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File a Formal Complaint - Dan Grausz

The Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks was formed in 2015 to take positions for and against
candidates for the Mercer Island City Council. In that connection, they placed a large 8-page insert
into the Mercer Island Reporter and, in addition, distributed that same insert to thousands of Mercer
Island homes. Their latest effort is to promote a "Protect our Parks" voter initiative. Once again,
they have placed a large 8-page insert into the Mercer Island Reporter (March 30, 2016 edition), are
distributing additional copies of that insert to individuals and printing and circulating petitions.
These efforts must have cost thousands of dollars. Yet, they do not appear to have filed any C3 or
C4 reports with the Commission. Copies of the 2015 and 2016 inserts are attached. Appropriate

action should be taken against them for failure to file the required C3 and C4 reports.

https://wapdc.freshdesk.com/helpdesk/tickets/4004/print 5/16/2016



CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR MERCER ISLAND PARKS

Mercer Island City Council

Voters Guide

November 3, 2015 Election

Dear Mercer Island Voter:

This is the Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks (CCMIP) Voters Guide.
CCMIP is an Island group dedicated to preserving and protecting our precious
parkland. We believe that an advisory vote should be required before selling,
leasing, or putting major construction in a park.

All nine candidates for City Council answered eight questions concerning individual
Island parks and Island parkland in general.

Based on candidate answers to our questions, CCMIP endorses the following
candidates:

e Dave Wisenteiner for City Council Position #1
e Salim Nice for City Council Position #3

e Thomas Acker for City Council Position #5

e Traci Granbois for City Council Position #7

In the following pages, we have presented candidate answers to our questions so you
can decide for yourself. At the end, we provide analysis of the questions and
candidate answers.

Please vote and become more involved in our local government.
Sharon H. Smith, CCMIP Voters Guide Chair

Mercer Island City Councill Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Election
Paid for by Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks, 6250 East Mercer Way, Mercer Island WA 98040



Mercer Island City Council Position #1

Dave Wisenteiner

Jane Meyer Brahm

Mercerdale Park - Do vou favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as an open and green park, or do you favor constructing buildings, such as the
proposed 38,000 square foot arts center on one acre of Mercerdale Park?

Wiscntelner-. 1 would like to sec all of our parks remain parks
without encroachment. The decision to prioritize one non-profit over
another to be the beneficiary of public assets seems like an issuc for
the voters and not 7 residents alone.

Brahm- | would consader allowing a structure to be built on Mercerdale as
long as its footprint is entircly outside the paved path, it takes up as hittle
space additional to the Recycle Center as possible, and it blends visually with
the wooded hillside adjoining it.

M(mCmﬁmldndelscuMlpmm&iwbgulﬂnMcmarHand(‘nyCm'lwlnldm
advisory vote before sclling, leasing, or approving major construction in a park. Would you favor such an advisory vote? Why or why not?

Wisenteiner- | have said pubhically; | would absolutely support an
advisory vote on this issue. It is the public’s money, it is the public’s
park, it is the public’s decision. My opponent Jane Brahm susd
during the debate at the Beach Club that she would not support an
advisory vote.

Brahm- In representative government, | believe cities should hold advisory
voles very rarely. Before | could support any such advisory vote, 1 would
need to know the specific details of any such proposals.

Kite Hill- In 2006, as part of a public process that master-planned Luther Butbank Park and the vicinity, the City Council designated Kite Hill
next to the Community Center as “open space “parkland. Late last year, the City Council tried to put a parking garage on Kite Hill. Should the City

Council respect the results of that public master-planning process”
Wisesteiner-. Most poople feel that paving parks 15 a crazy ides.
Parkland s parkland period, the city can’t Jook at it as an asset to be
traded, transformed and bargained. Unless we are excellent financial
stewards, we will have fewer resources 1o manage those parks that’s
why this election is important.

Brahm- As duc diligence to consider any and all possible locations for
addional commuter parking, the City allowed Sound Transit to study Kite
Hill as a site for a parking lot. The Council did not “try to put a parking
garage” there. | believe it"s good government 1o examine all possibilitics.

Clarke Beach- Our City Council has agreed to sell part of Clarke
into this agreement to sell public parkland? Why or why not?
Wiscntelner- | am not as Familiar with this casc as | could be so |
probably can’t comment since [ am not familiar with the details or
circumstances surrounding the decision, On face valuc it scems
really strange that we would sell public land to any private party,

Beach o an encroaching neighbor. Should the City Council have entered

Brahm- Initsally | was against the sale, but when 1 understood the
complexitics of this case, and that the encroachment occurred years ago by a
previous owner, 1 changed my mind, Upon the advice of the city attorney, |
reluctantly approved the sale. Under the circumstances, it was night for
Islanders.

Pioneer Park- Pioncer Park is in a Trust, but under the trust ordinance, if 5 of 7 Councilmembers and 5 of 7 Council-appomted Trustees
agree, all or part of Pioneer Park can be removed from the Trust and sold, leased, awmmmmmmmmm
mm-rm,mummwwnmmmmmw

Wisenteiner- Bocause we have seen some inconsistency in the
secuntly of park status, we could make those decisions more
representative. [f the trustecs were not appointed by the council but
clected by some other manner a runaway council with a closely held

Brahm- | believe Pioneer Park is adequately protected from development.
The Open Space Conservancy Trust is still unique in the state of Washington.
1 would recommend against changes to the trust that could possibly provoke
Icgal challenges to the trust itseil.

trustee group could not make a decision cn mass.

Luther Burbunk Park— In 1968, xmcmmmmwwm»mmwummum
increased development that comes from increasing population. Since the park was transterred to Mercer Island, the City Council has tried to locate
a restayrant, marina, and housing development in the park. Should Luther Burbank Park be protected from development? If so, how? Or should

thc(‘nty(‘onna'lbcfrecmdcwlophlhww Park as it directs?
Wiscntelner- [t 15 either park land oc it is not, to me there is not much
middle ground. 1t strikes me that in past attempls (0 change the status
of the park, some councils or some council members see the

parkland desigmation as a “su jon.” I think differently.

Brahm- The Luther Burbank Park Master Plan is a living document that

protects and guides the future of the park. The Friends of Luther Burbank
Park is a group of volunteers dedicated to protect and maintain the park. The
City could place some of the into the Space Con ¢ Trust.

