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City Council District 6 

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? 

Wasn’t it Thumper who said “If you don’t have anything good to say, then don’t say anything at all”? But 

you asked, so I will. 

I have not found the current City Council to be particularly effective and that is why I’m running. In my 
district, the current elected never transitioned from being an at-large member to a district 
representative. We’ve essentially been without a voice on the council. 

According to the City's website, "The Seattle City Council establishes City policy through enactment of 
ordinances (laws) and adoption of resolutions. The City Council also approves and adopts the City's 
budget." 

Wikipedia says the council “has the sole responsibility of approving the city's budget, and develops laws 
and policies intended to promote the health and safety of Seattle's residents. The Council passes all 
legislation related to the city's police, firefighting, parks, libraries, and electricity, water supply, solid 
waste, and drainage utilities. 
 

The dictionary says that policy is the principles, often unwritten, on which social laws are based. 

I think it would be particularly useful for the council to actually state what the policies are rather than 
have us guess what they are via ordinances and resolutions. 

I would emphatically argue that our policies aren’t, in many ways, promoting the health and safety of 
Seattle’s residents for instance. 

As an elected, I intend to consistently summarize the council’s policy positions on issues (as stated or 
implied by ordinances and resolutions) in a sentence or two so we can navigate from there to more 
effective policy positions in cases where the policy is unstated, unclear, ineffective, or outdated. 

The elected council positions are non-partisan, but the council is quite partisan and ideological which 
contributes to the ineffectiveness and doesn't make for great policy or legislation. It would be better if 
the councilmembers had a broader base of content knowledge themselves, understood their opponents’ 
arguments, and relied less on their aides, central staff, special interests, and partisan political rhetoric. 
Less politics, more policy is one of my themes. Interestingly, out on the campaign trail, voters have no 
idea what policy even means. (For the most part, they also have no idea what legislative districts are.) I 
tell them policy is the general basis from which the council makes decisions and forms legislation and 
resolutions. 

With this opportunity to potentially realize district representation, we could see change and compose a 
more effective council. However, with the 2 at-large positions that seemingly represent no one and 3 
incumbents running for re-election, they could have 5 votes and things could stay the same, so it may 
take the 2021 election to disrupt that. Meanwhile, perhaps we should reconsider whether the at-large 



positions make sense since they seem to function more as lobbyists than electeds which was often the 
case when we had all 9 at-large representatives which is why we switched to districts. 
  

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? 

  

Yes, I read the report. 

  

It seems that the electeds have gone on the defense and deny reality when they discount reports like 
you commissioned, the “Seattle is Dying” KOMO video, and more. PR firms and political consultants are 
brought in to do damage control instead of these things prompting the electeds to fix the situation. 
 

When Pete Holmes and Bob Ferguson sued the opioid manufacturer, they said that 80% of the homeless 
were addicted. Here’s what they said on page 8: 
  

18. Seattle has seen its homeless population swell, with 4,505 living without shelter in the city and other 
select areas of King County in 2016 – a 19% increase over 2015. Researchers estimate that over 50% of 
people with opioid addictions in Seattle are homeless and Seattle’s Navigation Team – composed of 
outreach workers and police officers specially trained to interface with the homeless population – 
estimates that 80% of the homeless individuals they encounter in challenging encampments have 
substance abuse disorders. 
  

Then in other circles, the homelessness is not referenced as an addiction problem, but a housing 
affordability problem. 

  

I favor law and order. I also want to help people recover their lives. Restorative justice and diversion 
theoretically make sense to me, but currently there is no funding to make them work or those ideas are 
inadequately rolled out in the criminal justice system. We can’t release dangerous people to the streets. 
We need to invest in their recovery from the criminal life where possible or keep them away from the 
public when that’s not possible. Education and therapy opportunities in the jails is key. 
  

We can’t decriminalize possession of up to 3 grams of drugs and not expect a bunch of users and dealers 
to start calling Seattle home. Users often rob or sell their bodies to get their next fix. Methamphetamine 
users become psychotic and violent. We can’t ignore mental illness which when layered with addiction is 
even more problematic because it’s not safe and public health and safety is supposed to be a basic 
government function. 
  



I’m fine if Seattle can become an epicenter for recovery from mental illness and addiction, but I’m not 
fine for us to be an epicenter for perpetuating illness and addiction. Everyone should have the right to 
recover and regain a productive position in their families and communities, but that needs to be 
presented as the option, not an option. 
  

The policy direction I favor is to restore law and order including eliminating the disorder of public 
camping. I’m very interested in prevention upstream. 

