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RESOLUTION _3[OO |

A RESOLUTION adopting new rules governing Council procedures for quasi-judicial proceedings,
and rescinding previous rules.

WHEREAS, on January 16, 1990 the City Council adopted Resolution 28118 estabhshlng the Rules
for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, on March 18, 1996 the Council adopted Resolution 29315, which amended the Rules
for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before the City Council to implement the requirements of
State regulatory reform legislation, Chapter 347 of the Laws of 1995; and

WHEREAS, the Council intends to rescind the revised Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings
Before the City Council and replace them with amended rules that, among other things,
cover Council quasi-judicial actions, fill in identified gaps in procedures, and change
some previous procedures, with a goal of making them more readable, understandable,
and easier to apply.

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

Section 1. The rules attached to this Resolution as Attachment A, the Council Rules for
Quasi-Judicial Proceedings (the "2007 Rules") are hereby adopted.

Section 2. The 2007 Rules govern Council quasi-judicial proceedings 1) on appeals of
the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation on incentives and controls for Landmarks filed on or
after the effective date of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115950; 2) on appeals of
Hearing Examiner Recommendations on Type IV decisions filed with the City Clerk and
applications for Type IV decisions filed with the Department of Planning and Development on or
after the effective date of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951; and 3) on appeals of
other quasi-judicial actions covered by the 2007 Rules, on or after the effective date of the
ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951,

Section 3. The Rules for Quasi-judicial Proceedings Before the City Counqil adopted by

Resolution 28118 and amended by Resolution 29315 shall be rescinded on the later of the
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effective dates of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951 or the ordinance submitted as

Council Bill 115950.
oy
Section 3. Adopted by the City Council the | 77 day of Smjr_eﬂb_eg\_,, 2007, and

signed by me in open session in authentication of its adoption this } 7ﬁday of

Ceptemhel ,2007.

President of the City Council

Filed by me this \’d[ day of WLAA 2007.

/QZAMA P mﬁw
U City Clerk * v

(Seal)

Attachment A: Council Rules for Quasi-Judicial Prdceedings
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COUNCIL RULES FOR QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS
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Attachment A: Council Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings
I. APPLICABILITY AND PURPOSE

A. The purpose of these rules is to establish procedures for quasi-judicial actions
before the Council and to implement the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine, Revised
Code of Washington (RCW) Chapter 42.36.

B. Pursuant to Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) chapter 23.76, the following Type IV
Land Use Decisions, along with any integrated decision to exercise substantive
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) authority and any associated Type I land
use decisions listed in SMC 23.76.006C2, are governed by these rules:

1. Counéil conditional uses;

2. Amendments to the Official Land Use Map (rezones), except for area-wide
amendments;

2. Approval of a property use and development agreement (PUDA) that is
required as a condition of rezone approval, or an amendment of a PUDA that
represents a major departure from the terms of the prior decision, pursuant to
SMC 23.76.058;

3. Major institution master plan adoption, major amendments to major
institution master plans, and renewal of a major institution master plan
developmeﬁt plan component pursuant to SMC 23.69;

4. Public projects as defined in SMC 23.84A.030 that require City Council
approval. |

C. The following quasi-judicial actions are also governed by these rules:

1. Amendments to a PUDA that was required as a condition of rezone approval
and that represent a minor departure from the terms of the PUDA, pursuant
to SMC 23.76.058,

2. Requests to extend Type IV Land Use Decisions, pursuant to SMC
23.76.060;

3. Appeals of an individual’s final assessment for a Local Improvement District
pursuant to SMC 20.04.090;

4. Appeals of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation on controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks pursuant to SMC 25.12. 630;

5. Appeals of the Office of Housing (OH) Director's decision to deny an

application for a multifamily housing property tax exemption pursuant to

2
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1L

SMC 5.73.060;

6. Other actions that are quasi-judicial or subject to the Appearance of Fairness
Doctrine as defined in these rules.

D. In case of conflict between these rules and the SMC, the SMC controls.

DEFINITIONS

A. "Appearance of Fairness Doctrine" refers to the provisions of the Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) chapter 42.36.

B. "Appellant" is a person who submits an appeal of a Hearing Examiner’s
recommendation or decision on a quasi-judicial action covered by these rules, or an
appeal of the OH Director's decision to deny an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemption.

C. "Certificate of Mailing" means a signed sworn statement that a document has been
mailed by first class mail on the date stated in the certificate and to the persons
named at the addresses listed in the certificate.

D. “Committee” means the City Council committee charged with making
recommendations on a quasi-judicial action.

E. "Ex parte communication” means any direct or indirect communication between a
Councilmember and a proponent, opponent, or a party of record that is made
outside of a Council hearing or meeting considering a quasi-judicial action and that
concerns the merits of the quasi-judicial action pending before the City Council.

F. "Party of record" means, as it relates to a quasi;judicial action pending before
Council:

1. any person who appeals a recommendation or decision in a quasi-judicial
action;

2. the City agency making a recommendation, decision or determination on a
quasi-judicial action that is pending before the Council and any of its
employees or agents; ‘

3. the owner(s) of the property subject to the quasi-judicial action;

4. any person who filed an application for a permit or development approval
that is the basis for the quasi-judicial action pending before the Council; and

5. any person granted party status through intervention at the Hearing

Examiner proceeding or during the City Council quasi-judicial proceeding.

3
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G. "Pending" means the period of time during which a quasi-judicial action is under
consideration by the Council. For purposes of these rules, a quasi-judicial action is
considered to be under consideration by the Council beginning on the date shown
on the front of the Clerk File as the "Date filed with City Clerk", which for actions
based upon a Hearing Examiner recommendation, is pursuant to subsection IV.D
below. A quasi-judicial action remains under consideration before the Council until
the final termination of all judicial appeals of the Council decision in the quasi-
judicial matter.

H. "Person" means an individual, partnership, corporation, entity, association, or
public or private organization of any character.

I. "Quasi-judicial action" or "quasi-judicial matter" means an action of the City
Council that determines the legal rights, duties or privileges of specific parties in a
hearing or other contested case proceeding. Quasi-judicial actions do not include
legislative actions adopting, amending or revising comprehensive, community or
neighborhood plans, zoning regulations, other land use planning documents, or the
adoption of area-wide amendments to the Official Land Use Map.

J. "Quasi-judicial proceeding" means the procedure by which Council considérs a
quasi-judicial action.

K. “Record, substantive” means the Hearing Examiner’s record as supplemented by
the Council pursuant to these rules, including the trans-cript and/or recording of the
hearing before the Hearing Examiner, the exhibits admitted into‘evidence, and the
other documents in the Hearing Examiner proceeding or, for an appeal of a denial
of an application for a multifamily housing tax exemption by the OH Director, the
exhibits and other documents compiled by the OH Director in denying the
application.

L. “Record, procedural” means the procedural and pre-hearing documents and
materials filed with and considered by the Council that are not part of the
substantive record, and the disclosures of ex-parte communications placed on the
record as required by RCW chapter 42.36 and these rules.

M. "Valid" means submitted in compliance with all requirements of the Seattle

Municipal Code and these rules.
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III. APPEARANCE OF FAIRNESS

A. While a quasi-judicial action is pending before Council, no member of the City
Council may engage in ex parte communications. Council staff shall take
precautions o assist City Councilmembers in avoiding ex parte communications,
such as screening Councilmember phone calls and written communications and
sending notice of pending quasi-judicial actions to Councilmembers.

B. If an ex parte communication does occur, then:

1. The Councilmembér shall, either orally or in writing, place in the procedural
record the substance of any such ex parte communications; and

2. The Councilmember shall make a public announcement at each meeting or
hearing on the quasi-judicial action of the content of any such ex parte
‘communications and the right of parties of record to rebut the substance of
the communication (As one means of accomplishing this, the Council may
announce at each meeting or hearing that there have been ex parte
corhmunications, that a written summary of such communications is
available, and that the parties of record have an opportunity for rebuttal at
that meeting or hearing).

C. The prohibition against ex parte communication does not preclude a member of the
Council from questioning the parties of record concerning matters in the record
during the meetings or hearings before the Council on the quasi-judicial action.

D. An ex-parte communication disclosed and announced pursuant to these rules and
any rebuttal thereto is part of the Council’s procedural record, and the substance of
the communication shall not be considered by Council in making its decision.

E. Anyone seeking to rely on the appearance of fairness doctrine to disqualify a
Councilmember from participating in a decision must raise the challenge as soon as
the basis for disqualification is made known to the person. Where the basié is
known or reasonably should have been known prior to the issuance of a decision
and is not raised prior to the issuance of the decision, it may not be relied on to
invalidate the decision.

