
















































































































































































Tab Action | Oplion | Version

7! ! ¢ )

opportunity to evaluate (1) a revised f{inancing plan and final environmenial documentation for
the Mercer Corridor project, Project 1D TC365500; and (2) a revised financing plan for the
Spokane St. Viaduct project, Project ID TC364800.”

This green sheet would also revise SDOT’s 2009-2014 CIP by amending the description for the
Mercer Corridor project, Project 1D TC365500, as follows:

“The 2009 Prepesed-Adopted Budget includes a proviso_restricting spending on this project.”
speeifying-that-nene-of-the-money-appropriated-for 2000-for- SPOT s Major Project Budget
Control-hevel-can-be-spent-to-pay-for-construction-for-this-projectuntt-authorized-by
ordinance—ltis-antietpated-that-such-autherity-witl-not-be-granted-until-the-Exeecutive-has
provided-the-information-outlined-in-Section-4-of Ordinanee-122686-and-City Council-has-had

the-opportunity-to-evaluate-the-Exeeuntive's progress-toward-securing grants-and-private
partetpation
BACKGROUND

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

Ordinance 1220686, passed by City Council in May 2008, states that future appropriations authority for
the Mercer Corridor CIP project will not be granted until the Council evaluates the Executive’s
progress towards closing the funding gap for the project. This budget proviso is intended to allow
some spending on the project; the Executive has indicated that information will be submitted to the
City Council for review during the 1™ quarter of 2009,

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

There has been discussion on the national level about a possible “Infrastructure Stimulus Package.”
The City is working on a project list that will likely include the Mercer Corridor CIP project, in the
event that such a package is approved. Allowing up to $30M in spending in 2009 is intended to keep
the project on schedule and to show a local commitment to moving the project forward.
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Budget Action Title:  Impose provisos on SDOT's Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall Replacement CIP
Project limiting spending in 2009 on the South End and Central Waterfront components

Councilmembers: Conlin; Drago; Godden
Staff Analyst: Dan Eder; Norm Schwab

Council Bill or Resolution:

Budget Committce Vote:

Date Toral B 5C RC JD JG BH NL RM TR

Yes

No

Abstain

Absent

Summary of Dollar Effect

See the following pages for detailed fechnical information

2009 Increase (Decrease) 2010 Increase (Decrease)
General Subfund
seneral Subfund Revenues $0 $0
General Subfund Expenditure ) 30 $0
Net Balance Effect $0 $0
Other Funds
Other Fand Revenues 30 $0
Other Funds Expenditures 30 $0
Net Balance Effect $0 50
Total All Funds )
Total Budget Balance Effect $0 $0

Description of proposed budget action:

This green sheet would impose the following two budget provisos on the Sealtle Department of
Transportation’s (SDOT’s) Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall Replacement (AWV) Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) project (Project ID: TC360050) to limit spending as follows:

“In addition to the restrictions imposed in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting a 2009 budget and
elsewhere, none of the money appropriated for 2009, and none of the appropriations carried forward
from a previous year, for the Seattle Department of Transportation’s Major Projects BCL may be
spent to implement any agreement with the Washington State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT) for the South End component of the Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall Replacement Capital
Improvement Program project (Project 1D = TC366050) until authorized by future ordinance. The
Council anticipates that such authorization will not be granted until it has reviewed pertinent proposed

* CIP Amendment  * Has Proviso
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agreements with WSDOT perfaining to this project component and reviewed the status of the overall
project.”

“In addition to the restrictions imposed in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting a 2009 budget and
elsewhere, none of the money appropriated for 2009, and none of the appropriations carried forward
from a previous year, for the Seattle Department of Transportation’s Major Projects BCL may be
spent to implement any agreement with the Washinglon State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT) for the Central Waterfront component of the Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall
Replacement Capital Improvement Program project (Project ID = TC366050), until authorized by
future ordinance. The Couneil anticipates that such authorization will not be granted until it has
reviewed pertinent proposed agreements with WSDOT pertaining to this project component and
reviewed the status of the overall project.”

Background: In adopting the 2009-2014 CIP, which includes the AWV project, the Council grants
broad authority to SDOT to implement the project, including authority to enter into agreements with
the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT). The above two provisos will insure
that SDOT brings proposed agreements relating to the South End and Central Waterfront components
of the project to the Council for its approval. The related Statement of Legislative Intent (SL.1 73-2-
A) provides additional policy context for these provisos. The SLI states that Council intends to review
the proposed agreements before authorizing the Mayor or SDO'T Director to enter into them with
WSDOT.

SDOT’s AWV project schedule for 2009 indicates that it will have a drafl agreement for the South
End component ready in early 2009. SDOT’s AWV project schedule for 2009 indicates that it will
have a draft agreement for the Central Waterfront component ready in mid- to late-2009.