  

Here’s the draft policy statement I’m working on: 

The City of Seattle (and in turn the county, region, state, and nation) will solve the cycles of poverty, 
crime, addiction, and homelessness by spending progressively more amounts of money upstream and 
less money downstream on strategic, geographically distributed prevention and intervention solutions 
so that occurrences of poverty, crime, and homelessness become rare and brief. 

This is how the budgeted investments could shift from reactive interventions to prevention and 
proactive interventions: 
 

Budget Cycle 
(biennium) 

% of Budget for 
Upstream Investments 

% of Budget for 
Downstream 
Investments 

current 0 100 

2022 20 80 

2024 40 60 

2026 60 40 

2028 80 20 

2030 90 10 

  

I’m a professional planner, with over 30 years of experience creating win-wins, so you can expect me to                  
take a planner’s approach. I’ll gather information, analyze it, and synthesize it into proposed resolutions               
and legislation that solves problems and brings people together on the same page. 

I’ll be looking for bright spots that we can emulate, rather than reinventing the wheel, when possible. I’ll 
review budgets and implementation results regularly in order to sunset what is not working and amplify 
what is. I often think that zero-balance budgeting would be helpful. I recall that Jenny Durkan said she 
would pursue that, but then she didn’t. We always add money, but don’t evaluate adequately what 
should no longer be funded. More auditing staff could help. 
  



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? 

  

Our region’s response to homelessness is disjointed and embarrassing. If the head tax debacle hadn’t               
happened, the electeds might still be thinking their failed response is fine. Even now, their theory of                 
change flow chart for solving it at the bureaucracy end is worrisome. 
 
 Homelessness is a symptom. The rate of homelessness nationally today is about 1% of our population or 

roughly 3 million people. Our region reflects that statistic. Worth noting is that 6 million Americans have 

bi-polar disorder and 3 million Americans have schizophrenia. Both of those disorders are often layered 

with addiction. 1 or 2 out of 10 people that use drugs (including alcohol) are at risk of serious addiction 

for both genetic and environmental reasons that we don’t fully understand yet. I would conclude from 

these statistics that our response should be at a 1% of population scale at this point. 

  

While we’re still trying to understand it all and hopefully head upstream with the solutions, we have to 
provide supportive housing for the homeless. That might mean after they’re released from prison, jail, 
or psych facilities to the point where they are not a danger to society or themselves. Active addicts need 
to be incentivized to choose recovery in order to get more freedom and supportive housing. The housing 
cannot be overnight shelters, tiny houses, tents, or RVs, but instead permanent supportive housing. 
Some will be able to transition out and some won’t, depending on their afflictions. 
  

That supportive housing must be geographically distributed across rural, suburban and urban areas in 
ratio with the populations. Right now, Seattle has over 70% of the unhoused population in King County, 
but only has 1/3 of King County’s population. Other jurisdictions are not providing services and facilities 
in ratio with their populations. 
  

Interestingly, when I asked Jeanne Kohl-Welles what the rest of King County was doing, she didn’t know. 
Three months later, she still doesn’t know. Dow doesn’t know either. They haven’t been keeping track. 
Jeanne said that since Seattle is the seat of King County government, it makes sense that we have all 
those services and facilities downtown, but I don’t think that makes sense at all. For instance, if needle 
exchanges are the solution – which of course they’re great at stemming the spread of communicable 
diseases – then all of the county should have them. We need an HQ2, not more concentration of 
services and facilities in Seattle, especially not downtown. There should be a moratorium on that 
location. Claudia Balducci said that they don’t want their own Pioneer Square over in East King County. I 
would argue that I don’t want it either, so what else are they doing? Nothing it turns out. 
  

With 1% of the nation homeless, then every jurisdiction must be participating in the solution. Seattle has 
2500 supportive housing units. We probably need another 5,000 and King County probably needs 13,000 
units. Within Seattle, each City Council District has 100,000 residents. To me, that means that each 
district needs 1,000 units of supportive housing. Opting out can’t be an option. We have to all in. 
  

This problem will not be solved downstream alone. When we shift our focus to upstream on this issue, 
we’ll need a lot fewer supportive housing units downstream. 



  

That said, we’ll need to establish some kind of humane recovery villages to transition folks from 
homelessness. Those need to be geographically distributed, too. We need to find out who everyone is, 
what their obstacles are, and triage them to the support they need. The criminals need to be sifted out 
and dealt with separately in secure facilities. The mentally ill and addicted need to be supported to 
recover their lives to the maximum extent possible and we definitely need more small community-based 
residential psych facilities. Additionally, incarceration doesn’t need to be a concrete cell where a life is 
wasted away, it can be a recovery and life restoration process. We have to be bold in our aspirations and 
the funding of the solutions. That likely means redistributing the funding pies to much more effective 
programs. 

