
  

City of Tacoma 
Charter Review Committee 

 

March 25, 2024  
5:30 p.m. 

 
Tacoma Municipal Building, 747 Market Street, Tacoma, WA 98402   

  
 

AGENDA 
 

1. Call To Order 
Roll Call 

 
2. Welcome 

 
3. Approval of Minutes 

 
4. Public Comment 

 
5. Miscellaneous Subcommittee Report – Action Item 

• Disposition of City Owned Property 
• Other Recommendations 

 
6. Power of the People Subcommittee Report – Action Item 

• Initiative 
• Referendum 
• Campaign Finance 
• Charter Review 
• Other Recommendations 

 
7. Police Accountability Subcommittee Report – Action Item 

• Police Accountability 
 

8. Other Subcommittee Reports and Discussion 
 

9. Staff Update 
 

10. Other Business/Homework 
 

11. Adjourn 
 

The Tacoma Municipal Building is served by Pierce Transit bus routes. Visit www.tripplanner.piercetransit.org to find your route. 
The City of Tacoma does not discriminate on the basis of disability in any of its programs, activities, or services. 
To request this information in an alternative format or to request a reasonable accommodation, please contact the 
City Clerk’s Office at 253-591-5505, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting time. TTY or speech-to-speech users 
please dial 711 to connect to Washington Relay Services. 

http://www.tripplanner.piercetransit.org/


Section 9.1  

Charter Review Committee 
Recommendation Summary 

 

Brief Summary of the Amendment: 

This amendment does the following: 

• Permits the City to sell or disposes of waterfront property belonging to the City. 
• Limits the sale or disposition partners to only public agencies. 
• Properties must be used for the guaranteed purposes of perpetual public access, use, and 

benefit. 

 

Committee Activity: 

Insert date of vote and voting record for approval of recommendation 

 

Amendment: 

Sec�on 9.1 – Except as otherwise provided in this charter or in state law, the sale, lease or conveyance of 
real or personal property belonging to the City shall be upon authoriza�on of the Council; provided that 
machinery or equipment may be leased from day to day on writen agreement therefore approved by 
the City Manager or Director of U�li�es, as the case may be, and filed with the Director of Finance; 
provided further that, the lease of real or personal property for a term of less than a one year period 
without renewal op�ons shall not require authoriza�on of the Council. Any lease of real or personal 
property for a period longer than five (5) years shall contain provisions for adjustment of rentals at 
intervals not to exceed five (5) years. The City shall nevermay authorize the sale or disposi�on of any 
waterfront property belonging to the City and, subject to the provisions of state law, solely to public 
agencies for the guaranteed purpose of perpetual public access, use, and benefit, and shall not lease 
waterfront property for a period longer than seventy-five years at any one �me. All conveyances, 
contracts for sale of land owned by the City, and leases of such land for a term of longer than one year, 
including any renewal op�ons, shall be executed by the Mayor and atested by the City Clerk.  

 

Rationale for Amendment: 

This aligns the Charter with City’s long-term goal to reduce it’s administrative burden regarding public 
space management – and requirements of Washington state’s Shoreline Management Act – to ensure 
public access, use and benefit to publicly owned waterfront property through the transfer of waterfront 
property to other public agencies for management. 



Dissenting Position(s): 

Insert summary of CRC dissenting opinion  



Section 9.1 

Disposition of City Property



Outreach
• Metro Parks Tacoma (Hunter George and Joe Brady)

• Puyallup Tribe of Indians (Andrew Strobel)

• Port of Tacoma (Sean Eagan)

• City of Tacoma (Steve Victor)



Question 1:
How is, "public use, access, and benefit" defined/interpreted by the 
City?

Washington State’s Shoreline Management Act requires the incorporation of public access to all 
publicly owned waterfront property. This is interpreted and applied to ensure that if there is an 
accessible shoreline the public has to have access and shoreline permits require this public access. If 
the shoreline site is not accessible, typically dictated by topographic conditions that present a danger, 
the public has to have view access. 











Question 2:
Can a real estate contract for a transferred waterfront property to the 
Puyallup Tribe be enforced? 

1.) If the property is not transferred into Trust Lands (this is a negotiation between Tribal Government 
an and the Federal Government) the contract is enforceable.

