A RESOLUTION submitting a proposition to the qualified clectors of the
City, at the general clection to be held on November 3, 2002, to amend
Article IV, Subsection 1B of the Charter of the City of Seattle to modify
the requirements concerning the twenty (20) day time period allowed for
the City Clerk to transnut 2n initiative petiion and his or her report thereon
10 the City Council so taat sud time period commences with receipt of the
verification of the sufficiency of petition signatures. callimg en the City
Clerk to certify the proposed amendments (o the Director of the
Department of Records and Elections of King County and directing such
Director to submit the proposition to City voters; and providing for the
publication of such proposed amendiients.
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A RESOLUTION submitting a proposition to the qualified electors of the City, at the
general eiectior to be held on November 5, 2002, to amend Article IV, Subsection 1B of the
Charter of the City of Seattle to modify the requiremenis concerning the twenty (20) day
time period allowed for the City Clerk to transmit an initiative petition and his or her report
thereon to the City Council so that said time period commences with receipt of the
verification of the sufficiency of petition signatures; calling on the City Clerk to certify the
proposed amendments to the Director of the Department of Records and Elections of King
County and directing such Director to submit the proposition to City voters; and providing
for the publication of such proposed amendments.

WHEREAS, Article IV, Subsecuon 1B of the Seattle City Charter requires the City Clerk to
cause the verification of the sufficiency of the signatures contained on a citizens’
initiative petition; and

WHEREAS, Article IV, Subsection 1B of the Seattle City Charter further requires the City
Clerk to transmit such a petition with the Clerk’s report on the verification to the
City Council at a regular meeting not more than twenty (20) days after the filing of
the petition; and

WHEREAS, current Washington State law (RCW 35A.29.170) provides that the
responsibility for verification of signatures to determine the sufficiency of such
citizens’ petitions rests with the County and verification of signatures, and the
timeline for such verification, is not within the control of the City; and

WHEREAS, State law (RCW 35A.01.040(4)) currently requires the City Clerk to transmit
such petitions to the County within three working days after the filing of the petition;
and

WHEREAS, State law (RCW 35A.01.040(4)) currently requires that “the [County] officer
whose duty it 1s to determine the sufficiency of the petition shall proceed to make
such a determination with reasonable promptness . . 7, and

WHEREAS, the City Clerk cannot report to the City Council concerning the sufficiency of
initiative petitions until he or she has received verification of such sufficiency from
the County officer charged by State law with making such a determination; and

WHEREAS, the Charter provision requiring the City Clerk to report to the City Council
concerning petition verification at a regular meeting not more than twenty (20) days
after the filing of the petition thus purports to require something from the City that it
potentially cannot provide; and

WHEREAS, the City’s potential inability to fulfill the provision of the Charter requiring the

City Clerk to report to the City Council concerning petition verification at a rcgn%
{
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meeting not more than twenty (20) days after the filing of the petition arguably may
leave the City exposed to potential liability for things beyond the City’s control; and

WHEREAS, while Washington State law regarding the timeline for the verification of
signatures may change from time to time, the City will comply with the state law in
effect at any given time; and

WHEREAS, modifying the City Charter to comport with state law would creat= uniformity
between these two bodies of law and greater legal clarity;

NOW THEREFORE,
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS

FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Subject to the approval of a proposition by a majority of the qualifiec
electors casting votes thereon, Article IV, Subsection 1B of the Charter of the City of Seattle
is amended as follows:

ARTICLE 1V. Legislative Department.
Section 1. -

B. INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM; HOW EXERCISED; PETITIONS;

VERIFICATION OF SIGNATURES; COMPLETION OF PETITION,

CONSIDERATION IN COUNCIL:

The first power reserved by the people is the initiative. It may be exercised on petition of a
number of registered voters equal to not less than ten (10) percent of the total numiber of
votes cast for the office of Mayor at the last preceding municipal election, proposing and
asking for the enactment as an ordinance of a bill or measure, the full text of which shall be
included in the petition. Prior to circulation for signatures, such petition shall be filed with
the City Clerk in the form prescribed by ordinance, and by such officer assigned a serial
number, dated, and approved or rejected as to form, and the petitioner so notified within five
(5) days afier such filing. Signed petitions shall be filed with the City Clerk within one
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hundred eighty (180) days after the date of ap, -oval of the form of such petitions. Upon

such filing, the City Clerk shall cause the verification of the sufficiency of the signatures to

thcpctiﬁon.mdmnmﬁtit,togethﬂwimhisorharepmﬂmtodwCityCmmilua
regular meeting not more than twenty (20) days after the City Clerk has received verification
of the ((fiking)) sufficiency of such ((signed)) petition((;)) signatures from the officer

transmission shall be the introduction of the initiative bill or measure in the City Council. If
the Clerk shall find any petition, which, upon filing had a sufficient number of signatures,
has((te-have)) insufficient verified signatures, he or she shall notify the principal petitioners,
and an additional twenty (20) days shall be allowed them in which to complete such petition
to the required percentage. Consideration of such initiative petition shall take precedence
over all other business before the City Council, except appropriation bills and emergency
measures.

Section 2. The King County Director of Records and Elections, as ex officio
supervisor of elections, is hereby directed to suomit to the qualified electors of the City the
proposition set forth below at the City general -lection on November 5, 2002.

The City Clerk is hercby authorized and directed to certify the proposition to the
King County Director of Records and Elections in the following form:

CITY OF SEATTLE CHARTER AMENDMENT NO.___
Time Period for Transmitting Initiative Petition and Signatures
The Seattle City Council has adopted Resolution - concerning a proposed
amendment to City Charter Article IV, Subsection 1B. This measure would modify the
Charter provision to require the City Clerk to report to the City Council concerning the

sufficiency of initiative petition signatures at a regular meeting not more than 20 days after
the Clerk receives verification of the sufficiency of such petition signatures from the officer
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responsible under state law forsuchvaiﬁcation.TbeChuw'cmmﬂquuimtbsCity
ClerktosorepoﬁwitlﬁnZOdaysaﬁathcﬁlingofthcsigwdpeﬁtion.

Shouldd\epmpoeedSanleCityChutaammtbe:

Section3.  The City Clerk shall certify to the Director of the Department of
Records and Elections of King County as Supervisor of Elections the charter amendment
proposed herein in the form of a ballot title conforming to the foregoing statement of the
same, with any alterations the City Attorney shall deem appropriate in carrying out his
duties pursuant to RCW 29.27.066, and shall certify a copy of the proposed Charter
amendment, and the same shall be published by the City Clerk in two daily newspapers in
the city for at least (30) days prior to such election, as required by the City Charter, and as
required by RCW 35.22.170.

Section 4. Should the voters approve both this proposition and the proposition being
submitted at the same election to amend Article IV, Subsection IB, of the Seattle City
Charter to modify the requirements concerning verification of the sufficiency of initiative
petition signatures, then both the modifications made by that other proposition and the
modifications made by this proposition shall be given effect.

Adopted by the City Council the ﬂ_ day of Sy '11_'- niby 2002, and signed

by me in open session in authentication of its passage this 3 _ day of é&)_ﬁmﬁu :
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President of the City Council

Filed by me this 3"J day of _Sgﬁméc_ 2002~

(SEAL)
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Legislative Department .

Office of City Clerk

Memorandum

Date: August 29, 2002

Ta: Counci! President Peter Stei k

From: Judith Pippin, City Clerk e
Mary Denzel, Director,

John Taylor, Central Staff

Subject: Resolutions Proposing Charter Amendments

Attached to this memo you will find four (4) Resolutions that propose amendments to the City Charter, and
the related fiscal notes. These Resolutions will be presented to the Full Council at its Regular Meeting on
Tuesday, September 3, 2002, for Introduction and Adoption.