F. If a Councilmember is challenged for violating the appearance of fairness doctrine

or for bias or prejudice, the Councilmember shall respond on the record either by:
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1. Agreeing with the challenge and disqualifying himself or herself from acting
on the quasi-judicial matter. The disqualified Councilmember may not vote
and may not participate in the hearing and deliberation process, even if not
voting. In addition, the disqualified Councilmember should not discuss the
merits of the proposal with other Councilmembers; or

2. Disagreeing with the challenge and either:

a. Stating on the record why the Councilmember believes either that there
have been no violations of the appearance of fairness doctrine because
there have been no ex parte communications or why any violations have
been cured by placing all ex parte communications on the record and
providing an opportunity for rebuttal; or

b. Stating on the record why the Councilmember believes that he or she is
not biased and/or has not prejudged the merits and can therefore fairly
and impartially hear and decide the matter. |

G. In the event of a challenge to a Councilmember that would cause a lack of a
quorum or would result in an inability to obtain a majority vote as required by law,
any such challenged Councilmember(s) shall be permitted to fully participate in the
proceeding and vote as though the challenge had not occurred, if the
Councilmember(s) publicly discloses the basis for disqualification prior to
rendering a decision. Such participation shall not subject the decision to a challenge
by reason of violation of the appearance of fairness doctrine.

IV. GENERAL PROCEDURES

A. The Council may refer any quasi-judicial action to the appropriate Council
committee to review the merits of the action and to make a recommendation to the
full Council.

B. The committee chair is authorized to make rulings or determinations regarding
procedural matters, or may refer such matters to the committee for discussion and
vote. '

C. Electronic filing is not permitted of documents allowed or required to be filed
pursuant to these rules.

D. When the quasi-judicial proceeding includes a Hearing Examiner recommendation

or decision, the date that is shown on the Clerk File as the ‘“Date filed with the City
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Clerk” is one of the following:

1. The date that notice of the application for a Type IV Land Use Decision
listed in subsection IB above is filed by the Department of Planning and
Development (DPD) with the City Clerk, pursuant to section 23.76.040.

2. The date the Hearing Examiner's or other officer's decision on the final
assessment roll for a Local Improvement District is filed with the City Clerk.,

3. The date the Landmark Preservation Board recommendation on controls and
incentives for a designated Seattle landmark about which the owner and
Board staff are unable to reach an agreement is filed with the City Clerk.

E. When the last day of a period specified by these rules is a Saturday, Sunday or
federal or City holiday, the deadline runs until five (5:00) p.m. on the next business
day. '

F.  When calculating the number of days that a notice or motion must be mailed prior
to a committee meeting or hearing, the day after the mailing is the first day of the
period, and the day of the meeting or hearing the period is the last day.

G. Time requirements in these rules are stﬁctly applied.

H. Motions are limited to twenty (20) double-spaced pages, excluding declarations, -
exhibits, attachments and appendices.

V. PROCEDURES PRIOR TO COMMITTEE ACTION

A. How to Request Council Action.

1. Who May File an Appeal

a. An appeal of a Hearing Examiner's recommendation on any Type IV

Land Use Decision, including any associated Type II land use decisipn
and any integrated decision to approve, condition or deny based on
subétantive SEPA authority, may be filed by any person substantially
affected by or interested in the Hearing Examiner recommendation.

b. An appeal of an individual's final asséssmeht for a Local Improvement
District may be filed only by a party who made a timely protest at the
initial hearing, pursuant to SMC 20.04.090D.

c. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner's recommendation on controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks may be filed only by a party

of record to the Hearing Examiner process.
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d. An appeal of the OH Director’s decision to deny an application for a
multifamily housing property tax exemption may be filed only by the

applicant.
2. Filing Deadlines for an Appeal

a. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner recommendation on Type IV Land
Use Decisions must be filed with the City Clerk by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendar day following the date of the Hearing
Examiner's recommendation.

b. An appeal of an individual's final assessment for a Local Improvement
District must be submitted to the City Clerk by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendar day following the date of the Hearing
Examiner's decision.

c. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner's recommendation on controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks must be filed with the City
Clerk and served on all other parties of record by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendar day after the Hearing Examiner's decision is
served on the party appealing.

d. An appeal of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemption must be filed with the City Clerk by five
(5) p.m. of the thirtieth (30th) calendar day following the receipt of the
denial.

3. Form and Content of Appeal. An appeal shall be in writing and:

a. Clearly identify specific objections to the recommendation or decision;
b. Specify the relief sought;
c. For appeals of an individual's final assessment for a Local Improvement
District, state clearly on the cover or cover page the number of the Local
'Improvement District and the appellant's name; and
d. If desired, include a request to supplement the record, pursuant to
subsection V.B. of these rules.

4. Clarification of Appeal. Council may return an appeal that does not comply

with the requirements of these rules to the appellant, and may request

clarification from the appellant if it is not clear whether the appeal complies
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with these rules. A response to a request for clarification must be filed with
the City Clerk by five (5) p.m. of the seventh (7th) calendar day following the
date of the request. Failure to file a timely response to a request for
clarification is a basis to deny an appeal.

5. Circulation of appeal.

a. Upon receipt of a valid appeal, Council staff will ma\il copies of the
appeal to:

i. those persons who were provided written notice of the Hearing
Examiner's recommendation or decision for appeals of Type IV
Land Use Decisions or controls and incentives for designated Seattle
landmarks;

ii. those persons who were provided written notice of the OH Director's
decision for appeals of the denial of a multifamily housing propetrty
tax exemption; |

iii. those persons who were provided written notice of the Hearing
Examiner's decision for appeals of an individual final assessment for
a Local Improvement District, as well as the City Attorney.

b. Copies must be mailed at least twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the
date the Committee is to consider the matter.
¢. The mailing shall include:

i. A copy of each appeal;

ii. Instructions for filing a response, including a list of .the parties of
record on whom any response and certificate of mailing must be
served;

iii. If a request to supplement the record has been filed, a copy of the
request to supplement the record and instructions for responding;
and

iv. Notice of the first committee meeting at which the matter will be
considered. |

6. Response. Any response from a person receiving the mailing from Council
staff must be filed, along with a certificate of mailing, with the City Clerk

and copies sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) -
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p.m. of the tenth (10th) calendar day after the copies were mailed by Council
staff.
7. Reply. Any reply from a person who filed an appeal must be filed with the

City Clerk, along with a certificate of mailing, and copies sent to the other |
parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh (7“’)
calendar day following the day the response was filed with the City Clerk.

B. Request to Supplement the Record on Actions other than Extensions of Type IV

Land Use Decisions and Minor Amendments to PUDAs.

1. Filing Deadlines for a Request to Supplemént the Record. A request to

supplement the record may be filed by a party of record, and must be filed
with the City Clerk no later than:
a. If an appeal has been filed, the deadline for filing a reply; or
b.If no appeal is filed, twenty-eight (28) calendar days after the Hearing
Examiner mails copies of the recommendation or decision on the quasi-
judicial action.

2. Form and Content of a Request to Supplement the Record.

a. A request to supplement the record shall be in writing, and:

i. include a brief description of the nature of and a copy of the
evidence proposed to be added; and '

ii. explain how the evidence proposed to be added meets the standard
for supplementation, i.e., why it was not available or could not
reasonably have been produced at the time of the open record
hearing before the Hearing Examiner, or, for an appeal of a denial of
an application for a multifamily housing property tax exemption, at
the time the OH Director denied the épplication for the exemption.

b. Testimony proposed to be added to the record must be presented by
affidavit, by declaration conforming to the standards of Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) 9A.72.085, or in a transcript.

c. A request to supplement the record must be submitted either as:

i. a separate section of an appeal, a response or a reply; or

ii. a separate document attached to an appeal, a response or a reply; or

~ iii. If no appeal has been filed, as a separate document.

10
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3. Circulation of a Request to Supplement the Record.

a. If a request to supplement the record is filed with an appeal, Council staff
will send it together with the appeal to the same persons to whom Council
staff sends the copy of the appeal pursuant to V.A.5.a above, along with
instructions for responding to the request to supplement the record.

b. If a request to supplement the record is filed at some other time but before
the deadline provided in subsection V.B.1 b above, the person making the
request must also mail a copy_of the request and a certificate of mailing to
those to whom the Hearing Examiner mailed copies of the
recommendation or decision.

4. Responses to Requests to Supplement the Record. Any response must be

filed together with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk and copies
sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the
tenth (10th) calendar day after the day the copy(ies) of the request(s) to
supplement the record was mailed as required by section V.B.3 above.

5. Content of Response. A response to a request to supplement shall be in

writing and address the standards for supplementation, i.e., whether the
evidence proposed to be added to the record is either evidence that was not
available or could not reasonably have been produced at the time of the open
record hearing before the Hearing Examiner or, for an appeal of an
application for a multifamily housing property tax exemption certificate, at
the time the OH Director denied the application for an exemption.

6. Reply. Any reply must be in writing and be filed along with a certificate of
mailing with the City Clerk and copies mailed to the other parties of record
by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh day (7™ calendar day
following the day the response was filed. A reply must respond only to the
arguments made in any response and not raise new issues.

