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1. Looking at the current City Council, on what issues would you say it has been particularly 

effective and, in your opinion, where has it been less effective? Why? 

  

Good: SODO arena street vacation - correct vote.  Twenty mile-per-hour speed limit on residential 

streets - correct vote.  Passing budgets. 

Bad: Tying the hands of law enforcement on criminal activity among the homeless, open-air drug users, 

open-air mentally ill.  Creating an environment of enabling and threatening to enable worse.  Us vs. 

them mentality with transit/cars and people/police and businesses in general/others. 

 

2. More than 52,000 daily transit riders from across all seven City Council districts use Third 

Avenue daily to get to and from their jobs in downtown Seattle. While Third Avenue acts as a 

front door to our downtown, it’s also the epicenter of the Seattle’s largest outdoor drug market. A 

recent report commissioned by DSA and neighborhood district partners has outlined a large 

amount of criminal activity across the city, including property crime, assaults and robberies, is 

being perpetrated by a small number of prolific offenders who cycle through the criminal justice 

system. Have you read the report? If elected to the Seattle City Council, what policies might you 

pursue to curb property crime and address these issues in downtown in order to make our streets 

safer for all? How might you work with your elected colleagues to enact these policies? 

  

I have only read the summaries of System Failure.  It is my expectation that by the time I visit DSA for an 

interview I will have read the entire report.  However, I did hear the news reports.  Report read or not, it 

is clear that the current city attorney, mayor, and city council have combined in their neglect of their 

charter duties to provide for a safe downtown (and city-wide, at-large) environment. 

  

As a member of the city council, I would advocate for and insist upon a policy of increased jail time for 

those top 100 repeat offenders who re-offend who do not mental health or substance abuse problems. 

It would be an integral part of my policy to divert each mentally ill and/or substance abusing offender 

directly to appropriate treatment.  For those who are not competent to make that decision for 

themselves, it is the humane policy for the state (ie the city) to make that decision for them.  Police 

contact in response to criminal activity is an entirely legitimate entry to treatment for those who need it. 

  

By increasing the consequences for the purely criminal element among the 100 we CAN reduce their 

poor behavior.  A part of the plan for the 100 is to emphasize correct therapy that includes counseling 

while incarcerated. 

  

I will sit down and 'talk it out' with every one of my city council colleagues.  The goal would be to 

understand the thinking of each and every one of them and help them see clearly which of their current 



policies are not working and invite them to support the new approaches that I propose above.  I might 

even learn something new, too. 

  

3. Homelessness continues to be the top issue facing Seattle, yet we have made little progress 

toward housing our homeless population. In your estimation, what is the City’s role in addressing 

this crisis? Where would you spend your energy, leadership and resources to have the greatest 

impact? 

  

In my estimation, the city should: 1) advocate for prevention; 2) quickly meet the immediate needs of 

each and every community member who 'falls down;' and 3) ensure that those who have 'fallen down' 

get back on the road to reestablishing their dignity and self-sufficiency. 

  

In a truly well-functioning civic environment, homelessness should rare, brief, and one-time.  The 

shame, degradation, humiliation, and embarrassment should be enough to ensure that personal 

behavior is changed to ensure that it doesn't happen again.  The shame, degradation, humiliation, and 

embarrassment are, indeed, humane and compassionate.  To buffer people from these feelings and 

emotions is to deny them the human dignity and strength to prevent its recurrence. 

  

By prevention, the city can remove barriers to developers so that building low-income, inexpensive 

housing is once again economically feasible.  This will relieve demand and price pressure on existing 

housing stock.  Further, it is entirely within the duty of the city to advocate for lifestyle choices that 

reduce housing costs - finding roommates and housemates, reducing non-housing personal expense, 

personal/household budgeting, seeking higher-paying work, moving to lower-cost housing, and simply 

asking for a reduction in price of housing.  These measures work.  And, they result in individuals and 

their families realizing the dignity of choosing a path to a higher bottom line.  Not a single one of us is 

owed government/public financed lifestyles that are unsustainable.  As a member of the Seattle city 

council, I will be vocal about that. 

  

Quickly meeting the immediate news of each homeless person means offering them a clean and safe 

public triage center where qualified professionals can render appropriate care and services.  The housing 

arrangement would be partly communal and partly private - community food/kitchen and laundry - 

private (with roommates) room and shower.  This arrangement would be temporary.  The homeless do 

need to be pointed by the state toward permanent housing, dignity, and self-sufficiency. 

  

Getting the recently homeless back on the road to dignity, permanent housing, and self-sufficiency 

means incentivizing employment, life skills instruction, fostering community among those temporarily 

housed as noted above.  Having a community and developing relationships improves anyone's chances 

of staying out of homelessness. 

  

I generally advocate for a more hands-off approach, even with the city council, the government body 

closest to the people.  However, when people break and fall down for whatever reason, it behooves the 

state to take action to restore (NOT store) each down-and-outer to the community standard of dignity 

and self-sufficient, contributing citizenship.  The current city council and some non-for-profits have 



failed spectacularly in accomplishing this.  For all our money they've spent on this problem, it just keeps 

getting worse. 