2.) If the property is put into Trust Lands, then it is a sovereign property of the Tribe. 

Mitigating Phase: 
“…public agencies for the guaranteed purposes of perpetual public access, use and benefit…”



Question 3:
Is there more information about the City’s surplus land policy?

Pre-disposition process includes transfer priorities: 

A.) City Departments 
B.) Governing land use authority 
C.) Federally-recognized Tribes

Public Notice:
“The City should establish appropriate processes for notifying the City Council and the public prior to 
disposing of property. This notification will vary based upon the classification of the property. This 
process shall be transparent to the Council and public.” 
– Disposition Policy for General Government Real Property



Current 
Section 9.1

Disposition of City Property

Section 9.1 – Except as otherwise provided in this charter or in state law, the 
sale, lease or conveyance of real or personal property belonging to the City 
shall be upon authorization of the Council; provided that machinery or 
equipment may be leased from day to day on written agreement therefore 
approved by the City Manager or Director of Utilities, as the case may be, 
and filed with the Director of Finance; provided further that, the lease of 
real or personal property for a term of less than a one year period without 
renewal options shall not require authorization of the Council. Any lease of 
real or personal property for a period longer than five (5) years shall contain 
provisions for adjustment of rentals at intervals not to exceed five (5) years. 
The City shall never authorize the sale or disposition of any waterfront 
property belonging to the City and, subject to the provisions of state law, 
shall not lease waterfront property for a period longer than seventy-five 
years at any one time. All conveyances, contracts for sale of land owned by 
the City, and leases of such land for a term of longer than one year, including 
any renewal options, shall be executed by the Mayor and attested by the 
City Clerk.

(Amendments approved by vote of the people September 18, 1973 and November 2, 2004)



Recommendation
Public Agency
RCW 39.34.020

“Public agency” means 
any agency, political 
subdivision, or unit of 
local government of this 
state including, but not 
limited to, municipal 
corporations, quasi 
municipal corporations, 
special purpose districts, 
and local service 
districts; any agency of 
the state government; 
any agency of the United 
States; any Indian tribe 
recognized as such by 
the federal government; 
and any political 
subdivision of another 
state.



Effect This amendment would allow the City to transfer City owned waterfront 
property to only to public agencies. Usage of the transferred waterfront 
property would be for guaranteed perpetual public access, use and 
benefit. 



City of Tacoma’s Comprehensive Plan

“Encourage close cooperation and coordination between both public 
and private shoreline interests including private property owners, the 
City, the Metropolitan Park District and the Port of Tacoma in the 
overall management and/or development of shorelines land use.”
-Section 6.1.1 Policies of the Shoreline Management Element 



Interagency 
Coordinating 
Committee 
Protocol 



Purpose Align the Charter with City’s long-term goal – and requirements of state 
law – to ensure public access, use and benefit to publicly owned 
waterfront property through the transfer of waterfront property to 
other public agencies for management.



Police
Accountability 
& Civilian Oversight



The Problem Statement: 

To enhance public trust and ensure impartiality in police misconduct
investigations, it's crucial to shift away from the practice of police

investigating themselves. Establishing or reinforcing independent civilian
oversight bodies is necessary for transparent and unbiased investigations,

fostering community confidence and ensuring accountability within law
enforcement.



POLICE
& OFFICIAL
SUPPORT

“The National Black Police Association,
an advocacy organization composed of
150 chapters representing more than
30,000 African-Americans in law
enforcement ‘strongly support[s] the
implementation and use of civilian
review of police misconduct” 

Police and sheriff’s department administrators have
reported that citizen oversight:
• Improves their relationship and image with the
community.
• Has strengthened the quality of the department’s
internal investigations of alleged officer misconduct
and reassured the public that the process is thorough
and fair.
• Has made valuable policy and procedure
recommendations.

Local elected and appointed officials say an oversight
procedure:
• Enables them to demonstrate their concern to eliminate
police misconduct.
• Reduces in some cases the number of civil lawsuits
(or successful suits) against their cities or counties.

-U.S. Department of Justice, Citizen Review of Police: Approaches and Implementation, xi, 118



THE BENEFITS
Complainants are given a place to
voice concerns outside of the law
enforcement agency.

Oversight can help hold the police
or sheriff’s department
accountable for officer’s actions.

