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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 council is making progress on education with the passage of the Promise Plan, a willingness 

to reconsider some of the overly burdensome regulations that daycares face, and hints of a closer 

partnership with Seattle Public Schools. 

  

Council has not been effective at solving the housing affordability crisis. One particular issue is the 

broken permitting system. I would focus on fixing and upgrading the Accela permitting system, process 

improvements, and hiring more experienced staff to reduce permitting timelines. 

  

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 read the report. As a councilmember I will work with my elected colleagues by doing what I’ve done 

my whole career, convening all parties together to hash out agreements. It’s imperative to the health of our 

government to listen and work with everyone, regardless of their views. 

  

Here are a few policies I would pursue to curb property crime and address these issues in downtown: 

  

●     Prioritize bike and foot patrols in hot spots, and as resources allow, replicate parts of the 9 ½ Block 

strategy. 

●     Continue supporting and expand Seattle’s commitment to Crime Prevention Through Environmental 

Design (CPTED) to reducing crime through urban and environmental design and management. 

●     Work with my colleagues to create enough temporary shelter with wrap-around services to allow 

Seattle to enforce our no-camping laws. I don’t think shelter needs to be concentrated in one area or have a 

one-size-fits-all approach. I would advocate for some to the shelters to be built outside of Seattle, where 

land is cheaper and more abundant. For example, the state-owned surplus land at Fircrest in Shoreline 

would be one potentially well suited property. I was at an event where Tim Harris of Real Change 

mentioned that moving everyone out of the Jungle was an issue for treatment providers and outreach 



workers that now needed to search more areas to reach those in need. While I don’t agree with re-opening 

the Jungle, I do think that large shelters would serve the same purpose. 

●     If someone commits assaults and robberies they should face jail time. There should be more support 

for inmates in jail and pathways to housing and career support upon release to break the cycle of 

recidivism. 

  

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? 

  

I believe the city’s role is to do everything in its power to address homelessness in Seattle. This is a crisis, 

and one that requires our undivided attention. In terms of where I spend my energy, leadership and 

resources to have the greatest impact, I would focus on the area in which I am strongest: I am the only 

candidate who truly understands the complexities and process that goes into more building affordable 

housing. I have spent my career successfully working on large housing and transportation projects, and I 

want to use my expertise in this area to scale up Seattle’s efforts to build more affordable housing more 

efficiently. 

  

I am supportive of the Landlord Liaison program, rental and mortgage assistance and other programs to 

keep people out of homelessness because they are effective and cost effective. I would expand these 

programs and increase partnerships with non-government entities to provide no-strings funding to 

people that need immediate assistance when feasible. 

  

Seattle is not going to be able to solve this crisis on our own. This is a regional problem that is going to 

require a regional solution. Seattle by itself will never be able to come up with the necessary funds to 

solve this problem alone. We can no longer ask our neighboring cities to do their part, it’s time we start 

telling them.  

  

Seattle has less than ⅓ of the county’s population and almost ¾ of the county's homeless population. It 

also has the vast majority of extremely low-income housing units, services, and the county jail. While it 

made sense to concentrate services in the City that is home to the region's largest homeless population, 

this approach has gone too far and is now overburdening our cities resources. Tax payers are frustrated 

that they keep funding new housing and services with little perceived on-the-ground positive impact. I 

propose working with the State to force wealthy cities like Bellevue that are not doing their fair share to 

step up with us. 

  

Wealthier suburbs must still plan for and fund their fair share of the region's housing and services 

targeted at the hardest to serve populations. For those which don’t, sanctions could include loss of the 

city or county’s ability to collect property tax or to receive their respective portion of the sales tax, gas 

tax or other state taxes. This would be no different than the sanctions used to enforce the Growth 

Management Act (GMA) pushed through in the 1990’s. As a council member I would lead the charge in 

Olympia to make this happen, because it's the right thing to do. 

  



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? 

  

We must work within the reality of available funding to solve this issue. I firmly believe that we can 

house everyone, but not necessarily within the boundaries of Seattle, which faces a severe lack of land 

and high construction costs. Below is a partial summary of what I believe needs to be done, broken 

down by household Area Median Income (AMI) level. This is my current thinking, but I’m always open to 

criticism and fine-tuning as I learn more. 

  

●     <30% AMI Units: Better regional coordination is needed to produce Extremely Low-Income Housing 

(ELI) units. Seattle needs to continue funding these units and coordinated services, but we can’t do it 

alone. While I’m excited that King County is stepping up, other cities and counties need to commit more 

funding and make room for more shelters and ELI units in their communities too. A good place to start 

would be work toward fair share commitments for cities across the region targeted at ELI units and 

shelters. I’m optimistic about the passage of state legislation that allows public entities to consider 

discounting land for affordable housing; however, this is only the first step in producing affordable 

housing at scale on these properties. Since this legislation passed, I have worked with multiple public 

entities that are hesitant to actually discount land for affordable housing. As a council member I will 

work with other public entities across the region to come up with a strategy to strategically leverage 

these surplus properties for affordable housing in a geographically and socially equitable manner. 

Without this coordination and commitment at the city/county/public-entity level the state legislation 

won’t produce the opportunity that we all hope it will. I worked on Sound Transit’s 80/80/80 legislation, 

which in some ways was the precursor to the state legislation. Although ST’s legislation isn’t perfect, it is 

producing results and there are transferable lessons for the city from this experience. Another angle I’d 

like to consider is prioritizing a portion of these units for front-line outreach workers, on-site health care 

workers and others that make this city work, but are not earning an adequate wage to afford our 

region’s high cost of living. 