 

 4. Seattle's lack of housing options that are affordable to our low and moderate income employees 

is an important issue for DSA and its members. In the wake of MHA passing at Council, what 

kinds of new policies would you pursue to help expand the availability of affordable housing in 

Seattle? How might current zoning fit into your thinking? Who would you imagine working with to 

enact these policies? 

  

First, audit every provision of our city's building codes, contracting rules, and zoning provisions to 

identify any and all barriers to building the widest variety of housing.  I'm a bit perplexed that the city 

would continue to pursue schemes such as MHA with complicated rules that only increase costs for the 

builders/developers.  Second, disseminate information about personal finances that should be common 

knowledge, but, sadly are not.  As a member of the city council, I will be vocal about the personal power 

each citizen and/or resident has to choose financial resiliency and stability independent of government. 

Third, current zoning needs a clean up to achieve greater simplicity so that concentrates new building at 

transit hubs and routes while leaving our cherished single-family housing inventory as is.  Lastly, I would 

work with anyone willing to sit down with me - builders, developers, municipal experts, housing 

advocates, and other even merely curious who may very well have an idea that unlocks this knot.  As I 

learn more from those more experienced and wise than I, I will build out a model of housing costs that 

shows the upward and downward pressures.  (I am an engineer after all.)  I will share this model on my 

city webpage so that everyone can see the factors that influence the cost of housing and the actions the 

city council can take to relieve pressure on the market.  The current zoning and MHA, HALA, contracting 

rules, and building codes all just seem to me to combine to push up the cost of housing. 

 

 5. Between 2010 to 2018, downtown Seattle added over 85,000 jobs. During this time, we have 

seen a major shift in how the majority of people get to and around downtown, with percentage of 

people driving alone to their jobs shrinking to roughly 25%. Still, as the regional transportation 

and economic hub, downtown street space is at a premium. What steps do we need to take over 

the next two-to-four years to ensure that people can access downtown and that our streets work 

well for all users? 

  

First, our downtown (and Seattle at-large) streets belong to us all - cars, bicycles, buses.  Curb to curb, 

we all need to share the road.  Lanes need to be shared by all.  I support and wish to promote buses and 

encourage their use. 

  

The city can take a two-pronged approach - add busses to current heavily-travelled routes, and adding 

buses on other routes to encourage their use. 

  

All users must be vocally encouraged to be courteous - not overly deferential, but courteous - of other 

users. 

  



I will pursue increased use of bus lights - that is, the lights that allow buses to go first, clearing the 

righthand lane so that righthand turning cars can then do so.  Then allowing the other lanes to proceed. 

This has worked to separate cars and buses. 

  

I agree that it is fair that motorcycles be allowed to proceed at a red light-as-stop sign due to not having 

the weight to trip the sensor. 

  

I would, however, add adaptive light sequencing that, say, on Sunday mornings on Ravenna Boulevard 

and downtown streets so that, if a car is going the posted speed limit, the lights will change to allow the 

car to continue.  Sensors, NOT surveillance! 

  

Fifth Ave should be a throughway - front Denny clear on down to SODO.  Get going and go the speed 

limit, then you keep going.  If, for instance, Pike or Pine L/R are full, then drivers (cars, buses, 

motorcycles) need to be retaught that they may not turn, but rather, must continue straight and take 

the next available L/R turn.  This will keep traffic moving.  L/R turns onto 5th Ave can then enter 5th as 

usual if clear and there is room. 

  

All of these ideas change the lights so that drivers are allowed the final say (unless they do something 

illegal and get caught by human law enforcement), not Big Brother. 

  

The streets downtown already belong to all of us.  I 110% appose congestion pricing as an American. 

The state should have no interest in punishing us for traveling downtown whenever we want on the 

streets that we own.  The Mayor's 'congestions pricing' amounts to a liberty 'take-away.'  I will not stand 

for that and as a member of the city council, I will jealously guard my fellow American's freedoms and 

liberties.  Congestion pricing eviscerates both for no benefit to any of us.  Remember, sensors, NOT 

surveillance.  Sensors detect if a vehicle is approaching and use that to decide whether or not and when 

to change lights to keep traffic moving most efficiently.  The government should have NO interest in who 

is driving and who is approaching and who is where. 

  

While I support and encourage bus transit use, I also value the rights, freedom, and liberty of 

single-occupant car users to travel on our downtown streets.  The mayor's campaign against 

single-occupant vehicle is unbecoming an American. 

  

There is enough room for all of us. 

  

Further, I would require ALL municipal employees, including elected representatives, to carpool or 

vanpool, take bus transit, or bike to/from work if required.  For those municipal employees who do not 

need to face customers, I would set a policy of working from home/remotely all but once or twice a 

month.  I would also ask (we can only ask) larger downtown employers to heavily incentivize carpooling 

or vanpooling to/from work.  Employers should have no interest in what employees do with their 

off-hours time.  Period. 

  



Lastly, the street car needs to be discontinued and the grooves filled in.  The street car is generations 

past its useful life.  The streets are for bikes, motorcycles, busses, and cars.  Call it the rubber-rail.  Not 

for street cars. 

