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BEFORE THE HEARING EXAMINER  
CITY OF SEATTLE 

 

 

I, Leah B. Silverthorn, declare and state as follows: 

1. I am an attorney for the Ballard Coalition (the “Coalition”). 

2. I am over the age of 18, am licensed to practice law in the state of Washington, 

am competent to testify in a court of law, and this declaration is based on my personal 

knowledge.  

3. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the Hearing Examiner’s July 7, 

2017 Prehearing Order in this matter.  

4. The Coalition served its First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production 

to the Seattle Department of Transportation (“SDOT”) on June 30, 2017 (the “Discovery 

Requests”).  SDOT’s responses to the Discovery Requests were due on July 30, 2017. 

 
In the Matter of the Appeal of:  
  
THE BALLARD COALITION  
 
of the adequacy of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement, prepared by the Seattle 
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5. SDOT did not produce documents on or before July 30, nor did it serve written 

objections or responses to the Discovery Requests. 

6. SDOT produced the following documents, on the following dates: 

a. July 31, 2017 (209 separate documents); 

b. August 4, 2017 (2,318 separate documents); 

c. August 10, 2017 (608 separate documents and 493 GB of video data); 

d. August 11, 2017 (699 separate documents); 

e. August 16 (189 separate documents); 

f. August 17 (9,919 documents); 

g. August 23 (6,705 documents); 

h. August 31 (1,168 documents); and  

i. September 12 (71 documents).  

7. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of a July 25, 2017 email from an 

attorney for SDOT. 

8. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of a July 31, 2017 email from an 

attorney for SDOT.  

9. Attached as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of an August 9, 2017 email from 

an attorney from SDOT. 

10. Attached as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of a September 12, 2017 email 

from an attorney from SDOT.  

11. SDOT’s documents were not produced in a Concordance load file, were not 

organized or sorted by subject, category, or request for production/interrogatory number, and 

were not paginated. 
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12. The defects in SDOT’s production required significant additional processing and 

loading time, and there is no way for the Coalition to easily evaluate how many pages of the 

21,886 documents that SDOT has produced to date.   

13. It will take the Coalition’s attorneys and support staff approximately 314 hours, or 

40 full time days, just to review the documents produced by SDOT.   

14. SDOT served its responses and objections to the Discovery Requests late, on 

August 10, 2017.  

15. The parties are currently scheduling at least 13 half-day depositions, and counsel 

for SDOT has indicated it will likely take the depositions of additional fact witnesses after 

review of the Coalition’s preliminary witness and exhibit lists. 

16. SDOT continues to produce documents in response to the Coalition’s public 

records requests, which now number over six thousand documents, with additional productions 

expected as late as October 13, 2017.   

17. SDOT indicates that it expects to produce additional installments of public 

records in early October. It is likely that SDOT will continue its rolling production of responsive 

records well after the current hearing date. 

18. The Coalition does not have the resources to review all of SDOT’s production on 

or before the current deadline for final witness and exhibit lists or to prepare for depositions and 

hearing. Without allowing time for review of all relevant documents prior to hearing, the 

Coalition will be significantly prejudiced in the presentation of its case in chief, and will make 

appeal on procedural grounds highly likely.  

19. Counsel for the Coalition conferred with counsel for SDOT and the Cascade 

Bicycle Club on its Motion to Continue prior to filing its motion. 
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20. Attached at Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of the Findings and Decision of 

the Hearing Examiner in In re Queen Anne Comm’y Council, Seattle Hearing Examiner No. w-

16-004 (Dec. 13, 2016). 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  

EXECUTED at Seattle, Washington, this 18th day of September, 2017 

 
      /s/ Leah B. Silverthorn  

       Leah B. Silverthorn, WSBA No. 51730 
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Leah Silverthorn

From: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 4:00 PM
To: Josh Brower; Danielle Granatt; Megan Manion; Leah Silverthorn
Cc: 'Pat Schnieder' (SchnP@foster.com); Menzel, Laurie
Subject: discovery response

Hi All,  
 
The City is working to compile our response to your discovery request and I have a few questions. First, I 
assume all electronic v. hard copies of all the responsive documents is acceptable – correct? And what 
document management software do you use? If you let me know, we can try to save our production in a 
format that will work with your software, such as summation, concordance, etc.  
 
