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Introduction

PURPOSE AND STRUCTURE OF THE APPROVAL AND ADOPTION MATRIX

Through the City of Seattle’s Neighborhood Planning Program, 37 neighborhoods all over
Seattle are preparing neighborhood plans. These plans enable people in neighborhoods
to articulate a collective vision for growth and change over the next 20 years and identify
activities to help them achieve that vision. The plans are also intended to flesh out the
City's Comprehensive Plan. Because each plan is unique, this Approval and Adoption
Matrix has been designed as a standard format for the City to establish its work program
in response to the recommended activities proposed in the specific neighborhood plan.

The matrix is divided into three sections:

I.  Key Strategies: usually complex projects or related activities that the neighborhood
considers critical to the successful implementation of the neighborhood plan.

IIl.  Additional Activities for Implementation: clearly defined activities that are not directly
associated with a Key Strategy, ranging from high to low in priority.

lIl.  Activities for Longer Term Consideration: activities that, for a variety of reasons, are
not yet ready for a formal City response or are intended to be implemented several
years in the future.

The neighborhood planning group or its consultant generally fill in the Activity, Priority,
Time Frame, Cost Estimates and Implementor columns. The Executive Response and
Executive Recommended Action columns are filled in by City departments. Staff from
almost every City department have participated in these planning efforts and in the
preparation of this Matrix. The Council Action Taken column is filled in by the City
Council. Ultimately, the City Council will approve the Matrix by resolution along with the
neighborhood plan.

Executive Response to Key Strategies

Each Key Strategy consists of activities for a single complex project or theme that the
neighborhood considers critical to achieving its vision for the future. While the Key
Strategies are high priorities for the neighborhood, they are also part of a twenty-year
plan, so the specific activities within each Key Strategy may be implemented over the
span of many years.

The Executive recognizes the importance of the Key Strategies to the neighborhood that
developed them. Given the number of Key Strategies that will be proposed from the 37
planning areas, priorities will have to be set and projects phased over time. The

Executive will coordinate efforts to sort through the Key Strategies. During this sorting
process, departments will complete the next level of feasibility analysis. This will include
developing rough cost estimates for the activities within each Key Strategy; identifying
potential funding sources and mechanisms; establishing priorities for the Key Strategies
within each plan, as well as priorities among plans; and developing phased
implementation plans and funding strategies. The City will involve neighborhoods in a
public process so that neighborhoods can help to establish citywide priorities. The
results of these efforts will determine which strategies and activities are to be given
priority for City response in 1998-2000 and beyond.

The department most involved with the activities for a Key Strategy is designated as the
lead. Otherwise, DON is designated as the lead. Other participating departments are
also identified.

The Executive Response states whether or not the Executive supports the activity and
will implement it, lists activities already underway, and other tasks that the Executive has
committed to commence during the remainder of this year or the next biennium.

Additional Activities for Implementation

The activities listed in this section are not directly associated with a Key Strategy. For
each activity, the City has identified next steps as a part of the City’s work program in
response to the neighborhood plan. Many of the next steps are actions to be taken by
the City, but in some cases, the neighborhood or other agency will be able to take the
next steps. As with the activities listed for each Key Strategy in Section I, these activities
are intended to be implemented over the span of many years.

Activities for Longer Term Consideration

The activities in this section are not yet ready for a detailed City response, for a number
of reasons: (1) because the neighborhood needs to develop the idea further; 2) the
activities are of interest for the longer-term; and/or 3) the activities were proposed as a
result of validation and the City did not have time to develop a detailed response. As a
result, the City is not likely to work proactively to implement the activities in this section.
Instead, the activities will be included in the City's database for monitoring neighborhood
plan implementation. Should an opportunity arise to further develop the activity, the City
will work with neighborhood representatives to consider the activities for implementation.

Central Area
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Opportunities might include combining the activity with another City project, or finding a
source of funding through a new or expanded federal or state grant program.

If the neighborhood or City staff further develop any of these activities to a level sufficient

for a more detailed City response, they will be considered relative to the neighborhood's
priorities for other activities being considered for implementation Amendments o this
matrix should be presented to the City Council for approval. A process for how often to
do this will be developed once all 37 plans have been presented to Council.

ACTIVITIES ALREADY ACCOMPLISHED BY THE CENTRAL AREA NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING PROCESS

Central Area Metro Bus Route Extension

Recommendations from the planning effort to Metro resulted in the Route 8 being
extended to serve the Central Area and Rainier Valley on weekdays.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Bike lanes, textured crosswalks, curb bulbs, and pedestrian islands along Jackson Street
have been partially funded. They can be implemented this year, as originally planned,
only if additional funding is located. Curb bulbs are funded at 21stand John. A curb bulb
is also being installed at 17t and Union to provide safe access to T.T. Minor Playfield. A
signal has been installed at 20t and Yesler and a curb bulb and thermoplastic crosswalk
will be installed at 19t and Yesler, and 19t and Union. Implementation of the 12th
Avenue improvements plan is going forward with a demonstration block improvement
scheduled later this year or early next year. City Light has incorporated the community's
requests for future sidewalk work into its pole replacement projects. However, given the
limited amount of right of way, and the difficulties of placing poles on private property,
there are limits to what City Light can do without a long term strategy that involves the
City, the community, and private property owners as a group.

Traffic/Parking Improvements

SEATRAN is already working with the Jackson Place neighborhood on a traffic calming
plan. Parking restrictions have been removed from the south side of Cherry Street by
Garfield Community Center.

Housing

A number of housing strategies and initiatives have been incorporated into the Mayor's
Housing Action Agenda and the work programs of several City departments.

Central Park Trail
The Community is currently working with the SEATRAN to develop a specific design for

development of a route along Yesler Way in conjunction with other improvements being
implemented. If enough project funds are available after the completion of other plan
improvements, the trail extension would be improved.

Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies

The Seattle Office of Economic Development has recently developed a document to
serve as a policy framework for how to spend Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds for the Central Area. OED engaged in extensive consultation with various
community organizations, including neighborhood planning groups, to prepare the
Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies. It is expected that this document will help secure
funding to help implement Central Area Plan Il recommendations. OED is specifically
working with CADA and Midtown Commons to adopt Neighborhood Revitalization
Strategies, which will help the Central District use CDBG funds more flexibly. .