Re-purpesing parkland- Recent years have seen increased pressure to re-purpose parkland because we already own i, so it's “free.” That
reasoning was unsuccessfully used in the 1987 attempt to site City Hall on “free” Mercerdale Park land instead of on the current, purchased site.
Do you believe our parkland i irreplaceable and is more precious because of increasing population. or do you believe that we should create a
precedent of offering free parkland to what the City Council deems a worthy cause?

Wiseateiner- Parklund 1s not an asset 1o be bartered, traded or sold. Tt
is an asset for residents to enjpoy arcas both developed (with mowed
lawns and playscapes and dog parks) and undeveloped (with slugs
and roots and raccoons).

Brahm- The Island’s parks and open spaces are an ireplaceable resource,
Parkland and open space need to be considered system-wide as a benefit o
the entire community, for it broad rmge of recreational activitics and
purposcs as well as passive uscs.

Keeping Word- In a previous clection, a candidate was asked whether he favored an open and green Mercerdale Park or favored constructing
buildings there. He responded, “1 favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as it cusrently is.” but now he is advocating building an arts center in
Merverdale, What assurances can you give that if you make a commitment in this election compangn that you will keep your word?

Wiscateiner- We either do what we say or we don’t. 1 think my
reputation is well established in the business and charitable
communities. | have watched current council members explain how
they voted one way when the facts on video tape and n the voting
record clearly show otherwise.

Brahm- | can only say that | stand on my personal integnty.

Mercer Island City Council Voters Cuide, November 3, 2015 Election
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Mercer Island City Council Position #3

Salim Nice

Wendy Weiker

Mercerdale Park - Do you favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as an open and green park, or do you favor constructing buildings, such as the
proposed 38,000 square foot arts center on one acre of Mercerdale Park?

Nice- Maintaiming our parks and open space is entical. Parks are one
of the most valuable resources we have. MI parks in 2015 were
valued at $312.093.114. Given the luck of practically avinlable
additional land and potentially growing population. I do not support
development in any of our parks.

Weiker- | support preserving and enhancing parkland and beheve that
Mercerdule’s now-closed recycling center could benefit from being
repurposed into an arts center. It's reasonable to consider that a public-
private partnership could be created that minimizes financial nisk to the city
and optimizes economic development activity for our evolving Town Center.

Voter approval- Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks is conducting a petition drive to get the Mercer Island City Council 1o hold an
advisory vote before selling, leasing, or approving major construction in a park. Would you favor such an advisory vote? Why or why not?

Nice- Yes, Key issues with long-term potentially irmeversible
conscquences need wide citizen mput and support. Parks and open
spacc arc an important part of the charm and character on M1, The
benefit to the community of an advisory vote in these circumstances

Weiker- 1 believe special clections can be expensive, divisive, and
potentially create an environment in which Councilmembers are not able
1o effectively do the job that they are clected 1o do.

outweighs the additional resources/lime that may be needed.

Kite Hill- In 2006, as part of a public process that master-planned Luther Burbank Park and the vicinity, the City Council designated Kite Hill
next o the Community Center as “open space “parkland. Late last year. the City Council tried to put a parking garage on Kite Hill. Should the City

Council respect the results of that public master-planning process?
Nice- Yes, the council should honor protection ol “Kite I, That
“open space™ designation was part of a broader process considering
public hearings. group discussions, workshops, and Town Hall and
City Council meetings to solicit community input. Hence. the LBP
public-miaster-planning process lor the protection of “Kite Hill"
should be respected.

Weiker- | support the Council's responsivencess to clear citizen input that
Kite 1hil remain open space.

Clarke Beach- Our City Council has agreed o sell part of Clarke
into this agreement to sell public parkland”? Why or why not”
Nige- No, the Council should not be agreeing 1o sell any part of the
Clarke Beach, While the history of this encroachment 15 unfortunate,
that is not adequate reason to be selling any part of the Park. let alone
un ares with intrinsic value o citizens, and potential scenic vistas.

Beach 1o an encroaching neighbor. Should the City Council have entered

Weiker- Despite the unintentional encroachment and sale proceeds going to
other M1 parkland acquisiton, Council should have required the property
owners to restore the original parkland. Given limited enforcement capacity
for our park boundarics, this sale scts an-unfortunate precedent for how future
park encroachment situations may be handled.

Pioncer Park- Pioneer Park is in a Trust, but under the trust ordinance, if 5 of 7 Councilmembers and 5 of 7

FAs s

agree, all

Nige- | cannot imagine a circumstance where T would ever vote to
divest or degrade Pioncer Park. Further. in addition to the 5 of 7
Councilmember - Trustee requircment, a public vote should be taken.
Following the vote, there should be an adequaste defiberation period
for final commumnity input, before a decision.

WTM =55
of Pioneer Park can be removed from the Trust und sold, leased, or built upon as the City Coancil directs. -:f
mﬁm%mmwwwmmmmw

»

Weiker. | fully support keeping Pioneer Park permaneatly pmwcscd in thc
MI Conservancy Trust. I think the Open Space Trust Board responsibilities
could be expanded from simply Pioneer Park oversight to include overall M1
park system management. cnhanced program recommendations, and a more
comprehensive advisory role to Council.

whlmmmgwmwwwmmtmmumwmwmuﬁgﬁ
Mwuwfmmmxwwm Since the park was transferred W Mercer Island, the City Council has tried to locate
housing development in the park. Should Luther Burbunk Park be protected from development? 1f so, how? mm

a restaurant, marina, and housing
mcwc«mauﬁuwmmwm-um
Nige- Luther Burbank Park should be protected from development.
The LBP Community-Design Guidelines. Master-Plan Map. and
Vision Statement arc at odds with purposing any arca, or usc of LBP,
for non-park related uses. While other uses have been proposed, any
change now should require substantive public input and a public

VOLc.

Wciker- 1 support the variety of recreation activities currently available at
Luther Burbank Park and as envisioned in the 2006 Master Plan that
identifics possible enhancements to existing park arcas and features. 1 think
our boathouse offers a unique opportunity to consider improved summer

boating programs for the public,

Recent years have scen increased

Re-purposing parkland- pressure
reasoniny, was unsuccessfislly used m the 1987 attempt (o site City Hall on “free™ Mercerdale Park land instead of on the current, purchased site.
Mummmmofmpopdmadoywbdmthnwﬁoﬂdm: >

Do you believe our parkland is i

uwodcmofoﬁenngﬁccpuﬂandmwht&oC’nyCouoildmaMym’

Nice- Parkland is parkland, and it needs to remain o, in perpetuity.
There is no other single resource more valuable to Islanders than our
Parks. The Council does not own our parks, we do. Accordingly, the
Council has no inhcrent right, authority, or obligation, to repurpose
our parks.