Please let me know.  
 
Thanks, 
Erin 
 

 

Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
 
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 
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Leah Silverthorn

From: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 31, 2017 10:27 AM
To: Josh Brower; Danielle Granatt; Pat Schneider; Megan Manion; Leah Silverthorn
Cc: Tadas Kisielius; Cohen, Matthew; Reise, Alicia L; Menzel, Laurie; Dale N. Johnson
Subject: Discovery Response

As I indicated in an email last week, the City is working hard to compile its response to your extensive 
discovery request. I am also aware that City departments are working to respond to somewhat related public 
disclosure requests. Although our response to your discovery request is not yet complete, I am sending over a 
CD with our first installment of documents in response to your RFPs today. The City does not waive any 
objections to the interrogatories or RFPs with this production. I anticipate being able to provide responses to 
the interrogatories within the week and we will continue to produce responsive documents in installments as 
quickly we are able.  
 
One question, for now: we have over 500GB of video of driveways along the Missing Link corridor. Do you 
want that? If so, we can either make it available for viewing on a computer at our office or if you provide an 
adequate external hard drive, we can copy it over for you. Let us know.  
 
Thanks, 
Erin     
 
 
 

 

Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
 
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 
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Leah Silverthorn

From: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 2:28 PM
To: Josh Brower
Cc: Leah Silverthorn; 'Pat Schnieder' (SchnP@foster.com); Menzel, Laurie; Megan Manion; 

Danielle Granatt; tak (tak@vnf.com); Dale N. Johnson
Subject: RE: discovery response

Josh,  
 
The City and its consultants have been working diligently to respond to your discovery request, which was 
served just before a holiday weekend, prior to the prehearing conference and discussions about allowing 
discovery at all, and before outside counsel was retained to assist the City. The City has a number of well-
founded objections to your discovery request. However, rather than make those objections and stop our efforts 
to respond, we took a reasonable approach to cooperate, without waiving our objections. On July 31st, we 
notified you that the City intended to respond in installments because of the extensive and burdensome nature of 
the requests and provided that the responses would be expressly subject to the City’s objections.  
 
Even before we received your email, we were planning to provide responses to the interrogatories this week, as 
well as additional production of documents, so those are forthcoming.  On that note, you should have received 
TWO productions so far. One on July 31st, and a second on August 4th. The first installment consisted of 290 
documents, not pages. The second installment was 2,318 documents. Can you please confirm you received 
both? Also, we have put the driveway video data, as well as GIS and data used for the economics considerations 
report on the external hard drive you provided and it will be delivered by tomorrow via ABC. In addition, we 
produced the CAD files and AutoTURN analysis in the FEIS separately on July 24th, as a courtesy well before 
any discovery due date. The production so far is a significant portion of the City’s response.   
 
Also, I think it is important to note that this is a proceeding before the Hearing Examiner and not Superior 
Court, with a truncated schedule and typically more limited discovery. The broad nature of your requests exceed 
what is necessary and is not targeted at obtaining the information most relevant to the key disputed issues, 
which is creating a huge burden on the City.   
 
Moreover, you bear the burden of proof in this appeal. While the information the City provides may be relevant 
to your rebuttal, you should not need to wait for discovery responses to decide what evidence you will present 
to make an affirmative case on the issues you raise in your appeal. The City’s minor delay in responding fully to 
your discovery request is not a basis for delaying any other deadlines.   
 
With the exception of email, we expect to be able to produce the remaining responsive documents by late this 
week or early next. The City has identified over 15,000 potentially responsive emails and associated 
attachments that need to be reviewed. I am happy to talk with you to see if there are subjects you would like to 
focus on within that 15,000 to help expedite production; otherwise we will continue to review them and produce 
them as quickly as we can.  
 
And a final note: Please include Tadas on future communications.  
 
