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The Seattle Transit Advisory Board 

shall advise the City Council, the 

Mayor, and all departments and 

offices of the City on matters 

related to transit and the possible 

and actual impact of actions taken 

by the City upon all forms of public 

transportation. 

 

The Board shall be provided the 

opportunity to comment and make 

recommendations on City policies, 

plans, and projects as they may 

relate to transit capital 

improvements, transit mobility, 

and transit operations throughout 

the City… 

 

The Board shall help facilitate City 

policies, plans, and projects that 

support local and region-wide transit 

mobility efforts, to help ensure a 

functioning and coordinated 

transit system throughout the City 

and region. 

 

The Board shall function as the 

public oversight committee of 

revenues collected under Seattle 

Transportation Benefit District 

(STBD) Proposition 1, as described 

in Resolution 12 of the STBD… 

 

The Board shall make an annual 

report to the City Council on the 

status of its work program and the 

achievement of its goals. 

 

City Council Resolution 

31572 

 

TAB Vision Statement: We 

envision a Seattle with frequent, 

reliable, safe, inclusive, accessible, 

and affordable public transit. 

 

July 10, 2026 

To: Seattle City Councilmembers 
 

Re:  Seattle Transit Measure Renewal Amendments Response 

 

Seattle City Councilmembers, 

As part of our duty to "function as the public oversight committee" for 

funds under the current Seattle Transit Measure (STM), the Transit 

Advisory Board (TAB) is writing to share our feedback on the Council 

amendments for the 2026 Seattle Transit Measure Renewal.  

The TAB fully supports Mayor Wilson’s STM Levy Renewal 

proposal sent to City Councilmembers and rejects any efforts to 

change the scope or intent of a .3% sales tax rate with a ten year 

life cycle.  

This letter does not address every single amendment but rather 

addresses those we feel warrant more of a response. 

To summarize, we oppose the following amendments: 

• Amendment 13  

• Amendment 5  

• Amendment 4  

• Amendment 3  

And we endorse the following amendments:  

• Amendment 11  

• Amendment 16  

• Amendment 17  

• Amendment 24  

 

Vote NO on:  

Amendment 13: Amend sales and use tax rate to 0.2% and 

remove capital spending as an eligible use  

In the strongest terms, the TAB opposes this amendment and urges 

Council not to pass it. Amending the sales tax rate to be 0.2%
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represents the worst of all worlds - a tax increase that would result in less service. With the rate needed 

to break even on transit service being ~0.23%, this amendment would result in LESS transit service 

when Seattle needs it expanded more than ever. 

Any savings this amendment seeks to provide to voters would be drastically outweighed by the costs of 

cutting transit service and increasing reliance on cars for transportation. The TAB fully supports efforts 

to reduce Single Occupancy Vehicle use. Driving a car is significantly more expensive than taking transit 

and more transit is one of the best ways to address the affordability issue for working families.  

From the beginning of this process, TAB has emphasized that service must be expanded and that voters 

must get the most value for their dollar. This amendment undermines both of these goals. Please vote 

NO on 13. 

 

Amendment 5: Amend the term of the Seattle Transit Measure  

The TAB does not support an amendment that shortens the duration of the measure to 6 years, 9 

months. Having a 10-year measure is essential:  

• It provides a long, stable funding base with which to continue expanding and improving the 

reliability of transit service.  

• It provides continuity for longer-term planning and larger projects to be funded and completed. 

• This amendment could require a renewal to be decided through a special election, resulting in 

high costs for the city.  

• Lastly, if new funding for transit service becomes available through a countywide measure or a 

new statewide progressive revenue source, the City Council already has a process in place to 

consider adjusting the STM sales tax rate accordingly.  

We do not see the benefit in this amendment and strongly urge Council to vote NO on Amendment 5. 

 

Amendment 4: Require annual reporting and annual approval of all transit service purchases by 

service hours and routes  

The TAB strongly opposes this amendment. SDOT already provides annual reporting on STM 

expenditures. More importantly, requiring the City Council to sign off on annual transit service 

expenditures will ensure that transit decisions will not be made in an equitable, data driven manner. 