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? 
  

Lack of affordable housing is a huge reason for my decision to run for City Council. I think we should be                     
developing affordable housing options in proportion to the various income groups we have. I also think                
we should move toward much more ownership - across all income brackets - and less renting. I consider                  
ownership the ultimate and best form of rent control. 
  

We’re just not developing the right carrots to incentivize the building of affordable housing. 

  

I’m certain we can create all the affordable housing we need if we did that right. The strategies our city 
has adopted are not going to get the job done. MHA will accomplish almost nothing. All the HALA 
rezoning / MHA requirements will yield is 10 pseudo-affordable units per urban village per year over 20 
years and they won’t be geographically distributed. 6000 units over 20 years is useless. The legislation 
the council is about to consider to change the Accessory Dwelling Unit legislation threatens to make 
things even worse. We do need a few tweaks of that – and I was a prime proponent of backyard 
cottages 10 years ago and design them in my work – but we don’t need to eliminate ownership 
requirements. Owners who occupy their houses tend to offer the cheapest rents to tenants. 
  

I propose that we rebrand and rename Single Family neighborhoods to Sustainable Families and Groups 
because it seems we have all the single-occupant housing we need. Sustainable Families and Groups 
zoning could maintain the 35% lot coverage, but offer incentive programs for people to redevelop their 
owner-occupied property or their current house to the 35’ limit to the peak of the roof, so more people 
could live in the house. I live like this. I rebuilt my house from a rambler to a 3 story and we have the 
maximum allowed 8 people living here very comfortably, spaciously, and affordably in shared space. 
  

If we incentivized some of this kind of development in the Sustainable Families and Groups zoned area 
with zero-interest loans to owner-occupant developers, we could have a competitive process to develop 
one house with a concept like mine in every legislative precinct. In District 6 where I am, there are about 
150 little legislative precincts with about 200 lots in each of them. You wouldn’t even notice the change. 
That would produce housing for well over 1000 people x 7 districts = affordable housing for 7000 



people. We could achieve that in a couple of years. When we needed more, we could have another 
round of competition. The possibilities are huge. 
  

We could also promote the building of these kinds of houses as co-ops where people form a corporation 
and they all own shares in the property where they live. This would be very affordable and would have 
very positive impacts on our neighborhoods and business districts with more long-term residents with 
roots. 
  

Also, I asked my neighbors if I offered them a zero-interest loan to tear down their dilapidated garages 
and rebuild them with carriage houses above would they do it? They said yes. 
  

Yes, we need new ideas for affordable housing, and I have them. 

 

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? 

  

Yes, that statistic is tough because while fewer percentage-wise are driving alone to downtown, we have 
many more workers going downtown, so we’re not getting out of the problem. 
 

Jarrett Walker, the transportation consultant who has the Human Transit blog says that transit needs to                
be a choice that a person in the free world can make and I couldn’t agree more, but Seattle is definitely                     
not there yet. 
  

For the buses, we need more dedicated bus lanes to get to downtown. I always feel smug when I’m on                    
the #5 moving along Aurora in the bus lane while all the cars in the driving lanes are not moving. I also                      
think we need to stop cutting bus service as light rail lines open. That just reinforces the argument that                   
light rail is a bus on rails. We need both light rail and buses. 
  

We also need more personalize transit or micro-transit like Microsoft has with their Connector buses. 
When Expedia arrives, it’s going to get even crazier traffic-wise. I don’t imagine many of those families 
will jump to relocate due to the difference in the crime rates and the lower quality school outcomes 
compared to the Eastside, so we have work to do. 
  

I wonder if we could do more with staggered work schedules and make the buses and light rail cheaper 
or free for a couple hours a day before the peak commuter times in the morning and afternoon to 
incentivize that staggered schedule. It wouldn’t matter to people that get their passes free from work, 
but for those who pay it may help. That is only possible if we actually have transit capacity to take those 
riders which we currently do not have. As much as we talk about everyone riding the bus and light rail, 
we just are not really prepared to serve them. The 28x that I ride regularly is usually full going 
southbound during peak times in the morning starting at NW 65th St., a full 5 miles from downtown. The 



irony is that the commuters coming in from further distances get a seat and the folks living closer in 
don’t. 
  

Finally, perhaps the rideshare companies like UBER could operate only on UBER Express Pool terms 
during the main commuter hours so that there would be multiple riders sharing the ride. I use UBER 
Express Pool regularly and it hardly adds 5 minutes to my arrival time and I like that I’m sharing the ride. 
  