10 re-purpose parkland because we already own it, o it's “free™ ™ That

= _,1 - 4
Weiker- Parks are a precious, valuable, finite public resource. I'mppou
thorough public engagement and economic analysis when Council must

decide how to maximize park use for Islander benefit. Utilizing a Parks

Board to counscl on parks management and specific project proposals

could be a valuable tool in this process.

‘. whnmdmmyammmmhwamﬁmmm«ﬁml _

buildings there. He responded, “I favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as it currently is,” but now he is advocating building an arts
. What assurances can you give that if you make a commitment in this election campaign that you will keep your word?

Nige- 1 ha\'c. and always will keep my word. If facts and data along
with widcspread public input show the need for change. I can and
will respond. However even in that circumstance, | will always tell
the whole truth, be fair and open, and keep my word.

Weiker- If I am clected to Council, [ will represent Islanders. T will
analyze data, consult subject matter experts, and seck a variety of
perspectives on issues so that | can make fully-informed decisions at that
pont in trme that 1 think will most benefit our community:,

Mercer Island City Council Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Elcction
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Mercer Island City Council Position #4
Jeff Sanderson Unopposed

Mercerdale Park - Do you favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as an open and green park, or do you favor constructing buildings. such as the
Muowumfommcmmmmdmm Park?
Sanderypn- Mercerdale 15 vital 1o the TC. We should enhance
Mercerdale through pathways, seating, and planting. MICA has a
number of hurdles ahead of it: raising money, parking, and clear Unopposed
financials. | support Y'I'N, like the design. MICA would cnhance
Mercerdale if they mect those hurdles. No other buildings ever.

Concemned Citizens for Mercer Iskand Parks is conducting a petition drive to get the Mercer Island City Council to hold an
mwmwlm&mwmmm in a park. Would you favor such an sdvisory vote? Why or why not?
Sanderson- Specifically on the MICA issue. I support going to the
citizens on this (and a number of other important issucs), and abiding Unopposed
by their responses. | would like to see CCMIP’s altemate proposals
for the transfer site portion of the park as a companison.

re wlnMupmohpubhcmoMm-plundlmhuImMmdhmmy the City Council designated Kite Hill
mtotheCwmmty(enlerxs “open space “parkland. Late last year, the City Council tried 1o put a parking garage on Kite Hill. Should the City
‘Council respect the results of that public master-planning process?
Sangderson- | do, The process here was awkward. 1f the city s
attempting to solve a problem, such @ parking, significant public
input and a range of solutions should be solicited and discussed, Unopposed
rather than having a proposal laid out as a fair accompli, « method

_Eamecd to penerate opposition.
Clarke Beach- Our City Council has agreed to scll part of Clarke Beach 1o an encroaching neighbor. Should the City Council have entered
nto this agreement to sell public parkland? Why or why not?
Saaderson- This was before my time, and I've not stdied it As a
gencral principle, any possible sale of public parkland should go
through an extensive, open process. The primary goal always should Unopposed
be 1o preserve and cnhanoe the parkland we have today. Any other

proposals have a very high hurdle.

Ploncer Park- Pioncer Park is in a Trust, but under the trust ordinance, if S of 7 Councilmembers and 5 of 7 Council-appointed T rustees
agree, all or part of Pioncer Park can be removed from the Trust and sold. leased. or bunlt upon s the City Council directs. What additional
| measures, if any, would you propose or accept to protect Pioneer Park from development?
Sandeeson- This feels like a very high hurdie to begin with, and must
have been put in place for this reason. | am open to further Unopposed
suggestions of measures il any proposil (of which 1 hope there isn’t
one) comes forward that involves Pioneer Park, an M1 treasure.

Park~— In 1968, King County voters approved “Forward Thrust” bonds to purchase Luther Burbank Park to proteet it from
increased development that comes from increasing population. Since the park was transferred to Mereer Island, the City Councal bas tied to locate
a restaurant, marina, and housing development in the park. Should Luther Burbank Park be protected from developaxent? If so. how? Or should
the City Council be free to develop Luther Burbank Park as it directs?

Sanderyen- As with Mercerdale, there are a number of improvements

(such as shorcline integrity) that we should look at. The City Council

should absolutely act in concert with (and directed by) the citizens in Unopposed
determining desired enhancements. As with Pioneer Park, the hurdle

to doing anything must be very high.

Re-purpesing parkland- Recent years have scen increased pressure to re-purpose parkland because we already own it, 50 it’s “free.” That
reasoning was unsuccessfully used in the 1987 attemnpt to site City Hall on “frec” Mercerdale Park land instead of on the current, purchased site.
Do you helieve our parkland is irreplaceable and is more procious because of increasing population, or do you believe that we should create 2
precedent of offering free parkland w what the City Council deems o worthy cause?”

Sanderson- As with the previous specific-issuc questions, there nesds
to be an extremely high hurdle to reduce our precious stock of
parkland, by which 1 mean the broadest range of natural wonders on Unopposed
MI. from parks 10 ponds, ravines, and other marsh or wetlands that
may be targeted for residential development,

Keeping Word- In a previous clection, a candidate was asked whether he favored an open and green Mercerdale Park or favored constructing

buildings there. He responded, “1 favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as it currently is,” but now he is advocating building an arts center in
Mercerdale. What assurances can you give that if you make a commitment in this election campaign that you will keep your word?
Sanderson- My word is sacred to me. In this survey [ didn’t always
take positions 100% of the time where | believe CCMIP stands, so
I"'m being straightforward. The position I'm running for has a 2-year Unopposed
term only {Tana Senn uncompleted term), so 1 will be judged on my
record quickly.

Mercer Island City Council Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Election
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Mercer Island City Council Position #5
Thomas Acker Bruce Bassett

Mercerdale Park - Do you favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as an open and green park, or do you favor constructing buildings, such as
the proposed 38,000 square foot arts center on one acre of Mercerdale Park?

Acker- I support the protection of parks, public property Bassett- The dilapidated recycling center and much abused native garden
sustainment and open spaces. Any changes from therr onginal arca could provide greater community benefit as a perfonmung art center.
purposes should be left up to the community. As I've said all Bicentennial Park is a public hardscape today and would remain so m the

along, T support MICA and believe the MICA location would be | MICA vision.
much better located at the proposed location of the Hines

development. :
Yoter upproval- Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks is conducting a petition drive to get the Mercer Island City Council to hold
an advisory vote before selling, leasing, or approving major construction in a park. Would you favor such an advisory vote? Why or why not?
Acker- I the public wants a vote and the petition process 1s Bassctt- Public engagement makes our community strong and a petition drive
successful, 1 would support a vote. is a fine form of public engagement. If the petition dnive 1s successtul (15%
of registered voters signing, per MICC 2.24.100), | will embrace a public
volc.

