STB Endorsement Questionnaire
Seattle Vehicle License Fee
1. Do you support Proposition 1, the additional $60 vehicle license fee for transportation?

Yes. While we know this is a lot for families in this tough economic climate, this package will provide us the funds to not only widen our transit options but improve our roads for drivers and cyclists, and our walkways for pedestrians.

2. The breakdown of the $200m in VLF revenue is 29% for road maintenance and safety, 49% for transit speed, reliability, and access improvements, and 22% for freight, bicycles, and pedestrians. The Council will have a lot of influence on how this evolves. Does this strike you as about right? If not, why?

I believe the breakdown reflects current and emerging needs when it comes to safety and mobility. The VLF will play a complimentary role to Bridging the Gap, state gas tax, city general fund and grants. The VLF will fill the gap when it comes to roadway improvements that have the greatest impact for major transit routes. The Council will indeed have a great deal of influence in how dollars are spent year to year – based on the recommendations of citizens oversight committee authorized in the legislation to review and amend the annual spending plan. 

3. Of the $100m transit budget, about 40% will go to bus speed and reliability improvements in some of the 15 priority corridors; 18% to engineering and matching funds for streetcar projects; 20% for more trolleybus wire; and 22% to improve access to transit lines. Does this strike you as about right? If not, why?

As with any large-scale funding proposal, the details are the result of debate, investigation, more debate and, finally, compromise. I believe the emphasis on transit corridors is merited. We must do what we can to make transit swift, accessible and reliable otherwise too many people opt for what they think is a more convenient option – the single occupancy vehicle trip. The long-term cost of that choice for individuals and the city is far too great. Likewise, I believe we should continue work necessary for a central streetcar link and to extend the First Hill line to Aloha St.

4. Under what conditions would you vote to send the remaining $20 of authority to the ballot?

The remaining $20 should be held for possible use on other compelling transportation needs. There’s a great amount of work and investment yet to be defined related to rebuilding the central waterfront roadway. 

5. Do you support the city’s recent efforts to adjust public parking rates to demand?

I do, but I also believe these efforts to be a work in progress. I believe Seattle is in period of conflicting goals. Some wish to use parking rates to discourage driving as a way to carry out shopping and other discretionary trips. However, Downtown and most other small business districts in Seattle depend to varying degrees on visitors who arrive by car. Parking has to be relatively easy to acquire in these neighborhoods for the businesses to survive.

I supported the proposal the Council adopted last fall in which we moved toward a neighborhood-level rate based on actual usage. This means there will be different prices in different neighborhoods, potentially fluctuating to meet the distinct demands of the area. I am willing for now to test the idea that we price parking such that you and I believe there will be a space for us on a given block face (and that we won’t abuse the time limit on the space).

I joined colleagues in mandating that the Mayor’s original proposal be “truth-checked” with studies of usage in different neighborhoods. The result saw smaller increases for many neighborhoods, though still increases in several cases. In more recent conversations with Pioneer Square I have been convinced that Pioneer Square presents a complex set of problems – stadium users, nighttime/daytime split, harsher recession effects than in many neighborhoods – that requires us to lower on-street parking rates and to not extend paid parking until 8 p.m.

Statewide Transportation
1. Is there anything about the SR520 bridge project that has to change for you to vote to approve it?
I support the bridge replacement plan. As we work to finalize the designs for the west side connections, I would like to see automobile volumes through the arboretum decreased (work on this begins next year), see more detailed designs for the lid and ped/bike connections in the Roanoke area, and get more specific about the triggers for a second Montlake Bridge.  

2. What new revenue sources would you like to see the state allocate to transit above and beyond the current authority? Check all that apply.
____ I don’t think we need new taxes for transit.
____ I don’t care what the state picks; we just need the revenue.
X      Motor Vehicle Excise Tax
X      Income Tax
X      Tolls
____ Repeal the sales tax exemption on gasoline
____ Repeal other sales tax exemptions
____ Higher Sales Tax Rates
____ Property Tax
____ Vehicle License Fee


3. Cities have begun to launch “road diets”, in which four-lane arterials are converted into two lane roads with a center turn lane and bike lanes. Supporters claim this improves bicycle safety, pedestrian safety, and traffic flow by taking left turns out of traffic. Opponents claim this increases congestion. Broadly speaking, do you support or oppose these projects?

Broadly speaking, support.

4. Should the state toll I-90 to balance demand and raise additional revenue?

Yes! I live south of the I-90 bridge and am very concerned about the impacts of tolling only the 520 bridge.

5. Do you support Tim Eyman’s I-1125?

No.