The proposed provisos would not restrict spending for related current and anticipated work on the
AWV project that is not dependent on the agreements pertaming to the South End and Central
Waterfront components. It would only restrict spending for work items that would occur subscquent
to the adoption of these agreements. The ordinance that would [ift these provisos could accompany
legislation to approve the agreements,
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Budget Action Title:  Council review of Agreements with WSDOT and King County regarding the Alaskan
Way Viaduct & Scawall Replacement CIP Project

Councilmembers: Conlin; Drago; Godden
Staff Analyst: Dan Eder; Norm Schwab
Budget Committee Vote:
BDate Total J sSC RC JD JG BH NI RM TR
Yes
No
Abstain
Absent

Statement of Legislative Intent:

Assuming that the Governor, King County Exccutive and Mayor of Seatile reach agreement by year
end 2008 or thereabouts on the Central Waterfront portion of the Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall
Replacement (AWV) Project, the City Council intends to conduct a thorough review of the tri-
executive agreement. The Council requests the Mayor via the Seattle Department of Transportation
(SDOT) to provide the Council with a detailed report that, among other things, describes the policy
and financial aspects of the {ri-executive agreement, including but not limited fo policy changes
regarding road pricing, parking pricing, and significant reprogramming of city rights-of~-way
downtown and surrounding neighborhoods. The Council requests that the Mayor and SDO'T Director
provide a series of briefings to the Council on the tri-executive agreement prior to bringing any future
proposed AWV Project agreements with the Washington State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT), King County, and others to the Council for its review and approval. In particular, the
Council expects that the Mayor or SDOT Director will submit proposed agreements with WSDOT
concerning the South End and Central Waterfront components of the AWY Project to the Council for
review and approval prior to the Mayor or SDOT Dircctor exccuting such agreements. It is also the
Council’s intent during the review of each such agreement to conduet a status review of the overall
AWYV Project.

Background: In adopting the 2009-2014 Capital Improvement Program, which includes the AWV
Project, the Council grants broad authority to SDOT to implement the project, including entering into
agreements with WSDOT. This Statement of Legislative Intent complements Green Sheet 73-1-A,
which would adopt two provisos to ensure that SDOT brings proposed agreements relating to the
South End and Central Waterfront components of the project to the Council for its approval before
implementing the agreements.

SDOT’s AWV schedule for 2009 indicates that it will have a draft agreement with WSDOT for the
South End component ready in early 2009. SDOT’s AWV schedule for 2009 indicates that it will
have a draft agreement with WSDOT for the Central Waterfront component ready in mid- to late-
2009.

Responsible Council Committee(s): Full Council; Transportation
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Date Due to Council: Ongoing
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Budget Action Title: Impose a proviso on SDOT's Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall Replacement CIP
Project Himiting spending in 2009 on the Central Waterfront Public Space Design

Councilmembers: Clark; Conlin; Drago; Godden

Staff Analyst; Dan Eder; Norm Schwab

Council Bill or Resolution:

Budget Cominitice Vote:

Date Total s SC RC JD JG BH NL RM TR

Yes

No

Abstain

Absent

Summary of Dollar Effect

See the following pages for detailed technical information

2009 Increase (Decrease) 2010 Increase (Decrease)
General Subfund
General Subfund Revenues $0 $0
““““ General Subfund Expenditure $0 50
Net Balance Effect $0 $0
Other Funds
Other Fund Revenues - $0 50
Oiher Funds Expenditures - 80 J $0
Net Balance Effect 30 $0
Total All Funds
Total Budget Balance Effect $0 | $0

Description of proposed budget action:

This green sheet would impose the following budget proviso on the Seattle Department of
Transportation’s (SDOT’s) Alaskan Way Viaduct & Seawall Replacement (AWV) CIP project
(Project 1D TC366050) to limit spending as follows:

“In addition to the restrictions imposed in Section 4(c) of the ordinance adopting a 2009 budget and
elsewhere, none of the money appropriated for 2009, and none of the appropriations carried forward
from a previous year, for the Seattle Department of Transportation’s Major Projects BCL may be
spent for the Central Waterfront Public Space Design (Design), a component of the Alaskan Way
Viaduct & Seawall Replacement Capital improvement Program project (Project ID = TC366050)
until authorized by future ordinance. The Council anticipates that such authorization will not be
granted until the Seattle Department of Transportation and the Department of Planning and
Development have submitted a 2009 work program for the Design for adoption by Council resolution.