C. Other Motions.
1. Filing of Other Motions. Any other motions may be filed by a party of

record, or for extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions and minor
amendments to PUDAs by a person who commented to DPD on the request

for extension or minor amendment. Other motions shall be 1n writing and be
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filed along with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk at least twenty-
eight (28) calendar days after the Hearing Examiner, DPD Director or OH
Director mails copies of the recommendation or decision on the quasi-
judiciél action. The person making the motion must send a copy of the
motion together with a copy of the certificate of mailing by first class mail to
those persons who were provided written notice of the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation or decision, or, for appeals of the denial of a multifamily
housing property tax exemption, of the OH Director's decision.

2. Response. Any response to a motion must be in writing and be filed by a
party of record, along with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk and
copies sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p,m.
on the tenth (10th) calendar day after the copy(ies) of the motion(s) was filed
by the person making the motion.

3. Replies. Any reply must be in writing and be filed with the City Clerk
together with a certificate of mailing and copies sent to the other parties of
record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh (7th) calendar day
following the date the response was filed with the City Clerk. A reply must
respond only to the arguments made in any response ‘and not raise new
issues.

D. Intervention.

1. Motion for Intervention. Upon showing a substantial or significant interest in

a quasi-judicial action that is not otherwise adequately represented by
another party of record, the committee may allow a person to patticipate in
the quasi-judicial action as a party of record after ﬁling a motion to intervene
using the motion process provided by V.C. above. The motion must state the
basis for the intervention and how the person making the request is affected
by or interested in the quasi-judicial action.

2. Criteria for Granting Intervenor Status. In considering a motion to intervene,

the committee shall consider whether intervention will unduly delay the
proceeding or will prejudice the rights of any of the current parties of record,
and whether this interest is already adequately represented. In granting

intervention, the committee may limit the nature and scope of the

12
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participation, including the issues the intervenor may address.

VL. COMMITTEE ACTION ON ALL QUASI-JUDICIAL ACTIONS

A. Committec Meeting, The committee shall schedule time at a committee meeting to

consider the quasi-judicial action. For appeals of an individual’s final assessment
for a Local Improvement District, the time and place for the hearing on the appeal
shall be set within fifteen (15) days following the filing of the appeal with the City
Clerk.

B. Notice. Unless some other time is r_equired by law, Council staff shall mail notice
of the committee meeting(s) at which the quasi-judicial action is considered to the
parties of record as follows:

1. at least twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the first meeting; and
2. at least seven (7) calendar days prior to any subsequent meeting.

C. Committee Consideration of the Quasi-judicial Action. At committee meeting(s),

the committee will take the following actions, except that subsection C1 below
does not apply to minor amendments to PUDAs and requests to extend Type IV

Land Use Decisions:

1. Consider and decide requests to supplement the record. The committee, at its

discretion, may permit a person who submitted a request to supplement the
record, and any parties of record who submitted responses, to orally address
the committee concerning whether the evidence proposed to be added meets
the standard for supplementation set forth in subsection V.B.2 of these rules.
If the committee permits, each person generally will be allowed five (5)
minutes to address the committee, unless there are extraordinary
circumstances, in which case the committee shall determine the amount of
time to allow. The committee may: :

a. Deny the request to supplement the record;

b. Determine that the evidence proposed to be added to the record meets the
standard for supplementation set forth in subsection VB2 of these rules,
and grant the request to supplement in whole or part. If the committee
votes to supplefnent the record:

i, each document or exhibit so added shall be labeled as a Council

exhibit, with consecutive letters [A, B, . . .Z, AA, etc.]. The name of
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the party submitting the exhibit shall be noted on the label.
ii. the committee shall also determine whether to remand the matter to
the Hearing Examiner or OH Director. The committee or Council may
remand the matter only if it determines that the recommending or
decision-making agency should reconsider the application in light of the
new evidence or material.

2. Consider and decide any other motions, including motions to intervene. In

ruling on any such motions, the committee may, in its discretion, permit the
person who made the motion and any person who responded to orally
address the committee concerning the motion. If the committee permits, each
such party of record will generally be allowed five (5) minutes to address the
committee, unless the committee determines there are extraordinary
circumstances, in which case the committee shall determine the amount of
time to allow.

3. Consider the merits of the proposed action and vote on a recommendation to
full Council.

a. The committee, in its discretion, may hear oral argument from:

i, those persons who submitted an appeal; and

ii. those persons who submitted a response; and

iii. those persons who were permitted to intervene; and

iv. for minor amendments to PUDAs and requests to extend Type IV
Land Use Decisions, the applicant and any person who submitted
comments to DPD on the proposéd amendment or extension.

b. Oral argument, if permitted, must be based on the evidence admitted into
the record, or for minor amendments to PUDAs and requests to extend
Type IV Land Use Decisions, the materials submitted to DPD and the
DPD recommendation.

c. If oral argument is permitted, each person who argues will geﬁerally be
permitted five (5) minutes, unless there are extraordinary circumstances,
in which case the committee shall determine what amount of time to
allow. The party who filed an appeal goes first and may reserve a portion

of time for rebuttal. The committee may ask questions or extend the time
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for argument ét the discretion of the committee chair.

d. After the oral argument, if allowed, the committee may discuss the merits
and vote at this meeting on its recommendation to the Council, or it may
continue the hearing to a subsequent committee meeting to discuss the
merits and vote.

e. The committee may recommend:

i. that the Council approve, approve with conditions, modify, or deny -
the quasi-judicial action; or
ii. that the Council remand 'the application when it has voted to
supplement the record and determines that the Hearing Examiner,
DPD, Department of Neighborhoods (DON) or OH Director should
reconsider the application in light of the new evidence; or
iii. that the Council remand the application for additional information
and/or a new proposal, only for major institution master plans,
amendments to major institution master plans and renewals of major
institution master plan development plan components. |
4, Site visit. Councilmembers may wish to visit the location of a quasi-judicial
proposal in order to better understand the evidence in the record, but Council
may not make any findings, conclusions or decisions based on information
learned during the site visit, and may not go onto private property without
the permission of the owner. A Councilmember shall not engage in ex parte
communications during a site visit that occurs while a quasi-judicial action is
pending.
5. Standard of Review.

~ a. In all quasi-judicial actions, Council's decision must apply applicable law
and must, except as specified in subsection b below and unless otherwise
specified by law, be supported by substantial evidence in the record.

b. For appeals of an individual's final assessment for a Local Improvement
District, the Hearing Examiner's decision shall be accorded substantial
weight and the burden of establishing the contrary shall be upon the
appealing party. The Council may adopt or reject, in whole or in part, the

findings, recommendations and decisions of the Hearing Examiner or
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officer or make such other disposition of the matter as is authorized by

RCW 35.44.100 and SMC 20.04.090B.

VIL.PREPARATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

A. Preparation of Recommendation. After the committee votes on a recommendation,

VIII.

Council staff shall prepare proposed findings of fact and conclusions.of law and a
proposed decision for Council based on the committee’s recommendation. Council
staff shall make the proposed findings of fact, conclusions of law and proposed
decision available to Council prior to any vote by Council.

Transmittal of Committee's Recommendation to Council. The committee

recommendation, or recommendations if the committee vote is divided, will be
transmitted to Council as soon as possible after the committee vote. If the
committee vote is divided, Council staff will prepare a report explaining each
position and proposed alternative findings and conclusions and a proposed decision
based on the record for each position, to be made available to the Council prior to
any vote, |

Preparation of Ordinance. If an ordinance is required, Council staff shall prepare

the ordinance and any related documents and make them available to Council prior
to any vote. The ordinance shall be introduced according to Council procedures,
except that it does not require Councilmember sponsorship.

Execution of PUDAs. Any PUDA or amendment to a PUDA shall be executed by
all legal and beneficial owners of the property that is the subject of the contract

rezone prior to any Council vote, pursuant to SMC 23.76.058.

COUNCIL ACTION

The Council shall make its decision based solely on the evidence in the record.

No public comments addressing the merits of a quasi-judicial action are permitted
at any Council meeting. If public comment does occur, the substance of the
comment may not be considered by the Council in making its decision.

The Council may decide to approve, approve with conditions, modify, remand, or
deny the quasi-judicial action. The Council may fernand the application only when:

1. the Council has voted to supplement the record and determined that the
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Hearing Examiner, DPD, DON or OH should reconsider the application in
light of the new evidence; or
2. for major institution master plans, amendments to major institution master
plans and renewals of major institution master plan development plan
components, the Council has determined that there is need for additional
information or new proposal(s).
D. The Council shall adopt written findings of fact and conclusions to support its
decision.
E. Adoption of Council decisions.
1. Decisions on the following quasi—judicialvactions are adopted by ordinance:

a. Amendménts to the official land use map;

b. Amendments to PUDAs;

c. Adoption of, and major amendments to, major institution master plans,
and renewal of a major institution master plan's development plan
component,

d. Appeals of the Hearing Examiner's recommendation on controls and
incentives for a designated Seattle landmark;

e. Extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions originally adopted by
ordinance.