  

In the end, I welcome the newcomers to their jobs downtown.  The onus, however, is on the 

government to ease the way via adaptive lighting, municipal work rules and other methods that I 

haven't thought of that do not burden the liberties and freedoms of any one type of traveller. 

  

6. DSA currently manages and activates Westlake and Occidental Square Parks through an 

agreement with the City, which has allowed us to bring furniture, programming, staffing and 

security into these parks, as we work to make them welcoming for all. We also manage McGraw 

Square with some of the same types of activities. What is your view of this type of public/private 

partnership as the City contemplates major new public space opportunities along the waterfront 

and above Interstate-5? 

  

I like it.  Thank you!  Those activities at McGraw, Westlake, and Occidental make for community 

cohesion.  However, a truly well-functioning city would provide this sort of programing on its own. 

  

However, I'm all for the waterfront park/improvements as long as they do not impede business and 

commerce.  Ours is a working waterfront.  That working waterfront is a gem and a community asset - 

dirt, grit, and all.  I will oppose any impediments to keeping business and commerce from humming 

along.  Further, I oppose the I-5 lid park. 

  

7. Downtown Seattle is the economic center of the region, with large and small businesses 

employing more than 300,000 people. However, economic success for employers and 

employees are continuously strained by unpredictable and burdensome regulations and taxes 

being imposed at the city level. How will you work to ensure that there is more predictability and 

consideration for employers to support growth in jobs, retail, restaurants and investment in 

downtown? 

  

I will insist on a front to back, top-down audit of such regulations and taxes to simplify them and 

advocate for a minimum timeframe for their effective dates thus promoting predictability.  In the end, 

however, it is the duty of the city council to hold the line on spending and spend on efficient activities so 

that no one thinks it necessary to create new taxes (aka new revenue streams).  The increased economic 

activity we have experienced over the last 8 or 9 years has been a real blessing.  Taxes should be seen 

only as a mechanism to provide for a community-wide infrastructure that can be used by anyone.  Taxes 

should not be viewed as a punishment, or used that way.  It shouldn't be viewed as us versus them, but, 

rather a predictable and small as possible amount for the benefit of all. 

  

By simplifying the taxing structure and perhaps reducing taxes and reducing civic spending in 

preparation for the inevitable 'rainy day,' we can encourage more business and commerce downtown. 

That, in turn, will bring in more revenues from the existing streams rather than creating (or, pretending 

to create) a need for new streams. 



  

Also, I believe recently imposed measures such as 'secure scheduling,' 'paid family/parental leave,' and 

other impositions on the relationships between employer and employee work to restrict business and 

commerce and impose increasing barriers to entry for new businesses and their prospective employees. 

  

8. In 2015, a city report looked at Seattle’s commercial development capacity and determined we 

could absorb another 115,000 jobs by 2035. Yet, in the last three years alone, we have added 

over 23,000 jobs, indicating that we are likely to surpass our growth targets much earlier than 

anticipated. Seattle has limited existing zoning capacity, and inadequate permitting systems in 

place to accommodate the future demand for commercial development. Where might you look to 

expand our city’s capacity in this regard? 

  

The permitting office(s) first and foremost.  I'm an engineer.  Knowledge, attitudes, hopes and dreams 

all go into a request for a permit.  Consideration of the public benefit is done by the municipal 

bureaucracy (both beneficial and make-work) in order to issue the permit.  Cost - time and money - 

depends on how long that municipal machinery takes to do its evaluation.  I will champion an audit with 

all stakeholders to look at the process and find out what is truly necessary and what isn't.  The rules and 

regulations that govern the current permitting processes were made over many years.  The business 

conditions and civic attitudes and personal or business habits that made those rules and regulations 

necessary yesterday may no longer be at play today.  Thus, it is time to update.  (Truth be told, updating 

should be a regular, periodic event.) 

 

 9. As the City strives to allocate limited resources to manage and activate our complex urban 

environment, it has increasingly turned to Business Improvement Areas (BIAs) for support. These 

BIAs build community capacity and give agency and tools to local communities to address their 

own priorities. What is your view of these groups and their impact? 

 

Local is good.  With what little, admittedly, I currently know about BIAs, I approve of their use as long as 

they advocate for business and commerce - both of which require the willing participation of both 

businesses and customers. 

  

10. Downtown is not only one of the fastest-growing residential neighborhood in the region, but also 

the jobs center of Seattle. If you are elected to serve on the City Council, how would you go 

about balancing the needs of your district with the City has a whole? What are the top issues 

facing your district and how do you see them intersecting with the issues at play in downtown? 

  

Right now, they are the same for D6 and Downtown: 1) homelessness and the afflictions that contribute 

the that problem - mental illness, drug use, poor life decisions, circumstances beyond the control of the 

afflicted; 2) public safety - the under-policing problem and the city attorney's choice to de-emphasize 

certain offenses.  To a lesser extent, there is the traffic issue. 

  



In the end, I anticipate no problem that would be cause for choosing D6 over Downtown.  A city council 

that re-commits to sound fiscal management, public safety, and truly humane treatment of those among 

us who 'fall down' can serve all neighborhoods. 

 


