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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? 

 The current City Council has done a good job advancing the rights of workers. All people deserve the 

dignity of being able to dependably and predictably schedule their work shifts, accrue paid sick and safe 

leave, and earn a liveable wage; and these rights should be enforced by a well-resourced and 

professional Office of Labor Standards. 

  

The Seattle City Council has not done a good job prioritizing the charter service of public safety. The 

most recent publicly available data indicates Seattle has 1.9 police officers per 1,000 residents, well 

below the average of 2.7 officers per 1,000 residents for a City over 500,000 residents. The hiring, 

support, and retention of police services needs to be a higher budget priority. 

  

Additionally, the City Council has had limited success elevating the crisis of our large numbers of 

neighbors experiencing homeless to a regional priority. Seattle cannot solve the problem on our own, 

we need extensive collaboration with King County and suburban jurisdictions to increase available 

permanent supportive housing and spread the burden of paying for it. 

  

Finally, the City Council can be a bigger driving force for accountability and oversight through 

Performance Auditing, a competency within the legislative branch. I wrote an editorial in the fall about 

creating an annual performance auditing plan similar to the one used by King County, a government that 

has found $127 million in savings over the last three years. The City budget has increased from $4 billion 

to $6 billion over the last seven years, we need to put in place feedback loops and aspire to be the best 

run government in the country. 

 

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? 

  

Nobody in Seattle should be expected to tolerate being a victim of crime, and yes, I have read the 

report. First of all, the broad narrative of the report is certainly born out by my experience as a 
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prosecutor in the Seattle Municipal Court. I can attest that I have seen many frequent flyer offenders 

cycle through the court only to return a few weeks later with a new charge. 

  

I will briefly quibble, for the record, that the report suffers from a couple of inaccuracies and 

shortcomings that could have been addressed by contacting the City Attorney’s Office for comment. For 

example, citing incorrectly that the City Attorney’s Office did not charge an assault where urine was 

thrown at a nurse (we did), and only one name overlaps between our internal familiar faces list and the 

list compiled in the report. It is also difficult to discuss a report without any substantive 

recommendations. 

  

That said, I have a long list of public safety reforms we can implement in the short and long term to 

make a substantive difference. 

  

First, we need to commit to prioritizing police hiring and retention as a key budget priority. Public safety 

is a charter service of the City, and public safety starts with well-resourced community-based police 

officers. Most property crime is crime of opportunity, an opportunity presented by the lack of emphasis 

patrols from law enforcement. As we increase the number of police officers we should emphasize 

putting more officers onto the street conducted regular and routine patrols. 

  

Second, we should prioritize proactive property crime enforcement. Undercover operations with decoy 

delivery packages or cars set-up by SPD with nearby surveillance officers can help build strong cases 

against professional property thieves, and deter future property crime. 

  

Third, once prosecutors receive strong well-investigated cases, an emphasis on bolder and further 

reaching pre-file diversion programs needs to be our focus for resolving them. I am very proud of the 

work I have done in the Seattle City Attorney’s Office on the Choose 180 Program, an organization that 

provides mentorship, education opportunities, 

self-reflection, and community to young people (aged 18-24) as an alternative to the traditional 

accountability of jail and probation. Of the 245 we have referred to Choose 180 since September of 

2017, only 8, or 3%, have reoffended. Most of the initial referrals are for some type of property crime, 

and are typically retail thefts. Early and meaningful engagement with young people just starting a career 

in property crime is critical to prevent recidivism and get them on the right track. The approach of 

Choose 180 is evidence based and works. 

  

I would like to see a variety of additional pre-file diversion programs for different populations and 

peer-groups. For example, the carpenters and iron workers offer a program called Trade Related 

Apprenticeship Coaching (TRAC) which over the course of 16-weeks provides prison inmates with up to 

460 hours of foundational training to pursue a career in the building trades after release. What if we 

offered a similar program on a 

pre-file basis, and declined a misdemeanor case in exchange for someone pursuing a career in the 

building trades? 