2. Decisions on the following quasi-judicial actions are not adopted by
ordinance:

a. Council conditional uses;

b. Public project approvals;

c. Appeals of an individual's final assessment for a Local Improvement
District;

d. Appeals of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemption;

e. Extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions not originally adopted by
ordinance. |

F. The Council’s decision on a Type IV Land Use Decision, to the extent such
information is available to the Council, shall contain the name and address of the

owner of the property, of the applicant, and of cach person who filed an appeal with
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the Council, unless such person abandoned the request or the person’s claims were

dismissed before the hearing.

IX. ACTIONS SUBSEQUENT TO COUNCIL DECISION
A. Mailing of Council Decision. The City Clerk shall promptly mail a copy of the

Council's findings of fact, conclusions and decision to:

1. For Type IV Land Use Decisions, appeals of an individual’s final assessment
for a Local Improvement District, and appeals of the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation on éontrols and incentives for a designated Seattle
landmark: the Hearing Examiner and all parties of record.

2. For appeals of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemption, minor amendments to a PUDA and
extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions: all parties of record.

B. Issuance Date of Council's Decision. The City Clerk shall prepare a letter of

transmittal to accompany the findings, conclusion and decision. The letter shall
state the time and place for seeking judicial review. The Council's decision is
issued, for purpose of seeking judicial review pursuant to the Land Use Petition
Act, on:
1. the date that the Council adopts the ordinance for decisions adopted by
ordinance; or
2. the date three days after the decision is mailed by the City Clerk for
decisions not made by ordinance adoption.

D. Remand for Additional Information and/or New Proposal(s) for Major Institution

Master Plans, Amendments to Major Institution Master Plans and Renewals of

Major Institution Master Plan Components.

1. Request for Additional Information and/or New Proposal(s). If the Council

remands a proposed new or amended major institution master plan or the
renewal of a major institution master plan component, Council staff will
send the request for submission of additional information and/or new
proposal on the issue that was not adequately addressed to the major
institution.

.2. Circulation of Additional Information. The major institution shall submit the
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additional information and/or new proposal(s) to the DPD Director, the
Citizen Advisory Committee and parties of record to the Council's decision
to remand. |
3. DPD review. The DPD Director shall analyze the additional information

and/or new proposal(s) including any report of the Citizens Advisory
Committee and comments from parties of record and make a
recommendation to the Hearing Examiner on the issue that was not
adequately addressed.

5. Hearing Examiner hearing and recommendation. The Hearing Examiner

shall hold a public hearing on the additional information and/or new
proposal(s) and DPD recommendation, and make a recommendation to the
Council pursuant to SMC 23.76.052.

C. Shoreline Reclassifications. For shoreline environment reclassifications, DPD shall

file a copy of the Council's findings, conclusions and decision with the State
Department of Ecology. Shoreline environment reclassifications are not effective
until approved by the Department of Ecology.

D. Recording of PUDAs. The City Clerk shall record any executed PUDAs with the

King County Office of Records and Elections as soon as practicable, and no later
than thirty (30) days after the adoption of the ordinance.
E. Local Improvement Districts. The City Clerk shall file the original Council

decision in the record of the Local Improvement District.
X. EFFECT OF COUNCIL DECISIONS
A. The Council's decision is final and conclusive unless the Council retains
_ jurisdiction. Unless the decision is reversed or remanded on appeal, the Director of
DPD, DON, the OH Directc;r, and other agencies are bound by and shall
incorporate the terms and conditions of the Council's decision in permits issued to
the applicant or in approved plans. |
B. No ordinance confirming an assessment roll for a Local Improvement District shall
be enacted by the Council until all appeals to the City Council thereof are decided.
XI. MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS OF QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS
The City Clerk shall maintain the official record of the Council's decisions in quasi-

judicial matters. The following documents shall be included in the permanent file of

19




{ {
Attachment A: Council Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings

the quasi-judicial Council actions addressed by these Rules: -

A. Ifthere is one, the Hearing Examiner's record, including exhibits and recordings
and transcripts of hearings. However, the City Clerk shall maintain oversize
exhibits only for a period of three (3) months after the Council's decision, or, if a
judicial appeal is filed, until such time as the judicial appeal is resolved. After the
three months or the termination of any judicial appeal, the City Clerk may
substitute photographs of oversize exhibits for the oversize exhibits and may
destroy the oversize exhibits unless the party who submitted the oversized exhibits
requests that they be returned.

B. Any evidence admitted by the Council to the substantive record as a result of a
motion to supplement the record;

C. The Council's procedural record; and

D. The Council's findings, conclusions and decision.

G:AQ-J\2006-7 QJ Rules Revision 30\Council QJ Rules vi4.doc
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| Legislative | Ketil Freeman, 48178 | NA
Legislation Title:

A RESOLUTION adopting new rules governing Council procedures for quasi-judicial proceedings,
and rescinding previous rules.

e Summary of the Legislation:

This legislation adopts new rules for quasi-judicial proceedings and rescinds previous rules
adopted by Resolution 28118 in 1990 and later amended by Resolution 29315 in 1996.

¢ Background:

The City Council occasionally sits in a quasi-judicial capacity. When it does so, the Council
is subject to the State Appearance of Fairness Doctrine, Revised Code of Washington
Chapter 42.36. These rules 1mplement the State Appearance of Fairness Doctrine and
provide procedures for parties appearing before the Council in quasi-] judicial proceedings.

o Please check one of the following:

X  This legislation does not have any financial implications. (Stop here and delete the
remainder of this document prior to saving and printing.)

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

A RESOLUTION adopting new rules governing Council procedures for quasi-judicial proceedings,
and rescinding previous rules.

WHEREAS, on January 16, 1990 the City Council adopted Resolution 28118 establishing the Rules
for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before the City Council; and

WHEREAS, on March 18, 1996 the Council adopted Resolution 29315, which amended the Rules
for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings Before the City Council to implement the requirements of
State regulatory reform legislation, Chapter 347 of the Laws of 1995; and

WHEREAS, the Council intends to rescind the revised Rules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings
Before the City Council and replace them with amended rules that, among other things,

cover Council quasi-judicial actions, fill in identified gaps in procedures, and change
some previous procedures, with a goal of making them more readable, understandable,

and easier to apply.

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

Section 1. The rules attached to this Resolution as Attachment A, the Council Rules for
Quasi-Judicial Proceedings (the "2007 Rules") are hereby adopted.

Section 2. The 2007 Rules govern Council quasi-judicial proceedings 1) on appeals of
the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation on incentives and controls for Landmarks filed on or
after the effective date of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115950; 2) on appeals of
Hearing Examiner Recommendations on Type IV decisions filed with the City Clerk and
applications for Type IV decisions filed with the Depaﬂmeht of Planning and Development on or
after the effective date of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951; and 3) on appeals of
other quasi-judicial actions covered by the 2007 Rules, on or after the effective date of the
ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951.

Section 3. The Rules for Quasi-judicial Proceedings Before the City Council adopted by

Resolution 28118 and amended by Resolution 29315 shall be rescinded on the later of the
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effective dates of the ordinance submitted as Council Bill 115951 or the ordinance submitted as

Council Bill 115950.

Section 3. Adopted by the City Council the day of , 2007, and

signed by me in open session in authentication of its adoption this day of

, 2007.

President of the City Council

Filed by me this \ \day of , 2007.

N,

\ City Clerk

(Seal) \\
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I. APPLICABILITY AND PURPOSE

A. The purpose of these rules is to establish procedures for quasi-judicial actions
before the Council and to implement the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine, Revised
Code of Washington (RCW) Chapter 42.36.

B. Pursuant to Seattle Municipal Code (SMC) chapter 23.76, the following Type IV
Land Use Decisions, along with any integrated decision to exercise substantive
State Envir onmental Policy Act (SEPA) authority and any associated Type II land
use decisions hsted in SMC 23.76.006C2, are governed by these rules:

1. Council cond1t10na1 uses

2. Amendments to the Ofﬁ01a1 Land Use Map (rezones), except for area-wide
amendments; ,

2. Approval of a property use and\development agreement (PUDA) that is
required as a condition of rezone approval, or an amendment of a PUDA that
represents a major departure from thg terms of the prior decision, pursuant to

SMC 23.76.058; N\

3, Major institution master plan edoption, ;haj or amendments to major
institution master.plans and renewal of a ﬁister plan’s development plan
component pursuant to SMC 23. 69, \\

4. Public projects as defined in SMC 23.84A. 030 that require City Council
approval.

C. The following quasi-judicial actions are also governed by these rules:
1. Amendments to a PUDA that was required as a condmon of rezone approval

and that represent a minor departure from the terms oﬁ the PUDA, pursuant
fo SMC 23.76.058; N

2. Requests to extend Type IV Land Use Decisions, pu1suant to SMC
23.76.060; -

3, Appeals of an individual’s final assessment for a Local Irnproslement District
pursuant to SMC 20.04.090; {

4. Appeals of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation on controls and
25.12.630;

incentives for designated Seattle landmarks pursuant to SMC
5. Appeals of the Office of Housing (OH) Director's decision to deny an

application for a multifamily housing property tax exemption pursuant to

2
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IL

{

SMC 5.73.060;
6. Other actions that are quasi-judicial or subject to the Appearance of Fairness
Doctrine as defined in these rules.
D. In case of conflict between these rules and the SMC, the SMC controls.
DEFINITIONS

A. "Appearance of Fairness Doctrine" refers to the provisions of the Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) chapter 42.36.