Kite Hill- In 2006, as part of a public process that master-planned Luther Burbank Park and the vicinity, the City Council designated Kite
Hill next to the Community Center as “open space “parkland. Late last year, the City Council tried to put a parking garage on Kite HilL Should
the City Council respect the results of that public mxaster-planning ?
Acker- Yes, I've consistently messaged publicly and prividely Bassett- There is an existing inconsistency between the Luther Burbank
that the Master Plan should be honored and executed. Master Plan, which treats “Kite Hill® as part of the park, and the
Comprehensive Plan map, which does nol. | support changang the map to
include *Kite Hill" n the park.

Clarke Beach- Our City Council has agreed to scll part of Clarke Beach to an encroaching neighbor. Should the City Council have
cntered into this agreement to sell public parkland? Why or why not?
Acker- I do not know enough about this issuc to provide a Bassett- City staft carcfully cvaluated our options and determined that it
comprehensive response but my position has always been public | made no sense to require the current homeowner to correct the encroachment
land should not be sold unless there is an extraordinary benefit 1o | created by a former owner — better 1o correct and simplify the zig-zag
thccomm\mg property lme. Sale price was sel based on expert advice,

- Proneer Park 1s 1n a Trust, but under the trust ordinance, if $ of 7 Councilmembers and S of 7 Council-appointed Trustees
mnﬂwﬁtd‘!’hw?ukmbemwdﬁmmmﬁwld.Iwed.orhﬂhmulhe()lyComldmcb What additional
measures, if any, woald you propose or accept to protect Proneer Park from development?

Acker- Add an addendum to the trust that requires a public vote Bassett- | would be open to suggestions for strengthening protection for
for any development. Pioncer Park. The Open Space Conservancy Trust was created specifically to
. protect the park and I am fully supportive of its mission.

Luther Burbank Park-- In 1968, King County voters approved “Forward Thrust™ bonds to purchase Luther Burbank Park to peotect it
from increased development that comes from increasing population. Since the park was transferred to Mercer Island, the City Council has tried
to locate a restaurant, manna, and housing development m the park. Should Luther Burbank Park be protected from development? If so, how?
Or should the City Council be free to develop Luther Burbank Park as it directs?

Acker- Luther Burbank s one of the largest draws to Merocer Bassctt- The development deas mentioned in (his question were floated
Island. Any changes at all should be very thoughtfully assessed. | before the Luther Burbank master plan was constructed. The Master Plan
In order to protect the park, the creation of a land trust with an governs future development. Recent community support for ‘Kite Hill®
adkdendum that requires a public vote for any development would | (which is in the Master Plan but outside the park property), reaffirms public
resolve the issue support for (he Master Plan.

Re-purposing parkland- Recent years have seen increased pressure 10 re-purpose parkland because we already own il, so il's “free.”

That reasoning was unsuccessfully used in the 1987 attempt to site City Hall on “free™ Mercerdale Park land instead of on the current,

purchased site, Do you believe our parkland is irreplaceable and 1s more precious because of increasing population, or do you believe that we

should create a precedent of offering [ree parkland to what the City Council deems a worthy cause?

Acker- Consistent with statement above, 1 believe Public Land Bassett- Parks are precious.  So are tax payer doflars. The City Council must

should not be given away or sold. always balance competing demands on scarce resources. | would welcome
and support a publicly led imtative to raise money to acquire additional
parkland and open space

Keeping Word- In a previous election, a candidate was asked whether be favored an open and green Mercerdale Park or favored
constructing buildings there. He responded, “1 favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as it currently is,” but now he is advocating building an arts
center in Mercerdale. What assurances can you give that if you make a commitment in this clection campaign that you will keep your word?
Acker- The provisions discussed above cover this question. Bassett- “._.the facts can change, but my opinion will never change. no

matter what the facts are.,” Stephen Colbert.  New facts: YTN has lost its
home. The recycling center is abandoned. MICA presents a synergistic
opportumity.  Our community is best served by Ieaders with open minds.

Mercer Island City Council Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Election
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Mercer Island City Council Position #7

Debble Bertlin

Traci Granbois

Bertlin- A community ans center o replace the existing recycling
center wl Mercerdale would further enhance the park’s historic
role as the heart of our community by serving new and existing
Island arts groups, supporting the Farmers” Market, rejuvenating
an underused portion of the park, and sparring town center
cconomic development

Mercerdale Park - - Do you favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as an open and green park, or do you faver constructing buildings, such as
&mmm&otmmmmmofw Park?

Granbols- Undcvcloped land on Mercer Island is limited and we cannot
make more. We have limited amounts of open space and our existing parks
must be fiercely protected, | beheve large decisions, such as selling, leasing,
or approving major construction in a park, should go to the pubhc for a vote,

Voter approval- Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks

Bertlin- The community’s voice will be expressed through its
donations to the center’s capital and operational funds, by
businesses supporting the center's parking necds, and through the
City and MICA s public velling processes. An advisory vote at
this time would not provide suflicient clanty and be a substantial
CXpense.

is conducting a petition drive to get the Mereer Island City Council to hold

an advisory vote before selling, leasmy, or approving major construction m a park. Would you favor such an advisory vote? Why or why not?

Granbois- City council members arc tasked with representing the best
interests of their constituents. | believe in representative government but that
is not an absolute. Principally. 1 belhieve larpe decsions should go to the
public for a vote, such as sclling, leasing. or approving major construction in
a park.

Bertlin- | quickly and decisively rejected Sound Transit’s

proposal based on the community’s clear opposition. Going

forward it is important that Kite Hill's designation within the
maslctplan be documented as within the park.

Kite Hill- In 2006, as part of a public process thit master-planned Luther Burbank Park and the vicinity, the City Council designated Kite
Hill acxt to the Community Center as “open space “parkiand. Fale st year, mzcnly(.omlundupummonxmﬂm Should
the City Council respect the results of that public master-planning process?

Granbeis Following the rule of law is pmmount for the equitable operation
of govemment. Laws can be changed but the proper procedurcs must be
followed. Yes, the City Council should respect the results of the master-
planning process.