Oversight agencies can help improve
the quality of the department’s
internal investigations of alleged
misconduct.

The community at large can be
reassured that discipline is being
imposed when appropriate, while
also increasing the transparency
of the disciplinary process.

 When the oversight agency confirms
a complainant’s allegation(s),
complainants may feel validated.

When the oversight agency
exonerates the officer, the officer
may feel vindicated.

By establishing an oversight
system, public officials are
provided the opportunity to
demonstrate their desire for
increased police accountability
and the need to eliminate
misconduct.

Oversight agencies can help reduce
public concern about high profile
incidents.

Oversight agencies can help
increase the public’s
understanding of law enforcement
policies and procedures.

Oversight agencies can improve
department policies and procedures.
Policy recommendations can prevent
issues by identifying areas of concern
and subsequently offering options to
improve policing.

Oversight agencies can assist a
jurisdiction in liability management
and reduce the likelihood of costly
litigation by identifying problems and
proposing corrective measures
before a lawsuit is filed. 

Mediation has multiple benefits to both
citizens and police officers. If the
oversight agency provides mediated
solutions, it can help complainants feel
satisfied through being able to express
their concerns to the specific police
officer in a neutral environment.
Mediation can also help police officers
better understand how their words,
behaviors and attitudes can unknowingly
affect public perceptions.

- National Association for Civilian Oversight of Law Enforcement

https://www.nacole.org/benefits


SECTION 3.X- POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

The Council shall establish by ordinance an office of police
accountability, which shall report to Council. The office shall have a
director who is appointed by a majority of the council to serve a
term of four years and until a successor is appointed. The director
may be removed from office at any time for cause by a majority of
the county council. The office shall be provided with sufficient staff
and budget to perform its powers and duties.



SECTION 3.X- POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

 The authority of the office of police accountability shall be prescribed by
ordinance and should include: independent investigatory powers, review
and analysis of conduct of sworn officers that have been the subject of a
complaint and the use of force by city law enforcement officers regardless
of whether it has been the subject of a complaint; and review and analysis
of internal investigations conducted and disciplinary action taken by the
Chief of Police regarding that conduct or use of force. The authority of the
office should also include: the preparation and publication of findings,
conclusions and recommendations related to the office's oversight of the
Tacoma Police Department, with the authority to recommend specific
disciplinary actions to the chief. Council shall establish a transparent and
systemic process for monitoring and evaluating the implementation of
disciplinary recommendations made by the office.



SECTION 3.X- POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

To enable the office of police accountability to exercise its
authority effectively, the office shall be authorized by ordinance to
have full access and cooperation from the Chief and internal affairs
staff to obtain all relevant information, including authority to
review and copy relevant department files, subpoena witnesses,
documents and other evidence relating to its investigations or
review and administer oaths, inspect crime scenes, conduct
interviews, conduct independent investigations and review
hearings and ensure an external and accessible civilian complaint
process. Any subpoenaed witness shall have the right to be
represented by counsel. 



SECTION 3.X- POLICE ACCOUNTABILITY

 Council shall establish by ordinance an oversight committee for police
accountability to review, advise and report on the office of police
accountability in a manner that may be prescribed by ordinance. The
committee shall review the office of police accountability’s reports, findings,
and recommendations before the office finalizes the report and presents it
to the council. The committee shall engage in community outreach, seek
community input on equity and social justice matters, and advise the chief
and the council on these matters as they relate to the police department. The
committee may also advise the chief and the council on systemic problems
and opportunities for improvement in the law enforcement practices of the
Tacoma Police Department. Council shall prescribe by ordinance the
committee's membership, qualifications, and rules and procedures, and the
process for appointment of committee members, and may prescribe by
ordinance additional duties of the committee.