The concepts addressed in, and the reasons for, these charter amendments were presented to you and to each
Councilmember earlier this year. It is desired that these charter amendments be placed on the November 5,
2002 ballot The table below shows summaries of the proposed changes:

PROPOSED CHARTER CHANGES

Article/Section Proposed Change Purpose
Art IV Subsection 13A | Allow publishing of summaries of ordinances passed as Cost saving
allowed by state law (instead of whole text, which is
expensive to publish)
Art XX, Sections 1 & 2 | Allow publishing of Charter amendments once a week for | Cost saving
four weeks (as allowed in state law) instead of for 30 days
in two newspapers as required by the Charter.
Art IV Subsection 1B Modify the Charter’s timeline for the Clerk to report to
Council on the sufficiency of petition signatures for Replacing a
initiatives. The Charter gives 20 days from date of filing of | responsibility that
the petition. The state gives the responsibility for verifying | the City cannot
signatures to the County. The City cannot control the time | fulfill with one the
the County takes. The change is to require the Clerk to City can fulfill.
report within 20 days of receiving the report from the
County on the sufficiency of the signatures.
Art IV Subsection 1B Replace language that holds the Clerk responsible for Correcting outdated
and verifying the sufficiency of petition signatures with assignment of
Art XX Section 2 language that acknowlec »es this duty is assigned by state responsibility.
law, (and is currently assigned to the County Auditor).
Room 104, Municipal Building, Seattle, Washington 98104-1892
(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025
email: clerk@ci.seattle.wa.us o,
Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.  An equal opportunity-affirmative action employer *’Q
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waysbefmthedaofﬂ:eelecﬁonfawbichﬂzymddmm the ballot, the Council must have
ndoptndtbelluohnion:byFriday,Septemba(:, 2002. Therefore, we are submitting the Resolutions to you
tthwﬁmmdAdopﬁonnﬂ:eRegulnFuﬂCmﬂMeeﬁngofMy.Sepled:u'3.2002.

Umhwmquﬁmmmepwwdcwm«hmnm“w
do not hesitate to contact me at 4-8361 or Mary Denzel at 4-8158.

Attachments (8)

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

(206) 684-8344  Fax: (206) 386-9025 TTY: (206) 233-0025 w
mn: :'l-:'. "

clerk@ci.seattle.wa.us
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Mary Denzel

A/  "t28,2002

T  tydays charter amend
Version #1.

Fiscal Note
Each piece of legislation that appropriates funds, creates position authority, or will create a
financial impact through policy direction or otherwise, requires a fiscal note. The fiscal note
should be drafted by department staff and should include all relevant 1inancial information. After
preparation by departmental staff, the Department of Finance will review and make necessary
revisions before transmittal to Council.

Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/FPhone:
| Legislative | Mary Denzel 684-£158 | Sara Levin ]
Title:

A RESOLUTION submitting a proposition to the qualified electors of the City, at the general |
election to be held on November 5, 2002, to amend Article IV, Subsection 1B of the Charter of
theCityofSamletomodifymemquirememsooncemingthetwany(m)daytimepaiod
allowed fortheCityClexkwmmﬁtminiﬁaﬁvcpeﬁﬁonmlﬁlorhuwmmwthe
City Council so that s¢1d time period commences with receipt of the verification of the
sufficiency of petitior signatures; calling on the City Clerk to certify the proposed amendmen s
to the Director of the L= artment of Records and Elections of King County and directing su« 1
Director to submit the proposition to City voters; and providing for the publication of such
proposed amendments.

Summary of the iegislation:

This measure +-ould modify the Charter provision in Article IV, Subsection 1B requiring the
City Clerk to report to tie City Cuncil concerning the sufficiency of initiative petition
signatmesataregulumeetingmtmonthm20daysaﬁutheClakmeivuvaiﬁcdionofme
sufficiency of such petition signatures from the officer responsible under state law for such
verification. The Charter currently requires the City Clerk to so report within 20 days after the
filiag of the signed petition.

Appropriations (in $1,000’s):

Fund Name and Department Budget Control 2002 2003 Anticipated

Number Level* Appropriation | Appropriation
TOTAL

* This is line of business for operating budgets, and program or project Jor capital
improvements

Notes:

Expenditures (in $1,000’s):

Fund Name and Department Budget Control | 2002 2003 Anticipated
Number Level* Expenditures Expenditures
Revised August 6, 2002 1
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Mary Denzel
August 28, 2002
Twenty days charter amend
Version #1.