Seattle Jobs Initiative

OED continues to work with Central Area Motivation Program (CAMP) to establish better
linkages between job training and services/jobs available for residents and employers in
the Central Area. CAMP is a community-based lead for the Seattle Jobs Initiative (SJI).

Central Area
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12TH AVENUE/SOUTH CAPITOL HILL URBAN CENTER VILLAGE NODE

l. Key Strategy

Description

12th Avenue envisions its neighborhood as a thriving mixed-use residential and commercial area set near the intersection of several diverse neighborhoods, and major economic and
institutional centers. The success of the 12th Avenue community hinges upon establishing the street as a “boulevard” friendly to pedestrians and bicyclists, yet still accommodating to
motorists, emergency vehicles, and future transit riders. The vision for the future also foresees a strong and vital local retail and service economy. 12th will be bordered by attractive, three-

to five-story buildings
Integrated Executive Response

This strategy is consistent with the urban villages strategy. The 12t Avenue Plan
coordinates a package of transportation improvements with land use, zoning and urban
design recommendations to facilitate a pedestrian-oriented urban center type of
development. These proposed changes would convert this corridor from an
underutilized, chaotic strip to a neighborhood with a mix of retail and other activities
supporting and supported by increased housing density and better integration with
Seattle University. Another facet involves coordination with and connections to the
Central Gateway, the Central Park Trail, and future transit stations which are significant
public amenities shared by several neighborhoods.

Department responses included below: DON, SFD, SEATRANS. Compiled by SPO.
Lead Department: DON
Participating Departments: DCLU, SEATRAN

Activities Already Underway

m  Transportation: Most of the transportation improvements comprising the 12t
Avenue Street Improvement and Streetscape plan are currently in the design phase,
approaching construction.

m A portion of the Yesler link for Central Park Trail to downtown is funded in the current
CIP.

Tasks to be undertaken in 1998-2000

1. Develop a project along 12th Avenue to implement 12th Avenue Street
Improvement and Streetscape Plan between Columbia St. and Marion St.
(associated with Key Pedestrian and Key Bicycle Street designation and as future
transit corridor).

2. Evaluate demonstration project. Based on experience of the demonstration project,
develop transportation improvements for other blocks. Improvements will need to be
coordinated with abutting property owners.

3. Evaluate unfunded portions of the 12th Avenue street improvement and streetscape
plan for inclusion in a neighborhood bond or levy-specific improvements could
include:

a) lane rechannelization,
b) widening bicycle lanes,
c) decorative crosswalks,
d) pedestrian lighting, and other improvements included in the streetscape plan, or
e) adding landscaping.

4. DCLU will review proposed neighborhood-specific design guidelines.

5. ldentify next steps for continued implementation.

Council Action Taken:

Designate key pedestrian streets as requested in item NA2.  Councilmembers have
asked that the Executive provide a proposal, with timelines and expectations for
conducting a reconsideration of the policies for pedestrian-oriented streets. The
NGP&CE Committee will be receiving the Executive’s progress report by the end of the
first quarter of 1999.

Zoning Decisions:




NA-3 [Rezone T-1] rezone from C1-65 to NC3-65;
NA-5 [T-2a] rezone from C1-65 & C2-65 to NC3-65
NA-5 [T-2b] adopt L3 zoning;

NA-6 [T3] adopt P overlay for all but the Lloyd’s Rocket Heating Qil site. Rezone the

Lloyd’s Rocket Heating Qil site from C1-65 to NC3-65.,
NA-7 rezone from MR to NC3

Council supports the Executive Response to the remaining Key Strategy items.

12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node: Key Strategy

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Council Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
NA-1[  T- Implement the 12th Avenue street improvement and streetscape $1,500,000 | SEATRAN See 1998-2000 tasks C1,C2,C4
7.10.1 | plan, as worked on by the community in conjunction with Seattle to (above) for explanation of
Transportation Department, including: $2,500,000 demonstration project for
e lane rechannelization, 12th Avenue Street
e adding standard full-width bicycle lanes (north from Yesler), Improvement and
o adding pedestrian lighting, Streetscape Plan.
o implementing streetscape plan (including textured
crosswalks),
o accommodation of future transit service, and
o extending bicycle, pedestrian safety improvements south to
Jackson (see Central Gateway).
NA-2| T- Designate 12th Avenue from Madison to Jackson as Key SEATRAN Key Pedestrian Streets: Designate the key
7.5.1 | Pedestrian and Bicycle Street and Yesler Way from Boren to DCLU Only the segment(s) of pedestrian street
23rd as a Key Pedestrian Streets. Coordinate transportation Yesler and 12th Avenue as requested.
plans with proposed pedestrian overlay zone. METRO between Madison and Councilmembers
Boren which serve the have asked that
highest-density portions of | the Executive
this urban village will provide a
warrant the highest proposal, with
intensity of pedestrian timelines and
features. The portion of expectations for
12th Avenue which passes | conducting a
Seattle University (at reconsideration of
Cherry) warrants moderate | the policies for
intensity pedestrian pedestrian-
features. Pedestrian oriented streets.
improvements on other The NGP&CE
segments of 12th Avenue Committee will be
should not be as extensive | receiving the
Central Area Page 5 October 22, 2002
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12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node: Key Strategy

#

Plan
Ref.

Activity

Priority

Time
Frame

Cost
Estimate

Implementor

Executive Response

Council Response

and should be concentrated
around pedestrian
generators such as
schools, transit stops,
parks, retail clusters, etc.
Improvements may be
added block-by-block as
construction and funding
opportunities arise. (Seattle
University is planning
construction on blocks
between Columbia and
Cherry and Marion to

Spring.)

12th Avenue is already a
designated bicycle route as
indicated on the Seattle
Bicycling Guide Map,
available from SEATRAN.

Executive’s
progress report by
the end of the first
quarter of 1999.

NA-3

T-
7124

Work with Metro and RTA in 1998 to identify needs, goals and
destinations in order to define future transit service on 12th

Avenue.

SPO, Sound
Transit, KC
Metro,
Community

The City will work with
Sound Transit and Metro
planning to ensure that
transit on 12th Avenue
connects with First Hill and
Rainier Valley stations.

C2

Land Use and Zoning Amendment Proposals - Refer to Plan Maps

NA4

LU
Table 2
T1

Change general commercial zoning (C1-65) south of Jefferson to
NC3-65, thereby promoting more neighborhood commercial use

for the full length of 12th

DCLU

Adopt as part of the
approval process for the
Central Area Plan.