POWER
OF THE PEOPLE

RECOMMENDATIONS



SPECIAL THANKS
Polly Grow- SEEC Campaign Finance Law, Education, and Compliance

Advisor

Rene LeBeau- SEEC Democracy Voucher Program Manager

All the Neighborhood Councils- including The South End Coalition

(SENCo Committee)

Beverly Allen- The Law Offices of Beverly Allen

Estevan Munoz-Howard, People Powered Elections WA

Cindy Black, Executive Director, Fix Democracy First

and countless other community members



OUR APPROACHOUR APPROACH

DEMOCRACY

ENSURES

TRANSPARENCY

&

ACCOUNTABILITY

TACOMA’S
CHARTER SHOULD

REFLECT

TACOMA’S
 GOALS & VALUES

TACOMA  

ADAPTS

&

LEADS



DEMOCRACY VOUCHERSDEMOCRACY VOUCHERS
EMPOWERS

RESIDENTS TO

SUPPORT

CAMPAIGNS

AND/OR RUN FOR

OFFICE

EMPOWERS THE

CITY COUNCIL

THROUGH AN

EXPANDED

DIVERSE

CANDIDATE

POOL



DEMOCRACY VOUCHERSDEMOCRACY VOUCHERS
WHAT ARE THEY?



DEMOCRACY VOUCHERSDEMOCRACY VOUCHERS
TANGIBLE BENEFITS IN SEATTLE

Successful Campaigns
Most city council seats were up at the same time, all used Democracy Vouchers

Only one sitting council member has not yet used the vouchers

Benefits in quality of donations
The donation percentage went from 1.5% to 8-10%

Higher than any jurisdiction

Significant diversification of donor class

Donations went from 30-35% outside city donations down to 5%

Canvassing gets donations vs. dialing for dollars

Pushes candidates to talk to voters

Residents are 4-11x more likely to vote

Benefits to candidates
More candidates have been running due to the vouchers

“Makes for a better city council”

Had 5-6 viable mayoral candidates in the last race

Many candidates have expressed that they would not have been able to run without the vouchers

Designed to challenge, not oust incumbents

Makes for more competitive campaigns

More affordable campaign

“WE CAN’T THINK OF

ANY DOWNSIDES”- SEEC

“                   A YEAR”



CAMPAIGN FINANCECAMPAIGN FINANCE
ADD SECTIONS  5.6 AND 5.7

Section 5.6- Democracy Vouchers
The Elections Commission will distribute Democracy Vouchers to eligible Tacoma residents.1.

Candidates who may receive vouchers are listed on a participating candidates' page.2.

Residents will assign vouchers by writing in the eligible candidates' name, the date the voucher was assigned, and the resident's

signature on each voucher.

3.

Democracy Vouchers may be returned directly to a candidate's campaign or mailed to the Elections Commission.4.

The Elections Commission will verify the signature on each voucher before releasing funds to the campaigns.5.

All contributions are public information. Your name and the candidate(s) you give your voucher(s) to will be published on a program

data page.

6.

This section should also detail - resident eligibility, the democracy voucher form, democracy voucher assignment, delivery, and receipt,

candidate qualification, democracy voucher redemption, campaign valuations, releases, and use of proceeds, transparency, and

administration.

Section 5.7—Elections Commission
 The Mayor and Council shall appoint an Elections Commission to determine campaign contribution limits,  lobbying regulations, and

oversee the creation and implementation of a democracy voucher program.



CHANGE THE INTERVAL OF TIME

BETWEEN CHARTER REVIEWS
Collective bargaining agreements should adhere to new

charter amendments

About 52% of CBAs currently renew in the next charter

review year, which is too late for adherence

Allow time for proper outreach, research, and the

initiative process

SECTION  2.25

CHARTER REVIEW

COMMITTEE



CHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEECHARTER REVIEW COMMITTEE
SECTION 2.25

Section 2.25 – The City Council shall commence conclude a review of this charter no less frequently than once

every ten nine years, by appointing citizens to a charter review committee, or by the election of a board of

freeholders electors in the manner provided in state law. The charter review process shall commence no less
than 12 months before its conclusion. Any freeholders electors shall be nominated and elected by position and

by district. The charter review committee, which shall be provided with sufficient staff and budget to perform a

comprehensive review, shall report any recommended amendments to the City Council and may publish its
findings. The City Council may accept, reject or modify the recommended amendments. The Charter Review
Committee may revise and/or appeal all rejected or modified recommended amendments then and may

submit any recommended charter amendments to the voters in the manner provided in state law. The

recommendations of a board of freeholders electors shall be placed before the voters in the manner provided in

state law. Charter amendments may be proposed by the Commission, the Council, or the people in the . in
this section shall limit the right of citizens to initiate amendments to this charter in any other manner allowed by

state law.