Land Use
1. What principles are most important in determining what density limits should apply to a neighborhood?
The principles I look to when imposing height and density limits have to do with social equity and neighborhood character. Ultimately, I want more people to be able to choose to live near major transit opportunities than have that opportunity now. I believe we can use development capacity restrictions to create better looking buildings, sustainable building practices, more open space in the area, and better affordability.  Cities like Portland have used development agreements to ensure that new development spurred by transit investments delivers benefit to the surrounding community.  In return for added height or floor-area-ratio, developers deliver particular benefits. This is similar to the incentive zoning chapter we have in Seattle and to the development agreement work we are beginning with Sound Transit for disposition of the surplus properties around the future Broadway light rail station. I should add that in transit areas Seattle should impose a minimum density requirement to safeguard against under-building in these areas.

2. Are zoning decisions best made at the city level, as they are currently made?
In Seattle, yes. I chair the City Council’s land use committee and sparked the review currently under way of land use rules around the Southeast Seattle light rail stations and ensured the Roosevelt neighborhood had the staff support it needed to update its neighborhood plan on the heels of Sound Transit’s final decision about the Roosevelt station location. This work opens the way for rezoning that ultimately will allow greater numbers of people to live near these major transit nodes. Whether we’re talking about a light rail station area or a bus rapid transit station area, we must elevate development capacity in these areas to allow greater development and greater access to effective transit.
I believe we as a local community can have a civil, rational conversation about zoning that results in decisions good for our neighborhoods now and into the future.


3. Are transit priority treatments for buses (signal priority, queue jumps, bus lanes) a worthwhile expenditure of tax dollars?

Yes.

King County Metro
1. Do you support the $20 Congestion Reduction Charge?

Yes. We need it now to stave off cuts that will affect 80% of system riders. Lower income, transit-dependent users will feel the hit the most.

2. Do you support the new Metro service allocation guidelines, which place less emphasis on geographic equity and more on route productivity?

Yes. As a former member of the Regional Transit Committee I helped tee up reconsideration of the 40-40-20 rule, and now we have a more rational equation that takes both growth patterns and social equity into account.

3. If the legislature doesn’t grant more authority, would you rather raise fares or cut service?

I’m hesitant to raise metro fares anytime soon. Fares rose 80% in the past four years. That kind of fare increase trajectory can’t be sustained without lowering ridership among the people who need transit most. If service must be cut, I would look to the new allocation rules to measure route use, social equity, leveraged route investment made by private business and other factors.

4. What other administrative reforms would you like to see Metro undertake?
I think Metro can continue to drive down route inefficiencies. However, that must be balanced with the safety needs of coach operators. Generally, I think each of the transit systems in our region is hurting and cutting hours/routes. It strikes me that there could be some efficiencies gained by consolidating where it makes sense. While “mega-agencies” have their drawbacks, I look at Tri-Met in the Portland area and am jealous of the singular purpose and coordination across three counties.

Sound Transit
1. Which statement do you agree with more:
____ Sound Transit must prioritize satisfying local governments and neighborhoods.
X      Sound Transit must be extremely conservative about approving increases in scope.

2. Which should be a higher priority for Sound Transit in an era of austerity:
____ Maintaining the scope of signature light rail projects
X      Preserving smaller capital projects and bus services that spread Sound Transit’s benefits over a wider area


3. What administrative reforms would you like to see Sound Transit undertake?
I think sub-area equity should be reviewed at some point after completion of the currently planned North, South and East Link segments. Once the major “spine” of the regional light rail system is complete we should revisit the reasons we instituted sub-area equity and determine of it works for future build-out plans and for operations of the system.
Speaking more broadly, I have had the opportunity to visit other cities expressly to learn about how transit investments were made and how they leveraged other civic priorities (like denser, smaller footprint communities). Whether we’re talking about Copenhagen or Portland, I see successful cities layering modes of transit, taking a long-view in planning, recognizing transit as an economic development tool, and adopting a culture that is pro-mobility.  In terms of innovation I would like to see our system recognize that many people utilize multiple modes in the course of a day or week. I would like to see Seattle invest more in locating more Bike Stations close to major transit hubs.  Someone coming into town for work from Tacoma, for example, should be able to exit the train in the morning, zip into the Bike Station for their bike, and make it to work in Ballard.  Our transit system should be organized in such a way that all forms of transit move seamlessly together throughout the city.

4. Under what circumstances would you support additional funding authority from the legislature for Sound Transit with size and scope of Sound Transit 2?

I think we should begin planning Sound Transit Phase III soon.
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