation of $11,534,000 for the
SCL Mafcer Corridor Relocations project with a proviso limiting spending on

géquesting transmission line undergrounding; and

Form Last Revised on December 31, 2007 1
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WHEREAS, significant progress has been made towards closing the funding gap
Council has had the opportunity to evaluate the revised finance plans
documentation; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS
Section 1. The restrictions imposed by the following 2009

removed and are no longer restrictions for any purpose.

environmental

0 Budget Provisos are

appropriateddor 2009 for the Seattle

projegt (Mercer), Project ID: TC365500,
untjffauthorized by future ordinance.
ditionally, none of the money
ppropriated in 2009 may be spent for
ercer construction until authorized by
future ordinance. Council anticipates
that such authority will not be granted
until SDOT has provided the
information outlined in Section 4 of
Ordinance 122686 and until City
Council has had the opportunity to
evaluate (1) a revised financing plan and
final environmental documentation for
the Mercer Corridor project, Project ID
TC365500; and (2) a revised financing
plan for the Spokane St. Viaduct project,
Project ID TC364800.”

Department | Green Sheet Proviso Dy ription Budget
Control Level
Transportation #71-1-C-3 | “No more than30,000,000 Major Projects

City Light /

#13-2-A-1

“None of the appropriations in 2009 for
the City Light Department may be spent
on the Mercer Corridor Relocations
project, Project ID 8376, until
authorized by future ordinance. The
Council anticipates that such authority

Customer
Services &
Energy
Delivery - CIP
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will not be granted until City Light
demonstrates that it has secured

contributions from those customers
requesting undergrounding.”

Section 2. The restrictions imposed by the following 2

and are no longer restrictions for any purpose.

08 Budget Proviso are removed

undergrounding transmission lines as

fescribed in the Mercer Corridor
4 Relocations, Project ID 8376, CIP

project until the chair of the Council’s
Energy and Technology Committee, or
successor committee with responsibility
for Seattle City Light, has filed with the
City Clerk his or her certification that
the Mayor has demonstrated that the
City has secured at least $4.6 million in
non-City funds for this project. This
proviso does not restrict spending by the
affected BCL for overhead-to-overhead
relocation of the transmission lines.”

Department | Green Sheet Description Budget
Control Level
City Light #7-1-B-2 “In additiondo the restrictions imposed Customer
in Sectiong(c) of the ordinance adopting Services &
the 2008budget and elsewhere, no more Energy

Delivery - CIP
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Section 3. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and aft
its approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10)
after presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.02

Passed by the City Council the day of 2009, and

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

day of , 2009.

President of the City Council

Approved by me this day of , 2009.

egory J. Nickels, Mayor

Filed by me this day of , 2009.

City Clerk
(Seal)
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235709 No. 122922-21-20
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™ 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:TITLE-ONLY ORDINANCE
was published on

03/10/09

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of § 56.60, which amount
has been paid in full. . ;

C [ /7 S
Notary public for the State”of Washington,
residing in Seattle

Affidavit of Publication



State of Washington, King County

City-efSeattle

TITLE-ONLY PUBLI CATION

The full text of the following ordinances,
passed by the City Council on February 23,
2009, and published here by title only, will
be mailed upon request, or can be accessed
at http://clerk.ci.seattle.wa.us. For further
information, contact the Seattle City Clerk
at 684-8344, :

ORDINANCE NO. 122922

AN ORDINANCE appropriating money to
pay certain audited claims and ordering the.
payment thereof,

ORDINANCE NO. 122921

AN .ORDINANCE relating to the 2009
Budget; recognizing the carry forward of
an unexpended appropriation from the 2008
budget; appropriating unexpended funds for:
non-capital purposes to the 2009 Budget of
Finance General; and authorizing a con-
tract to develop green energy jobsand a pre-
apprenticeship program at the Puget Sound
Industrial Excellence Center; all by a three-
fourths vote of the City Council,

ORDINANCE NO. 122920

AN ORDINANCE relating to the Mercey
Corridor Project; removing a restriction in
the 2009-2010 Adopted Budget that limits
the Seattle Department of Transportation’s
spending on the Mercer Corridor Project;
removing a restriction in the 2009-2010
Adopted Budget that limits Seattle City
Light’s spending on the Mercer Corridor
Relocations project; and removing a restric-
tion in the 2008 Adopted Budget that limits
Seattle City Light's spending on the Mercer
Corridor Relocations project.

Date of publication in the Seattle Daily

Journal of Commerc,e; March 10, 2009.

= 8/10(235709)
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