W

Berthin. Selling any amount of Island parkland is never desirnble.
In this difficult case, re-incorporating the 2,800 squarce foot
parcel would have been relatively expensive, penalized an
unknowing homcowner, yet should have been assessed al a
higher value. The sale proceeds will be applicd toward acquiring
new land/access for the community.

Our City Council has agreed to sell part of Clarke Beach 1o an encroaching nesghbor. Should the City Councal have
Wﬂod&mmto scll public parkland? Why or why not?

Cranbois- Prospective purchasers have a duty 1o survey landd before

purchase. Here, purchasers are third owners of property redeveloped in 2006
— City did not discover encroachment for 8 years. Per P&R director Fletcher,
removal of the encroachment would destabilize hillside. '

Bertlin- As former Chair of the Conservancy Trust, my record is
clear - | deeply valuc Pioncer Park in its current state. Changing
the Park’s zoming from “resicdential™ o “park™, might provide an
additional layer of protection amd ensure higher levels of

Pioneer Park- Pionecr Park is in a Trust, but under the trust ordinance, if 5 of 7 Councilmembers and 5 of 7 Council-appointed Trustees
agree, all or part of Pioneer Park can be removed from the Trust and sold, Icased, or built upon as the City Council directs. What adkfitional
measures, if any. would you propuse of accept o proteet Pioneer Park from development?

Granbois. Add a provision to the trust which would require a vote of Mercer
Iskand ressdents before Pioneer Park can be sold, leased. or built upon.

community input wore any changes to be proposed.

Bertlin- The FLuther Burbank masterplan is a fantastic
representation of community effort und consensus. | believe the
masterplan should be respected by Councl and clear process and
procedure defined and codified should any group or Council

chwe 1o initizte any change.

"Lather Burbank Park=— In 1968, King County voters approved “Forwand Thrust™ bonds 1 purchase Luther Burbank Park (o protect it
0 locale a restaurant, marina, and housing development in the park. MWWM&WMW 1f 50, how?
&thilycmbcfmctodcvclopuﬂcrﬂuhu&hkslw

r Island, the City Council has tried

Cranbeis Trunsfer Luther Burbank Park into i trust with provisions requiring
a public vote before it can be sold. leased, or built upon.

Re-purposing parkland- Rocent years have scen increased pressure
purchased site. Do you belicve our parkland is irreplaccable and is

Bertlin- The Island’s many parks and open spaces are treasures
and must be preserved and at times, enhanced 1o better serve the
full community s interests and noeds. Any change to parkland
usagre that is significant must come after Island-wide discussion

and serve the interests of the majority of residents.

1o re-purpose parkland beciuse we already own it so s “free.”

“nmngwnmmfaﬂymdmﬂwl%?meuuwsmciylwlou“ﬁu Merverdule Park land instead of on the current,

more precious because of increasing population, or do you believe that we

MHM:pwwdeMofoﬁenngmehnduwhﬂthxyCmddwmnm«ﬁymu?

ranbois- As an Island, we are unique in the fact that we cannot create any
more knd, re, expand our boundanes. Our parkland is imeplaceable and
precious, imespective of population increase or decrease.

Bertiin- 1 will continuc to actively engage with all Islanders in
order to understand and represent the majority’s interests. As
proven in cascs such as the proposed KCLS Library renovation, |
will work diligently and respectfully to sccure solutions that

reflect the prelerence of the majority of Islanders.

 Kseping Word- In a previous election, a candidate was asked whether he favored an open and green Mereerdale Park or favored
constructing buildings there. He responded, 1 favor maintaining Mercerdale Park as it currently is,” bul now he is sdvocating building an arts
center in Mercerdale. What assurances can you give that if you make a commitment in this election campaign that you will keep your word?

Granbols- Mcrcerdale Park is our gem in the Town Center. If it is going to
change from open and green park land, Mercerdale Park’s fate should be
decaded by the residents of Mercer Iskand by a vote.

Mercer Island City Council Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Election
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construction of bulldlngs in Mcru:rdalc Park. The late 1970s and carly 1980s produced a massive Civie Ce ;
with little Islander support. In a 1987 advisory vote, Islanders rejected building City Hall in Mercerdale Park.
Proponents and opponents of the City Hall plan agreed that the will of the voters was to keep Mercerdale Park open
and green. In a 1997 petition drive, Islanders rejected building the new fire station in Mercerdale Park. Wisenteiner

Sanderson, Acker, and Granboi r blic vote before allowing building in the park. Brahm, Weiker,
Rassett and Bertlin would allow building in the park without a public vote. Under the provisions of the Mercerdale
Park deed, the school district was responsible for removing the recycling center when it was no longer used and
restoring the park. The proposed arts facility (MICA) in the park is 38,000 square feet, takes up almost an acre and
will pay rent of S1 per year for parkland valued at around $15 million.

Voter Approval: Over the years various special interest groups have approached our City Council with plans
to build in our parks — (1) a golf course in Pioneer Park; (2) a Civic Center, City Hall, and a fire station in Mercerdale
Park: (3) a marina and restaarant in Luther Bank Park; (4) a housing development in Upper Luther Burbank Park,
etc. We believe our parks are precious enough lhat Islanders should make that decision, not special interest groups
working with the City Council. Wisentei S : Acker. and Granbois a Those candidates who
insist this should be a City Council decision alonc (Brahm, Weiker, Bassett, Bertlin) must expluin why the golf course
in Pioncer Park and City Hall in Mercerdale Park are good alternatives, because those City Council projects were
supported by the Council majority and would have happened without an advisory vote.

Kite Hill: In 2006, Kite Hill was designated as open space in the public, master planning process for Luther
Burbank Park and surrounding land, Late in 2014, the City Council announced a joint project with Sound Transit to
build a parking lot on Kite Hill. Bassett and Bertlin supported that initial Sound Transit effort, which produced a
public backlash. All candidates but one now agree Kite Hill should be respected as open space. Brahm claims it was
“good government™ to consider Kite Hill for a parking garage.

Clarke Beach: Many years ago, the property that abuts Clarke Beach to the south was redeveloped to
encroach on the park. The City discovered the encroachment in 2009 when the property had a new owner. Instead of
requiring the encroaching property owner to restore the park property, the City Council agreed to scll about 2500
square feet of Clarke Beach for $11 per square foot. Before this, the City had never sold parkland to an encroaching
neighbor. The City Council has never explained why the encroaching property owner was given such a gift, escaping
the responsibility of removing the encroachment and acquiring the parkland at such a low price. Nice and Weiker
oppose the sale. As members of the City Council, Brahm, Bassct(, and Bertlin favored the sale. Granbois appears to
favor the deal. The other candidates say they don’t know enough about it

Pioneer Park: Many Islanders believe Pioneer Park is in a Trust and so is protected, but it isn’t protected. If
a super-majority of the City Council and the Council-appointed Trustees agree, part or all of the park can be taken
out of the Trust and disposed of as the City Council pleases. Nice. Acker, and Granbois support protecting Pioneer

Park by requiring an advisory vote of Islanders before parkland could be tuken out of the Trust. Wisenteiner would
require Lrustees to be clected. Weiker, Sanderson, Bassett, and Bertlin are open to unspecificd additional

protections, but apparcatly not a vote. Brahm wouldn't support any additional pretection.