TOTAL

* This is line of business for operating budgets, and program or project for capital
improvements
Notes:

Revised August 6, 2002
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Twenty days charter amend
Version #1.

| Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement (in $1,000's):

| Fund Name and Department Revenue Source 2002 2003
} Number Revenue Revenue
TOTAL :
Notes: ;f
Total Permanent Positions Created Or Abrogated Through Legislation, Including FTE Impact;
Estimated FTE Impact for Temporary Positions: p
“Fund Name and Department | Position Title* 2002 FTE 2003 FTE :‘ '_
Number i :
» Ag
TOTAL 1 a
* List each position separately i i
Do positions sunset in the future? (If yes, identify sunset date): - !
[NA ]

| I l Background (Include brief description which states the purpose and context of legislation and
include record of previous legislation and funding history, if applicable):
As currently written, the Charter requires the City Clerk to cause the verification of the
sufficie~cy of the signatures contained on a citizens’ initiative petition and to transmit such a
petition with the Clerk’s report on the verification to the City Council at a regular meeting not
more than twenty (20) days after the filing of the petition. Washington State law (RCW
15A.29.170) provides that the responsibility for verification of signatures to determine the
sufficiency of such citizens’ petitions rests with the County. Because of this, verification of
signatures, and the timeline for such verification, is not within the control of the Citv. The
City’s potential inability to fulfill the provision of the Charter requiring the City Clerk to report
to the City Council concerning petition verification at a regular meeting not more than twenty
(20) days after the filing of the petition arguably may leave the City exposed to potential
liability for things beyond the City’s control. The proposed change would require the City Clerk
to transmit the petition and his or her report thereon to the City Council not more than twenty
(20) days after the Clerk has received verification of the sufficiency of such signed petition
signatures from the officer responsible for verification of the sufficiency of signatures. This still
provides a reasonable time limit on the portion of this process that the City can take
responsibili‘y for.

The f nanciz! cost of not implementing the legislation (Estimate the costs to the City of not k
implen:enting the legislation, including estimated costs to maintain or expand an existing ;
facility or the cos: avoidance due to replacement of an existing facility, potential conflicts with
regulatory i wguirements, or other potential costs if the legislation is not implemented):

[ To the extent that the City could be challenged for not abiding by this provision of the Charter |

Revised August 6, 2002 3




Mary Denzel

August 28, 2002

Twenty days charter amend
Version #1.

(having the City Clerk verify signatures and report on that verification within twenty days of
the filing of the petition), not changing this provision in the Charter arguably may leave the

City exposed to potential liability for things beyond the City's control.

Pmshkd&naﬁvutothehghhﬂuwhkhmﬂnﬂweﬂemwmw,«dva
{Include any potential alternatives to the proposed legislation, including using an existing
fa~ility to fulfill the uses envisioned by t' = proposed project, adding components to or
sub:racting components from the tot~" Josed project, contracting with an outside

organization to provide the services th ‘Ml project would fill, or other alternatives):
| Continve the status quo, without the harter change.

Is the legislation subject to public hearing requirements (If yes, what public hearings have
been held to date):
| No ]

[mier Issues (including long-term implications of the legislation): -

FOR CAPITAL PROJECTS ONLY

Background (Include brief description that states the purpose and context of legislation, the
expected useful life, anticipated customers/users, assumed level of LEED or other sustainable

rdesJULclements. Also include record of previous legislation and ing hi if applicable):

Project Name: lmm: Isnrmm: lElane:

Spending Plan and Future Appropriations for Capitai Projects (Fstimate cost of legislation
over time;, list timing of anticipated appropriation authority requests and expected spending plan.
Please identify your cost estimate methodology including inflation assumptions and key
assumptions related to the timing of appropriation requests and expected evpenditures. In addition,
include the projected costs of meeting the LEED Silver standard in all facilities and buildings with
over 5,000 gross square feet of occupied space. Also, be sure to include percent for art and percent
for design as appropriate):

Spending Plan and Budget | 2002 | 2003 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | Total |
| Spending Plan

Current Year Appropriation
Future Appropriations

Key Assumptions:

. : ]

Revised Augus. , 2002 4
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Twenty days charter amend
Version #1.