Adopt as
Proposed,
including the
Llyod’s Rocket
Heating Fuel Site.

Central Area
NOTE: COUNCIL ACTIONS: REFERENCES C1-C5 ARE TO CATEGORIES IDENTIFIED IN RESOLUTION 29716 PERTAINING TO CITY COUNCIL REVIEW OF PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS. C1 = CITY HAS IMPLEMENTED; C2 =
CITY CAN IMPLEMENT WITHIN EXISTING RESOURCES, C3 = CITY WILL CONSIDER WHEN ADOPTING THE BUDGET AND/OR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; C4 = CITY WILL CONSIDER AT FUTURE TIME (DUE TO NEED TO
COORDINATE WITH CITYWIDE ISSUES OR OTHER NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS, EVALUATE POLICY OR REGULATORY CHANGES, IDENTIFY FUND SOURCES, ETC.); C5 = CITY WILL NOT IMPLEMENT (FOR REASONS STATED).
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12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node: Key Strategy

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Council Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
NA-5| LU | Change C2-65, C1-40, and L3 (?) zoning to NC3-65 and NC2-40 DCLU Adopt as part of the Modified: T2a -
Table 2 | along Yesler between 12th and 16th (?) to connect to Yesler approval process for the adopt as
T2a/b | neighborhood commercial activity. Central Area Plan. presented.
In the supplement to the T2b - adopt L3
CAAP 11, the steering
committee agreed to
consider the option of
allowintg residential-only
development or leaving the
L3 zoning unchanged but
imposing conditions on
development.
NA-6| LU | Institute a P1/P2 overlay zone along both sides of 12th Avenue DCLU Adopt a rezone to establish | Modify: Adopt P
Table 2 | from Madison to Yesler if zoning is changed from C to NC. a P-1 zone along 12th Zone as proposed
T3 | Consider extension south to Washington Street, pending Avenue between East for all but the
resolution of adjacent property use. Madison and S. Lloyd’s Rockety
Washington Streets as part | Heating Oil Site.
of the approval process for
the Central Area Plan.
NA-7{ LU | Change underlying Midrise zoning (MR) on Seattle University’s DCLU Adopt as part of the Adopt as
Table 2 | campus to NC3 to promote a development pattern of buildings approval process for the proposed
T4 | meeting the street. Limit to block between Marion and Spring. Central Area Plan.
NA-8| LU | Develop an agreement between property owners and those with Community C5
Table 2 | a legal property interest on both sides of 13th Avenue to lessen
T5 the potential impacts of development on half block between
N Spring and Union in lieu of downzone.
ew
NA-9| Ch. IV | Update the 12th Avenue neighborhood specific design and DCLU DCLU will review all C2
Pg. 36 | development guidelines to work in concert with the Central Area proposals for
Design Guidelines and Citywide Design Guidelines. neighborhood-specific
design guidelines emerging
from neighborhood plans as
well as suggested changes
Central Area Page 7 October 22, 2002
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12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node: Key Strategy

#

Plan
Ref.

Activity

Priority

Time
Frame

Cost
Estimate

Implementor

Executive Response

Council Response

to the program in early
1999 and expects to
formalize recommendations
to Council for their action by
mid-year.

NA-
10

Coordinate 12th Avenue improvements with the Central Gateway
project (see Central Gateway).

SEATRAN,
DON, DPR

See Central Gateway Key
Strategy

C4

NA-
11

Create connection to Central Park Trail as part of its route along
Yesler to downtown.

SEATRAN

Most of the Yesler link for
Central Park Trail to
downtown is funded in the
current CIP.

C3

NA-
12

ED-
545

Continue to provide city support and assistance with the
dispersal and development of City-owned 12th Avenue and
Yesler-Atlantic properties. Ensure the community has input on
future development. (See Jackson/23rd.)

DON

DON is responsible for
disposition of City-owned
12t Avenue and Yesler-
Atlantic properties.
Proceeds from the sale of
several properties in the
area will be deposited into
the 12t Avenue Fund to
partially pay for these
improvements. ltis
anticipated that the key
blocks (the blocks on either
side of Columbia) will be
funded by these land sales
proceeds. However, the
proceeds may not be
sufficient to cover all costs
and supplemental
allocations may be
necessary.

C2

NA-
13

ED-
543

Seek services and convenience retail that builds on the
neighborhood’s proximity to Seattle University. Encourage

Community,
CDCs

This is a community-based
activity.

C5

Central Area
NOTE: COUNCIL ACTIONS: REFERENCES C1-C5 ARE TO CATEGORIES IDENTIFIED IN RESOLUTION 29716 PERTAINING TO CITY COUNCIL REVIEW OF PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS. C1 = CITY HAS IMPLEMENTED; C2 =
CITY CAN IMPLEMENT WITHIN EXISTING RESOURCES, C3 = CITY WILL CONSIDER WHEN ADOPTING THE BUDGET AND/OR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; C4 = CITY WILL CONSIDER AT FUTURE TIME (DUE TO NEED TO
COORDINATE WITH CITYWIDE ISSUES OR OTHER NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS, EVALUATE POLICY OR REGULATORY CHANGES, IDENTIFY FUND SOURCES, ETC.); C5 = CITY WILL NOT IMPLEMENT (FOR REASONS STATED).
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12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node: Key Strategy

turn around.

community on station
design and station area
planning.

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Council Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
increased housing density on 12th Avenue and on Yesler Way.
NA-| T- Support development of First Hill RTA station at Broadway & SPO The City will work with C4
14 | 7.13.2 | Madison. Ensure station designs accommodate “circulator van” Sound Transit and the

Il. Additional Activities For Implementation

12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node

# Plan Ref. Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Recommended Council Action
Frame | Estimate Executive Action
NA- | UD-4.5.5 | Consider entryway en- SEATRAN, See Key Strategy response for See responses to C4
15 hancements at Madison/ DPR “Central Gateway” for more details. | “Central Gateway”
12th and Yesler/12th
(see Central Gateway).
NA- | LU-3.5.4 | Identify properties along $100,000 | DPR A new P-Patch in this neighborhood | Recommendation may The City
16 12th Avenue and south to DON would detract from the existing P- be considered in the departments that
of Jefferson in the 500,000 Patch at 14th & Fir. The P-Patch future, pending own vacant
Spruce Park and Squire Program would like to have more P- | availability of funding parcels within
Park neighborhoods for Patches in the area, but farther and additional research, )
possible acquisition/ north along 12t Avenue is planning, and design. the planning
development of recommended. f‘reatﬁhOUlF:hWtﬁrk
community parks, , ogether wi e
P-Patch gardens. The City (General Fund) owns a community to
vacant parcel on Boren between . .
Spruce and Fir which may be suit- 'dent'fY parcels
able for open space or P-patch. that might be
This parcel is administered by usable, on a
ESD'’s surplus property program. temporary or
Potential fund sources include: permanent
neighborhood bond or levy, Conser- basis, for open
Central Area Page 9 October 22, 2002
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12th Avenue/South Capitol Hill Urban Center Village Node

# Plan Ref. Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Frame | Estimate

Recommended
Executive Action

Council Action

vation Futures Tax funds (for
acquisition only & project must meet
state and county criteria), Alder
Street project fund (currently about
$30,000).

space purposes
identified by the
community.