Luther Burbank Park: The City Council on its own initiative has tried to put 2 marina and restaurant in
Luther Burbank Park and a housing development in Upper Luther Burbank Park, the forested part south of 1-90. In
promoting the housing development, the City Manager said, “Free land drives the project.” In response to a public
backlash, the City Council went through a public master-planning process. But the City Council created the master
plan and the City Council can amend the master plan as it pleases. Nice, Brahm. Acker, and G

park should be protected by a public vote, by putting the park in a Trust, or by both. Wisenteiner says it should be -
protected as a park. Weiker, Bassett, and Bertlin are satisfied with a master plan that the City Council can ge.

Re-purposing parkland: Recent years have seen increasing pressure to convert parkland to other
Special interests approach City Councilmembers quietly and su-k to use parkland for their own purposes.
Wise ice, S L < : i 3 s parks. Brahm, Weiker, Bassett,
Bertlin appear open to re-purposing parkland based on “benefit to the entire community,” “through pubic
engagement and economic analysis,” “balancing competing demands,” and “after Island-wide discussion.™

Keeping Word: A current Mercer Island councilmember promised to maintain Mercerdale Park as it is
open and ;,rccn park. Ilowc\cr, he isn't kccpm;, that promise and is promoting building an arts htﬂ'h :

can count on anything the\ suy? Wisenteiner, Nice, and Sand m
Bassett, and Bertlin did not pledge to keep their word. Two candidates (Acklr Gl‘..lnll)m e

simply about Mercerdale Park.

Mercer Island City Council Voters Guide, November 3, 2015 Flection
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No-Net-Loss of Parkland

& Let Voters Decide

@ Sign the Petition to Protect Our Parks

Dear Mercer Island Neighbors,

We urge you to sign the Protect Our Parks petition and let Islanders decide to
protect parks now and for future generations.

Over the years, many attempts have been made by the City Council to convert
parks and open space to non-park uses. In each case, Islanders have stepped
up to protect the parks and none of these conversion attempts have succeeded.
If these attempts at conversion had succeeded, now we would have considerably
less parkland and open space. The City does NOT have regulations in place to
protect all our parks.

As the Island has become more built out, the pressure to convert parks and open
space to non-park uses has increased because our City Council considers parks
and open space to be “free land.” The no-net-loss principle eliminates the “free
land” incentive to convert parks and open space to non-park uses because
converted parkland must be replaced. In adopting its Shoreline Management
Program in 2013, the City Council accepted the no-net-loss principle for
protecting shoreline ecological function. Our parks need the same protection.

Attempts to convert parkland to non-park uses will only accelerate. We urge
Islanders to sign the petition to put the no-net-loss of parkland initiative on the
ballot.

Sincerely,

Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks

Paid for by Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks (CCMIP)
P.0O. Box 1337, Mercer Island, WA 98040
Tel: (206) 948-4039, e-mail: protectmiparks@gmail.com, website: protectmiparks.org



The Initiative DOES preserve parkland from being reduced.

IF the City converts parkland to a non-park use, it must be replaced with parkland of
equivalent or better size, value, and usefulness in the same vicinity. The Initiative
ensures that parkland will continue to be for the public benefit and enjoyment of all, now
and for future generations.

Building on our parkland is irreversible. We must assure that the amount of Mercer
Island parkland is never reduced. Our parks were protected for us by previous
generations. Now it is our responsibility to protect our parks for future generations.

The Initiative DOES ensure that parkland is for the public benefit
and enjoyment of all people.

The essence of allowable park uses is that parks are readily available and open to
everybody. Everyone will still be able to enjoy all of the activities we currently enjoy in
our parks—playing, walking, running, hiking, dog walking, sports, games, Summer
Celebration!, Mostly Music in the Park, Shakespeare in the Park, etc.—all for free. The
City’s Parks Department has the oversight of uses in all of our parks.

The Initiative DOES NOT restrict activities in our parkiand.

Regrettably, the opponents of this Protect Our Parks Initiative have spread incorrect
information to Islanders. We urge Islanders to read the initiative. By law, the Initiative
Statement at the top of the petition was written by Mercer Island’s City Attorney to
explain in plain language the purpose of the Initiative.

The essence of the initiative is: IF the City decides to convert a parkland to a non-park
use, THEN a new “no-net-loss” rule would apply - the City would be required to:

1) hold a public hearing, 2) adopt an ordinance stating the necessity for the conversion,
and 3) replace the converted land, resulting in no-net-loss of parkland.

The Protect Our Parks Initiative does NOT restrict activities in our parks and open
space. Rather, the Initiative assures Islanders that IF parkland is converted to a
non-park use, an equivalent piece of parkland must replace the converted parkland.

The Initiative process is direct democracy.

An initiative is an ordinance (law) passed by the people instead of being passed by the
City Council. If enough signatures of registered voters are gathered on initiative
petitions, then the ordinance is placed on the ballot. If the ordinance is supported by
more than 50% of the voters, the ordinance goes into effect. The Washington State
Constitution, Article Il, Section 1, reserves to the people the power of initiative.

Paid for by Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks (CCMIP)
P.0. Box 1337, Mercer Island, WA 98040
Tel: (206) 948-4039, e-mail: protectmiparks@gmail.com, website: protectmiparks.org



NOW is the time to protect all our parks and open space.
Please sign the petition to give Islanders the right to vote

on legislation that protects all our parks.

What follows are some examples
the many City Council to convert to n rk

Pioneer Park: In 1969, the City Council decided to turn Pioneer Park into a golf course, but, because of
public opposition, the project was placed on the ballot and Islanders voted it down. In 1992, under public
pressure, the City Council created the Open Space Conservancy Trust to protect the park. What most
Islanders don’t know, however, is that a letter opinion from the WA Attomey General's Office claims that
the Trust is illegal. The Protect Our Parks Initiative would provide protection in addition to the Trust.