B. "Appellant"\is a person who submits an appeal of a Hearing Examiner’s
recommendatlon Qr decision on a quasi-judicial action cover ed by these rules, or an

peal of the OH Dnector s decision to deny an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemptlon

C. "Certificate of Mailing" means a signed sworn statement that a document has been
mailed by first class mail on thg date stated in the certificate and to the persons
named at the addresses listed in\\the certificate.

D. “Committee” means the City Courif:“il committee charged with making
recommendations on a quasi-judicial \;icfpion. '

E. "Ex parte communication" means any dif‘eg;t or indirect communication between a
Councilmember and a proponent, opponent;"‘qr a party of record that is made
outside of a Council hearing or meeting consi&eging a quasi-judicial action and that
concerns the merits of the quasi-judicial action ﬁégdillg before the City Council.

F. "Party of record" means, as it relates to a quasi—judiéial action pending before
Council: \1

1. any person who appeals a recommendation or deéision in a quasi-judicial
action,; ;
2. the City agency making a recommendation, dec1s1on 01 determlnatlon ona

quas1—3udlc1al action that is pending before the Councﬂ and any of its

‘%
A

employees or agents; \
3. the owner(s) of the property subject to the quasi-judicial act;\on
4. any person who filed an application for a permit or development approval
that is the basis for the quasi-judicial action pending before the { ouncﬂ and
5. any person granted party status through intervention at the Hearmg

Examiner proceeding or during the City Council quasi-judicial proc edmg

3 ’1
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G. "Pending" means the period of time during which a quasi-judicial action is under
consideration by the Council. For purposes of these rules, a quasi-judicial action 1s
considered to be under consideration by the Council beginning on the date shown
on the front of the Clerk File as the "Date filed with City Clerk", pursuant to
subsection IV.D below. A quasi-judicial action remains under consideration before
the Council until the final termination of all judicial appeals of the Council decision
in the quasi-judicial matter.

H. "Person" means an individual, partnership, corporation, entity, association, or
public or private ofganization of any character.

L "Qua51—Jud101a1 action" or "quasi-judicial matter" means an action of the C1ty
Council that determines the 1egal rights, duties or privileges of specific parties in a
hearing or other contested case proceeding. Quasi-judicial actions do not include
legislative actions adopting, amending or revfsing comprehensive, community or
neighborhood plans, zoning regulations, other land use planning documents, or the
adoption of area-wide amendments to the Official Land Use Map.

J. "Quasi-judicial proceeding" means the procedure by which Council considers a
quasi-judicial action. ‘

K. “Record, substantive” means the Hearing Examiner’s record as supplemented by
the Council pursuant to these rules, including the traﬁscript and/or recording of the
hearing before the Hearing Examiner, the exhibits admitted into evidence, and the
other documents in the Hearing Examiner proceeding or, for an appeal of a denial
of an application for a multifamily housing tax exemption by the OH Director, the
exhibits and other documents compiled by the OH Director in denying the
application. ’

L. “Record, procedural” means the procedural and pre-hearing documents and
materials filed with and considered by the Council that are not part of tl}e
substantive record, and the disclosures of ex-parte communications plaeﬁe’c‘l on the
record as required by RCW chapter 42.36 and these rules. :

M. "Valid" means submitted in compliance with all requirements of the Seattle

Municipal Code and these rules.
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I1I. APPEARANCE OF FAIRNESS

A. While a quasi-judicial action is pending before Cbuncil, no member of the City
Council may engage in ex parte communications. Council staff shall take
precautions to assist City Councilmembers in avoiding ex parte communications,
SL&S}l as screening Councilmember phone calls and written communications and
sendi‘ﬁg(&énotice of pending quasi-judicial actions to Councilmembers.

B. Ifanex parte communication does occur, then:

1. The C‘Bhpcilmember shall, either orally or in writing, place in the procedural
record the ‘substance of any such ex parte communications; and

2. The Councih;i”eplber shall make a public announcement at each meeting or
hearing on the qﬁagi—judicial action of the content of any such ex parte
communications aﬁd~\the right of parties of record to rebut the substance of
the communication (As one means of accomplishing this, the Council may
announce at each meeting or hearing that there have been ex parte
communications, that a writfén summary of such communications is
available, and that the parties of record have an opportunity for rebuttal at
that meeting or hearing). |

C. The prohibition against ex parte communioa‘tion does not preclude a member of the
Council from questioning the parties of record concerning matters in the record
'during the meetings or hearings before the Council on the quasi-judicial action.

D. An ex-parte communication disclosed and announé‘é\gi pursuant to these rules and
any rebuttal thereto is part of the Council’s procedure\flirecord, and the substance of
the communication shall not be considered by Council m making its decision.

E. Anyone seeking to rely on the appearance of fairness doc%ijne to disqualify a
Councilmember from participating in a decision must raise\%the challenge as soon as
the basis for disqualification is made known to the person. Whele the basis is
known or reasonably should have been known prior to the 1 1ssuance of a decision
and is not raised prior to the issuance of the decision, it may not be relied on to
invalidate the decision. ' \\

F. If a Councilmember is challenged for violating the appearance of falmess doctrine
or for bias or prejudice, the Councilmember shall respond on the recmd either by:

1. Agreeing with the challenge and disqualifying himself or hersel’{ from acting
5
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on the quasi-judicial matter. The disqualified Councilmember may not vote
and may not partioipate in the hearing and deliberation process, even if not
yoting. In addition, the disqualified Councilmember should not discuss the
merits of the proposal with other Councilmembers; or
2. Disagreeing with the challenge and either:
B Stating on the record why the Councilmember believes either that there
have been no violations of the appearance of fairness doctrine because
N there have been no ex parte communications or why any violations have
been cured by placing all ex parte communications on the record and
pr 0V1ding an opportunity for rebuttal; or
b. Stating on the record why the Councilmember believes that he or she is
not biased and/or has not prejudged the merits and can therefore fairly
and impartially hcar and decide the matter.

G. In the event of a challenge to“‘\‘a‘ Councilmember that would cause a lack of a
quorum or would result in an inability to obtain a majority vote as required by law,
any such challenged Councilmember(s) shall be permitted to fully participate in the
proceeding and vote as though the chéllenge had not occurred, if the
Councilmember(s) publicly discloses thé“\basis for disqualification prior to
rendering a decision. Such participation shall not subject the decision to a challenge
by reason of violation of the appearance of faifness doctrine.

IV. GENERAL PROCEDURES %,

A, The Council may refer any quasi-judicial action to the appropriate Council
committes to review the merits of the action and to make a recommendation to the

full Council. A

B. The committee chair is authorized to make rulings or determmahons regarding
procedural matters, or may refer such matters to the comrrli’gtee for discussion and

¥,
vote.

C. Electronic filing is not permitted of documents allowed or requned to be filed

pursuant to these rules. “
D. When the quasi-judicial proceeding includes a Hearing Exammel recommendation

or decision, the date that is shown on the Clerk File as the “Date ﬁled with the City

Clerk” is one of the following:
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1. The date that the Department of Planning and Development (DPD)
recommendation for one of the Type IV Land Use Decisions listed in

subsection IB above is filed with the City Clerk.

2. The date the Hearing Examiner's or other officer's decision on the final
assessment roll for a Local Improvement District is filed with the City Clerk.

3. The date the Landmark Preservation Board recommendation on controls and
incentives for a designated Seattle landmark about which the owner and

) Board staff are unable to reach an agreement is filed with the City Clerk.

E. (Nﬁen\the last day of a period specified by these rules is a Saturday, Sunday or
federalt\gita\gity holiday, the deadline runs until five (5:00) p.m. on the next business
day. h .

F. When calculatlngxthe number of days that a notice or motion must be mailed prior
to a committee meehng or hearing, the day after the mailing is the first day of the
period, and the day of the meeting or hearing the period is the last day.

@

Time requirements in these mles are strictly applied.
H. Motions are limited to twenty (20) double-spaced pages, excluding declaratlons
exhibits, attachments and appen?i{ces
I. All quasi-judicial decisions includé: dings of fact, conclusions and a decision.
Y. PROCEDURES PRIOR TO COMMI'I?;I‘EE ACTION
A. How to Request Council Action. ;
1. Who May File an Appeal

a. An appeal of a Hearing Examlner st recommenda’uon on any Type IV

Land Use Decision, including any as§901ated Type II land use decision
and any integrated decision to approve, qpndltlon or deny based on
substantive SEPA authority, may be ﬁledby any person substantially
affected by or interested in the Hearing Exammer recommendation.

b. An appeal of an individual's final assessment %or a Local Improvement
District may be filed only by a party who made b";i;,\timely protest at the
initial hearing, pursuant to SMC 20.04.090D.

c. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner's recommendatlon on controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks may be ﬂled only by a party

of record to the Hearing Examiner process.
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d. An appeal of the OH Director's decision to deny an application for a
multifamily housing property tax exemption may be filed only by the
applicant.