  

Moreover, in the City Attorney’s Office, we are in the nascent stages of significantly increasing Legal 

Intervention Network of Care (LINC), which diverts people with significant behavioral health and 

substance abuse issues to in-patient emergency stabilizing care rather than the King County Jail. If 

people referred engage significantly with service providers our office will then decline to file charges. 

Pre-file diversions based on public health, employment, and mentorship reduce recidivism and get 

people the help they need. We need more of them. 

  

Fourth, as Seattle City Attorney Pete Holmes recently stated in a public statement, “I have envisioned for 

years an office where sworn, trained prosecutors have the capacity to review all police reports within 24 

hours and make charging decisions within 48-72 hours–simply because justice delayed is justice denied.” 

I share Pete’s aspiration in this regard, and I would prioritize it as a Seattle City Councilmember. The 

Criminal Division of the Seattle City Attorney’s Office processes 14,000 criminal referrals a year with 32 

prosecutors. We are constantly underwater and need more staff. In the meantime, I would support a 

dedicated retail theft prosecutor being funded to exclusively work with businesses, Retail Theft Program 

Officer Chris Shean, and loss prevention officers to make sure retail theft cases are being processed in a 

timely manner. Additionally, I would encourage employers to emphasize long term retention of 

loss-prevention officers, to retain contact information for loss prevention officers after they resign, to 

authorize overtime for loss prevention officers (And other witness employees) when testifying, and to 

contractually promise to pay loss prevention officers for their time testifying on cases after they have 

left the office. All of these have been issues from retail theft cases I personally have prosecuted. 

  

Fifth, behavioral mental health is one of the biggest public health challenges we face as a State. Western 

State Hospital is no longer federally certified, and people referred for involuntary treatment to King 

County languish on Seattle streets instead. In some instances, and without the ability to appreciate the 

wrongfulness of their actions, our community members with behavioral mental health conditions violate 

the social contract and commit crimes. We need more capacity to address behavioral mental health. 

  

I fully support efforts in the Legislature to pass HB 1593, which would create a 150 bed behavioral health 

teaching hospital at the University of Washington. This idea, based on my training and experience as a 

prosecutor, would do more than any other program to get people the treatment they need in a modern 

and therapeutic setting. As a City Councilmember, I will work with the Legislature to site this teaching 

hospital, either someone on the UW Montlake campus or Northwest Hospital. I will make it 

unequivocally clear that any environmental impact statement, permitting, design review, and other 

essential City requirements will be expedited. We need to do everything in our power to meet the public 

health crisis of untreated behavioral mental health. 

  

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? 

  



Seattle needs to be a partner in a regional coalition, we cannot go it alone. I am a committed supporter 

of permanent supportive housing, and a housing first approach to getting people off the street and into 

a stable living situation. As a prosecutor, I have seen the massive failure of incarcerating people for 

crimes of poverty at a cost of $188 a day, when by most estimates permanent support housing can be 

provided for a third of the cost. 

  

In District 7, I am a big supporter of permanent supportive housing at Fort Lawton, as well as King 

County’s proposed modular development on Elliott. But these projects alone will not provide the large 

scale of permanent supportive housing we need for all our neighbors experiencing homelessness. 

  

I support working with King County, and our suburban neighbors, to dramatically expand the number of 

modular living units to create new permanent supportive housing sited on public land (King County, City 

of Seattle, Suburban Governments, Sound Transit surplus property). The modular units cost about 

$150,000 per-unit and are equipped with full plumbing, electricity, and in every respect are 

indistinguishable from a normal studio apartment. They are estimated to have a lifespan of about 20 

years. If financed by a public bond over 20 or 30 years, the cost per-unit could be well under $10,000 a 

year. The burden of the bond could be spread across multiple jurisdictions, and supported by a modest 

countywide sales tax. 

  

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? 