Section 2.18
Amendments to this charter may be submitted to the voters by the City Council, by initiative petition of the voters, or by electors in the manner

provided by the state constitution and laws.



INITIATIVES AND REFERENDUMSINITIATIVES AND REFERENDUMS
SECTIONS 2.20 AND 2.22

Section 2.20
(i) Petitioners have thirty (30)  one hundred and eighty (180)  days to collect signatures from registered voters.

Section 2.22 
The Council, by its own motion, may submit any proposed ordinance to the qualified electors for their approval or

rejection in the same manner as provided for its submission upon petition, except that any proposed
ordinance submitted by the Council may not contain provisions that would substantially conflict with
any proposed ordinance that has been provided to the city clerk in the form of an initiative petition. The
Council may seek a declaratory judgment as to whether a substantial conflict exists in regards to its own
proposed ordinance, and if such conflict is in regards to the constitutionality of the proposed ordinance,
no legal fees shall be awarded to any party upon rendering of a declaratory judgment. If the Council, any
representative of the City, or the citizen or organization that provided the original citizen’s petition to
the clerk should file a petition with the court or seek relief beyond declaratory judgment, the Superior
Court shall grant the citizen or organization an award of reasonable attorney fees upon rendering a final
judgment if the citizen or organization prevails. 



NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILSNEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILS
ENSURE REPRESENTATION

Some Tacoma residents feel they need more adequate representation than they currently have through

their district city council members. 

Neighborhood Councils are established and capable of achieving desired levels of representation.

Neighborhood Councils can easily form and adapt as the makeup and goals of the city change and

diversify.

Neighborhood Council’s inclusion in the charter ensures the city support that is essential to fulfill the

program’s goals.

Redistricting may also be necessary if the form of government changes, but empowering Neighborhood

Councils is still required for adequate civil engagement and representation. 



NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILSNEIGHBORHOOD COUNCILS
ADD SECTION  2.26

Section 2.26 – In order to foster communication and to promote citizen‐based neighborhood involvement, there shall be independent neighborhood

councils and a Community Council. The neighborhood councils and Community Council shall act as advisory entities to the City Council, Mayor, and City

Manager. 

Subject to applicable law, the City Council may delegate its authority to neighborhood councils to hold public hearings prior to the City Council making a

decision on a matter of local concern. The City Council shall also:

 determine the boundaries of the neighborhood councils with the intention of recognizing neighborhood groups,

set those boundaries by resolution,

monitor the delivery of City services in their respective areas and have periodic meetings with responsible officials of City departments, subject to

their reasonable availability,

Collectively make bylaws and rules for the conduct of their business.

Each neighborhood council may present to the Mayor and Council an annual list of priorities for the City budget. The Mayor shall inform certified

neighborhood councils of the submission deadline so that the input may be considered in a timely fashion.

The Mayor and Council shall:

appropriate funds for the Department of Neighborhood Empowerment and for the startup and functioning of neighborhood councils.

guarantee a cash match for neighborhood council fundraising,

ensure adequate training in areas like grant writing, diversity, equity, and inclusion, civic engagement, board governance, community outreach,

ensure adequate technical, administrative, and legal support,

Support and encourage Neighborhood Council’s independent efforts to create grass-roots, community-based change,

Measure the fulfillment of the aforementioned duties on an annual basis.



THANK YOUTHANK YOU
FOR LISTENING!
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Sent via email only 

 
March 11, 2024 
 
 
Re: Charter Review Amendments Regarding Legal Fees 
   
 
 
Dear Members of the Charter Review Committee: 
 
This letter serves to advise members of the Charter Review Committee regarding the 
legality of a charter amendment requiring the city to pay legal fees to citizens related to 
litigation brought in good faith regarding citizen’s initiatives. This letter also speaks to 
recommended changes in the City Charter to preserve the right of citizens to bring 
initiatives without being locked in political fights or litigation over competing ballot 
initiatives put forth by the city to confuse the voters or water-down the effect of the 
citizen initiative. 
 