Best, 
Erin 
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Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
 
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 

 

From: Josh Brower [mailto:josh@verislawgroup.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 4:28 PM 
To: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov> 
Cc: Leah Silverthorn <leah@verislawgroup.com>; 'Pat Schnieder' (SchnP@foster.com) <SchnP@foster.com>; Menzel, 
Laurie <Laurie.Menzel@seattle.gov>; Megan Manion <megan@verislawgroup.com>; Danielle Granatt 
<danielle@verislawgroup.com> 
Subject: Re: discovery response 
 
Erin, I am writing regarding the City’s Responses to the Coalition’s First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production.  The City’s Responses are now very overdue—they were due on July 30.  To date, we have received only one 
partial production, consisting of approximately 290‐pages of unorganized materials.  
 
Unless we are missing something, we have not yet received the City’s written Responses to the Interrogatories or the 
documents requested pursuant to the Requests for Production of documents, which must be organized to respond to 
the RFP and cannot just be “batch dumped” on a disk. 
 
Since the City did not ask nor obtain an extension, it has waived any objections to the outstanding discovery.   
 
Please confirm that the City will immediately and fully respond to the discovery.  Lacking that, please let me know when 
you are available to conduct a “meet and confer.” 
 
Unless we receive the City’s responses this week we will file a motion to compel and for sanctions, including asking to 
reschedule the hearing until the City complies with the discovery requests. 
 
Regards, Josh 
 
Joshua C. Allen Brower 
Veris Law Group PLLC 
1809 Seventh Avenue, Suite 1400 
Seattle, WA 98101 
206.829.8233 direct  
206.829.9590 office  
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josh@verislawgroup.com 
www.verislawgroup.com 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: Any federal tax advice contained in this email is not intended or written to be used, and 
cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax‐related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promoting, 

marketing, or recommending to another person any tax‐related matter. Confidentiality Notice: This email is 
confidential and may be attorney‐client privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not print, copy, 
retransmit, or otherwise use any information in this email. Please indicate to the sender that you have received this 
email in error and delete the copy you received.   Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
  
HUNGER DOESN’T HAVE TO HAPPEN 
Be a SUPERHERO this summer!         

          

 
 

From: Erin' 'Ferguson <erin.ferguson@seattle.gov> 
Date: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 at 3:59 PM 
To: Josh Brower <josh@verislawgroup.com>, Danielle Granatt <danielle@verislawgroup.com>, Megan Manion 
<megan@verislawgroup.com>, Leah Silverthorn <leah@verislawgroup.com> 
Cc: Patrick Schneider <SchnP@foster.com>, "Menzel, Laurie" <Laurie.Menzel@seattle.gov> 
Subject: discovery response 
 
Hi All,  
  
The City is working to compile our response to your discovery request and I have a few questions. First, I 
assume all electronic v. hard copies of all the responsive documents is acceptable – correct? And what 
document management software do you use? If you let me know, we can try to save our production in a 
format that will work with your software, such as summation, concordance, etc.  
  
Please let me know.  
  
Thanks, 
Erin 
  

 

Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
  
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
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CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 
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Leah Silverthorn

From: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 10:05 AM
To: Danielle Granatt; Josh Brower
Cc: tak (tak@vnf.com); Pat Schneider; Leah Silverthorn
Subject: RE: FEIS - Land Use Chapter Author 

Hi Danielle,  
 
Thank you for working with us.  We would like to depose the four expert witnesses identified on your preliminary 
witness and exhibit list.  We also anticipate that we will want to depose some of your fact witnesses, but have not made 
a final determination about which. We will be better able to anticipate the estimated length of each expert deposition 
after you respond to our interrogatories.  Without that information, our best estimate is that each expert deposition 
would last approximately 2‐4 hours.  We would like to schedule those between Monday September 25 to Thursday 
September 28th. If you let us know your expert’s availability, we will do our best to coordinate our client’s depositions 
that week accordingly.   
 