* CIP Amendment * Has Proviso
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The Design work program should include, but not be limited to: 1) focused public involvement with
stakeholders from the prior public input process on the 2006 Central Waterfront Concept Plan, 2)
check-in points with the Council for review of draft products, and 3) a timeframe for Council review
and approval of final Design deliverables.”

Background: In adopting the 2009-2014 Capital Improvement Program, which includes the AWV
project, the Council grants broad authority to SDOT to implement the project. This proviso insures
that SDOT and the Department of Planning and Development will include the Council in the
development and adoption of the Central Waterfront Public Space Design. The City Council has been
very involved in oversight of and guidance on prior Central Water{ront planning and design efforts.
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Budget Action Title: Review of SDOT's street use fee schedule

Councilmembers: Clark; Godden; Mclver
Staff Analyst: Michael Fong
Budget Committee Vote:
Date Total T8 sC RC JD JG BH NIL RM TR
Yes
No
Abstain
Absent

Statement of Legislative Intent:

Council is interested in an examination of the Seattle Department of Transportation’s (SDOT’s)
sidewalk café permit fees. In particular, questions have been raised about whether the current
$1.56/square foot occupancy fee for renting sidewalk space appropriately represents the value of the
public right-of-way given Scattle’s historically strong real estate market and high property values.

With this concern in mind and given that sidewalk café pérmit fees have not been adjusted since 2004,
Council requests that SDOT review all street-use fees and propose changes for Council consideration
in 2009. '

As part of this review Council anticipates that SDOT will:

o Survey sidewalk café permit fees (or a similar type of fee) from at least 10 simlar sized
jurisdictions in the United States and identify any policies these jurisdictions use to set such

fees;
e PRvaluate all inflationary costs associated with administering sidewalk café and other street use
fees;

e Examine other City fees, including those in other departments, associated with the private use
of public right-of-way and evaluate whether SDOT’s sidewalk café and other street use fees
are valued consistently for similar uses;

e Develop a policy basis and rationale for setting sidewalk café permit fees and other street use
fees in accordance with City goals;

e Identify potential revenue generated from any proposed fee increases; and

e Consider potential revenue generation, public benefit, and possible impacts on permit
applicants/customers, such as the impact on sidewalks as public gathering spaces.

Council anticipates that SDOT will submit a {inal report with its analysis and proposal for
adjustments to sidewalk café permit fees and other sireet use fees by June 1, 2009. Subsequent to
Council feedback and consideration, SDOT is requested to develop fee legislation for Council
consideration as part of the 2010 budget review process.

Additional Background:
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In October, the Council adopted Ordinance 122824 establishing new regulations and a permiiting
process for sidewalk cafes. The amendments were intended {o streamline the permit process and to
encourage installation of sidewalk cafes. As part of these changes, Department of Planning and
Development (DPD) permit fees were climinated and the permitiing process was consolidated into the
Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT).

Responsible Council Committee(s): Transportation

Date Due to Council; June 1, 2009
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Budget Action Title:  Add $154,000 in 2009 and $176,000 in 2010 from SDOT Fund Balance to SDOT for
the Neighborhood Traffic Control Program (TC323250), revise the CIP to reflect this additional funding, and
impose budget proviso

Councilmembers: Clark; Conlin; Drago; Licata

Stafl Analyst: Jodic Vice

Council Bill or Resolution:

Budget Commitiee Vote:

Date Total B SC RC JD JG BH NL kM R

Yes

No

- Abstain

Absent

Summary of Dollar Effect

See the following pages for detailed technical information

2009 Increase (Decrease) 2010 Increase (Decrease)
General Subfund
General Subfund Revenues $0 $0
General Subfund Expenditure $0 $0
Net Balance Effect 56 $0
Other Funds
‘Other Fund Revenues $154,000 $176,000
Other Funds Expenditures $154,000 - $176,000
Net Balance Effect $0 $0
Total All Funds
Tetal Budget Balance Effect 30 $6

Description of proposed budget action:

This budget action would appropriate $154,000 in 2009 and $176,000 in 2010 from the SDOT Fund
Balance to the Seattle Department of Transportation’s (SDOT’s) Mobility Capital BCL to increase the
2009-2014 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for the Neighborhood Traffic Control Program. It
would also revise SDOT’s 2009-2014 CIP to reflect this additional funding, and impose a budget
proviso,

This green sheet would revise the Seattle Department of Transportation’s 2009-2014 CIP for the
“Neighborhood Traffic Control Program” project, Project ID TC323250, as follows:

Decrease the 2008 amount from revenue source Transportation Funding Package - Lid Lift by
$89,000 and revise totals accordingly; and

* CIP Amendment  * Has Proviso
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Increase the 2009 amount from revenue source SDOT Fund Balance by $154,000 and revise totals
accordingly; and

Increase the 2010 amount {from revenue source SDOT Fund Balance by $176,000 and revise totals
accordingly; and

This green sheet would also impose the following budget proviso:

“Of the appropriation for 2009 and endorsed for 2010 for the Seattle Departiment of ‘I'ransportation’s
Mobility-Capital BCL, $748,000 is appropriated solely for the Neighborhood Traffic Control
Program, and may be spent for no other purpose.”