Central Area Page 10
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MADISON-MILLER NEIGHBORHOOD MASTER PLAN

l. Key Strategy

Description

Madison-Miller Residential Urban Village participants in the Neighborhood Planning process envision a thriving urban neighborhood at the crossroads of communities which are
economically, culturally, and racially diverse. The plan includes numerous recommendations aimed at celebrating the neighborhood'’s history of African-American homesteading, jazz
entertainment, transportation connections, and unique natural features. The key element for improving the Madison-Miller neighborhood focuses on the revitalization of the East Madison
Business District which extends along Madison from 16th to 24th Avenues. The goal for this area is to serve both local and destination shoppers with a variety of shops and services.

Revitalizing the 19th Avenue commercial node is also integral to achieving the neighborhood’s vision. The community’s priorities include stores and restaurants which principally serve local
residents in a pedestrian-oriented setting. This character will be enhanced through streetscape improvements to make the area compatible for transit, automobiles, and pedestrians.

The integral components for meeting the community vision include:

Investing in necessary streetscape and street capital improvements to create pedestrian-oriented character;

Exploring the potential for an incentive-based East Madison “economic opportunity area”;

Approval of recommended land use and zoning changes;

Implementation of community-based amenity projects, and reinvigorating an overall sense of community and pride of place in Madison-Miller.

NOTE: All plan references are cross-referenced to the Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan (under separate cover).

Integrated Executive Response

The Madison-Miller Plan is consistent with the urban villages strategy. (In the

Comprehensive Plan this urban village was called “21st Avenue E. @ E. Madison Activities Already Underway

Street.” The plan coordinates a package of streetscape and other transportation Transportation: The crosswalk at 21st Avenue and John Street is funded and will be re-
improvements with land use, urban design, and economic development marked. A curb bulb is being installed this summer at this location.
recommendations to facilitate a pedestrian-oriented urban village type of development.
These proposed changes would help transform this neighborhood from a place where Tasks to be Undertaken in 1998-2000
inhabitants and visitors feel threatened by traffic and crime to a neighborhood supporting
new and existing businesses and increased housing opportunitiesl 1. SEATRAN will work with the Community to develop a deSign solution for the
, 20th/Olive/Madison intersection that addresses concerns of pedestrian safety, cut-
Department responses included below: SFD, SEATRANS, DCLU, OED, DON. through traffic and turning movements.

Compiled by SPO.

Lead Department: DON
L a) Prepare scopes of work and preliminary cost estimates for recommended
Participating Departments: SEATRAN, OED, DCLU. intersection improvements.

2. Conduct initial feasibility evaluation.

b) Resolve differences within community and abutting property owners.

Central Area Page 11 October 22, 2002
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3. Prioritize with strategies from other neighborhood plans.
4. Select projects to be candidates for 1999-2000 Neighborhood Street Fund.
5. Identify next steps for continued implementation.

Council Action Taken:

Insert as item NB1: “Designate Madison from 16th to 24th as a Key Pedestrian Street..”
This is mentioned in the plan, and seems to be part of the intent of NB-1, but is not

specifically called out for designation as are the other Key Pedestrian Streets.

Remove the rezone noted in item NB-5 from consideration, as requested in the
Supplemental Additions to the Central Area Adoption Package.

NB-1. Designate the key pedestrian street as requested. Councilmembers have asked
that the Executive provide a proposal, with timelines and expectations for conducting a
reconsideration of the policies for pedestrian-oriented streets. The NGP&CE Committee
will be receiving the Executive’s progress report by the end of the first quarter of 1999.

Adopt Rezone, item NB-6, [M6].

Council supports Executive Response on the remaining Key Strategy items.

Identify next steps for continued implementation.Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan: Key Strategy

Activities
# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
NB-1 T-7.5.1 | Designate Madison between 16th and 24th High Designate the key pedestrian street as requested.
Figure 25| 252 Key Pedestrian Street Councilmembers have asked that the Executive provide a
proposal, with timelines and expectations for conducting a
reconsideration of the policies for pedestrian-oriented streets.
The NGP&CE Committee will be receiving the Executive’s
progress report by the end of the first quarter of 1999.
NB-2 A5, B4, | Develop design to address the “five-point” High $250,000 | SEATRAN SEATRAN will work with the community to develop a design
B6, C1, | intersection of Madison-20th-Olive to to solution for this intersection that addresses concerns of
C2, C3, | enhance both the pedestrian character and $500,000 pedestrian safety, cut-through traffic and turning movements.
C4 street configuration. Design should
Table 6 | accommodate: OED will work with the community on the possibility of
e curb bulbs to make the intersection a implementation through Neighborhood Matching Fund Small and
CAPII | traditional four-way intersection: Simple grants and use of SEED crews.
7.3.2, | e thermoplastic ladder crosswalks to
Central Area Page 12 October 22, 2002
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Identify next steps for continued implementation.Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan: Key Strategy
Activities

#

Plan
Ref.

Activity

Priority

Time
Frame

Cost
Estimate

Implementor

Executive Response

7.10.7,
7117

facilitate pedestrian crossing of Madison;

o a flashing overhead crossing sign, and
necessary directional signage, and;

o plan for future public amenities to create a
gateway into the East Madison business
district.

Install curb bulb and crosswalk per design on

southwest corner of Madison/20th to address

pedestrian safety needs related to new

elderly housing development in 1998.