2. Filing Deadlines for an Appeal

a. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner recommendation on Type IV Land
Use Decisions must be filed with the City Clerk by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendar day following the date of the Hearing
Examiner's recommendation.

b. An appeal of an individual's final assessment for a Local Improvement
District must be submitted to the City Clerk by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendar day following the date of the Hearing
Examiner's decision.

c. An appeal of the Hearing Examiner's recommendation on\controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks must be filed with the City
Clerk and served on all other parties of record by five (5) p.m. of the
fourteenth (14th) calendéf day after the Hearing Examiner's decision is
served on the party appealing'.@

d. An appeal of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exemption muStbe filed with the City Clerk by five
(5) p.m. of the thirtieth (30th) calendar day following the receipt of the
denial.

3. Form and Content of Appeal. An appeal shall be in writing and:

a. Clearly identify specific objections to the recommendation or decision;

b. Specify the relief sought; ‘

c. For appeals of an individual's final assessment fora Local Improvement
District, state clearly on the cover or cover page the numlger of the Local
Improvement District and the appellant's name; and \

d. If desired, include a request to supplement the record, pursuant to
subsection V.B. of these rules. )

"\,_

4. Clarification of Appeal. An appeal that does not comply with the \

requirements of these rules may be returned for clarification. A respon.‘ée toa
\

request for clarification must be filed with the City Clerk by five (5) p.m.\\o,‘f
‘\“

8
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the seventh (7th) calendar day following the date of the request. Failure to
file a timely response to a request for clarification is a basis to deny an

appeal.

5. Circulation of appeal.

a. Upon receipt of a valid appeal, Council staff will mail copies of the

appeal to:

i. those persons who were provided written notice of the Hearing

-

Examiner's recommendation or decision for appeals of Type v

Land Use Decisions or controls and incentives for designated Seattle
™, Jandmarks;

il. those persons who were provided written notlce of the OH Director's
dec131on for appeals of the denial of a multifamily housing property
tax exemp{}on,

iii. those persoﬁ’s \yvho were provided written notice of the Hearing
Examiner's deéision for appeals of an individual final assessment for
a Local Improvemié‘n‘t» District, as well as the City Attorney.

b. Copies must be mailed at lé‘as:c twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the
date the Committee is to conside; the matter.
c. The mailing shall include:

i. A copy of each appeal;

ii. Instructions for filing a response, 1ncludmg a list of the parties of
record on whom any response and ceﬂ;ﬁcate of mailing must be
served; \\

iii. If a request to supplement the record has been filed, a copy of the
request to supplement the record and 1nstruct19ns for responding;
and

iv. Notice of the first committee meeting at yvhich tﬁé\\matter will be
considered. .

6. Response. Any response from a person receiving the malhng from Council
staff must be filed, along with a certificate of mailing, with the Clty Clerk
and copies sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5)

p.m. of the tenth (10th) calendar day after the copies were mailed by Council

9
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staff.
7. Reply. Any reply from a person who filed an appeal must be filed with the

City Clerk, along with a certificate of mailing, and copies sent to the other

parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh (7™

calendar day following the day the response was filed with the City Clerk.
B. Request to Supplement the Record on Actions other than Extensions of Type IV

fﬁnd Use Decisions and Minor Amendments to PUDAs.

1 Flhng Deadlines for a Request to Supplement the Record. A request to

suppl_ement the record may be filed by a party of record, and must be filed

with theCity Clerk no later than:

a. If an appeal has been filed, the deadline for filing a reply; or

b.Ifno appeél,\rs filed, twenty-eight (28) calendar days after the Hearing
Examiner maa‘i\l‘s,\’oopies of the recommendation or decision on the quasi-
judicial action.

2. Form and Content of a ﬁequest to Supplement the Record.

a. A request to supplement the record shall be in writing, and:

i. include a brief descrrptron of the nature of ahd a copy of the
evidence proposed to be added and

ii. explain how the evidence proposed to be added meets the standard
for supplementation, i.e., why it. was not available or could not
reasonably have been produced at the time of the open record
hearing before the Hearing Exarmner Or, for an appeal of a denial of
an application for a multifamily housmg property tax exemption, at
the time the OH Director denied the apphcatron for the exemption.

b. Testimony proposed to be added to the record must be presented by
affidavit, by declaration conforming to the standards‘ of Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) 9A.72.085, or in a transcript.

c. A request to supplement the record must be s11bmitted\érther' as:

i. aseparate section of an appeal, a response or a repigz% or
ii. a separate document attached to an appeal, a respons\é-xor areply; or
iii. If no appeal has been filed, as a separate document. E\"\\ '

3
1

3. Circulation of a Request to Supplement the Record.
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a.Ifa request to supplement the record is filed with an appeal, Council staff
will send it together with the appeal to the same persons to whom Council
staff sends the copy of the appeal pursuant to V.A.5.a above, along with
instructions for responding to the request to supplement the record.

b. If a request to supplement the record is filed at some other time but before
‘the deadline provided in subsection V.B.1 b above, the person making the
request must also mail a copy of the request and a certificate of mailing to
those to whom the Hearing Examiner mailed copies of the

‘ . recommendation or decision.

4. Responses to Requests to Supplement the Record. Any response must be

filed together with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk and copies
sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the
tenth (10th) caléndar day after the day the copy(ies) of the request(s) to
supplement the record was mailed as required by section V.B.3 above.

5. Content of Response. A response to a request to supplement shall be in

writing and address the standards for supplementation, i.e., whether the
evidence proposed to be added to the record is either evidence that was not
available or could not reasonably have been produced at the time of the open
record hearing before the Hearing Examiner or, for an appeal of an

| application for a multifamily housing propérty tax exemption certificate, at
the time the OH Director denied the application for an exemption.

6. Reply. Any reply must be in writing and be filed along with a certificate of
mailing with the City Clerk and copies mailed to the other parties of record
by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh day (7”‘) calendar day
following the day the response was filed. A reply must respond only to the
arguments made in any response and not raise new issues. : “

C. Other Motions. \
1. Filing of Other Motions. Any other motions may be filed by a pa}(y of

record, or for extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions and mlnom
amendments to PUDAs by a person who commented to DPD on the 1equest
for extension or minor amendment. Other motions shall be in writing and be

filed along with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk at least twen’cy-
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eight (28) calendar days after the Hearing Examiner, DPD Director or OH
Director mails copies of the recommendation or decision on the quasi-
judicial action. The person making the motion must send a copy of the
motion together with a copy of the certificate of mailing by first class mail to
those persons who were provided written notice of the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation or decision, or, for appeals of the denial of a multifamily
housing property tax exemption, of the OH Director's decision.

2. Response. Any response to a motion must be in writing and be filed by a

party of record, along with a certificate of mailing with the City Clerk and
COplGS sent to the other parties of record by first class mail, by five (5) p. m.
on the tenth (IOth) calendar day after the copy(ies) of the motion(s) was filed
by the person making the motion.

3. Replies. Any reply must be in writing and be filed with the City Clerk
together with a certificate of mailing and copies sent to the other parties of
record by first class mail, by five (5) p.m. of the seventh (7™) calendar day
following the date the respons\e was filed with the City Clerk. A reply must
respond only to the arguments niaide in any response and not raise new
issues. |

D. Intervention.

1. Motion for Intervention. Upon showing a substantial or significant interest in
a quasi-judicial action that is not otherwise adequately represented by
another party of record, the committee may allow a person to participate in
the quasi-judicial action as a party of record after filing a motion to intervene
using the motion process provided by V.C. above. The motion must state the
basis for the intervention and how the person making the request is affected
by or interested in the quasi-judicial action. |

2. Criteria for Granting Intervenor Status. In considering a motion to intervene,

the commiittee shall consider whether intervention will unduly delay the
proceeding or will prejudice the rights of any of the current parties of fegord,
and whether this interest is already adequately represented. In granting “
intervention, the committee may limit the nature and scope of the

participation, including the issues the intervenor may address.

12
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VI. COMMITTEE ACTION ON ALL QUASI-JUDICIAL ACTIONS

A. Committee Meeting. The committee shall schedule time at a committee meeting to

consider the quasi-judicial action. For appeals of an individual’s final assessment
for a Local Improvement District, the time and place for the hearing on the appeal
shall be set within fifteen (15) days following the filing of the appeal with the City
Clerk.

B. Notice. Unless some other time is required by law, Council staff shall mail notice
of the comrmttee meeting(s) at which the quasi-judicial action is considered to the
parties of record as follows:

1. at least t\;v‘enty—one (21) calendar days prior to the first meeting; and
2. at least seven (7) calendar days prior to any subsequent meeting.