Luther Burbank Park: At its 2002 retreat, which was audio-taped by a citizen, the City Council agreed to
pursue a marina and restaurant in Luther Burbank. Under public pressure that led directly to the Luther
Burbank Park Master Pian, the City Council dropped the development, but it could come back. The
Protect Our Parks Initiative would provide protection for Luther Burbank Park in line with the Luther
Burbank Park Master Plan.

Upper Luther Burbank Park: At that same retreat, our Council favored putting a housing development
in Luther Burbank Park south of 1-90. Later, the City Council rejected a motion to take Upper Luther
Burbank Park off the table for a housing development, so staff can continue to consider the *free land” of
Luther Burbank for a housing development. The Protect Our Parks Initiative would protect Upper Luther
Burbank Park.

Clarke Beach: In 2009, the City discovered that the redevelopment of a neighboring property
encroached on Clarke Beach. Instead of requiring that the encroachment be removed, the City agreed to
sell 2500 square feet to the encroaching property at the fire sale price of $11 per square foot. The
Protect Qur Parks Initiative would require that the City receive equivalent land for the piece that is sold.
This parkland sale has not been completed.

Mercerdale Park: Mercerdale Park has been the most actively sought “free land” in the park system.
Proposed projects include: (a) a Civic Center including a library, community center, performing and visual
arts facility, fire and police stations and affordable housing; (b) City Hall; (c) a fire station; (d) a community
center; (e) a regional performing arts facility; (f) and a fourth elementary school. The Protect Qur Parks
Initiative would NOT stop these projects if they are found to be necessary, but, rather the Initiative would
require that equivalent land be provided in exchange to preserve our children’s heritage of parkland
passed to future generations.

Kite Hill Open Space: In 2014, the City Council encouraged a Sound Transit proposal to build a parking
garage on the Kite Hill Open Space near the community center. The parking garage would have brought
Bellevue commuters to the Island when a Bellevue park and ride is demolished and rebuilt. The City
Council claimed that Kite Hill was not open space, but Islanders produced city documents that showed it
was. The Protect Our Parks Initiative would prevent treating Kite Hill as “free land.”

Paid for by Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks (CCMIP)
P.0. Box 1337, Mercer Island, WA 938040
Tel: (206) 948-4039, e-mail: protectmiparks@gmail.com, website: protectmiparks.org




Which community do you prefer?
A community with parkland for all? OR A communitywhere parklandisreduced?

*
Elementary school

Mercerdale Park e A

Community Center

‘-dn-*z-_t -

Marina and restaurant

Housing {Upper Luther Burbank)

Luther Burbank Park

Parking garage (Kite Hill, near Luther Burbank)

-Poncer Park

HOW YOU CAN HELP PROTECT OUR PARKS:

1) IF YOU ARE A REGISTERED MI VOTER: Please sign the enclosed petition, print your name VERY
legibly, add your address followed by 98040, and the date.
2) In addition, please ask your friends, neighbors, book group members, colleagues, sports teams’
members, etc. WHO ARE REGISTERED MI VOTERS to sign the petition, too.
3) Mail the petition to:
Concemed Citizens for MI Parks
PO Box 1337
Mercer Island, WA 98040
4) If you can, please enclose a donation to help us with printing and publicity expenses. Make checks
payable to: “"CCMIP" and enclose them with your signed petition.
5) Call or email us to volunteer to help collect signatures with us at Island events, or in your
neighborhood. Call us at (206) 948-4039 or e-mail us at: protectmiparks@gmail.com to volunteer.

Paid for by Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks (CCMIP)
P.O. Box 1337, Mercer Island, WA 98040
Tel: (206) 948-4039, e-mail: protectmiparks@gmail.com, website: protectmiparks.org
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CITY OF MERCER ISLAND
ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF MERCER ISLAND, WASHINGTON AMENDING MERCER ISLAND CITY CODE TITLE 19 - UNIFIED LAND DEVELOPMENT
CODE ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 19.20 TITLED “PARKLAND (PARKS & OPEN SPACE) PROTECTION" TO REQUIRE PRESERVATION OF ALL PARKLAND
HELD BY THE CITY OF MERCER ISLAND STIPULATING THAT SUCH LANDS MAY ONLY BE SOLD, LEASED, TRANSFERRED OR CHANGED FROM PARK
USE TO NON-PARK USE AFTER A PUBLIC HEARING AND THE ENACTMENT OF AN ORDINANCE FINDING THAT SUCH ACTION IS NECESSARY, AND
PROVIDING REPLACEMENT PARKLAND WITH A SIMULTANEOUS EXCHANGE OF LAND OF EQUAL OR BETTER VALUE, AND IN THE SAME VICINITY.

WHEREAS, as Meroer Island population increases, there is increasing pressure to convert our precious parkiand to non-park uses: and WHEREAS, the Washington State
Legslature protected city parkland purchased with state funds with 2 ‘ro net loss" policy requiring that such parkland cannot be converied to a non-parkland use unless ecuivalent
lanc is received in exchange with equivalent cr better vaiue; and WHEREAS, some Mercer Island parks are protected by a “no net loss” policy that requires replacement of
equivalent parkiand if existing parklard 's converted to another use; ard WHEREAS, in 1967, the Washington State Legislature protected county parks with 2 “no net loss” policy by
enacting RCW 36.89.050 finding that parks and cpen space may be transferred fo cities subect o the conditicn that they cannct be converted to a non-parkand use unless
equivalent lands are provided in exchange; and WHEREAS, in 1967, King County protected county parkland with a “no net loss” policy by enactng Resolution No. 34571 requirng
that parkland purchasec with Forward Tnrust Bond funcs cannot "be converted to a cifferent use unless other equivalent lands.. shall be received in exchange thereof, and
WHEREAS, in 1997, the Seattie City Council enacted Ordinance 118477 adopting a citzen-generated Initative 42 providing that parkiand can only oe changed from a parkland use
after a public hearing, after adoption of an ordinance finding the conversion is necessary, and only if the city receives equivalent replacement park'and; anc WHEREAS, in 2013, the
Mercer Islana City Courcil recognized the policy of *no ret loss® of natural resources by acopting a Shoreline Master Program requiring “~o net less” of shoreline ecological function:
and WHEREAS, the citizens of Mercer Island desire to extend the poicy of *no net loss” to protect all our parkland, safequard Mercer Island's legacy of parkland, and secure cur
children’s hertage; and WHEREAS, the City established an Open Space Conservancy Trust in 1992 to preserve and mairtain, protect and preserve cpen space on Mercer Island.
and WHEREAS, the City of Mercer Island City Code {MICC) contains Tite 19, the Unified Land Develooment Code (ULDC) adopted on November 15. 1999 as Ordinance No. $9C-
13; and WHEREAS, ULDC is being amendea to add a new Chapter 19.20 “Parkland {Parks & Cpen Space) Protection”; and WHEREAS, citizens of Mercer Island have iniatec an
ordinance fo provice for "no net loss® of parkland consistent with cty code MICC 2.24 and state statules RCW 35A.11; and WHEREAS, that ordinance having recsived a sufficient
number of signatures was passed as providec by MICC 2,24 and RCW 35411