NB-3

EPD.1

CAPII
ED-5.4.3

Promote Madison/Miller as Central Area’s
northern commercial anchor. Do so with an
area-wide marketing program, instituting land
use/zoning changes, and investing in
community amenities/ streetscape features.

Community,
CDCs

This is a community based activity.

NB-4

EPD.2

CAPII
ED-5.4.3

Establish an “Economic Opportunity Area” to
encourage redevelopment of key parcels
throughout neighborhood. Help establish
incentives and ramifications to promote the
area’s economic vitality, including tax credits,
establishing a BIA, information of loan and
fund programs, assistance with permit
processing, and penalties for poor property
upkeep.

Community

OED will continue to work with local businesses and
organizations to support economic development and can provide
advice and assistance on BIA formation and various loan
programs.

A part of the Central Area planning area will be covered by the
Enterprise Zone for which OED is applying for HUD funds if the
grant is awarded.

- e NC3 85 o NG BE somra

i iy .
Madison-from24sto-s3rd

Adoptas-part-of the-approval-process-for the-Central-Area-Plan

Removed the request of the Central Area Action Plan
Implementation Team.

NB-6

M6

Create an NC2-40 zone on 19th north of
Madison (on land currently zoned L3) to
extend the commercial zone on 19th towards
the NC1 area at 19th northward.

DCLU

Adopt as part of the approval process for the Central Area Plan.

Central Area
NOTE: COUNCIL ACTIONS: REFERENCES C1-C5 ARE TO CATEGORIES IDENTIFIED IN RESOLUTION 29716 PERTAINING TO CITY COUNCIL REVIEW OF PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD PLANS. C1 = CITY HAS IMPLEMENTED; C2 =
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Identify next steps for continued implementation.Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan: Key Strategy

Activities
# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
NB-7 EPD.4 | Institute a “Madison-Miller Joint Vision Community This is a community based activity.
Implementation Team” to help shepherd plan
development for the Business District and
surrounding residential area.
NB-8 EPD.5 | Implement general and site-specific DCLU DCLU will review all proposals for neighborhood-specific design
AP development guidelines to ensure compatible guidelines emerging from neighborhood plans as well as
and attractive infill of new projects in East suggested changes to the program in early 1999 and expects to
UD-4.2 | Madison Business District. formalize recommendations to Council for their action by mid-
year.
NB-9 CA1 Adopt themes and identity elements for Community This is a community based activity.
Madison/Miller, including concepts such as:
CAP Il o The area’s African-American Heritage;
UD-4.5.1 e Madison After Dark;
e Community Diversity;
¢ The Physical and Natural Environment,
and;
o The area’s Transportation History.
NB-10 C2 Incorporate themes and identity elements Community, Itis a policy of the Department of Parks and Recreation to help
CAP I ?nto streetscape concept.s, transporta?ion City Depts. foster community ownership in DPR facilities, and incorporating
improvements, community-based projects, community-identified themes into parks and open space is one
UD-4.5.2 | and new development proposals. |deas- way of demonstrating this commitment. DPR does not have
Table 5 | public art, open spaces, street furnishings, dedicated funding to do this work, but if a Neighborhood
Pg. 117 Iandgcaplng, slogan development, and Matching Fund grant or other funding can be secured DPR will
special community events. work with the community and other departments to incorporate
these themes as park/play areas are developed or redeveloped.
Central Area Page 14 October 22, 2002
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Il. Additional Activities For Implementation

Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- all plan references are to the Master Plan
# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Executive Recommended | Council Action
Ref. Frame | Estimate Action Taken
Transportation Capital Inprovements
NB-11] A2 | Widen the sidewalk on the 2t05 $500,000 | SEATRAN Traffic volumes at this Recommendation will not be | C5
Table | south side of Madison yrs per block intersection are too high to allow | implemented.
6 | between 22nd and 23rd. New segment removal of travel lanes. In
width will be based on stil addition, this recommendation
allowing two travel lanes each would hinder traffic and there is
way during peak hour community support for vehicle
commutes. . .
capacity on Madison.
NB-12| A3 | Widen the sidewalk on the 2t05 | $500,000 | SEATRAN A conceptual design needs to be | Recommendation will be C4
Table| north side of Madison between yrs per block drawn and broad community considered in the future,
6 | 20th and 22nd. New width wil segment support needs to be obtained, | pending identification of a
be based on still allowing two particularly from abutting property | funding source and comple-
travel lanes each way during owners. tion of conceptual design.
peak hour commutes. The community must take
the next step in document-
ing support from appropriate
property owners and must
seek funding, perhaps
through Neighborhood
Matching Fund, for
conceptual design.
NB-13| A4 | Install thermoplastic ladder 1t02 | $500 per | SEATRAN A crosswalk is not appropriate at | Recommendation will not be | C5
Table| crosswalks at the intersection yrs x-walk, this intersection because itisa | implemented.
6 | of 22nd & Madison. $20,000 mid-block crossing. Pedestrians
per bulb can use the signal at 21st and
Madison, which is very near.
NB-14| B1 | Retain lane capacity of East SEATRAN Current practice Recommendation has C1
Central Area Page 15 October 22, 2002
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Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- all plan references are to the Master Plan

# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Executive Recommended | Council Action
Ref. Frame | Estimate Action Taken
Table | Madison between 16th and already been implemented.
6 | 21st Avenue by ensuring there
are two travel lanes during
peak hour travel (am & pm).
NB-15| B2 | Improve signal timing to move 1t02 SEATRAN These intersections are currently | Recommendation has C1
Table | traffic in and out of the area at yrs being reviewed and the timing will| already been implemented
6 | moderate speeds (25 to 30 be adjusted. through departmental initia-
mph). tive or neighborhood action.
NB-16| B3 | Facilitate left turn at Olive St. SEATRAN Olive is a residential non-arterial | Recommendation will not be | C5
Table| from 23rd Avenue. Provide street, and the City does not implemented. A left turn at
6 | signage to direct traffic to encourage cut-through traffic on | Madison may be
Madison Street via 22nd these streets. A left turn at implemented if the study,
Avenue. Madison is currently being studied| currently underway,
by SEATRAN. recommends it.
NB-17| B4 | Add local access only signs on 1yr $500 per | SEATRAN The City only installs “Local SEATRAN is looking at C5
Table | all points entering Olive Way sign Access Only” signs if the street | design options for 20th
6 | between 20th and 22nd. [See appears to be a good cut-through | Avenue/Olive
above] route but isn't, because thereis | Street/Madison Street to
no clear route through the narrow the intersection. The
neighborhood. This situation community should apply for
does not meet the criteria. Neighborhood Street Fund
[NSF] money to implement
the conceptual design.
NB-18] BS | Establish off-peak parking 1yr SEATRAN Current practice Recommendation has C1
Table| lane, as feasible, on both sides already been implemented.
6 | of East Madison from 20th to
23rd.
NB-19] B6 | Establish permanent parking 1yr SEATRAN Parking is permitted on both Recommendation canand | C4
Table| lane on the north side of Olive sides of streets which are wider | will be implemented,
6 | Street between 20th and 22nd. than 25 feet. To restore parking | provided that a petition is
here, property owners would submitted by property
need to submit a petition. owners.
Central Area Page 16 October 22, 2002
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Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- all plan references are to the Master Plan

# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Executive Recommended | Council Action
Ref. Frame | Estimate Action Taken
Streetscape Improvements
NB-20| S.3 | Create opportunities for public DPR The plan is not clear if the com- | Recommendation may be C4
AP spaces, public art, and munity would like the City to pur- consi'dergd in't'he future,
community gateways- chase the view site on Denny pending identification of a
uD-45. including: and/or the lot adjacent to the funding source.
* Integrating Central Area Shipscalers building property or
Heritage Trail as part of if they would like to work with
Planned Parenthood site the property owners to ensure
redevelopment hat the design of the sites
o Development of a view park tha gn ¢
south of Denny along 23rd: megts community needs.. These
« Landscaped green space prOchts may be appropriate for
and rehabilitation/new a ne|ghborlhood bond or levy or
construction of Shipscalers Conservation Futures Tax funds
building, and; (for acquisition only). Another
e Gateway/landscape funding source would need to be
treatment at 20th-Madison- identified for development. If
Olive intersection. acquisition funds are secured,
the community may consider
applying for a Neighborhood
Matching Fund or other grant for
design. DPR would partner with
the community on design.
NB-21| S.3 #1 | Develop the Central Area Tyr SEATRAN, SEATRAN will need to review if | Recommendation will be C4
CAP I Heritage Trail as depicted in DON, SAC, pedestrian improvemnts are considered in the future,
the Master Plan. Community || involved. The community needs | pending identification of a
UD- to identify specific route funding source and the
45.1 designations. community designation of a
specific route.
NB-22| S.2 | Encourage buildings to meet DCLU DCLU is willing work with the Recommendation will be C4
the street and require a community to refine this considered in the future,
minimum 12" foot setback from proposal. Community needs to pending completion of
curb where no existing uniform specify exact location of additional research, and
setback exists.
Central Area Page 17 October 22, 2002
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Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- all plan references are to the Master Plan

# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Executive Recommended | Council Action
Ref. Frame | Estimate Action Taken
proposed setback changes. community identification of
exact location.
NB-23| S.1 | Plant street trees as $170 per | SEATRAN, Tree planting is a great com- Recommendation is a C5
CAP I opportunities arise on arlterials tree City Light, munity-based activity. The City | community based activity.
foreseen as key pedestrian has a variety of programs that can
T-7.5.1| streets such as East Madison, support tree planting: Seattle City
up- | Clive Way, 19th Avenue, and Light's Urban Tree Replacement
4.3.1 23rd Avenue. Program provides communities
with a minimum of 100 trees. The
Neighborhood Matching Fund
often has a special tree planting
fund. Technical assistance is
available from SEATRAN. Al
projects are reviewed by the City
Arborist for permit approval.
Sometimes trees can be planted
in conjunction with utility projects
or new development.
Economic and Physical Development
NB-24| EP0.3 | Invest in public services and SPU, SPD This statement is consistent with | Recommendation has C1
CAP I infragt,ructure to ensure the current City policy. already been adopted as
public’s health, safety, and City policy.
[-9.5 | welfare, particularly for public
safety and stormwater
infrastructure.
NB-25 I:)Econ Seek entertainment facilities Community The community should. explore Recommendation is a C5
ev2.2 (e.g. Arts complex), development || whether the Central District can | community-based activity.
CAP Il | destination retail (upscale, corporation(s) suppgrt gdditiopgl entertainment
ep. | grocery, restaurant, etc.), facilities in addition to Langston
543 convention and conference Hughes Cultural Center,
“T% | facilities and other like proposed African American
businesses at 23rd and Cultural Center and existing arts
Central Area Page 18 October 22, 2002
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Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- all plan references are to the Master Plan

# Plan Activity Priority Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Executive Recommended | Council Action
Ref. Frame | Estimate Action Taken
Madison facilities in nearby Capitol Hill.
NB-26| H.1 | Encourage increased housing This statement is consistent with | Recommendation has C1
CAP I density at 23rd and Madison. current City policy and the area’s | already been adopted as
LU- designation as a Residential City policy.
34.1 Urban Village. The zoning at this

intersection allows for substantial
density of development. No
zoning changes have been
proposed for this intersection.

Community Identity

NB-27| C.1 | Adopt themes and identity Community This statement is consistent with | Recommendation is a C5
CAP I elements for Madison<Miller, City policy (see e.g., Compre- community-based activity.
including concepts such as the hensive Plan Cultural Resources

UD- | area’s African-American Element). More specific actions
4.5.1 | Heritage, Madison After Dark, are needed to make the policy a

Community Diversity, the .
Physical and Natural Environ- reality.
ment, and the area’s
Transportation History.

lll. Activities For Longer Term Consideration

Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- refer to Master Plan for plan references.

# Plan Activity City Department Comments
Ref.
Transportation Capital Improvements
NB- T- | Work with Metro Transit to improve bus shelters and incorporate art into shelter If requested by KC/Metro, the City will assist with this project.
28 | 7.14.1 | design. Also develop possible bus bay pullouts along East Madison where feasible.

Central Area Page 19 October 22, 2002
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Madison-Miller Neighborhood Master Plan- refer to Master Plan for plan references.