  

●     40 to 60% AMI Units: Seattle needs to step up efforts to produce units at this income level. These 

units are critical to retaining Seattle’s middle class. More could be done to incentivize on-site 

performance through MHA for these types of units. I would also like to look into targeting a portion of 

these units to specific groups like police, fire, teachers and other groups that the communities benefit 

from. For example, I would like to see more police live in the communities they work in and this could 

allow that to happen. 

  

●     60% to 150% AMI - There is tremendous opportunity to work with the private sector to subsidize 

this type of housing. A lack of housing at this AMI level hurts tech and other professional employers that 

compete with lower cost areas for employees. I hope we see more announcements like the recent 

Microsoft affordable housing revolving loan program for this reason. This is also the AMI level that many 



mid-to late career police, fire, and teachers make. The City can do more with the MFTE program to 

incentivize housing at these levels too, particularly family-sized housing, by extending the abatement 

period to 24 years and looking at using AMI levels based on City not county averages - something I’d like 

to dig into as a council member. Overall, we need to be smarter with the fees we impose so it doesn’t 

make it infeasible to deliver housing, particularly for small builders that are targeting 

housing-within-reach for middle class families. 

 

There are a number of other things that need to be done to solve the affordable housing crisis including 

fixing the permitting process and working with neighborhoods on other common-sense zoning reforms. 

While many of the solutions are focused on housing targeting households at specific income levels, it is 

also important to incentivize a greater diversity of housing types including family-sized and senior 

housing units. Seattle also needs to think more holistically about how development and other 

neighborhood infrastructure like public transit and schools are coordinated, so that development 

doesn’t overburden neighborhood infrastructure. Other items worth considering are; pushing for a 

right-to-cure allowance to the proposed condo amendments; using deed restrictions on small public 

properties to simplify the disposition process for affordable housing where practical; an, extending 

MFTE term for 24 years, particularly for 3+ bedroom units. 

  

I want to convene these efforts and push other jurisdictions into joining us for the herculean efforts that 

will be necessary to continue to make a dent in this region’s biggest issue, housing affordability. 

  

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? 

  

Here are some key areas that need to be taken into consideration: 

  

●     Getting Third Avenue in Downtown and Westlake Avenue right in SLU are key to creating a city that 

functions for both surface-transit riders and pedestrians. A 16th Avenue Mall (Denver) type transit 

corridor in either location could be a wonderful addition to the city. I look forward to reading the Third 

Avenue Design Vision report to learn if this type of project is feasible for Third Ave. 

●     Most people are pedestrians at some point during the day, no matter how they access the city. As 

our downtown grows, we need to widen our sidewalks to accommodate the growing number of 

pedestrians. 

●     Getting Light Rail right is important, including paying close attention to station access issues as we 

develop downtown/SLU stations in areas with major topographic challenges and street grid challenges. 

●     I would also like to see increased communication between SDOT and business/residents of 

downtown and reinvigorated alleys to create new pedestrian options where practical. 

  



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 am in favor of these types of agreement and grateful that organizations like the DSA are willing to step up 

and support high-functioning parks in this way. I am a proponent of similar partnerships for new open 

space being contemplated along the Waterfront and above I-5. I understand the equity concerns posed by 

these types of public private partnerships and will always keep an eye out for potential equity issues, but 

overall these partnerships provide much needed support for urban parks. 

  

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 was not in favor of the head tax, and believe it is an example of the adversarial relationship that has 

come to exist between the Council and Seattle’s business community. I believe that the Council has to 

do a much better job of communicating with our business community, and working together to come up 

with solutions that both parties can agree to. Instead of bringing in business at the end of the 

decision-making process, the Council should confer with all potentially impacted parties as they consider 

tax and/or regulatulatory changes. 

  

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? 

  

We need to fix our permitting system in order to speed up the processes to meet the growing demand 

for space. We also need to clarify some of our vague zoning code. I’d be curious to know which areas the 

DSA has identified as having additional development capacity. A few locations I might consider after 

hearing from all potential stakeholders are; 

  

●     All half-mile station areas around link light rail stations for further upzones. 

●     Additional height in certain areas downtown like Denny Triangle and SLU after accounting for 

seaplanes, space needle view corridors, and livability concerns. 

●     Industrial areas like SODO and parts of Interbay in collaboration with the Port and other industrial 

users. Liquefaction and environmental considerations must also be accounted for. For example, if land 



values rise enough to warrant development over bus layover facilities, there are opportunities for vertical 

development along 6th Ave to the south of I-90 in SODO. 

  

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? 

  

BIA’s are a great tool and downtown benefits from the work lead by the MID, Pioneer Square BIA, and 

STIA. 

  

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 livable 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 downtown resident, one of the founders of Parents for a Better Downtown Seattle, and former 

co-chair the DSA family-friendly subcommittee, I will continue advocating for basic assets and infrastructure 

associated with livable communities. Creating a livable downtown is something I wholeheartedly believe in 

and one of the reasons I’m running for City Council. As a Council Member I will; 

●     Continue the push for downtown public schools. 

●     Work toward incentives to allow for more daycare space downtown and legislation to allow daycare 

space to meet outdoor space requirements in public parks. 

●     Push to increase the practicality of the family sized-housing incentive so that it works outside of the 

small section of Belltown with wedding-cake zoning. 

●     Make sure our pedestrian infrastructure works for people with strollers, walkers, and wheelchairs. 

●     Advocate for more greenspace and parks for all ages. 

●     Advocate for a Belltown Community Center replacement. 

●     Work to improve the Belltown dog park and find space for additional dog parks downtown. 

●     Listen to residents to better understand their needs. 

  

 