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 think it’s the only way to go at this point. I’ve studied parks and what makes some work and others not 
work most of my life. When NYC moved forward with the partnership for Bryant Park, it was really 
reassuring. When women come to a park with their children and the bathrooms are safe, you know 
you’re doing something right. 
  

The waterfront has me worried, that’s why I proposed that we build a new elevated park bridge after tej 
Viaduct removal to complement and feed users to the areas along the surface arterial. Without a real 
view, the areas proposed along Alaskan Way will be very hard to program when the sun’s not out or the 
cruise ships are not in town. I felt that downtown needed a new magnetic park space. I was just never 
convinced it could get that along a busy arterial truck route in a mostly amusement park atmosphere. I 
support you if you get involved in managing that space. It’s going to be expensive to program. I wonder 
if a great urban dog park would help program the space or some recreational opportunities that could 
create spectacles. 
  

I don’t know enough about the proposals for I-5 to comment at this time, but I can say that in my park 
studies, it’s the programming of the perimeter and giving many users a reason to walk through the 
space that help the most. Programming the space itself is often a response to not being able to program 
the perimeter or not being able to give people a route though the park that is natural or makes sense. 
Freeway Park is an excellent example of a very difficult park space. The perimeter is mostly dead and 
there are few legitimate reasons to cut through there. Trying to overcome that is mostly impossible. 
 
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 think of business as owners, managers, workers, suppliers and customers. I’ve been a small business 
owner most of my adult life. Creating win-wins among all those players is essential and that’s what I 
favor. 
  



I’ve seen the climate at City Hall become more and more hostile to the ecosystems of businesses. I was 
not in agreement with most of the legislative changes that I felt would hurt businesses and they did. I 
worked for Four Seasons back in the 80s making a boatload of money (I thought at the time) as a young 
server at Shuckers. The whole scheduling debacle and the minimum wage set up that hurt tipped 
employees was sad. Hangover pay masquerading as sick leave makes me unhappy. The soda tax was just 
bad legislation. 
  

I think it’s going to be a struggle to keep downtown vibrant given the changes in the way people shop. 
We don’t need to handicap those businesses further with rules that don’t apply outside of the city of 
Seattle. Some of the City Council members take their marching orders from outside influences that we 
didn’t elect and that’s how we wound up with a lot of that legislation. We should make it easier to elect 
people who aren’t owned by special interests. 
  

I don’t think the parking issues have been resolved and that puts us at a distinct disadvantage to other 
areas. 
 

Also, I think we can conclude that panhandling that supplies a drug or alcohol habit is not good for                   
business (nor the addicted people themselves, nor downtown residents and visitors). I’d like to see               
much more effective panhandling policy that leads people to recover their lives. 
  

One idea I have that is very favorable to business is called Fair is Fair Healthcare. It would open the City’s 
self-insured pool (currently 28,000 people in it) to anyone who works or lives in Seattle at cost. If we 
could build the pool to 100,000 people or more, we could all have Cadillac coverage for a great price, 
not just City workers and their families. It has lots of benefits for businesses and workers, alike, and 
would cost the City nothing. You can read more about it here. 
  

 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? 

  

I’m a planner, so I’d need to see that analyzed and solved in a planning process. Offhand I can say that it 
would be great to decentralize some commercial development to areas that have more available land 
both far north and far south and who want and need good jobs that local people can train for. That’s a 
boat we’ve missed with all the growth – well-paying jobs for folks who are already here. 
  

I’m very unhappy with the death of a thousand cuts form of displacement of maritime – industrial –                  
manufacturing land by condos, bars and coffee shops that produce jobs with much inferior pay and                
benefits so I’ll not be a proponent of any of that. 
 
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              

https://www.putkateonthecouncil.org/fair-is-fair-healthcare/
https://www.putkateonthecouncil.org/fair-is-fair-healthcare/


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? 
  

We’d be in real sorry shape without the BIAs. 

 

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? 

  

I’ve been a downtown proponent all my life and have served on many advocacy efforts that were and                  
are citywide. I may live in District 6 and be running for council in District 6, but I will have no problem                      
balancing the needs of the rest of the city because I’ve always thought and acted in favor of the whole                    
city. 
  

That said, each district needs stronger representation and solid plans for the future that are more 
political-proof. I’d also like there to be discretionary funding made available to the districts so they can 
get support from City Hall for a variety of projects. It could be like the Neighborhood Matching Fund, but 
much more money and a better intra- and inter-district process for determining projects that are in the 
plans. 
  
 