# Plan Activity City Department Comments
Ref.

Streetscape Improvements

NB- | C.1 | Commission public artworks, community interpretive kiosks, banners, and special
29 C.2 | paving to commemorate the area’s rich African-American history and other

CAP |l | important community features.

ubD-
45.2

Land Use and Zoning Amendment Proposals

NB- | M2a | Evaluate the possibility of converting existing L3 zoning at property on SW corner
30 of 21st and Denny, to NC3-40 or NC3-65 to consolidate with adjacent
neighborhood commercial zoning (with same owner) to promote site
redevelopment. NC3-40 zoning will permit uses with heights compatible with L3
zoning to the north. The owner would accept NC3-65 zoning, but not NC3-40.
There is no resolution at this time as to which specific zoning should be

recommended.
NB- | M3 [ Evaluate the possibility of converting existing SF5000 to NC2-40 zoning in order to
31 increase the available supply of neighborhood commercial land- On south side of

Olive Way (three lots deep) between 22nd & 23rd.

NB- [ M4a | Evaluate the possibility of converting existing L2 to more appropriate zone (L3 or

32 L4) between Denny and Olive.
NB- | M5 | Evaluate the possibility of extending NC3-65 zoning to increase residential density
33 around Madison-Miller commercial area at 23rd and Olive Street by converting NC-
40 to NC3-65.
Central Area Page 20 October 22, 2002
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23RD AND JACKSON AND JACKSON PLACE

l. Key Strategy

Description

23rd and Jackson has become the heart of commercial activity in the Central Area. Neighborhood planning recommendations set out to strengthen this economic node and plan for the
necessary street improvements, land use and zoning amendments, and desired community amenities to ensure that 23rd and Jackson remains the Central Area’s shopping focal point, and
a true “urban village”. Within this center, planning recommendations also made every effort to incorporate the concept of the Jackson Place neighborhood as a vital link that transitions the

Central Area to the North Rainier Valley.
Integrated Executive Response

This proposal seeks to achieve the urban village strategy by changing zoning to
encourage concentrated growth around the 23rd and Jackson node. The higher
population density would be served by additional neighborhood commercial activity and
mobility enhancements. Proposed transportation and streetscape improvements should
improve conditions for walking and bicycling and reduce traffic congestion through
transportation management.

Improvements to encourage use of non-motorized modes of transportation should be
coordinated with new development in order to make this node more livable for new
residents and viable for businesses. In addition to making the neighborhood a better
place to walk around, tangible public investment in the public rights-of-ways may catalyze
private development in the area. This strategy consists of relatively small projects, many
of which can be implemented incrementally, perhaps in conjunction with development or
in response to funding opportunities. Although individual recommendations are not
dependent on one another from an implementation perspective, they work together to
achieve the objectives of this node.

Key Pedestrian Streets: The segment of Jackson Street between 20th Avenue and Martin
Luther King Way which serves the highest-density portions of this urban village warrants
the highest intensity of pedestrian features.

Department responses included below: DON, SCL, SFD, DHHS, and DPR. Compiled by
SPO.

Lead Department: DON
Participating Departments: SEATRAN, DCLU, DON

Activities Already Underway

Transportation: This node plan includes a variety of transportation and infrastructure
improvements which have already been designed,and partially funded:

[ Some bicycle and pedestrian improvements on Jackson Street have been
funded and will be implemented as part of this strategy.
[ Bike lanes on Jackson Street from 14th Avenue to 31st Avenue have been

designed. Bids came in high, and the community has asked that
implementation be delayed until additional funding is found.
[ Improvements such as textured sidewalks and bronze inlays should be
completed this year.
The bids for the work items noted above came in higher than expected. The community
has requested that the entire project be delayed until further funding is identified, rather
than proceed with only parts of the overall project.

City Light has already incorporated the community’s request for future sidewalk work into
its pole replacement program.
Tasks to be undertaken in 1998-2000

1. Conduct initial feasibility evaluation.
a) Identify which physical improvements included in the Jackson Street

Central Area
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Improvement and Streetscape Study and Traffic Management Plan would be
most appropriate candidates for a neighborhood bond or levy.

b) Identify transportation improvements which could be implemented
incrementally, possibly as Neighborhood Matching Fund or Neighborhood
Street Fund projects.

2. Prioritize with strategies from other neighborhood plans.

3. ldentify next steps for continued implementation.

|Council Action Taken:

Action on Decision Agenda Item 11.B.3, for item NC-2,Council is adopting a
resolution amending the Yesler/Atlantic Land Disposition Report to permit the
City to sell this property for development as an assisted living facility.

Adopt rezones as proposed: NC-1, [J1a], NC-2, [J2], NC-8, [DH3], NC-9,
[DH4], NC-10, [DH4a] and NC-11, [DH4b].

Adopt NC-3, [J3] with conditions.

Regarding item NC-20: Changes to the SOA policies have been made as part
of the Consolidated Plan. The community has expressed its support of these

changes in a letter from CAAP*IT dated September 15, 1998.

Adopt the following language for item NC-26: The City departments that own
vacant parcels within the planning area should work together with the
community to identify parcels that might be usable, on a temporary or
permanent basis, for open space purposes identified by the community.

Designate the segment of Jackson as a Key Pedestrian Street as requested
in item NC-4. Councilmembers have asked that the Executive provide a
proposal, with timelines and expectations for conducting a reconsideration of
the policies for pedestrian-oriented streets. The NGP&CE Committee will be
receiving the Executive’s progress report by the end of the first quarter of
1999.

Council supports Executive Response on the remaining Key Strategy items.

23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place: Key Strategy Activities

# Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
NC- | J1a | Rezone block bordered by South Main, 23rd and Yesler, and DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
1 24th from L3 to NC2-40 in order to allow for increased Central Area Plan.
commercial use in the future consistent with adjacent uses to
the south.
NC- J2 Increase residential density on the block between 22nd and DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
2 23rd and Yesler Way to Main street from L3 to L4 to facilitate Central Area Plan.
development of Assisted Living project.
NC- J3 To facilitate development of an assisted living housing project, DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
3 change the zoning as shown in the J-3 rezone map. (Owned Central Area Plan.
by A. Branch)
NC- T- Designate Jackson between 20th and MLK as a Key SEATRAN Pedestrian improvements for Jackson Street
Pedestrian Street. between 20th Avenue and Martin Luther King
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23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place: Key Strategy Activities

# Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
4 744 DCLU Way should not be as extensive as the section

referenced below and should be concentrated
around pedestrian generators such as schools,
transit stops, parks, retail uses, etc.