BACKGROUND

This ongoing CIP project installs traffic calming devices citywide including traffic circles, mid-block
traffic calming, as well as residential speed and warning signs, in response to investigations of citizen
requests.

In 2008, SDOT spent $374,000 on this program which funded administrative costs (prioritization,
ranking, project selection, community outreach) of the neighborhood traffic circle program, design
and construction of 13 new traffic circles, two major traffic circle retrofits, a corridor traffic calming
project (speed humps), and a signs and marking upgrade of a previous corridor traffic calming project,
The projects were located in the following neighborhoods: Ballard, Central Area, Magnolia, Rainier
Beach, Brighton, Greenwood, Hillman City, Wallingford, Green Lake, Lake City, and Hi ghland Park.

With the decrease in the gas tax, SDOT proposed to only fund only eight projects with this program in
2009 and instead focus efforts on education and community outreach.

Almost everyday citizens write or call City Councilmembers concerning traffic problems on
neighborhood streets. This program enables SDOT to respond to citizen requests and concerns and to
fund priority projects that meet criteria. There are other programs that fund traffic calming projects
including the neighborhood street fund and the neighborhood maiching fund, however, this program
doesn’t require neighborhoods to apply for any funding and gives additional resources to fund traffic
calming requests.
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Budget Action Title:

Budget Action Transactions

(TC323250), revise the CIP to reflect this additional finding, and impose budget proviso

Add §$154,000 in 2609 and $176,000 in 2010 from SDOT Fund Balance to SDOT for the Neighborhood Traffic Control Program

Transaction Description | Position | Number | FTE | Dept BCL or Revenue Summit ;| Fund Year Revenue Expenditure
Title Of : Souree Code Amount Amount
Positions
Increase use of fund SDOT Contribution to Cash | 379100 10310 2009 $154,000
balance for Neighborhood Decrease/ (Increase)
Traffic Control Program
Appropriate for SDOT Mobility-Capital 19003 10310 2009 5154,000
Neighborhood Traffic
Contro} Prograni
Increase use of fund SDOT Contribution to Cash | 379100 10310 2010 $176,000
balance for Neighborhood Decrease/ (Increase)
Traffic Contro! Program
Appropriate for SDOT Mobility-Capital 19003 10310 2010 176,000
Neighborhood Traffic
Controi Program
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Transportation
Neighborhood Traftic Contrel Program

BCL/Program Name: Mobility-Capital BCE/Program Code: 19003
Project Type: Improved Facility Start Date: Ongoing
Project ID: TC323250 End Date: Ongoing
ELocation: Citywide

Neighborhood Plan: In more than one Plan Neighborhood Plan Matrix: Multiple
Neighborhood District: 1n more than one District Urban Vilage: In more than one Urban Village

This ongoing program installs traffic calming devices citywide, primarily neighborhood traffic circles, in response to
investigations of citizen requests. The program also installs some mid-block traffic calming devices such as speed
humps, as well as residential strect speed limit signs and warning signs. This project was formerly titled Traffic Control
Program.

LTD 2008 2009 201C¢ 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total

Actuals
Revenue Sources
Real Bstate Excise Tax II 147 28 0 0 0 0 G 0 175
Federal Grant Funds 46 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 59
State Gas Taxes - Arterial City 296 333 220 198 198 198 210 226 1,879
Street Fund
State Gas Taxes ~ City Street 592 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 592
Fund
Transporiation Funding Package 77 a4 G 0 0 G 0 0 Tiise
- Lid Lift
Vehicle Licensing Fees 120 O O ¢ ( 0 0 0 120
Fond Balance B 154 176 SO RS A
Project Total: 1,278 374463 374220 374198 198 198 210
Fund Appropriations/Allecations
Cumulative Reserve Subfund - Real 147 28 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 175
Estate Excise Tax II Subaccount
‘Transportation Operating Fund 1,131 198 198 210 22062816}
Appropriations Total® 1,278 o A7 37 198 198 210 2262,2329
(3 && M Costis (Savings) 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 O

Spending Plan 3Falnp 37408 198 198 210 22613151 954

*This detail is for information only, Funds ave appropricted in the brdget af the Budges Control Level. Amounts in thousands of deflars.
2009-2014 Adopted Capital Improvement Program
287~