  

I strongly support inclusionary zoning and a wide variety of available housing types. I grew up in a 

single-family neighborhood, but I have also lived in an apodment and I currently live in an old apartment 

building. Seattle has room for housing of all types, and these are decisions we should be making as a 

community. 

  

First, I would prioritize in-fill development. I walk to work almost every day from Uptown to the 

Columbia Tower, and I walk past quite a few underutilized parking lots in Belltown which could be 

potential sites for new housing, perhaps with parking underground and retail on the ground floor. We 

will not get to our growth goals by simply making already dense communities more dense, but we need 

to take advantage of opportunities to in-fill neighborhoods with already dense zoning. 

  

Second, I am a strong supporter of transit oriented development. Upzoning areas directly around 

transportation hubs, particularly as light rail is expanded, is a generational opportunity to plan growth 

dependent on grade-separated transportation, and not the automobile. I also support reducing the 

amount of required parking for transit oriented projects. I am a full supporter of Enterprise Community 



Service’s Home and Hope program, which aspires to create 5,000 units of affordable housing over the 

next three years through public, private, and non-profit partnerships. 

  

Third, I do support loosening our overly restrictive accessory dwelling unit (ADU) ordinance, but support 

some changes to the current ordinance. Instead of categorically repealing the on-site parking 

requirement for ADUs, I support basing the parking requirement on access to transit and the walkscore 

of the property. Under the Transportation Benefit District (TBD) 8 out of every 12 households in Seattle 

are a 10 

 

minute walk away from public transportation running on average every 10 minutes. But, for the 

communities falling in the 4 out of 12 households without effective access to public transportation, a 

parking requirement may be warranted. It is an ongoing conversation I look forward to having. 

  

Additionally, it is overly restrictive to require the property owner to live onsite for every property with 

an ADU, but I do support some reasonable policies around resident occupancy requirements. For 

example, as the City of Tacoma just reaffirmed in their recent ADU ordinance, I support maintaining a 

residency requirement for Air BnBs or other short-term rentals. Again, this is a conversation I look 

forward to continuing to having. 

  

Fourth, I support continuing to take advantage of opportunities to use public land to site affordable 

housing projects. I am a strong supporter of the Fort Lawton housing proposal, as well as the enhanced 

King County shelter on Elliott, and the possibility of adding affordable housing to the National Guard 

Armory in Interbay. These projects alone will not be enough to increase our supply of affordable housing 

to meet demand, but they will help considerably and at a lower-cost to the taxpayer. 

  

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? 

  

We need to invest heavily in policies to drive that 25% number down ever further. 

  

First, one of the greatest policies the City has enacted over the last decade is the Transportation Benefit 

District (TBD) which allows the City to purchase supplemental service hours from King County Metro to 

meet the growing demand to commute in and out of the City. As mentioned above, the TBD has 

guaranteed that 8 out of 12 households in Seattle are 10 minutes away from transit that comes every 10 



minutes or faster. I want to see a survey of the transportation deserts the final 4 out of 12 live in and see 

how we can use the TBD to drive re-routes, or create entirely new routes, to serve them. 

  

Second, we need ST3 now, not in 20 years. I will work with Sound Transit, King County, and the State to 

get light rail through Uptown, Interbay, and to Ballard sooner rather than later. There is no easy fix to 

this, and it may require courageous conversations and creativity for how to pay for it, but we need to 

build a sense of urgency to expand 

grade-separated rail all over Seattle and King County. 

  

Third, we need to replace the Magnolia Bridge. I know this sounds odd in a questionnaire for DSA, but as 

I knock on doors in Magnolia I have been surprised to learn that a great many of the 20,000 plus 

residents of the neighborhood commute downtown on a daily basis for work and play. A great many of 

them use the bridge to do it, and many of them use public transportation to get there. The Magnolia 

Bridge supports 265 daily bus trips, all of them serving commutes from Magnolia to downtown. The 

alternative access points to Magnolia at Dravus and Emerson are not equipped to deal with 265 

displaced daily bus trips, and failure of the bridge would result in Magnolia becoming an exceptionally 

isolated transit desert, leaving residents with no choice but to drive downtown on a daily basis. This will 

not only cause congestion on downtown streets, but also on 15th Ave, a critical freight corridor. 