C. Committee Consideration of the Quasi-judicial Action. At committee meeting(s),

the committee will take the following actions, except that subsection C1 below

does not apply to minor amendments to PUDAs and requests to extend Type IV

Land Use Decisions:

1. Consider and decide requests to supplement the record. The committee, at its

discretion, may permit a person who submitted a request to supplement the
record, and any parties of record who submitted responses, to orally address
the committee concerning whether the evidence proposed to be added meets
the standard for supplementation set forth in subsection V.B.2 of these rules.
If the committee permits, each person generally will be allowed five (5)
minutes to address the committee, unless there are extraordinary
circumstances, in which case the committee shall determine the amount of
time to allow. The committee may: |

a. Deny the request to supplement the record;

b. Determine that the evidence proposed to be added to the reomd meets the
standard for supplementation set forth in subsection VB2 of these rules,
and grant the request to supplement in whole or part. If the committee
votes to supplement the record:

i, each document or exhibit so added shall be labeled as a Council
exhibit, with consecutive letters [A, B, . ..Z, AA, etc.]. The name of
the party submitting the exhibit shall be noted on the label.

13
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ii. the committee shall also determine whether to remand the matter to
the Hearing Examiner or OH Director. The committee or Council may
remand the matter only if it determines that the recommending or
decision-making agency should reconsider the application in light of the
new evidence or material.

2. Consider and decide any other motions, including motions to intervene. In

ruling on any such motions, the committee may, in its discretion, permit the
person who made the motion and any person who responded to orally

™ ‘addl ess the committee concerning the motion. If the committee permits, each
such party of record will generally be allowed five (5) minutes to address the
001nm1tfc\ee, unless the committee determines there are extraordinary
circumsfé‘ng\es, in which case the committee shall determine the amount of
time to allov;;\.\_‘ |

3. Consider the merits of the proposed action and vote on a recommendation to

full Council. \\
a. The committee, in its aisqretion, may hear oral argument from:
i. those persons who sﬁﬁmijcted an appeal; and
ii. those persons who submi'&éd aresponse; and
iii. those persons who were perrmtted to intervene; and
iv. for minor amendments to PUDAs and requests to extend Type IV
Land Use Decisions, the applicant and any pe¥ son who submitted
comments to DPD on the proposed amendmen’kcubr‘ extension.

b. Oral argument, if permitted, must be based on the \e’xvi\dence admitted into
the record, or for minor amendments to PUDASs and réﬁgests to extend
Type IV Land Use Decisions, the materials submitted to DPD and the

~ DPD recommendation. ‘ a‘k

c. If oral argument is permitted, each person who argues will generally be
permitted five (5) minutes, unless there are extraordinary 01rcumstances
in which case the committee shall determine what amount of time to 5
allow. The party who filed an appeal goes first and may reserve a pomon

of time for rebuttal. The committee may ask questions or extend the tlme \

for argument at the discretion of the committee chair.
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d. After the oral argument, if allowed, the committee may discuss the merits
and vote at this meeting on its recommendation to the Council, or it may '
continue the hearing to a subsequent committee meeting to discuss the
merits and vote.

¢. The committee may recommend:

i, that the Council approve, approve with conditions, modify, or deny

the quasi-judicial action; or

ii. that the Council remand the application when it has voted to

supplement the record and deterrniﬁes that the Hearing Examiner,

. DPD, Department of Neighborhoods or OH Director should
» récqnsider the application in light of the new evidence; or

iii. that t’ﬁel‘Council remand the application for additional information

and/or a new proposal, only for major institution master plans,
amendrnentsx to master plans and renewals of major institution
master plan devélopment plan components.

4. Site visit. Councilmembers fnay wish to visit the location of a quasi-judicial
proposal in order to better understand the evidence in the record, but Council
may not make any findings, conclusions or decisions based on information

" learned during the site visit, and may not go onto private property without
the permission of the owner. A Councilmember shall not engage in ex parte
communications during a site visit that occurs while a quasi-judicial action is
pending,.

5. Standard of Review.

a. In all quasi-judicial actions, Council's decision must apply applicable law

and must, except as specified in subsections b and ¢ below and unless
otherwise specified by law, be supported by substantialievidence in the
record. |

b. For appeals of an individual's final assessment for a Local iinprovement
District, the Hearing Examiner's decision shall be accorded substantial
weight and the burden of establishing the contrary shall be upoﬁ the
appealing party. The Council may adopt or reject, in whole or in ﬁart, the

findings, recommendations and decisions of the Hearing Examiner or
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officer or make such other disposition of the matter as is authorized b}/I
RCW 35.44.100 and SMC 20.04.090B.

c. For appeals of the Hearing Examiner’s recommendation on controls and
incentives for designated Seattle landmarks pursuant to SMC 25.12.630
the Council will approve the decision of the Hearing Examiner unless the
Council is left with the firm and definite conviction thét the Hearing

Examiner erred.

VIL.PREPARATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

A.

i

Prepa1 ation of Recommendation. After the committee votes on a recommendation,

| Councﬂ staff shall prepare proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law and a

proposed demsmn for Council based on the committee’s recommendation. Council
staff shall make the proposed findings of fact, conclusions of law and proposed
decision available to Council prior to any vote by Council.

Transmittal of Committee's Recommendation to Council, The committee

recommendation, or recommehdations if the committee vote is divided, will be
transmitted to Council as soon as possible after the committee vote. If the
committee vote is divided, Council staff will prepare a report explaining each
position and proposed alternative findings and conclusions and a proposed decision
based on the record for each position, to be made available to the Council prior to

any vote.

Preparation of Ordinance. If an ordinance is required, éOunoil staff shall prepare
the ordinance and any related documents and make them a\}‘ai\lable to Council prior
to any vote. The ordinance shall be introduced according to Cc;ﬁncil procedures,

except that it does not require Councilmember sponsorship.

Execution of PUDAs. Any PUDA or amendment to a PUDA shall B“e\executed by

~all current owners of the property that is the subject of the contract reibne prior to

any Council vote, pursuant to SMC 23.76.058.

16
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VIIL. COUNCIL ACTION

A. The Council shall make its decision based solely on the evidence in the record.

B. No public comments addressing the merits of a quasi-judicial action are permitted
at any Council meeting. If public comment does occur, the substance of the
comment may not be considered by the Council in making its decision.

C. The Council may decide to approve, approve with conditions, modify, remand, or
deny the quasi-judicial action. The Council may remand the application only when:

1. the Council has voted to supplement the record and determined that the
Hearing Examiner or OH Director should reconsider the application in light
of the new evidence; or

/ 9, for major institution master plans, amendments to master plans and renewals
of major institution master plan development plan components, the Council
has determined that there is need for additional information or new |
proposal(s).* .

D. The Council shall ado:pt written findings and conclusions to support its decision.

E. Adoption of Council deciéiops.

1. Decisions on the follo&ing quasi-judicial actions are adopted by ordinance:

a. Amendments to the off{éial land use map;

b. Amendments to PUDAs; ».\\

c. Adoption of, and major amenciih\e\nts to, Major Institution Master Plans,
and renewal of a Master Plan's de:?elppment plan component;

d. Appeals of the Hearing Examiner's rg&iqmmendation on controls and
incentives for a designated Seattle landn;hr,k;

e. Extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisionsz‘/briginally adopted by
ordinance. AN

i"\
2 Decisions on the following quasi-judicial actions are not adopted by

ordinance: \

a. Council conditional uses; kN

N

b. Public project approvals; \
kN

c. Appeals of an individual's final assessment for a Local Irnpral\gement

District; AN

d. Appeals of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multi%égnily
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housing property tax exemptibn;
e. Extensions of Type IV Land Use Decisions not originally adopted by
ordinance.

F. The Council’s decision on a Type IV Land Use Decision, to the extent such
information is available to the Council, shall contain the name and address of the
owner of the property, of the applicant, and of each person who filed an appeal with
the Council, unless such person abandoned the request or the person’s claims were
dismissed before the hearing.

IX. ACTIONS SUBSEQUENT TO COUNCIL DECISION
A. }\/Iail»ing \of Council Decision. The City Clerk shall promptly mail a copy of the

Council"s‘ﬁndings of fact, conclusions and decision to:

1. For Type TV Land Use Decisions, appeals of an individual’s final assessment
for a Local Improvement District, and appeals of the Hearing Examiner's
recommendation on controls and incentives for a designated Seattle
landmark: the Hearing Examiner and all parties of record.

2. For appeals of the OH Director's denial of an application for a multifamily
housing property tax exempti:‘)na minor amendments to a PUDA and
extensions of Type IV Land Use’ Decisions: all parties of record.

B. Issuance Date of Council's Decision. The Cityv Clerk shall prepare a letter of

transmittal to accompany the findings, conclusion and decision. The letter shall
state the time and place for seeking judicial review. The Council's decision is
| issued, for purpose of seeking judicial review pursuaﬁftp the Land Use Petition
Act, on:
1. the date that the Council adopts the ordinance for de&sions adopted by |
ordinance; or | \ \
2. the date three days after the decision is mailed by the City “Cl{erk for
decisions not made by ordinance adoption. N

%
X,

D. Remand for Additional Information and/or New Proposal(s) for Major \IqStittltion

Master Plans, Amendments to Master Plans and Renewals of Major Instifﬁfgion

Master Plan Components.