We are also happy to work with your requests, and the City will make available those witnesses we have identified on 
our preliminary list.  However, we have some concerns about both the volume of depositions you are proposing and 
some of the individuals you have identified. The volume of depositions proposed exceeds what is reasonable in this 
Hearing Examiner proceeding. In particular, you have identified multiple people that contributed to a specific 
analysis.  For example, you propose to depose Claire, Mark, and Jennifer, yet all three contributed to the same analysis. 
Without an explanation as to why you seek to depose these specific people instead of the testifying experts that the City 
has identified, we cannot agree to your request.  Also, your list includes witnesses that do not have information that is 
relevant to your case and the substantive issues you have raised.  Neither Brian Surratt nor Scott Kubly were not 
involved in drafting the EIS or performing any of the analysis and so deposing them is irrelevant. Similarly, it does not 
make sense to schedule a deposition of Ben Perkowski.  Ben was not involved in drafting the EIS.  Because SDOT has not 
initiated the shoreline permitting process for any of the alternatives, Ben has not started permitting work.  While we do 
not believe there is any justification for taking his deposition, at the very least, we cannot agree to that in advance of the 
resolution of the City’s motion for partial dismissal, since the only issue Ben may be able to speak to may be dismissed.  
 
We are certainly willing to make Mark Mazzola, Morgan Shook, and Mark Johnson, who have been identified as City 
witnesses, available for depositions during the time period you set out. How much time do you anticipate setting aside 
for each deposition? Once you let us know, we will check with them on availability and let you know as soon as possible. 
Unless there is some reason additional depositions are necessary and warranted, we object to the additional depositions 
you have proposed.  
 
Please let us know how you would like to proceed.  
 
Best, 
Erin 

 
 

 

Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
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Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
 
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 

 

From: Danielle Granatt [mailto:danielle@verislawgroup.com]  
Sent: Friday, September 08, 2017 11:24 AM 
To: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov>; Josh Brower <josh@verislawgroup.com> 
Cc: tak (tak@vnf.com) <tak@vnf.com>; Pat Schneider <pat.schneider@foster.com>; Leah Silverthorn 
<leah@verislawgroup.com> 
Subject: RE: FEIS ‐ Land Use Chapter Author  
 
Erin: 
 
Thank you for getting back to me and clarifying this issue.  Despite her departure from Parametrix, we still plan to 
depose Jennifer—please let us know if you can accept service for her or whether we need to send her a SDT.  
 
Regarding depositions, yes, we plan to take a number of them and plan to do so in the following order: 
 
1.       Ben Perkowski 
2.       Scott Kubly 
3.       Mark Mazzola 
4.       Morgan Shook 
5.       Claire Hoffman 
6.       Mark Johnson 
7.       Brian Surratt 
8.       Jennifer Hagenow 
 
We may identify other deponents as we work through the large volume of documents we received from the City and 
CBC.   
 
We would like to take these depositions between Monday, September 18th  to Thursday, September 21st and between 
Tuesday, September 26th to Friday, September 29th.   
 
Thank you for working with us to schedule the depositions during these time periods.   
 
Please let us know whether you are planning to schedule depositions in this matter, and if so, who you are considering 
and when.  We will work with you to get the depositions scheduled.   
  
All the best, 
  
Danielle  
 
 
Danielle N. Granatt 
Veris Law Group PLLC 
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1809 Seventh Avenue, Suite 1400 
Seattle, WA 98101 
Direct: 206.535.6007 
Main: 206.829.9590 
Fax: 206.829.9245 
danielle@verislawgroup.com 
www.verislawgroup.com 
 
Confidentiality Notice: This email is confidential and may be attorney-client privileged. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please do not print, copy, retransmit, or otherwise use any information in this email. Please indicate to the 
sender that you have received this email in error and delete the copy you received. 
 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: Any federal tax advice contained in this email is not intended or written to be used, 
and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) 
promoting, marketing, or recommending to another person any tax-related matter. 
 
P Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
 

From: Ferguson, Erin [mailto:Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 4:07 PM 
To: Danielle Granatt; Josh Brower; Pat Schneider 
Cc: tak (tak@vnf.com) 
Subject: RE: FEIS - Land Use Chapter Author  
 

Hi Danielle,  
 
Mark Johnson, who is identified as the reviewer of the land use chapter, would be the correct person at ESA 
on that topic. Jennifer is no longer with ESA and my understanding is that Claire and Mark worked hand‐in‐
hand on that chapter, with Mark being the lead.  
 