  

Replacing the Magnolia Bridge is going to require building a coalition of Port, State, Federal, and County 

actors. I am proud to be endorsed by Rep. Gael Tarleton, who approved a proviso this session to get a 

State study of the Bridge, hopefully elevating it to be a WSDOT priority. I am proud to be endorsed by 

Fred Felleman and Peter Steinbrueck on the Port of Seattle Commission, and look forward to working 

with them to make sure a replacement Bridge preserves access to the Smith Cove Uplands and other 

critical Port facilities. We need to build a coalition to replace the Bridge, and I can build that coalition. 

  

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? 

  

When I lived down in the Bay Area during law school I became familiar with San Francisco’s “Living 

Innovation Zone” (LIZ) program through the Mayor’s Office of Civic Innovation. The goal of LIZ is to 

activate public spaces through public interactive installations that can define the character of 

neighborhoods and build community. I have very fond memories of the giant interactive “whispering 

dishes”, allowing people passing by to stop and experience the novelty of having a quiet conversation 

from 60 feet away. Many of the LIZ installations I experienced were created in collaboration with the 

Exploratorium, San Francisco’s version of the Pacific Science Center. 
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The LIZ manual, linked above, mentions numerous other participatory public installations and dynamic 

works of art. For example, The Great Wall of Oakland, a 100x100 screen with art projected onto it, or 

the Shadowing installation in Bristol UK that allows passersby to record their shadows under special 

streetlights, and then play them back. 

  

Through partnerships with the Pacific Science Center, we could create our own interactive and dynamic 

installations. While most LIZ installations are temporary, some of them could become semi-permanent 

additions to our public spaces and perhaps landmarks in their own right. 

  

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? 

  

As I mentioned at the top of this survey, I do support the recent labor regulations passed by the Seattle 

City Council. All workers deserve dignity in the workplace and as the power of labor generally has 

declined over the last 40 years government has a role in regulating a floor of basic working standards. 

  

But these reforms need to be a conversation, not ultimatums. Businesses are valuable civic partners and 

their voice is critical to shape regulations that are enforceable and pragmatic, as well as progressive. My 

door will always be open to both business and labor. It is in our common interest for Seattle to be a 

vibrant place to do businesses as well as a wonderful place to work. 

  

Additionally, calling back to my answers on public safety, the City needs to commit to delivering basic 

charter services to business as well as the citizens of the City. While a core part of the social contract is 

that hard work should be rewarded and all workers should be free from exploitation; that same social 

contract demands a responsive police force, well run utilities, health and sanitation, and well maintained 

roads. One of the biggest concerns I hear from small business as I doorbell around District 7 is public 

safety. Slow police response times have forced some small business owners to take on the task of 

protecting themselves and their patrons, something we should never be asking any civilian to do. Critical 

labor regulations protecting the dignity and wellbeing of workers are an essential component of the 

social contract, and so is public safety. It is manifestly unfair for us to demand concessions from small 

business while not delivering the full benefit of public services they pay taxes toward. I will fight to make 

sure public safety is a higher budget priority. 

  

Finally, I support efforts to create a legacy small business registry similar to San Francisco. It is hard to 

imagine Magnolia without Niko’s Gyros, Queen Anne without Hilltop Ale House, Belltown without 

Shorty’s, and everyday I miss Bakeman’s in Pioneer Square. I am interested in looking into property tax 

schemes for legacy small businesses based on profitability rather than property value, and other creative 
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ideas to make sure that businesses which become community institutions in their own right can 

continue to do business in the City. 

  

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? 

