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Sent via Fax and Mail

Ms. T. C. Richmond

Assistant Attorney General

University of Washington Division

101 Gerberding Hall

Box 351260

Seattle, WA  98195-1260

Re:
Laurelhurst II (Lease Lid) Appeal

Dear Ms. Richmond:

Thank you for your letter dated February 18, 2004.  It confirms a voicemail message you left me a few days earlier.  Both are apparently in response to my suggestion to Margaret Klockars of the City Attorney's Office that the parties meet to explore a binding settlement of the Laurelhurst II (lease lid) appeal now pending before the Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearings Board.

In light of the University’s refusal to discuss settlement, my client has instructed me to remind you of the history of this matter.  Mayor Nickels’ proposal to eliminate the lease lid was developed with no involvement of surrounding communities or CUCAC, little apparent understanding of the successful 18-month process of compromise leading to the 1998 City-University Agreement, including the lease lid, and no analysis of the effects of elimination of this long-term mechanism which protected adjacent communities from the adverse impacts of University expansion.

In April 2003, LCC contacted the University asking that it work with LCC and other community groups to negotiate a compromise on the lease lid.  The University refused.

LCC, et al., nevertheless continue to be open to meaningful discussions.  My inquiry to Margaret Klockars was made at my client’s request based on its belief that a true settlement dialogue would serve everyone’s interests in light of the recent airing of the lease lid issues before the Growth Board.

LCC is still willing to meet and candidly discuss the issues, within the purview of ER 408 (as you know, this is the evidence rule governing and protecting settlement discussions).  LCC has also instructed me to emphasize two points in response to your letter.  One is that LCC is also willing to consider working with a professional mediator to assist this process.  Another is that whether such discussion might lead to a settlement should not be prejudged until all parties make a serious effort at a constructive dialogue.

Sincerely,

HELSELL FETTERMAN LLP
Peter J. Eglick

cc:
Margaret Klockars

Bob Morgan
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