Right now, SDOT has an equity priority framework it uses to guide service investments. The TAB has 

followed service investments for years, and we have seen this priority framework work without issue 

and as intended. This framework was developed through collaboration between SDOT and TAB in 

public meetings, it did not come out of a vacuum.  

This amendment would remove such an objective framework and replace it with a highly politicized 

process that will pit district against district and route against route. It will also inevitably slow the 

process of investment, with Metro Transit and SDOT requiring regular Council signoff. It would result in 

a less reliable system should a route that is funded one year not be funded the next. Finally, if Council 
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does not approve the proposed transit service investments, would those funds simply remain 

unallocated? If so, that outcome would undermine the intent of voters who approved this funding with 

the expectation that it would support transit service investments. The equity priority framework works. It 

does not need to be replaced by a further politicized process. Please vote NO on Amendment 4. 

 

Amendment 3: Use unused transit service spending on capital projects at the end of the year  

The TAB has remained consistent that while some level of capital spending is expected, this is a service-

focused measure. We do not support the increase of funds allocated to capital projects through this 

measure when we have a historically large Transportation Levy dedicated to that purpose. We also find 

the logistics of this amendment troubling. It requires SDOT to report unused funds to the Council by 

the last day of the year, when those figures aren't finalized until the next year. Even if funds were 

allocated to capital projects, the calendar year does not line up with the budget renewal process. By the 

time the amount of money is known and is allocated to capital projects, there's only so much effective 

difference the funds could make in capital projects that typically require a ramp up period and more 

long-term planning. This amendment also would wipe out any reserves or flexibility in spending that 

would be useful to maintain, considering that this is a ten year measure and any number of changing 

circumstances or needs may meet the city in the future. Please vote NO on Amendment 3. 

 

Report-related Amendments (14, 21, 22, 23, 25)  

Finally, the TAB notes that several proposed amendments would require additional reports on various 

bus routes, stops, performance metrics, and other transit-related topics. We do not believe these 

reporting requirements are directly relevant to the STM and therefore oppose their inclusion.  

Moreover, SDOT and King County Metro already produce many of these reports as part of their regular 

operations. If additional reporting is needed, the Council already has the authority to request it directly 

from SDOT.  

The TAB's role is to provide oversight of STM funds. In carrying out that responsibility, we have 

consistently found SDOT and King County Metro to be transparent, responsive, and willing partners in 

providing information and detailed reports on transit performance whenever requested. The TAB would 

be happy to work with Council to request additional information from SDOT should it be desired in the 

future. These amendments seem to request information from SDOT that would better be provided by 

other agencies, such as King County Metro, and they would place an undue burden on SDOT staffers 

whose time could be better spent bringing more transit service to voters. 
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Vote YES on:  

Amendments 11 and 17: Stating intent to advocate for new sources of progressive revenue  

The TAB has consistently stated that we need more progressive sources of revenue to fund city services, 

both at the city and at the state level. These two amendments advocate for exactly that and they have 

our support.  

 

Amendment 16: Ensuring eligibility of transit funding on night service  

The TAB has long advocated for transit service to be not only commute-focused, but lifestyle-focused, 

covering people's needs every day of the week and at all times of day. This amendment makes 

investment in greater amounts of night service explicit and has our support.  

 

Amendment 24: Reduce capital spending, allow capital spending on ST3 projects, increase 

minimum spending on transit service  

The TAB has a great deal of alignment with this amendment. We believe this measure should be more 

focused on transit service with the Transportation Levy being more focused on capital projects. We 

believe in maintaining a capital projects bucket to help with targeted investments such as the Graham 

St Infill Station. We advocated for a greater amount of this measure to be dedicated to transit service. 

The mayor's proposal accomplished this by setting a minimum spending limit of 60% and we support 

this amendment's ambition in bumping it up even higher.  

 

We recognize the tight timeline for these decisions and welcome any questions from the Council. We 

would also be glad to meet with individual Councilmembers to discuss our recommendations. 

 

Sincerely yours,  

The Seattle Transit Advisory Board (TAB

 