NOW THEREFORE, THE QUALIFIED ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF MERCER ISLAND, WASHINGTON DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: Adoption of Parkland Protection. A new Chapter 19.20 "Parkland {Parks & Open Space) Protection” is added to the Mercer Island City Code, Title 19, Unified
Land Development Code, hereby adopted as follows:

NEW SECTION 19.20.010 - Purpose. The purpose of this chapter 's to protect parkland and nothing in this chapter shall be corstrued as decreasing parkland protecton that
already exists or that snall be adopted in the future. These regulations are acopted for the following speciic purposes, which shall be considered in the administration of this
chapler: A. To oromote the public health, safety, anc general welfare of the citizens of Mercer Island. B. To preserve and enhance the Island's physical and aesthetic character by
preventing the indiscriminate loss of parks and open space. C. To establish the principle of *ne net loss” for the Cty's parks and cpen soace. 0. To implement the City's
Comprehensive Plan, Parks and Open Space Poicies Goal 11 1o *continue 1o mantain the Is'iand's unicue quality of life through open space preservation, parks and frail
deve'opment and well-designec public faclities* £. To implement the City's Comprehensve Plan commitment to citizen parficipation.

. Al parkland held now and in the future oy the Cily of Mercer Island shall be preserved for such use, and no such parklanc shall be sold,
leased, trans 38 cr n:maoma from parklanc use to another usage unless the City Courcil shall first hoid a public hearing regarding the :mnmmma of such a change of use, enact
an ordinarce fnding that the change of use is necessary because there is no reascnable and practical allematve, and on or before the change of use receive in exchange land of




NEW SECTION 19.20.030 - Designated Parkland. The following are the common names for the minimum number of properties that make up Mercer Islanc park'and with
boundaries generally delineated by Mercer Islanc's Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2018, Appendix 1: {a) Bicentennial Park, {b) Clarke Beach. {c) Clise Park. (d) Ellis Ponc, (&)
First Hill Park, {f) Groveland Park, (g) Hollerbach Park, (n) Homestead Field, (i) Island Crest Park, (j) Deane's Children's Park, (k) Park on the Lid, {I) Luther Burbank Park, {m)
Mercerdale Park, (n) Mercerdale Hillside, (o) Pioneer Par«, (p) Roancke Park, (q) Rotary Park, (r) Secret Park. {s) Skateboard Park, {t} Slater Park, (u} South Mercer Playfields, (v)
Wildwood Park, {w) 53" Street open space, (x) the West Hill or Kite Hil portion of the Community Center, (y) the Engstrom Open Space, (2 all currently undesignated parks and
open space, and {aa) all developed and undeveloped street encs that abut Lake Washington. Parkland acquirec by the City in the future is also subject to this Chapter

NEYY SECTION 18.20.040 - Non- es. The ‘ollowing uses are not parkland uses: (a) community center, (b} performing arts center, (c) recycling center, (d} swimming
pools, (e) housing, (f) city administrative offices, (g) parking garages, (h) transportation facilities, and (/) buildings larger than one thousand scuare feet. The following are allowed in
parklands (a) restrooms, (b) docks, (c) permanent play equipment (c) piayfielcs, {e) artificia turf, (f) forested areas, (g) and underground utilities.

icial Review. A. Within 30 days of the effectve date of an ordinance or other City action changing the use of parkiand to non-parklanc purpeses,
any person may seek review in King County Superor Court. “Other City action” includes any action changing the use of parklanc to nen-parkland purposes without fellowing the
requirements by this Chapter, including but not limited to accepting applicatons for permits or aporovals or issuing permits or approvals. Judicial review of City actions under
Chapter 19.20 shall oe de novo. Tne Superior Court shall invaidate the proposed parkiand change of use if it is not necessary or f the proposed replacement land is not equivalent
or betler than the converted parkland. The burden of proof shall be on the City to show that the change of use is necessary and that the exchanged land 's equivalent or etter than
the converted parkland. Courts shall take into account the policy of this chapter that parkland shoul¢ be preserved and that if parkland is converted to non-parkland use, then there
shall be no net loss of parkiand with equivalent or better land providec, B. Within twenty days of service of the notice of appeal, the City, at its sole expense, shall file the comolete
record of the action appealed. nduding trarscripts of the evidence and the papers and exhiots relating to the action for which a complaint has been filed. C. Any person who
orevails against the City in any action in the courts seeking to protect parkland as provided in this Chapter shall be awarded all costs, including reasonable attomey fees, incurred in
connecton wih such legal acton. If the City prevails, the City shall not be awarded costs, aftorney fees, or expenses of any knd. A City Council decision not to change the use o
parkland is not appealable.

Section 2: Severability/Validity and Captions. The provisions of this ordinance are declared separate anc severable. If any section, subsection, clause. or phrase of this
ordinance is for any reasen heid to be unconstitutional or invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portons of this orcinarce. Capticns proviced are not
substantive, The City Clerk may renumber or format this chapter, this ordinance, or these sections for proper codification in Mercer Island City Code, without changirg substance.

Section 3: Ratification. Any act consistent with the authority and pricr to the effective date of this ordinance is hereby raified and afiirmed.

Section 4: Effective date. |f a majority of the number of votes cast favor this ordinance, 4 shall become effective immediatery. Ir the event, the City sells, leases. transfers, or
changes parkland to a ncn-park use after the filing ¢/ the indiative petiton for this ordinance and before the ordinance fakes effect, the City must purchase cr receive land that is
squivalent or better than the converted parkiand of the same size, value, and usefulness, In the same vicini

We Need Help! 3.000 valid signatures are needed to place the ,::._m:<m on the November 8, 2016 ballot!

Volunteers and donations are needed! If you would like to help us, please provide us your name/email/phone below:

Please send donations by separate envelope to the address provided on this petition.
Please make checks payable to “Concerned Citizens for Mercer Island Parks” or to “CCMIP."
THANK YOU!
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