  

Seattle needs to embrace more mixed-use zoning and encourage developments with both residential 

homes and office space. My priority would be to focus such developments around transit-oriented hubs, 

particularly light rail stations. Portions of the University District may be particularly well-suited to 

accommodating this kind of growth, as well as my own neighborhood of Uptown. We cannot continue to 

have zoning siloed to a small slice of allowable uses on one property. The future of Seattle will be 

defined by projects where people can live, work, and play all in the same neighborhood. 

  

However, I will caution that I am reluctant to rezone traditionally industrial or maritime lands to 

accommodate new commercial development. Our traditional maritime economy is an engine of blue 

collar and family wage jobs with low barriers to entry. As we grow, we need to protect and expand our 

traditional industries as well. 

  

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? 
  

I am a big supporter of BIAs. Businesses that form the core fabric of our urban hubs and villages have                    

immeasurable expertise and insight into the needs and future vision for our neighborhoods. As a Seattle                

City Councilmember, I will look to BIAs as a valuable partner to strengthen neighborhood specific               

projects on a public/private partnership basis. 

Debora Juarez’s annual “Live in D5” event, a community gathering with music, local food, and 

information booths from civic organizations, is a good example of the kind of collaboration that can be 

facilitated by a BIA. The earlier examples of Living Innovation Zones (LIZ) present exciting opportunities 

for BIAs as well to add dynamism and interactivity to public spaces in their neighborhood. 

  

The only problem with BIAs is that there are not enough of them. We only have 10 in the City of Seattle, 

and I would love to encourage more to develop in District 7. I would be supportive of a BIA seed fund to 

incentivize the creation of BIAs. The Magnolia Village, for example, would be a perfect candidate for a 

BIA. My own neighborhood of Uptown would as well. While BIAs have considerable benefits, they also 



can come with considerable costs for the businesses making them up. Having a more generous match 

for innovative projects proposed by BIAs could encourage their expansion. 

  

10. Downtown is the anchor of District 7--it’s the city’s job center and one of the fastest-growing 

residential neighborhoods in the region. However, downtown still lacks some of the basic assets and 

infrastructure associated with liveable communities, like family-sized housing, parks space and public 

schools. As a representative of downtown, what would you do on the council to ensure the center city 

is responsive to the growth we are seeing? 

 

As a graduate of the Center School, the public high school located in the Seattle Center Armory, I know 

first hand the value of going to school in the City’s core. The never ending calendar of festivals, plays, 

sporting events, distinguished visitors, and some of Seattle’s most famous cultural and architectural 

icons made the Center School a perfect fit for me. But the Center School is not enough, and we need to 

make sure that some of the fastest growing neighborhoods in our urban core are getting the full benefit 

of the social contract. 

  

I am proud to be endorsed by School Board Directors Leslie Harris and Eden Mack, and I look forward to 

working with them on the critical issue of school capacity. I support creative solutions to add a new 

public school to the Memorial Stadium property on the Seattle Center campus. The property itself is 

owned by the Seattle School District, but the City will have a critical role in making sure the project runs 

smoothly since it is surrounded by one of the most unique public and cultural spaces in the City of 

Seattle. 

  

Additionally, I am a strong supporter of Seattle’s community centers and the amenities they provide. 

There are few public spaces in the City of Seattle that offer services and diversion for people of all ages. 

Pre-schools, teenagers playing basketball, retirees playing chess, dance classes, cooking classes, day 

care; I could go on all day. Every neighborhood in this City should have a community center. I fully 

support restoring a community center to Belltown. We can do it through creative public and private 

partnerships, like the recent acquisition of the Lake City Community Center, or a development 

agreement to incorporate a public community center into the first few floors of an otherwise private 

new downtown project. 

  

As far as parks, I support lidding I-5 and using a significant proportion of that space for a central park 

connecting Downtown and First Hill. The vision of Downtown as a neighborhood situated between a 

centerpiece waterfront park with sweeping views and access to Pike Place Market, and a robust lid park 

covering the large gray scar of I-5 is one we must aspire to realize. 

 