It is my opinion that it is a valid exercise of the Charter Review Committee’s authority to 
recommend that the court can award legal fees to citizens in litigation over citizen 
initiatives so long as no attorney fees are awarded concerning a declaratory action (i.e. 
a request for the court to decide the legality of an issue) regarding the constitutionality 
of the initiative. In addition, minor wording changes to the charter would also protect the 
citizen initiative process from competing ballot initiatives brought by the city to water 
down the citizen initiative. 
 
 
SUGGESTED CHARTER AMENDMENT LANGUAGE 
Present Charter Language: 
Section 2.22 – The Council by its own motion may submit any proposed ordinance to 
the qualified electors for their approval or rejection in the same manner as provided for 
its submission upon petition. 
 
Suggested Amended Language: 
Section 2.22 – The Council by its own motion may submit any a proposed ordinance to 
the qualified electors for their approval or rejection in the same manner as provided for 
its submission upon petition, except that any proposed ordinance submitted by the 
Council may not contain provisions which would substantially conflict with any proposed 
ordinance that has been provided to the city clerk in the form of an initiative petition.  
The Council may seek a declaratory judgement as to whether substantial conflict exists 
in regards to its own proposed ordinance, and if such conflict is in regards to the 
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constitutionality of the proposed ordinance, no legal fees shall be awarded to any party 
upon rendering of a declaratory judgement. If the Council, any representative of the 
City, or the citizen or organization that provided the original citizen’s petition to the clerk 
should file a petition with the court or seek relief beyond declaratory judgement, the 
Superior Court shall grant the citizen or organization an award of reasonable attorney 
fees upon rendering a final judgement, regardless of which party filed a petition or 
sought relief from the court and regardless of which party prevailed in the action. 
 
 
LEGALITY OF CHARTER AMENDMENT AWARDING LEGAL FEES 
The law provides that the state and counties are liable for attorney fee awards in the 
same manner as private parties,1 with one exception explained below. Cities have not 
been found to be immune to awards of attorney fees, as there is no case law suggesting 
they are exempt. 
 
A charter amendment requiring the city to pay legal fees to citizens who find themselves 
in court with the city over the legality of the city’s actions is lawful, so long as it contains 
a provision that enables the city to seek a declaratory judgement as to the 
constitutionality of the ordinance  (essentially asking the court for an opinion before 
proceeding with any further legal action) at the beginning of the case. The reason this 
caveat is required is based on the court’s analysis in Clark v. Seiber, 49 Wn.2d 502, 304 
P.2d 708 (1956) which found that the court could not assess legal fees against the state 
for seeking declaratory relief2 in regard to the constitutionality of a proposed ordinance. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO CHARTER RE COMPETING BALLOT INITIATIVES 
A second question that should be addressed in the charter amendment process is 
whether the city should have the power to put competing ballot initiatives up in response 
to citizen initiatives. The ruling by Judge Ashcraft last summer is attached hereto. In that 
ruling, Judge Ashcraft ruled that the city’s ballot initiative was misleading but also ruled 
that the charter should be read broadly such that “any” referendum (Tacoma City 
Charter Section 2.22) should be read to include a competing ballot initiative. This is a 
non-binding ruling (i.e. it does not limit what other judges can decide), but this 

 
1 RCW 4.84.170 - Costs against state or county. 

 
In all actions prosecuted in the name and for the use of the state, or in the name and for the use of any 
county, and in any action brought against the state or any county, and on all appeals to the supreme court 
or the court of appeals of the state in all actions brought by or against either the state or any county, the 
state or county shall be liable for costs in the same case and to the same extent as private parties. 
 
2 A declaratory judgment is a method by which a litigant can seek an opinion from the court even apart 

from any question of damages or liability. See the Uniform Declaratory Judgements Act, RCW Chapter 
7.24. 
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interpretation does have a chilling effect, as it will likely embolden the City of Tacoma to 
place competing initiatives on the ballot when citizens run a ballot initiative in the future. 
In the interests of protecting the spirit of democracy and citizen’s right to have their 
voice heard, the charter review committee should consider strengthening protections for 
citizen initiatives found in the city’s charter. 
 
Please advise if you have additional questions or need clarification regarding any issues 
raised in this letter. 
 
Very respectfully, 
 
 

 
 
Beverly Allen 

Attorney at Law 

 

 

Enclosures:  

Tacoma For All and United Food and Commercial Workers Local 367 v. City of Tacoma Order 

Regarding Preliminary Injunction 
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