
Notice of Appeal of Final Waterfront LID Assessment Recommendation.  
Final Waterfront LID No. 6751 
Hearing Examiner Case No. CWF-0338 
King County Parcel No.  2538830600 
Address: 1521 Second Avenue, Apt. 1804, Seattle, WA 98101 
 
  
My name is Frederick Hsu and I am the owner of the condominium unit  located 
at 1521 2nd Avenue, Apt 1804, Seattle WA, 98101 (Parcel No. 2538830600).  I 
object to the Final Assessment for our parcel and now submit this appeal of the 
Recommendations of the Hearing Examiner regarding Waterfront LID No. 6751 
Case No. CWF-0338.   
 
Per the Hearing Examiner  “The Objector failed to meet the burden of proof 
required to demonstrate that the property will not receive a special benefit or 
that the City appraisal valuation process was flawed.” 
 
I humbly disagree with Hearing Examiner.    In addition to the previously 
submitted Exhibit A – Comparative Market Analysis Summary, Exhibit B – 
Comparative Market Analysis Report, and Exhibit C – Redfin C, the City’s own 
Department of Assessment valued our property at $2,142,000 for the year of 
2020 (see Exhibit D).   The City’s LID appraisal valuation of a market value of 
$2,300,377 with LID is already misaligned with the City’s Department of 
Assessment and demonstrates the valuation process is flawed. 
 
 
Further, pursuant to: 

SMC 20.04.090.C 

Any finding, recommendation, or decision of the Hearing Examiner, or 
officer designated by the City Council to conduct a hearing pursuant to 
RCW 35.44.070 and RCW 35.44.080, shall be subject to appeal to the 
City Council, which may direct that the appeal shall be heard by a 
committee thereof. 

However, we are not able to follow the instructions pursuant to: 
 
SMC 20.04.110 - Appeal to City Council 



 
In the event of an appeal to the City Council or a committee thereof the 
notice of appeal shall cite by page and line and quote verbatim that 
portion or portions of the findings, recommendations and decisions of the 
Hearing Examiner or officer from which the appeal is taken. The notice of 
appeal shall also include a concise statement of the basis therefor and in 
the event that appellant deems the references on the findings, 
recommendations and decisions inadequate, a reference by metered 
index numbers to the places in the electronically prepared record of the 
hearing where the pertinent material may be found. The notice of appeal 
shall also designate by name or title and by sub number the items or 
exhibits in the record to which reference will be made in argument or 
comment before the City Council or committee. Preparation of a written 
verbatim transcript of all or any designated part of the hearing shall be at 
the appellant's initiative and expense, but shall not be required unless 
within five (5) working days after the filing of a notice of appeal the City 
Council or designated committee thereof so notifies the appellant, who in 
no event shall be required to pay the cost of any portion of a verbatim 
transcript not pertinent to appellant's own appeal. 

Because the City has not provided “metered index numbers”, therefore our 
appeal cannot reference them.  However, as part of the prehearing 
conference, we recommend that the Public Works committee secure and 
provide appellants with such a record, so that the appeals can then be 
supplemented with that additional information, so as to make the 
Committee’s consideration of each individual appeal more efficient and 
fair.  Instead page numbers of attached exhibits are referenced. 
  
We request an appeal hearing with the City Council. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Frederick Hsu 
 