Designate the key pedestrian street as
requested. Councilmembers have asked that the
Executive provide a proposal, with timelines and
expectations for conducting a reconsideration of
the policies for pedestrian-oriented streets. The
NGP&CE Committee will be receiving the
Executive’s progress report by the end of the first

quarter of 1999.
NC- T- Implement Jackson Street Improvement and Streetscape SEATRAN See Activities Already Underway (above).
5 | 7.11.3 | Study, part of which is in process. Improvements have been designed, and some

are being implemented. Others are awaiting
location of additional funding.

NC- T- Install medians/pedestrian islands on Jackson at 24t 1998 funded
6 | 732
This project has been delayed. See Activities
Already Underway.
NC- | T- | Paintbicycle lanes on Jackson. 1998 funded This project has been delayed. See Activities
7 743 Already Underway.
NC- | DH3 | Encourage a mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented urban village- DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
8 Allow for increased density to support commercial retail use, Central Area Plan.
change the C1 zone between Charles and Norman Streets to
NC3/R with a 40-foot height limit
NC- | DH4 | Change the City-owned block zoned IC-65 west of Hiawatha DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
9 Place between Dearborn and Charles Street to NC3-65 Central Area Plan.
NC- | DH4a | Change the City-owned block zoned C1-40 east of Hiawatha DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
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23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place: Key Strategy Activities

# Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response
Ref. Frame | Estimate
10 Place between Dearborn and Charles Street to NCR-40. Central Area Plan.
NC- | DH4b | Change the City-owned parcel zoned L2, west of the Cedar DCLU Adopt as part of the approval process for the
11 River Pipeline (triangular parcel at the corner of Davis and Central Area Plan.
Dearborn) to NC/R-40.
NC- | T-7.6.1| Provide technical support and funding for the Jackson Place SEATRAN See Activities Already Underway.
12 | T-7.8.2| traffic management plan. Continue to implement the various
T-7.7.4| traffic calming and residential traffic management projects.

Il. Additional Activities For Implementation

23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Recommended Council Action Taken
Ref. Frame | Estimate Executive Action

Transportation Capital Inprovements

NC- | T- | Identify solutions for SCL SCL will incorporate the Central Recommendation Council recognizes the

13 | 7.4.2 | obstructed sidewalks Area Matrix into planning, when may be considered | difficulty with this activity,
(blocked by poles) along SEATRAN possible, in considering upgrades to | in the future as given the limited amount
Jackson. SPU utility infrastructure. On Jackson relevant projects of City right-of-way in

SCL has already incorporated the are undertaken.

& which to relocate light
community’s request for future.

poles.

Decisions about what happens on
sidewalks is under the jurisdiction of
SPU and SEATRAN. The
requirements SCL works under
are: Poles can stay where they are
until replaced. When replaced they
must clear the curb by two feet on
existing sidewalks and three feet if

c4
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23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place

#

Plan
Ref.

Activity

Priority

Time
Frame

Cost
Estimate

Implementor

Executive Response

Recommended
Executive Action

Council Action Taken

new . Whenever possible, SCL
tries to leave three feet of sidewalk
open, but when only four feet of
walkway exists and we must clear
curb by two feet, this clearly bisects
the sidewalk.

Placement of poles on private
property is something SCL can
explore with the community, but
SCL hasn't done poles on private
property in the past and prefers to
stay in the right-of-way. Issues for
the community to consider relative
to this are: Easements would be
required on every property. Poles
placed on private property
would/could restrict eventual
development by the property owner
relative to legally mandated line
clearance. Future development
could be restricted around deck
additions, height of decks, exterior
structures, rooflines, additions etc.

It would be best to have
SPU/SEATRAN explore getting an
easement to widen the sidewalk
onto private property rather than
move the poles. sidewalk work into
pole placement.

Community Amenities and Open Space

NC-
14

ubD-
453

As part of public capital
improvement programs,

SAC,
SEATRAN

The Seattle Arts Commission will
work with the Central Area in

Recommendation
may be considered

C4

Central Area
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23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Recommended Council Action Taken
Ref. Frame | Estimate Executive Action
provide 1% for art funding implementing site-integrated art in in the future,

that could go into the Central Park Trail project as pending identifica-
implementing the Jackson funds are available. Up until now, tion of Percent for
Streetscape Study, Central limited funds have been generated | Art funds applicable
Park Trail Art Plan, and (e.g. about $3000) through % for Art | in this area.
other local community art due to restrictions on SEATRAN
projects. Ensure local artists capital improvement projects.
have preference. However, SAC and SEATRAN are
working to identify ways that artists
can work on the design aspects of
non-%-for-art-eligible projects to
integrate art into the design of street
improvements. For high priority
projects, % for art funds might also
be available from utility construction
in the area.
NC- | UD- | Develop gateways into the Community, || Conceptual design should be Recommendation C4
15 | 4.5.5 | Central Area at 23rd and DON, developed for review by SEATRAN | may be considered
Jackson, and Martin Luther SEATRAN, || and Fire. This project could be a in the future, pend-
King Way and 23rd Avenue DPR Neighborhood Matching Fund ing community
atthe I-90 lid. project. definition of specific
projects, planning
and design work.
and identification of
funding.
NC- | LU- | Improve maintenance of DPR DPR supports and maintains its Recommendation | C4
16 | 3.5.3 | existing open space facilities to the extent that resources | will be considered in
network, particularly in allow. The following items are in the future, pending
Judkins Park and alotn%ttr:e DPR’s 6-year CIP: identification of a
?hpeeg:rEt?Z?ISD;?kn$$;I?Pra}tlt Judkins Park: Identified needs funding source.
Park, Lavizzo Amphitheater, include: major maintenance
[-90 Lid. drainage, comfort station rehabilita-
tion, landscaping, athletic field
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23rd and Jackson and Jackson Place

# | Plan Activity Priority | Time Cost Implementor Executive Response Recommended Council Action Taken
Ref. Frame | Estimate Executive Action
renovations. DPR proposed to
begin design work on the playfield
in 1999-2000. Construction is not
funded in 1999-2000.
Pratt Park: Identified needs
include: landscape restoration and
ADA accessibility. These projects
are not funded in 1999-2000.
NC- | ED- | Continue to provide funding OED OED will continue to fund the Recommendation C1
17 | 8.3 | and public/private support of Central Area Development will be
Central Area programs that Association (CADA) for work in this | implemented.
have been concentrated at node.
the 23rd and Jackson. Build
on the partnerships already
established.
NC- | HD- | Ensure Douglass Truth SPL Seattle Public Library will work with | Recommendation C3
18 |8.6.1.2| Library improvement and community to ensure t