1. Request for Additional Information and/or New Proposal(s). If the Couﬁgil

remands a proposed new, amended or renewed master plan, Council staff 5
\
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will send the request for submission of additional information and/or new
proposal on the issue that was not adequately addressed to the major

institution.

2. Circulation of Additional Information. The major institution shall submit the

additional information and/or new proposal(s) to the DPD Director, the
Citizen Advisory Committee and parties of record to the Council's decision
to remand.

3. DPD review. The DPD Director shall analyze the additional information
and/or new proposal(s) including any report of the Citizens Advisory
Committee and comments from parties of record and make a
recommendation to the Hearing Examiner on the issue that was not

/“ ~adequately addressed.

5

/ . Hearing Examiner hearing and recommendation. The Hearing Examiner

g
¥

shall hold a public hearing on the additional information and/or new
proposal(s) and DPD recommendation, and make a recommendation to the
Council pursuant to SMC 23.76.052. ‘

C. Shoreline Reclassifications. For shoreline environment reclassifications, DPD shall

file a copy of the Council's findings, COncluSions and decision with the State
Department of Ecology. Shoreline envir(;ﬁment reclassifications are not effective
until approved by the Department of Ecolo gy

D. Recording of PUDAs. The City Clerk shall recofd any executed PUDAs with the

King County Office of Records and Elections as soon as practicable, and no later

than thirty (30) days after the adoption of the ordinance..

E. Local Improvement Districts. The City Clerk shall file thé; original Council

decision in the record of the Local Improvement District.
X. EFFECT OF COUNCIL DECISIONS ,;

A. The Council's decision is final and conclusive unless the Council fét%ins
jurisdiction, Unless the decision is reversed or remanded on appeal, tﬁeﬁDirector of
DPD, the OH Director, and other agencies are bound by and shall illcorghgate the
terms and conditions of the Council's decision in permits issued to the app?i%ant or
in approved plans. “Y

‘ ‘s
B. No ordinance confirming an assessment roll for a Local Improvement District shall
A\
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XI.

i

be enacted by the Council until all appeals to the City Council thereof are decided.
MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS OF QUASI-JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS

The City Clerk shall maintain the official record of the Council's decisions in quasi-

judicial matters. The following documents shall be included in the permanent file of

the quasi-judicial Council actions addressed by these Rules:

A. If there ié one, the Hearing Examiner's record, including exhibits and recordings
and transcripts of hearings. However, the City Clerk shall maintain oversize
exhibits only for a period of three (3) months after the Council's decision, or, if a
judicial appeal is filed, until such time as the judicial appeal is resolved. After the
three months or the termination of any judicial appeal, the City Clerk may
substitute photographs of oversize exhibits for the oversize exhibits and may

destroy the oversize exhibits unless the party who submitted the oversized exhibits

requests that they be returned.

e

o,

B:"”‘Agy evidence admitted by the Council to the substantive record as a result of a
motiBﬁ{g supplement the record;
C. The Coungﬂ"\s; procedural record; and

D. The Council's ﬁﬁd«ipgs, conclusions and decision.

20




STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

--S8,

216020 No.
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily J ournal 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:RESOLUTION 31001
was published on

10/02/07

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of § 97.65, which amount

hasé)}(g;\:ﬁt}g i}g&ld in full.
A

Subscribed an orn to before me on
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State of Washington, King County

' Citx of Seattle

o - 16w riles go
erning Council procedures for quag: udicia] |

broceedings und rescinding previous ‘Tules; (i'
WHEREAS, on danuary 16, 1990 the City
Council adopted Resolution 28118 establigh- |
ing the Rules for Quasi:Judicial Proceedings ;
efore the City Council: and :

WHEREAS, on March 18, 1996 the!
Council adopted. Resolution 29315, which |
amended the Rules for Quasi-Judicial;‘
Proceedings Bafore the City Council to imple. :
ment the requirements o State re ulatory
reform legislation; Chapter 347 of the Laws:
0f 1995; and :

WHEREAS, the Council intends tofE
rescind the revised Rules for Quasi-Judicial;
Proceedings Before the City Council and;
replace them with amended rules that among
other things, cover Council quasizjudicia]l’
actions, fill in identified gapsin procedures,
and change some revious procedures; wit
2 goal of making them more readable, under-/
standable, and easjer to apply, |

NOwW THEREFORE, BE IT
RESOLVED BY THE CIfy COUNCIL,

1

|
1
:

OFTHE CITY OF SEATTLE;
]

Section 1, The rules attached to thig
Resolution ag Attachment A ths Council
ules for Quasi-Judicial Proceedings (the
#2007 Rules”) are hereby adopted, S

Section 2. The 2007 Rules govern
Couneil uasi-judicial Proceedings 1) o’
appeals the ﬁearigg Examiner’s recom-

ted as Council Bill 115961; and 3) on appeals:
of other uasi-judicial actions covered by the
2007 Rules, on or after the effective date
of ghe ordinance submitted as Couneil Bill/
116961, . :

\‘Proceedmgs Bofore the City Councj ]
ed by Resolution 28118 and amended by
tion 29315 shall be rescinded on the !

Section 8. The Rules for Quasi-{'udicial%

later of the effective dates of the ordinance |
submitted as Coungil Bill 116951 or the ord;. |
hance submitted as Council Bill 115950, |

Section 3, Adopted by the City Council J
the 17th day of September, 2007, and signed

y.me in oKen 8esgion in authentication of its |
adoption this 17th day of September; 2007,

_ NICKLICATA:

President of the City Council.

Oog;‘iled by me this 17th day of September,

(Seal) JUDITH E. PIPPIN, ;

City Clerk. o

Publieation ordered by JUDITH PIPPIN,
City Clerk.

Date of publication in the Seattlo Daily :
Journal of Commerce, October 2, 2007,

10/2(216020) -




STATE OF WASHINGTON - KING COUNTY

-=88,

215851 No.
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 12M 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:31001 RESOLUTION
was published on

09/27/07

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of § 101,84, which amount

has})faen paid in full. /7%& /

orn to (éefore me on

09/27/07

(

Notary/public for the State of Washington,
residing in Seattle

Affidavit'of Publication
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ate of Washington, King County

City ofSe “e

 RESOLUTION 81001

ARESOL{_]’I‘ION adopting new Tules gov: |
erning (}O\mcﬂ procedures for quasi-judicial |
pmceedmgs, and yescinding preyious rules. K

WI‘?EBEAS, on January 16,1990 the City
Qouncﬂ adopted Resolution 28118 establish- |
ing the Rules for Quas‘g-Judicial Proceedings |

Before the Gity Council; ant

WﬂEREAS, on March 18, 1906 the
Couneil adopted Resolution 20315, which |
amended o Rules for Quasi-.ludicial 3
Proceedings Before the Cit: Councilto jmople- 2
‘ment the I.eqm_rements of State re ulatory i
veform Jegislation, Chapter 347 of &e Taws. |
o£19965; and }

WHEREAS., the CGouncil jntends 0.
rescind the revxsed‘Rules for Quasi-Judicial +
Proceedings Before the City
reglace them with amended yules that, amon
er things, COVEX Council quaa'\-]\ldic'm
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agoal of making them moxe yondable, under: -
standable, and easter toapply: L
Now _ THEREFORE BE_IT
RESOLVED BY THE Cl'i‘Y COUNCIL :
OFTHE Cl’l‘Y OF’SEATTLEx L
~ Gection 1. The rules attached 1o this
Resolution 88 Attachment A, the Council |
Rules for Q,uasi-Judicia\ Proceedings (the .
49007 Riiles’) are hereby adopted. |

Section 2. The 2007 Rules govern
Council \msi-judicinl proceed'mge 1) on
appenls o the Hearing Fxaminer's recom-
mendation on incentives and controls for

ate:

of the ordinance gubmitted a8 Council Bill
1159605 2)on appeals of Hearm& Exm.n'}ner !
mmendati n Type Jecisions .
filed with the City Clerkand applicat'\ons for |
5 filed with the Department

on or after

4]
of other uasi-iudicial actions covered%y the
or after the affective date.
of the ordinance submitted a8 Council ill
116961 ‘ -

Section 3. The Rules for Quasi-'{udicial":
Proceedings Bgfore the City Council adopt-
2

o
nance submitted 88 Council 1311116960 |

Section 3. Adopted by the City Council
the 17th day of Septemben 2007, and signpd
by mein 0 on session in nuthentication ofits
adoption ¥ 16 17th day. of September, 2007.

Nick Licata :

President of the City Council

Filed by me this 17th dayof Septemher,

2007, : :

(Seal) Judith Pippin

City. Clerk

Attachment A: Council Rules for Quasi-
Judicial Proceedings

Page 2 of; See City Clerk for Attachment

Publication ordered by JUDITH PIPPIN,
Gity Clexk
PDate of pu\)lication inthe Seattle Daily
aptember 27,

Journslof Commerse, Sep i
5/27(216851