Funding source ﬂdenﬁfyﬁmdingsomeshwludingmmmgenmtedﬁunﬂwpmjectmme

expected level of funding from each source):
Funding Source 2002 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | Total
TOTAL
Revised August 6, 2002
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Bond Financing Required (If the project or program requires financing, please list type of
financing, amount, interest rate, term and annual debt service sr payment amount. Please include
issuance costs of 3% in listed amount):

Type Amount Assumed Term Timing Expected
Interest Rate Annual Debt
Service/Payment
TOTAL

Uses and Sources for Operation and Maintenance Costs for the Project (Estimate cost of
one-time startup, operating and maintaining the project over a six year period and identify each
fund source available. Estimate the annual savings of implementing the LEED Silver standard.
Identify key assumptions such as staffing required, assumed utility usage and rates and other
potential drivers of the facility’s cost):

o&M 3002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 ' 2006 | 2007 | Total
Uses
Start Up
On-going
Sources (itemize)
Key Assumptions:
: |

Periodic Major Maintenance costs for the project (Bstimateapiulcostofpafolminspuiodic
maintenance over iife of facility. Please identify ‘major work items, frequency):
Major Maintenance Item Frequency Cost | Likely Funding Source |

TOTAL

Funding sources for replacement of project (Identify possible and/or recommended method
of financing the project replacement costs): s

Revised August 6, 2002 6
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY
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150037

No. RESOLUTION IN FULL
City of Seattle,Clerk's 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
mdduringallofsaidtimewaspﬁnwdinanoﬁicemlinuimdam\eafotuaidplweofpubliuﬁonofdm
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 1o its subscribers during the below stated period.
The annexed notice, a

CT:RESOLUTION 30516
was published on
9/26/2002
L
/ Subscribed and sworn to before me on
9/26/2002 LTS
2 '\\.,'ah N P4’:,:”’/,
Notary public for the $tate of Washington, o % Z
residing in Seattle = &Y WOTARy A B
Affidavit of Publication R : =
e ‘-\Q' . .": ::
ot 21. 1 \Q"';.«ét§
4 ) L meseewd® ‘\‘\\3\\_\
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State of Washington, King County
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STEINBRUECK.
Filed by me this 3rd day of September.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY
--§8.

149473 No. RESOLUTION IN FULL
City of Seattle,Clerk's Office
Affidavit of Publication

Theunda:iglwd,monm:ummmeismwﬂnﬁudwﬁvedmhﬂymww
Commerce, a daily newspaper, whichncwsmperisaleplnempuperof'uwnlcimﬂlﬁonmdithm
and has been for more than six mnd\spriotwthedateofpubliaﬁonluaimﬁefm!medw.pnhﬁdndin
lheEnglishlanguagceontinuomlynndnilywwinSemle.Kin;Coumy.dengmnditism
and during all of said time was pri ted in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspapet.mDailyloumllofComnueewnsmlheI?dayoﬂune. 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

mmiceinﬂ\eemfammmed.wpubﬁdndinmuluisﬂmofﬂnbﬂy
Journal of Commerce, which was regularly dis ributed to its subscribers during the below stated period.
The annexed notice, a

CT:RESOLUTION 30516
was published on
9/12/2002 Q
/ Subscribed and sworn to before me on
9/1272002
7%”‘/“’\—/“\\\“: i 'l"’ iy .
Notary public for the Statd of Washington, =\~ —.." 457,
R S QS
Affidavit of Publication $ S s : ',{i..;;.‘?
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STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

--5S.

150117 No.
City of Seattle,Clerk's Office
Affidavit of Publication

mmmmu.mmwmsmmcm.wmumm
md&nhgaﬂofddﬁmwpﬁmedhmoﬁanﬁwuﬁewpudm&m
W.mbﬂylmmlommwuomhe 12* day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
mbyﬂnSwaiorCamofKinaCamy.

Thenodeeintbemformmed.wapublhbdinmhhmofmwy
JmmofcMwwmnmamemmmmmmum
The annexed notice, a
CT:NOTICE OF ELECTION
was published on

09/30/02 10/01/02 10/02/02 10/03/02 10/04/02 10/05/02 10/07/02 10/08/02 10/09/02 10/10/02 10/11/02
10/12/02 10/14/02 10/15/02 10/16/02 10/17/02 10/18/02 10/19/02 10/21/02 10/22/02 10/23/02 10/24/02
10/25/02 10/26/02 10/28/02 10/29/02 10/30/02 10/31/02 11/01/02 11/02/02

Affidavit of Publication
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