Also, are you considering other depositions? If you let us know who you are considering or on what subject 
matters, as well as when you would prefer to schedule any depositions, we would be willing to work with you 
to identify the appropriate person and set up an appropriate schedule.    
 
Best,  
Erin 
 
 

 

Erin E. Ferguson 
Assistant City Attorney 
Land Use Section 

Seattle City Attorney’s Office 
Civil Division 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2050 
Seattle, WA 98104‐7097 
Phone: 206‐684‐8615 
FAX:  206‐684‐8284 
Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov 
 
*** Please be aware that I am out of the office on Fridays.  
 
CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: This message may contain information that is protected by the attorney‐client privilege, the 
attorney work product doctrine, or by other confidentiality provisions.  If this message was sent to you in error, any use, 
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disclosure, or distribution of its contents is prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please contact me at the telephone 
number or e‐mail address listed above and delete this message without printing, copying, or forwarding it.  Thank you. 

 

From: Danielle Granatt [mailto:danielle@verislawgroup.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:24 PM 
To: Ferguson, Erin <Erin.Ferguson@seattle.gov> 
Subject: FEIS ‐ Land Use Chapter Author  
 
Hi Erin ‐  
 
I hope you had a great holiday weekend.  Jennifer Hagenow and Claire Hoffman are both listed as authors of the land 
use chapter of the FEIS.  Can you please let us know whether Jennifer or Claire was the principal author of the 
chapter?  We are thinking about a deposition schedule and would like to make sure we note the correct person at ESA. 
 
Many thanks, 
 
Danielle  
 
Danielle N. Granatt 
Veris Law Group PLLC 
1809 Seventh Avenue, Suite 1400 
Seattle, WA 98101 
Direct: 206.535.6007 
Main: 206.829.9590 
Fax: 206.829.9245 
danielle@verislawgroup.com 
www.verislawgroup.com 
 
Confidentiality Notice: This email is confidential and may be attorney-client privileged. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please do not print, copy, retransmit, or otherwise use any information in this email. Please indicate to the 
sender that you have received this email in error and delete the copy you received. 
 
IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: Any federal tax advice contained in this email is not intended or written to be used, 
and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) 
promoting, marketing, or recommending to another person any tax-related matter. 
 
P Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
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would be accomplished by the legislation. OPCD's determination on the proposal's likely 
public service impacts was not based on information sufficient to evaluate those impacts. 

17. The record demonstrates that the challenged DNS was not based on information
sufficient to evaluate the proposal's impacts. It is therefore clearly erroneous and must be
reversed.

Decision 

The Determination of Non-significance is REVERSED and is REMANDED to OPCD for 
preparation of an EIS consistent with this decision. The Examiner does not maintain 
jurisdiction over this matter. 

Entered this 13
th day of December, 2016. 

Hearing Examiner 

Concerning Further Review 

NOTE: It is the responsibility of the person seeking to appeal a Hearing 
Examiner decision to consult Code sections and other appropriate sources, 
to determine applicable rights and responsibilities. 

The decision of the Hearing Examiner in this case is the final decision for the City of 
Seattle. In accordance with RCW 36. 70C.040, a request for judicial review of the decision 
must be commenced within twenty-one (21) days of the date the decision is issued unless 
a motion for reconsideration is filed, in which case a request for judicial review of the 
decision must be commenced within twenty-one (21) days of the date the order on the 
motion for reconsideration is issued. 

The person seeking review must arrange for and initially bear the cost of preparing a 
verbatim transcript of the hearing. Instructions for preparation of the transcript are 
available from the Office of Hearing Examiner. Please direct all mail to: PO Box 94729, 
Seattle, Washington 98124-4729. Office address: 700 Fifth Avenue, Suite 4000. 
Telephone: (206) 684-0521. 

Appellants 

Queen Anne Community Council 
c/o Jeffrey M. Eustis 
720 Third A venue, Suite 2000 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Department Director 

Samuel Assefa 
Office of Planning and 
Community Development 
PO Box 34019 
Seattle, WA 98124 






